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CITY COUNCIL
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19-010

Wednesday, May 22, 2019, 5:00 P.M.
Council Chambers, Hamilton City Hall

71 Main Street West

5. COMMUNICATIONS

*5.12 Correspondence respecting the Site Plan Control Application for 310 Frances
Avenue:

*5.12.a Valerie Gardner

*5.12.b Kathleen and Mike Boss

*5.12.c Mark Victor

*5.12.d Derek and Anne Appleton

*5.12.e Christine Alexander

*5.12.f Kelly Cooper

*5.12.g Linda McManus

*5.12.h Ross Barber

*5.12.i Carol Kemp



*5.12.j Barbara Birch

*5.12.k Carole Galan

*5.12.l Ang Vella

*5.12.m Russell Pape

*5.12.n Joan Sopkow

*5.12.o Reese and Betty Matthews

*5.12.p Rae and Ron Wilcox

*5.12.q Wendy and Alvin Stinson

*5.12.r Dennis Facia

*5.12.s Sherry Hayes

*5.12.t Linda Barnes

*5.12.u Sharon Williams

*5.12.v Christy Paterson

*5.12.w Lenore Kummel

*5.12.x Anne Cecil

*5.12.y Dorothy Sherry

*5.12.z Sharon Johnson

*5.12.aa T. McClelland

*5.12.ab John Holden

*5.12.ac Donna Wood

*5.12.ad Elgin McEneny

*5.12.ae Dianne McLean

*5.12.af Carol Belacca



*5.12.ag Deborah Martin

*5.12.ah Alex Tsangarakis

*5.12.ai Mark Victor

Due to the size of Report PED10017, it is only available online

*5.12.aj Lynn and Kevin Dall

*5.12.ak Sherry Hayes

*5.12.al Sherry Hayes

*5.12.am Linda McEneny

*5.12.an Gerry and Maureen MacKenzie

*5.12.ao Terry Galan

Recommendation: Be received and referred to the consideration of Item 3 of
the Planning Committee Report 19-008.

8. NOTICES OF MOTIONS

*8.1 Feasibility of Preparing a Zero Percent Increase Municipal Budget for 2020

*8.2 Resignation from the Advisory Committee for Persons with Disabilities

11. BY-LAWS AND CONFIRMING BY-LAW

*11.18 129

To Adopt Official Plan Amendment No. 22 to the Rural Hamilton Official Plan
respecting 1633 and 1649 Highway No. 6 North (Flamborough)

Ward: 13

*11.19 130

To Amend Zoning By-law No. 05-200 Respecting Lands Located at 1633, 1649, and
1653 Highway No. 6 North, Flamborough

ZAC-17-081

Ward: 13



Pilon, Janet 

Subject: Site Plan control - 310 Frances Avenue 

From: Mark Victor 

Sent: May 17, 2019 2:50 PM 

To: clerk@hamilton.ca 

Subject: Site Plan control - 310 Frances Avenue 

Dear Honourable Mayor and Council: 

Please take back your delegated authority for Site Plan Control/ Approval on the application 

for 310 Frances. As per the Planning Act, you have carriage and in the best interest of all 

citizens, the responsibility for approval of an unprecedented build of this magnitude rests with 

all City of Hamilton elected representatives. 

Respectfully, 

Mark Victor 

1401-301 Frances Avenue 
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Pilon, Janet

Subject: 310 Francis -3 tower build impact on existing neighbourhood

From: Valerie Gardner

Sent: May 17, 2019 2:11 PM
To: clerk(5)hamilton.ca

Subject: 310 Francis -3 tower build impact on existing neighbourhood

Dear Sir or Madam

We are writing to express our deep concern, not over the fact that there will be development, but development on the
massive size and proposed density of the 3-tower development planned at 310 Francis Avenue.

As you, and all members of Council are aware,

• This area is not currently serviced by any municipal transportation. Even if transit were to begin, the North
Service Road is not wide enough to service safe stops for large transit vehicles.

• Residents without cars will be hard pressed to access current amenities across the QEW without a car, therefore
we can assume nearly all residents will have cars and even the mostly one-bedroom residential units may
potentially have 2 cars, as most couples will have to travel to work in different areas or at different times..

• Parking for the number of residential cars, not to mention any visitor parking, will undoubtedly result in cars
parking down neighbouring side streets in unprecedented numbers

• Should we have major snowstorms, the city's ability to clear surrounding streets will be severely hampered.
• The North Service road is already a very busy 2 lane road with no obvious means of widening it to contend with

the added traffic, not only from this new development but also from the other developments currently under
construction between the Lake and the North Service Road between Grays Road and Fruitland Road.

• Increased traffic along the North Service road will not only make it difficult for homeowners heading east on the
North Service Road who need to turn left on either Drakes Dr. or Teal St. to access their homes; there is a
potential for long line ups of traffic behind them and of rear-end collisions from inattentive drivers.

• Very strong winds are now the norm in this area. Between the existing 19-storey Shoreliner and Bayliner
buildings, there is already a significant and increased wind effect. Adding 3 more towers of such heights as
proposed will seriously increase this wind effect.

It is our fervent hope that Council and Planning Committees will take the serious concerns that numerous area residents
are putting forward to you, in writing and in person, will have a positive impact and that you will re-consider this
proposed development in light of these serious concerns.

Sincerely,
Peter Miller and Valerie Gardner
1603 - 500 Green Road

Stoney Creek, ON L8E3M6
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Pilon, Janet

Subject: 310 Frances

Original Message 
From: Kathleen Boss

Sent: May 17, 2019 2:17 PM
To: clerk@hamilton.ca
Subject: 310 Frances

Dear honourable mayor and council,

Please take back your control over the site plan and application at 310 Frances. As per the planning act you have
carriage, and in the best interest of all citizens it is imperative that you ensure the decision making in regards to such a
massively out of scale project is a decision made by all city of Flamilton elected representatives

Thank you,

Kathleen and Mike Boss
77 Pinelands Avenue, Stoney Creek

Sent from my iPhone

l
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Pilon, Janet 

Subject: Site Plan control - 310 Frances Avenue 

From: Mark Victor 

Sent: May 17, 2019 2:50 PM 

To: clerk@hamilton.ca 

Subject: Site Plan control - 310 Frances Avenue 

Dear Honourable Mayor and Council: 

Please take back your delegated authority for Site Plan Control/ Approval on the application 

for 310 Frances. As per the Planning Act, you have carriage and in the best interest of all 

citizens, the responsibility for approval of an unprecedented build of this magnitude rests with 

all City of Hamilton elected representatives. 

Respectfully, 

Mark Victor 

1401-301 Frances Avenue 
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Access via North Service Road 
The North Service Road is wholly inadequate to allow access for more traffic. 
The Speed Limit has been decreased to 60 Km/Hr. and there is talk of adding more Stop Signs and 
Traffic Lights to control the traffic thus slowing the traffic flow which, is going to make living in 
the area of Green Road and Francis Road a nightmare. 
It appears that Hamilton Planning does not like ‘Roundabouts’ ( Traffic Circles ) as there are none 
that I know of. Other regions and municipalities are adding these as a major means of ‘passively’ 
controlling both traffic speed and, flow e.g., Burlington, Kitchener-Waterloo, Windsor.  

Why, if the planning for the Three Towers, was made in 2010 have we not seen any of the plans 
for access in and out of our community. You dropped the speed limit to 60 Km. when a concerned 
resident complained about speeders on the North Service Road which, has done nothing other 
than cause Tailgating of those following the rules. Look ahead planning seems to be something 
alien to you? 

The new Three Towers that are to be built on the vacant corner of Green and Francis Road will, 
no doubt be populated by families currently living in Toronto who wish to move to a location 
where they have easy access to the QEW and Go Transport and, sell their current homes at the 
inflated price that currently exists. Burlington has built a Condo Building next to the Go Train 
station near Brant St, to capitalize on this. If this project goes ahead plus the 14 story building on 
the other side of Green Road then an access onto the QEW must be built at the end of Green Road 
preferably with a Roundabout to allow proper flow without resorting to traffic lights or stop signs. 
I brought these concerns up with Maria Pearson at a meeting, here in Stoney Creek at the 
municipal building, regarding the 14 story condo proposal meeting approx.. two months ago. At 
that time I asked her about the 50 story condo ( at that time, that was the size and scope that was 
in the news ) and its’ affect on traffic. She, at that time said there had been no decision as to what 
was to be built and as such she and DeSantis Homes could only discuss the 14 story development 
and its’ effect on traffic flow and parking in the area. As we discovered at the Planning meeting, 
Tuesday 14th. May, the decision had been made in 2010, 9 years ago (?), and had been 
grandfathered from previous decisions made before amalgamation with Hamilton. 
I, and most of the residents I have spoken to, feel the ‘Bulldozers’ have already started and, it’s 
us, the taxpaying residents of this area who are being Bulldozed.   

The meeting at the Hamilton Council Offices of 14th. May did nothing to dispel the fears of those 
present that the maximizing or, over populating of our area will continue without regard to the 
current residents. As a parting shot, Judi Partridge on the planning council thanked Maria Pearson 
for her diligence and her fair play for allowing the residents to be able to speak and be there as 
she said, “ she didn’t have to allow this”. Apparently our local councilor was not up-to-date 
regarding the plans?. These are not Democratic principles especially from people who are paid, 
and therefore, ultimately works for the tax payers who pay their wages. 

There should be a ‘Statute 0f Limitation’ governing any decisions made so long ago and a totally 
new review done including all affected TAX PAYERS. As mentioned by others who have voiced 
their concerns, we need a moratorium on all further developments so that all approved ( by 
Council ) plans can be discussed with those affected. 

You, the Hamilton Council, have made costly blunders in the past, for instance, the changing of 
two way streets to one in the downtown core of Hamilton at, great cost and inconvenience and 
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then, changing them back again when the idea was found to be bad again, at great cost and 
inconvenience. This is planning by mistakes and we, the Tax Payers foot the bill. This is going to 
happen again. 
 
From two, of many, concerned residence at 500 Green Road. 
 
Derek & Anne Appleton. 
 
 
 
  



Pilon, Janet

Subject: Three towers

Original Message 
From: Christine Alexander
Sent: May 17, 2019 8:51 PM
To: clerk@hamilton.ca
Subject: Three towers

Hi would like to make a comment regarding plans to build the high rises on Frances.. I live in the Shoreliner like many

seniors in this building I would like to say not at all happy regarding our remaining years cut off from any sunshine.
As it is we have limited parking areas for family and friends to visit and if those towers do get built there will be

nowhere for them to park....

Also North Service Rd is not equipped for extra traffic two lanes!! Hard enough at times getting along road without
more traffic.

I do hope this will be considered , it should not be just about extra tax money, think of the people who live here
C Alexander

Sent from my iPad

l
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Pilon, Janet

Subject: 310 Frances

From: Kelly Cooper
Sent: May 18, 2019 7:56 AM
To: clerl<(5)hamilton.ca
Subject: 310 Frances

Dear Flonourable Mayor & Council,

Please take back your delegated authority for Site Plan Control / Approval on the application for 310 Frances.

As per the Planning Act, you have carriage and in the best interest of all citizens, it is incumbent upon you that approval
for a build of this massive scale rests with all City of Hamilton elected representatives

This build will definitely have city-wide impacts in regards to future proposals of larger size in other areas as well as

financial impacts via property taxes.

Thank you Kelly Cooper

Sent from my Samsung Galaxy smartphone.

1

5.12 (f)



Pilon, Janet

Subject: FW: Site/plan application high rises 310 Frances, Stoney Creek

Original Message 
From: linda mcmanus
Sent: May 18, 2019 1:06 PM
To: clerk@hamilton.ca

Subject: Site/plan application high rises 310 Frances, Stoney Cree 

Honourable Mayor Eisenberger and members of city council. Regarding your site plan approval and massive plan to
build 3 monster high rises at 310 Francis Ave., in Stoney Creek. I am totally disappointed in the blindside of the residents
of Stoney Creek. Please, please reconsider again the massive height and destruction of a beautiful green belt area. So
many potential issues as discussed with council. This will be the biggest eyesore for the millions of people driving thru
and living in this beautiful area. Height restrictions must apply, please!
Linda McManus

Sent from my iPad

l
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Pilon, Janet

Subject: 310 Francis towers

From: Ross Barber
Sent: May 19, 2019 9:23 AM
To: clerk(5)hamilton.ca
Subject: 310 Francis towers

Dear Honourable Mayor & Council,

Please take back your delegated authority for Site Plan Control /Approval on the application for 310 Frances. As per
the Planning Act, you have carriage and in the best interest of all citizens, it is incumbent upon you that approval for a
build of this massive scale rests with all City of Hamilton elected representatives. Do not let councillor Pearson deceive
you, the residents in the surrounding area are overwhelmingly opposed to such a construction. Flooding is already an
issue and paving over a designated flood zone is just one of many problems with this project. I would like you to take
back control so the voices of the residents can be heard, not burdened with extra infrastructure costs that are needed if a
project of this size goes underway, which it certainly should not. These costs should rightly be added to the construction
process and not to the residents tax bill in the aftermath of said construction.

Thank you for your consideration

Ross Barber

Lakewood Beach Community
Resident, Drakes Dr.

Sent from my iPhone

1
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Pilon, Janet

Subject: 310 Frances Ave. Stoney Creek

From: Carol kemp

Sent: May 19, 2019 5:05 PM
To: cler (5)hamilton.ca
Subject: 310 Frances Ave. Stoney Creek

To city clerk
Please include this email with the May 22nd council meeting agenda

To council and building staff.

I have been emailing with Maria Pearson dated May 15th. Total 5 emails. 3 from me and 2 from Maria. Hopefully
they will be included in the agenda. I don't know why our ward 10 councillor says she was unaware of the height.
Clearly the towers were in the vision. What did she think a tower was?? Who in the world would think that this was a
good idea??? Clearly NO ONE WAS.... thinking.
So many people So little space..

So many cars. Can't even imagine what a mess this is going to be. It is hard enough to get out of of here now with all
the existing traffic. Also our private properties will have to have some kind of security. These towers will also block the
afternoon sun which we at the lake have enjoyed for many years.Think about the birds flying into these towers. I was
also under the impression that the designated land was supposed to be green space. What happened to that???This
land was originally designed to hold several normal height (18 stories) condos. I am not opposed to that height. It was
called Lakeside Village. Look it up. It had a great vision.

I could go on and on but I am too angry and afraid I might say something I should not... PLEASE
It is not too late to do something about this. Save our community I beg of you.

Shoreliner Resident

1
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Pilon, Janet

Subject: 310 Frances Avenue May 22nd Council Meeting Agenda

From: Barbara Birch

Sent: May 19, 2019 5:28 PM
To: clerk(5)hamilton.ca
Cc: Pearson, Maria <Maria.Pearson(5)hamilton.ca>
Subject: 310 Frances Avenue May 22nd Council Meeting Agenda

Dear Honourable Mayor and Council,

Please take back your delegated authority for Site Plan Control / Approval on the application for
310 Frances. As per the Planning Act, you have carriage and in the best interest of all the citizens
of Hamilton, it is incumbent upon you that approval for a build of this massive scale rests with all

City of Hamilton elected representatives.

My desire is that there should be an open and transparent process used to fully vet all the various
important negative ramifications of this proposed very extensive development.

The most serious (but not all inclusive) concerns that I share with many of my neighbors are:

The proposed 1836 additional housing units, will surely result in an extreme increase in traffic
along North Service Road, which is currently in a terrible state of repair, with lack of proper
turning lanes and no apparent land available for any significant expansion of the turning lanes to
allow traffic to flow more safely. This presents a very realistic concern for not only entering and
exiting from North Service Road to Green Road but for the current traffic coming north on Grays
Road to access the QEW. This will present realistic hazards for any emergency vehicles, fire,
ambulance, police not only during normal morning and evening rush hours but also at any time
there is any backup on the QEW either Toronto or Niagara bound.

These 1836 additional housing units will create a need for about 2,754 residential parking spots
(using the 1.5 factor) as well as visitors, deliveries, and the commercial activities. There is no
feasible street parking available for any overflow on peak dates. These parking requirements
must surely be provided for within the new development area itself.

There appears to be a complete lack of green space provided in the proposal for adequate outside
areas for human activity, dog walking, snow removal etc. The massiveness of this proposal is
completely out of character with the current surrounding residential buildings. The additional
carbon footprint that will be generated by this development and the 3,000 - 5,000 additional
vehicles jammed into an already overstressed infrastructure neighborhood, is not consistent with

any logical environmental concerns.

i
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The only  lake view  that will be available to these new occupants is at the lake end of Green
Road to stand and gaze over Lake Ontario beyond the fences and barriers.

The following photo was taken today Sunday May 19th at 12:44 PM at Centennial Drive and
North Service Road. The QEW was slow but not completely backed up and this bad situation will
be dramatically worsened with an additional 3,000 - 5,000 vehicles attempting to gain access to
Green Road in any reasonable fashion. Hamilton deserves better than gridlock.

Respectively Submitted,
Barbara Birch
500 Green Road, Suite 412
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Pilon, Janet

Subject: 310 Frances Avenue - a nightmare waiting to happen.

From: Carole Galan
Sent: May 21, 2019 7:07 AM
To: clerkffihamilton.ca
Cc: Carole Galan <carole.galan89(5)cogeco.ca>
Subject: 310 Frances Avenue - a nightmare waiting to happen.

Dear Honourable Mayor & Council

Please take back your delegated authority for Site
Plan Control /Approval on the application for 310
Frances. As per the Planning Act, you have carriage

and in the best interest of all citizens, it is incumbent
upon you that approval for a build of this massive
scale rests with all City of Hamilton elected
representatives".

It should not be on just one person to decide and
should be put forth to all and for the best interests of
the residents of this community. There are
handicapped people, visual impaired people and this
will cause havoc on the birds, the environment with
sudden force of unexpected winds, extra usage of
water for showering and laundry and even just
flushing toilets. Our road cannot accommodate all
the extra cars that are to be expected. And what

5.12 (k)



about the ambulances who frequent our building (the
Shoreliner, Bayliner and Seasons Retirement Home)
isn't health an already issue in this area and now
more wait times to access and get out of our

community to get to hospitals. How about all the gas
pollution from cars idling at Green Road to access the
N.Service Road. Not good for our environment but of

course you would never live here would you?

Carole Galan.



Pilon, Janet

Subject: High rise concerns

From: Ang Vella
Sent: May 20, 2019 9:00 AM
To: clerk(5)hamilton.ca
Subject: High rise concerns

Dear Council and Planning staff

I would like to express my concerns in regards to the new high rise condos that will be built. I believe that these condos
will create a lot of congestion in the already congested area of green and north service and Frances area.
I don't believe that this a safe idea for our community. With all these buildings being built, we will no longer be a calm
quiet community. With the addition to the condos and town homes that have been built-drivers have been careless, not
stoping at stop signs and driving fast. People are in a rush because it has become soo congested. I have lived in this
community for 12 years. It used to be soo quiet. Now buildings are being built everywhere. There is no parking on the
streets. Especially when re paving is being done at the shoreliner and bayliner. There is too much congestion. It is
becoming a safety hazard. I have a young daughter and I worry for her safety especially with these new high rise
buildings that will be built. I take the north service road to work. I can't imagine the congestion it will cause. Even if
traffic lights are installed. It will cause more accidents, careless driving and extreme congestion. How is this safe for
anyone? Why would you build the tallest condos in the city right up street on green and north service road?? It will
block veiws, the pollution will become more horrid. Cause anxiety and no longer be able to see the fireworks like I was
able to with my daughter last night. Just because there is land there, doesn't mean putting buildings up is a good idea.
We already have issues with coyotes and foxes(has made a den in a neighbour's backyard). I have spoken to a few
residents who are moving out of the neighbourhood because of the highrise buildings that will be built. I am worried
about what will happen to our calm community. I hope everyone is aware of the implications of these high rises being
built. It affects us the community.

Thank you.

l
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Pilon, Janet

Subject: 310 Frances Ave May 22 committee meeting

Original Message 
From: Russell Pape
Sent: May 20, 2019 9:23 AM
To: clerk@hamilton.ca

Subject: 310 Frances Ave May 22 committee meeting

Please include my letter in the May 22nd 2019 council meeting agenda.

I attended the May 14 meeting at City Flail and the impression I got was that the elected councillors and city staff who
spoke seemed to be preoccupied with procedures and protocol  and correctly naming committees, whether they be site
planning/zoning/planning committees etc etc.

I never heard a mention from these people of traffic problems, safety issues, parking, wind tunnel effect, bird migration
etc, concerns that were mentioned by residents in this area.

Approval given in 2010 may have been justified at that time, but with building that recently has occurred and is
currently ongoing from Green Road to Millen Road, that approval is no longer valid!
In other words, the situation has changed in the last 10 years, and approval for the 3 towers should be withdrawn, or at
least modified.

I was profoundly disappointed seeing our elected councillors and city staff at work!
As a taxpayer I expected something better!!

Russell Pape
500 Green Rd, Unit 1212

1
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Pilon, Janet

Subject: 310 Frances Ave. Stoney Creek. May 22 Council Meeting

From: Joan Sopkow
Sent: May 20, 2019 9:23 AM
To: clerk(g)hamilton.ca
Subject: 310 Frances Ave. Stoney Creek. May 22 Council Meeting

The addition of high rise condos, in addition to looking unsightly, will add hundreds more cars and people in
an already very busy community. Traffic on the QEW is regularly backed up throughout the day, but
particularly if there is an accident, or at rush hour. This results in heavy traffic on the Service Rd as
well. Adding even more congestion will make a bad situation much worse.

New townhouses and low rise condos recently built on Frances, and over by Millen Rd have increased traffic
as well. A short distance east, more new builds are starting at Fifty Rd.

This community will be negatively impacted by more people and cars. Gas stations and shopping in the
vicinity will be even more crowded than they are now. Street will be busier with more school buses.

Wildlife will be impacted as well. There are foxes in the woods near Frances and Teal. They cross streets
hunting for food. We have snapping turtles nesting and laying eggs. People in the community try to keep
them out of harm's way as they make their way east to nest, but with heavier road traffic I believe even more

will be run over.

The decision to allow high rise condos at Green Rd and North Service Rd is a terrible one. I hope the plan will

be denied.

Joan Sopkow
89 Frances Ave
Stoney Creek ON

i
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Pilon, Janet

Subject: 310 Frances - No back room deal !

From: Betty Ruppel-Matthews
Sent: May 20, 2019 10:04 AM
To: clerk@hamilton.ca
Cc: Lakewood Beach Community Council <lakewoodbeachcc(5)hotmail.com>

Subject: 310 Frances - No back room deal !

Dear Honourable Mayor & Council,

Please take back your delegated authority for Site Plan Control / Approval on the application for 310 Frances.
As per the Planning Act, you ha e carriage and in the best interest of all citizens, it is incumbent upon you that
approval for a build of this massive scale rests with all City of Hamilton elected representatives.
We have been denied public transit because the NSR will not support buses but these monstrosities will add an

additional 3000 to 4000 cars to our area !

No Thank you !!

Yours Sincerely
Reese & Betty Matthews

Sent from my iPhone

l
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Pilon, Janet

Subject: Towers at 310 Francis

From: RON WILCOX
Sent: May 20, 2019 10:39 AM
To: clerk@hamilton.ca
Subject: Towers at 310 Francis

Dear Honourable Mayor and Council

Please take back your approval for the above project. This gargantuan development will not only impact Stoney Creek
but will affect citizens
in all of Hamilton and surrounding areas.

Rae and Ron Wilcox

500 Green Road, Stoney Creek

l
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Pilon, Janet

Subject: 310 Francis rd

Original Message 
From: ALVIN STINSON
Sent: May 20, 2019 11:34 AM
To: clerk@hamilton.ca
Subject: 310 Francis rd

We are current residents of the area (500 green rd). The impact of this proposal (the triple towers at 310 Francis rd) on
the existing residents is indescribable. And the increase of traffic on the 2 lane service road would be massive.
Something smaller scale for this corner would be more in line with the area and its services. This triple story complex
needs to be re- thought out for all concerned
Sent from my iPad. Sincerely Wendy Stinson and Alvin Stinson

1
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Pilon, Janet

Subject: 310 Frances Ave. Stoney Creek

From: Dennis Facia
Sent: May 20, 2019 11:47 AM
To: clerk(5)hamilton.ca
Subject: 310 Frances Ave. Stoney Creek

To City Clerk,
Please include my letter in the agenda of the May 22nd council meeting.

Dear Honourable Mayor & Council,

Please take back your delegated authority for Site Plan Control / Approval on the application for 310 Frances
Avenue, Stoney Creek. As per the Planning Act, you have carriage and in the best interest of all citizens, it is
incumbent upon you that approval for a build of this massive scale rests with all City of Hamilton elected
representatives. This is unprecedented and needs full attention by everyone for these reasons:

It is incredible that this enormous triple tower and podium is still being considered. Even more
incredible is that there would be any consideration for any variance requested by the developer.
Refusing every variance would force a smaller build and footprint. Even so, it would still make this
development a complete disaster in every possible aspect for Green Road, Frances Avenue and the
surrounding area. No matter how many residents step forward, no matter how many names go on a
petition, how many points are made by those who live, know and understand the community - we
feel that you still aren t listening.

Why is it highly unusual for this application to come back to the table more than once - as asked by
council? This is an unprecedented application and council needs to understand this is not something
that should be remotely taken lightly.

Why is this unusual application so site specific? How would any council member think that a no¬
height restrictions zoning would have any benefit whatsoever to any part of this city, especially
considering that this city has both outstanding escarpment and lake views that all residents should be
able to enjoy without this colossal monster destroying the view from above or below the escarpment?
If it is so site specific and unusual, why is council, in its entirety, not fully involved in this application?

What ward councillor anywhere would ever presume that this manipulation of the zoning by-laws
would be in any way an intelligent, community-minded choice for such a small speck of waterfront
land? In 2010, local council could have very easily fought against this proposal of massive change to
the waterfront rather than leading the charge to destroy the area. Do not insult our intelligence by
saying it dates back to the 1970 s. At that time, the multiple buildings were intended to be built all of
the same height and style as the Shoreliner and Bayliner. In the 2010 changes, the design proposed
to the community is far reaching from what has been developing here for the past three years. In a
letter provided from council s office in July of 2017, therein it states - ...both the west side and east
side that may entail two or more towers similar to the Bayliner and Shoreliner...

Someone from our city representatives needs to take this seriously. A design review team mulling
over paperwork and drawings while sitting in a downtown office cannot provide even the slightest

i
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understanding of the terrible impact that this monstrosity and all of the other new proposed
developments will bring to this area. If these builds move forward there will no doubt be horrible
consequences. We would like to ask that council and staff stop insulting our intelligence. We know
how much trouble we have now when it comes to parking and terrible traffic congestion.

This area CANNOT support any more developments. It is as simple as that! When will someone at
City Hall listen???

Dennis Facia,
Shoreliner Resident
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Pilon, Janet

Subject: 310 Frances Road, Stoney Creek - May 22nd Council Meeting Agenda

From: Sherry Flayes
Sent: May 20, 2019 12:22 PM
To: clerk(5)hamilton.ca

Subject: 310 Frances Road, Stoney Creek - May 22nd Council Meeting Agenda

To City Clerk,
Please include my letter in the agenda of the May 22nd council meeting.

Dear Honourable Mayor & Council,

Please take back your delegated authority for Site Plan Control / Approval on the application for 310 Frances
Avenue, Stoney Creek. As per the Planning Act, you have carriage and in the best interest of all citizens, it is
incumbent upon you that approval for a build of this massive scale rests with all City of Hamilton elected
representatives. We ask of this for the following reasons:

Our small lakeside community is feeling beyond frustrated by what we feel is a lack of understanding,
or interest in the significant issues that we continue to make note of regarding the massive tower
proposal and every other proposal between Grays and Millen Roads. There is clearly a community¬
wide outcry to have our voices heard. We feel that no one is listening, including at local level.

At the May 14th Planning Committee meeting, as many local residents sat in the gallery, it was
astonishing for us to hear local council's comment regarding the petition that - This was the first that
she had heard anything about a petition from the community. This is far from the truth and we are
continuing to fear that none of our voices are being heard by council.

Clearly it was stated in my presentation at the April 16th building committee meeting (approximately at
hour 3:06:45). I advised that there was a petition circulating that had garnered close to 200
signatures and the expectation was that it was going to grow substantially, which, in fact, it has grown
swiftly to well over 500 individuals (and still growing) within the immediate area surrounding 310
Frances Avenue. In various areas of Stoney Creek, others are voicing their concerns on this
proposal.

Residents are tremendously unhappy and concerned that the potential damage from this massive
development and all of the other proposed developments will be insurmountable. To add more high-
rises throughout an already crowded neighbourhood will be disastrous. Just with the recent builds
that have taken place, the traffic congestion is already beyond capacity and completely impossible.

As we listened to comments made at the May 14th meeting, many of us felt some responses and
remarks from council and staff were condescending and dismissive toward the residents. This
impossible overpopulation plan is council s doing. To blame local residents for  not showing up’ way
back when is a really sad response to our pleas to the terrible situation forced upon us.

Further to that, to indicate to the present community that they should have showed up in 2010 to
voice their opinions then and not now, is completely unconscionable. Many residents didn't live here
in 2010 and for those that did, many have indicated that there was no recollection of receiving letters
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of meetings. Many wonder why there would not have been continued community engagement for all
area residents through the entire planning process for this community. Again, does it simply come
down to -1 don't live there so it's not going to affect me. Is it just simply more tax dollars for the city?

We continue to reiterate that it is unimaginable that, given the limited road systems alone in this small
community, that all proposal applications for the entire lakeside community would not be reviewed
together. Single site reviews cannot remotely provide the appropriate understanding on how these
builds as a whole will impact the area. Surely when all of the variances from every location are taken
into consideration, NONE of the proposed applications would be granted a single variance which
would automatically force a reduction in size and scale of every design.

We wonder, when this is an unprecedented proposal of extraordinary proportions for this community
and city, why this application would not have far more in-depth studies, more full council input and
most importantly, more community involvement. After all, there is no better understanding of an
individual area than there is by the people that reside in a particular community. Clearly, that alone,
should hold extensive weight during the process of feasibility studies.

Most importantly, why are the statements and concerns from the professionals of the Design Review
Panel not being more seriously heeded? They clearly indicated that this design is a complete failure
of the developer and should not be accepted for approval by anyone from the city, including council,
planning staff or otherwise. It has NO VALUE for and does NOT engage the local community. The
DRP have made that abundantly clear. These professionals are experts in each of their respective
fields and know what is right or wrong.

There are very few in the area that truly believe that zoning can't be changed to properly suit an area
that simply cannot accommodate such extensive builds north of the QEW throughout the Grays,
Green and Millen Road area. It seems that there was no difficulty in changing zoning in 2010 where it
clearly benefits developers, local council and the tax coffers. How about changing it to suit the current
residents  knowledge of the area and what is actually feasible, including the fragile infrastructure;
human safety; endangered and protected wildlife and the overall health of the environment.

Past comments throughout the various considerations for the area indicate the importance of
maintaining green space and to  Protect an Environmentally Significant Area and shoreline lands . It
is clear that this area is very fragile given the migration patterns; resting areas for migratory birds; the
endangered species  special concern’ snapping turtles that live and breed here and the extensive
catalogued list of wildlife in this community including birds; amphibians and animals. Frances Avenue
and Church Street are well-known birder viewing areas that draw many people. Once you limit or
destroy their feeding and nesting grounds, developers and council may very well be those
responsible for their possible demise. How does all of this massive development throughout this area
fit into written comments - ‘Protect an Environmentally Significant Area and shoreline lands’

In the past two weeks our local MP Bob Bratina has sent out mailers to the community with headings
and sub-titles stating:
BUDGET 2019: INVESTING IN THE ENVIRONMENT
Climate change is one of the most pressing issues of our time.
FIGHTING CLIMATE CHANGE IN HAMILTON-EAST-STONEY CREEK

Given what local government is saying and supposedly planning to do, I would say that, by dumping
another 3000-5000 +/- vehicles in a small, vulnerable lakeside community that is dealing with flooding
issues, minimal roads, endangered species and migratory flight paths to say the least, this onslaught
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of vehicles and extensive builds will cause a massive and dangerous carbon footprint with the
likelihood of no remediation for the devastation of land, water, air and citizens.

This will be a  no-turning-back  crisis for all of Stoney Creek if these developments are allowed to
proceed as requested. We continue to implore this council to put this unprecedented proposal on
pause; be undelegated from the building staff back to the building committee and full council for more
extensive review. We ask that more unbiased studies of the extreme impact that this over-sized build
and all other builds in this area will cause. And finally, we ask you to listen to and reconsider very
carefully and seriously, the comments from the professionals of the Design Review Panel and to the
residents that live here and understand every aspect of this waterfront community.

Thank you,
Sherry Hayes,
Shoreliner Resident
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Pilon, Janet

Subject: May 22, 2019 Council Meeting

From: Linda Barnes
Sent: May 20, 2019 2:03 PM
To: clerk(5>hamilton.ca

Subject: May 22, 2019 Council Meeting

To: The Clerk and Council - Please include my letter in the May 22nd 2019 Council Meeting
Agenda

Dear Honourable Mayor & Council,

Please take back your delegated authority for Site Plan Control/Approval on the application for
310 Frances Avenue, Stoney Creek. As per the Planning Act, you have carriage and in the best
interest of all citizens, it is incumbent upon you that approval for a build of this massive scale
rests with all City of Hamilton elected representatives.

I have many issues of concern regarding the above noted development some of which I m listing
below.

> Let s not forget the birds - I use to work in the financial district downtown Toronto. The office

towers were continually being hit by birds who were attracted to the towers  lights at night and
the poor creatures would lie dead, or worse, dying at the base of the towers, a horrible sight.
Can't believe the developers here would consider 3 huge towers all made of glass!!

> High rise buildings are known to be wind tunnels, again I can speak from experience having
worked in them for many years in Toronto. On more than one occasion I had to wait to ask
someone if I could hold their arm to cross the major intersections crossing Bay Street at Queen
and King Streets. I did this as I once saw a woman blown over and roll, again horrible to witness -
wind is an enormous force for all, not only for challenged and elderly people but also 'lighter
built' folk, children and animals, domestic and wild.

> Those of us who live by the lake already get strong winds - can you not imagine what three
additional towers 59,54 and 48 floors on a small piece of land, are going to do to this area?

> In addition, the traffic! There will be thousands of additional cars trying to exit and get onto
the North Service Road each and every day. Yes, traffic lights will 'somewhat' help but they will
also slow the congestion of thousands of cars in all directions.

I > Please, let's be sensible. Yes, we're aware that condos are going to be built at the above noted
[ location, but at least keep them in similar height with the existing two towers which makes much
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more sense from all angles. Dare I suggest maybe 20, 25 and 28 floors - or if lower we won t
object!

> Let's all be made aware of the fact that glass buildings are much cheaper to build than
brick/concrete ones so again I say let s not forget the birds! Maybe brick/concrete builds at
lower heights could be discussed?

> We keep hearing about zoning- can zoning not be changed? Of course it can!! It's been
I changed before and can and will be changed again!
i
I
| > I will finish by saying that this is not a complete list of concerns but ask that consideration be

taken seriously.

Linda Barnes - Shoreliner Owner/Resident
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Pilon, Janet 

Subject: 

From: Sharon Williams 

Sent: May 20, 2019 4:29 PM 

To: clerk@hamilton.ca 

310 Frances Road High Rise Residential Building Proposal 

Subject: 310 Frances Road High Rise Residential Building Proposal 

"Dear Honourable Mayor & Council, Please take back your delegated authority for Site Plan Control/ Approval on 

the application for 310 Frances. As per the Planning Act, you have carriage and in the best interest of all citizens, it is 

incumbent upon you that approval for a build of this massive scale rests with all City of Hamilton elected 

representatives" 

There are several factors and concerns that need to be addressed and more research into impact on neighbours, traffic, 

environment and infrastructure on such a very high level building. 

You need to open dialogue and heat the concerns to all of us impacted 

Thank you and please allow our input before any final approvals to build are permitted 

Sharon Williams. 

Resident of 485 Green Rd. Stoney Creek. 

Sent from my iPad 
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Filon, Janet

Subject: 310 Frances Avenue, Stoney Creek May 22nd Council Meeting

From: Christy Paterson
Sent: May 20, 2019 4:50 PM
To: clerk(5)hamilton.ca

Subject: 310 Frances Avenue, Stoney Creek May 22nd Council Meeting

To the City Clerk:
NOTE: Please submit my letter into the May 22nd, 2019 council meeting agenda.

Dear Council and Planning Staff,

I am writing to ask you kindly to not permit the huge tower builds at 310 Francis Rd. I have lived in this neighbourhood
for 9 years and have seen quite a bit of development happen, which I understand is part of living in a great
neighbourhood like ours!

With many new recent builds, traffic is still manageable, our park is busy, but not too busy, finding street parking for
guests is do-able, and we still have a friendly, local, neighbourhood feel.

This proposed development is of a scale that I cannot in any way believe is going to be good for our neighbourhood. The
number of people and cars this development will bring into our neighbourhood is far above the carrying capacity of our
infrastructure. Our two lane service road can t possibly handle this increase of traffic in a sustainable way, our, single,
neighbourhood park will become over crowded, street parking will become a nightmare, and I m so worried that we will
lose our neighbourhood feel. Adding nearly 2000 new units on less than a city block of land, in a neighbourhood that
has just undergone significant development with the addition of new low rise condos and mazes of townhouses across
the street from this proposed site, is going to absolutely destroy our quality of life.

Nearly 2000 new units on my street (Green Rd) that is less than 3 city blocks long. The highway and the lake hem us in,
and there simply is not the space to add 2000 units with their people and keep our neighbourhood functioning and
friendly. If this was your street, would you be eager to have this happen? Please know that this neighbourhood is full of
real people, with real families, who want to enjoy their friendly neighbourhood, have space to breathe and play at their
local park, and be able to get to and from their homes with reasonable road:residents ratio infrastructure. We have
accepted many recent developments with grace and been welcoming to our new neighbours. But this is going too far.

I've read that this development is justified because it will let travellers on the Qew know they have reached the
Flamilton area. We already have the beautiful red hill valley bridge to do that. Other than making someone money, at
the cost of the quality of life of its current residents, I do not see any benefit to our city and especially my
neighbourhood in allowing this development to go forward.

I IMPLORE YOU TO STAND UP FOR MY NEIGHBOURHOOD by not allowing this development to happen.

Thank you for your consideration,
Christy Bloemendal
Resident, Francis & Green Rd
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Pilon, Janet

Subject: Site Plan for 310 Frances Ave. Stoney Creek

Original Message  
From: lenore kummel
To: Clerk @ Hamilton.ca
Sent: Monday, May 20, 2019 3:34 PM
Subject: Site Plan for 310 Frances Ave. Stoney Creek

Dear Honourable Mayor and Council,

For over thirty years I have happily lived on Green Road in Stoney Creek. New building west of us along Frances Ave
has been compatible and people moving in have formed a pleasant community.

Bird watchers have gathered at the lake edge watching migrating flocks regularly and giant blue herons have rested in the
woods east of us.

Normal wetlands have now disappeared as wooden condo buildings and townhouses have been built during the past
year or so, and too-narrow roads, especially in winter, weave through the crowded developments.

Please use your delegated authority for the site plan control on the application for 310 Francis Ave to delay and review
the proposed huge 3-tower project.

Surely, since amalgamation with Hamilton, we should have its limitation on the height of buildings!!

I hope you will have the best interests of our community, rather than developers, at heart!

Sincerely,

Lenore Kummel
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Pilon, Janet

Subject: Triple towers

Original Message 
From: Annee Cecil
Sent: May 20, 2019 6:12 PM
To: clerk(5)hamilton,ca
Subject: Triple towers

As a concerned resident of this lovely neighbourhood I ask that all the voices be heard that this process, regardless of
the protestation by councillors, that due process was followed we beg to disagree. We in the neighbourhood are not
against development only the unreasonable, out of character sight of these monster buildings. Quiet enjoyment and
homogeneous and harmonious, Neighbourhoods are what adds value to a community, not ugly towers taking away
from this value. Studies should be done for all the things that will be displaced should this go ahead as planned such as
flooding, undue noise and traffic, displacement of wildlife, and of course public safety as well.
Respectfully submitted
Anne Cecil
Sent from my iPhone
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Pilon, Janet

Subject: 310 Frances Ave, Stoney Creek, On

From: Dorothy Sherry
Sent: May 20, 2019 7:16 PM
To: clerk(5)hamilton.ca

Subject: 310 Frances Ave, Stoney Creek, On

Dear Flonourable Mayor and Council

Please take back your delegated authority for Site Plan Control/Approval on the application for 310 Frances Avenue,
Stoney Creek, Ontario. As per the Planning Act, you have carriage and in the best interest of all citizens, it is incumbent
upon you that approval for a build of this massive scale rests with all City of Hamilton elected representatives.

Dorothy Sherry
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Pilon, Janet

Subjec : 310 Francis development

From: Sharon Johnson
Sent: May 20, 2019 7:33 PM
To: c[erk(a>hamilton.ca
Subject: 310 Francis development

Dear Honourable Mayor & Council

Please take back your delegated authority for Site Plan Control / Approval on the application for 310
Frances. As per the Planning Act, you have carriage and in the best interest of all citizens, it is incumbent
upon you that approval for a build of this massive scale rests with all City of Hamilton elected representatives.

Thanks very much.

Sharon & Earl Johnson
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Pilon, Janet

Subject: 310 Frances Ave Stoney Creek May 22 2019 Council Meeting

Original Message 
From: TMcClelland
Sent: May 20, 2019 7:42 PM
To: clerk@hamilton.ca
Subject: Re: 310 Frances Ave Stoney Creek May 22 2019 Council Meeting

Dear City Clerk
Please submit my letter into the May 22 council meeting agenda.

Dear Council & Planning Staff

I am a resident at 485 Green Rd. Stoney Creek and I m Very Concerned with the New Florizon proposed development of
3 Congestive, High Density Housing Towers/ Excessive Monster apartment buildings (each estimated up to 52 stories
high ) This is not Right! We are a residential area we are Not downtown Toronto! Nor should we be!!!
If this proposal goes through? Our neighborhood will be turning into more of a Gotham Metropolis.

Hopefully Council & Planning staff can put a Stop to the Excessive height & high density proposal! And move forward to
a more favorable plan for our family residential community area.

My concerns are many
- Is there any potential Damage to the ground foundation structure of our current homes & future homes, as we are so
close to the lake. Too many high density with digging for underground parking & structural footings for the TOWERS
could they have a tragic negative effect for all? Who would be responsible to repair & pay for damage?

- Due to the shear height, Blockage of my residential sunlight & sky view. I currently enjoy all day, weather permitting,
Sunshine looking out my windows and when in the backyard looking up into a blue sky!
And do Not need to look at an Eyesore of 3 (4) apartment buildings towering over giving an unwanted enclosed feeling.

- Safety due the extreme height of buildings, potential creating ongoing strong winds tunnels or stagnant air & thus
changing air flow quality. And extra pollution  Also would they interfere with current air / weather aerodynamics in
relation to the lake & escarpment?

- Lack of Water pressure, Power outages for all due to volume demands of high density housing towers & development
in the area can bring.

- Volume, Congestion of traffic & noise levels safety for pedestrians, cyclists & vehicles Unwelcome vehicles cutting
through our privat street when roads are blocked due to traffic issues.

I look forward to a positive outcome for all residents In keeping with our current residential & community enjoyments

Best Regards
TMcClelland
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Pilon, Janet

Subject: Three Towers

Original Message 
From: John Holden

Sent: May 20, 2019 7:48 PM
To: clerk@hamilton.ca
Subject: Three Towers

We live at 500 Green Road in Stoney Creek. This is a beautfiul area but it has it's problems with lack of parking and a
busy North Service Road.

The proposed Three Towers that are to be placed at the corner of Francis Ave. and Green Road are totally out of place in
this area. If this was downtown Toronto or Hamilton, they would be welcomed but not in this location.

Issues such as parking, traffic, old sewer systems, the migration habits of birds are just a few of the issues that the City
has not taken into consideration. The North Service Road is in terrible condition now and because of it's location next
to the highway, nothing can be done to make it wider. Trying to exit Green Road onto the Service Road now is an
issue. Can you imagine what it will be like after you move into this neighbourhood upwards of 4,000 people?

What about at 7 am when everyone is waking up to use toilets and showers all at the same time? Catastophic.

It is time for the City of Hamilton to stop thinking about revenue from taxes and think about the residents in this area
and the severe hardships they will have to endure.

You are turning our lovely residential area into downtown Toronto. Time to stop this mayham.

Sincerely

John and Carole Holden

500 Green Road, Unit 1118
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Pilon, Janet

Subject: 310 Frances Ave

Original Message 
From: Donna Wood

Sent: May 20, 2019 7:51 PM
To: clerk@hamilton.ca
Subject: 310 Frances Ave

Dear Honourable Mayor and Council, Please do not allow this massive project to go ahead. Please take back control of
our surroundings. This is a detriment to our environment. Please take responsibility for it.
Thank You John and Donna Wood 301 Frances Ave

Sent from my iPhone
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Pilon, Janet

Subject: Proposed Towers at 310 Frances Ave.

From: Elgin Mceneny
Sent: May 20, 2019 8:44 PM
To: clerk(a>hamilton.ca

Subject: Proposed Towers at 310 Frances Ave.

Dear Honourable Mayor & Council, Please take back your delegated authority for Site Plan Control /
Approval on the application for 310 Frances. As per the Planning Act, you have carriage and in the best
interest of all citizens, it is incumbent upon you that approval for a build of this massive scale rests with all City
of Hamilton elected representatives.

As a resident of the area (89 Teal Avenue), I have experienced the growth to date or our area and this
development really concerns me. I have several concerns but the items that bother me the most are the lack
of infrastructure for transportation, the lack of public transit and that as many as three, fifty-story units might be
built in a residential neighbourhood.

1) Lack of infrastructure for transportation, the single lane Frances Avenue and North Service Road cannot
adequately move the additional number of vehicles associated with these builds. Add to that the over-flow
traffic using the North Service Road which already makes for a busy roadway during the peak rush hours. Also
there is significant pedestrian traffic in our community, this additional volume poses a real safety concern for
our community.

2) There is zero public transit down here in Cherry Beach, this will require most residents of these new builds to
have their own vehicles, which as mentioned in item one, cannot be support by the current roads in place.

3) These structures are not  in keeping  with feel of our neighbourhood. 20 years ago the zoning was changed to
allow developers the town-house complexes that now dominate our neighbourhood. To put up these towers
would be very out of place with the rest of our community. Also, as evidenced by the recent town-house builds,
the lack of parking available at each unit results in the surrounding neighbourhood streets being lined with
parked cars, and I envision this being worse if these towers are built. This is not 'in keeping' with our
neighbourhood.

There are many more points I could discuss but you all are aware of them and I won t review them now.

Please do the right thing and step back from this proposal for another look at the impact it will have down here
in Cherry Beach.

Regards,

Elgin McEneny
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Pilon, Janet

Subject: Proposed condo towers to be built at 310 Frances Ave. Stoney Creek

From: DIANNE MACLEAN
Sent: May 20, 2019 10:06 PM
To: clerk(5>hamilton.ca
Subject: Proposed condo towers to be built at 310 Frances Ave. Stoney Creek

Dear Flonourable Mayor and Council

Please re-consider your delegated authority for SitePlan/ ControlApproval on the application for 310 Frances Ave. As
stated in the Planning Act, you have a duty to act in the best interest of all citizens. It is therefore extremely important

that approval for this massive build be made by all City of Hamilton elected representatives.

Respectfully
Dianne & Dave Maclean
Residents of Shoreliner at 500 Green Rd. Stoney Creek
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Pilon, Janet

Subject: Proposed Condos on Frances A enue

From: Carol Belacca

Sent: May 20, 2019 11:59 PM
To: clerk(5)hamilton.ca

Subject: Proposed Condos on Frances A enue

Dear Honourable Mayor & Council, Please take back your delegated authority for Site Plan
Control / Approval on the application for 310 Frances. As per the Planning Act, you have
carriage and in the best interest of all citizens, it is incumbent upon you that approval for a
build of this massive scale rests with all City of Hamilton elected representatives"
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Pilon, Janet

Subject: Re 310 Frances Ave. May 22nd Committee Meeting

From: Deborah Martin
Sent: May 21, 2019 12:19 AM
To: clerk(5)hamilton.ca

Subject: Re 310 Frances Ave. May 22nd Committee Meeting

Dear Flonourable Mayor and Council

i am writing this email to request that you use your delegated authority for Site Plan Control/Approval on the
application for 310 Frances Ave. Per the Planning Act, this can be done and is in the community's best interest. Now, it
lands in your lap to approve/disapprove a build of this massive scale continues to rest with all City of Hamilton elected
representatives.

It is also important to add that it would be negligent to authorize what is looking like a "back room" deal to
many. Considering the size and scale of this build with the number of units planned for 310 Frances Ave. being larger
than any total planned number of units between Green and Millen Rd., it clearly demonstrates an unrealistic,
unsuitable build for a small rural area like ours.

Please include my letter in the May 22, 2019 Council Meeting agenda. Thank you. D. Martin
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Pilon, Janet

Subject: 310 Frances Ave.

From: Alex Tsangarakis
Sent: May-21-19 10:16 AM
To: Pilon, Janet <Janet.Pilon(5)hamilton.ca>

Subject: RE: 310 Frances Ave,

"Dear Honourable Mayor & Council, Please take back your dele ated authority for Site Plan Control /
Approval on the application for 310 Frances. As per the Planning Act, you have carriage and in the best
interest of all citizens, it is incumbent upon you that approval for a build of this massive scale rests with all
City of Hamilton elected representatives"

Alex Tsangarakis
301 Francis Ave.

Stoney Creek, on
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Pilon, Janet

Subject:
Attachments:

FW: Petition opposing development at 310 Frances Avenue
Green Millen Shores.pdf; 310 towerpetition001.pdf; Planning Staff Presentation in 2010-

compressed.pdf

Importance: High

From: Mark Victor
Sent: May 21, 2019 10:00 AM
To: clerk(5)hamilton.ca; DL - Council Only <dlcouncilonly(5)hamilton.ca>
Cc: Ann Elliott; Doug Merchant; Lakewood Beach Community Council <LakewoodBeachCC(5)hotmai[.com>; Sherry Hayes

Subject: Petition opposing development at 310 Frances Avenue
Importance: High

Some may have forgotten  but in 2009, our Bayliner residents submitted a response with a list of concerns in
regards to the initial Notice of Complete Application for the OPA and ZBA proposed at that time. A list of 83
signatures is on the public record (Appendix I to Report PED10017)
Following the Notice & petition, a Public Information session was held. A pictorial of the 'vision' presented to

our community is attached.

While 4 high rises were depicted, the hei ht of those buildings are in no wa  comparable to the Site Plan
application now submitted. The Staff presentation in February 2010 confirms what the public was appeased
with.

We are now submitting an updated Petition with 116 signatures from the 158 households in our
building. There is no reasonable way to conclude the citizens are in any way responsible for the inconceivable
wording of the Zoning By-law approved in 2010.

Please forward the attached petition to the Mayor and all City Council Members. The signees are strongly
opposed to the development at 310 Frances Avenue and vigorously object to the requests for the proposed
variances.

Respectfully,
Mark Victor

i
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PLEASE SIGN BELOW IF YOU ARE OPPOSED TO THIS
DEVELOPMENT

Print Name  Signature

The petition contains 102 signatures

A copy of the petition is available for viewing in the
Office of the City Clerk
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PED10017 - SLIDE 2
Previously approved  South Shore Estates  Registered Plan 62M-101
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Proposed Draft Plan
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Proposed Concept Plan
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PED10017 - SLIDE 5
OPA Schedule A



Lake Ontario

PED10017 - SLIDE 6
Zoning By-law Amendment - Schedule  A 



PED10017 - SLIDE 7
Photo 1 - View of the shoreline portion of the subject lands from

Millen Road (eastern boundary of subject lands)



PED10017 - SLIDE 8
Photo 2 - View of the shoreline portion of the subject lands from

Green Road (western boundary of subject lands)



PED10017-SLIDE 9
Photo 3 - View of the subject lands from the intersection of Frances

Avenue and Millen Road, where Frances Ave. ends



PED10017-SLIDE 10
Photo 4 - View of the subject lands from the North Service Road.

Note: Existing storm channel.



PED10017-SLIDE 11
Photo 5 - View of the subject lands from Green Road, the western

boundary of the subject lands.



PED10017-SLIDE 12
Photo 6 - View of the subject lands from the end of Frances Avenue.

Note: existing Ontario Waterfront Trail.



PED10017-SLIDE 13
Photo 7 - View from the middle of the subject lands on the existing

trail.



PED10017-SLIDE 14
Photo 8 - View of the other end of the storm channel, seen earlier, at

the lake



PED10017-SLIDE 15
Photo 9 - View of existing residential units on Millen Road, adjacent

to the subject lands



PED10017-SLIDE 16
Photo 10 - View of existing residential units on Green Road,

adjacent to the subject lands



PED10017-SLIDE 17
Photo 11 - View of existing commercial units on Green Road,

adjacent to the subject lands



LANEWAY - SINGLES
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PED10017-SLIDE 18
Design of the proposed laneway (garages in rear) singles



LANEWAY - SEMI-DETACHED
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PED10017-SLIDE 19
Design of the proposed laneway (garages in rear) semi-detached homes



LANEWAY - TOWN HOMES
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Design of the proposed laneway (garages in rear) townhomes
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PED10017-SLIDE 21
Design of the proposed stacked townhomes
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PED10017-SLIDE 22
Design of the proposed low rise apartment buildings
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Design of the proposed high-rise apartments above commercial
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Design of the proposed ground floor of mixed use buildings
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and Amendments to the Stoney Creek Official Plan and Zoning By-law No. 3692-92, 
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Tim McCabe  
General Manager 
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Department 

SIGNATURE:  

 

PREPARED BY: 
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RECOMMENDATION: 
 
(a) That approval be given to Amended Draft Plan of Subdivision Application 

25T-200809, by LPF Realty Residential Inc., Owner, to establish a draft plan of 
subdivision, known as “Green Millen Shore Estates”, on lands located at 310, 
311, 321, 331, 341, 351, 361, 371, 380 and 381 Frances Avenue, in the former 
City of Stoney Creek, as shown on Appendix “A” to Report PED10017, subject to 
the following conditions: 
 
(i)  That this approval apply to “Green Millen Shore Estates”, 25T-200809, as 

red-line revised, prepared by the IBI Group, and certified by Dan McLaren, 
OLS, dated May 8, 2009, showing 2 lot-less blocks (Blocks 1 and 5) for 
single detached dwellings, semi-detached dwellings, and townhouse units; 
2 open space blocks (Blocks 2 and 4), 1 municipal storm channel block 
(Block 3), and the extension of Frances Avenue to the North Service 
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Road, attached as Appendix “B” to Report PED10017, subject to the 
Owner entering into a Standard Form Subdivision Agreement, as 
approved by City Council, and with the Special Conditions attached as 
Appendix “C” to Report PED10017; 

 
(ii) Acknowledgement that there will be no City share for any municipal works 

associated with this development; and, 
 
(iii) That payment of Cash-in-Lieu of Parkland will not be required, pursuant to 

Section 10 of By-law No. 09-124 (Parkland Dedication By-law), since a 
1.344 hectare park was previously dedicated to the City as part of the 
registration of the “South Shore Estates” plan of subdivision; 

 
all in accordance with the Financial Policies for Development and the City’s 
Parkland Dedication By-law, as approved by Council. 
 

(b) That approval be given to Amended Official Plan Amendment Application 
OPA-08-019, by LPF Realty Inc., Owner, for Official Plan Amendment No.___, 
to amend Schedule “A”, General Land Use Plan, from “Residential” to “Special 
Policy Area ‘G’”, from “Residential” to “Special Policy Area ‘H’”, from “Shopping 
Centres” to “Special Policy Area ‘I’”, and from “Residential” to “Open Space”, and 
to amend Schedule “D”, Functional Road Classification, to remove a section of 
Frances Road as a designated Collector Road, of the Official Plan for the City of 
Stoney Creek on the following basis: 

 
(i) That the draft Official Plan Amendment, attached as Appendix “D” to 

Report PED10017, be adopted by City Council. 
 
(ii) That the proposed Official Plan Amendment is consistent with the 

Provincial Policy Statement, Places to Grow: Growth Plan for the Greater 
Golden Horseshoe (P2G), and conforms to the Hamilton-Wentworth 
Official Plan. 

 
(c) That approval be given to Amended Zoning Application ZAC-08-079, by LPF 

Realty Inc., Owner, for changes in zoning to Stoney Creek Zoning By-law No. 
3692-92, from the Multiple Residential “RM5-7” Zone to the Mixed Use 
Commercial “MUC-4” Zone (Block 1), with a Special Exception; from the 
Neighbourhood Shopping Centre “SC1” Zone to the Mixed Use Commercial 
“MUC-5” Zone (Block 2), with a Special Exception; from the Multiple Residential 
“RM5-7” Zone to the Multiple Residential “RM3-40” Zone (Block 3), with a Special 
Exception; from the Multiple Residential “RM5-7” Zone to the Multiple Residential 
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“RM3-41” Zone (Block 4), with a Special Exception; from the Multiple Residential 
“RM5-7” Zone to the Residential “R6-5” Zone (Block 5), with a Special Exception; 
from the Open Space “OS” Zone to the Multiple Residential “RM3-40” Zone 
(Block 6), with a Special Exception; and to incorporate lands into By-law No. 
3692-92 to the Multiple Residential “RM3-40” Zone (Block 7), with a Special 
Exception (see Schedule “A” in Appendix “E”); and to the City of Hamilton Zoning 
By-law No. 05-200 by adding the Open Space (P4) Zone (Blocks 1 and 2) and 
the Conservation/Hazard Land (P5) Zone (Blocks 3 and 4) to Maps 1052, 1097, 
and 1098 of Schedule ‘A’ (see Schedule ‘A’ in Appendix “F”), on the following 
basis: 

 
(i) That the draft By-laws, attached as Appendices “E” and “F” to Report 

PED10017, which have been prepared in a form satisfactory to the City 
Solicitor, be enacted by City Council. 

 
(iii) That the proposed changes in zoning are in conformity with the Hamilton-

Wentworth Official Plan, and will be in conformity with the Official Plan for 
the City of Stoney Creek upon finalization of Official Plan Amendment 
No.__. 

 
(d) That upon finalization of Official Plan Amendment No. ____, and the 

implementing Zoning By-laws, the approved Lakeshore Neighbourhood Plan be 
amended to reflect the revised designations and road pattern. 

 
(e) That staff be directed to request the Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing to 

appropriately modify the Urban Hamilton Official Plan to implement Council’s 
decision once Official Plan Amendment No. ____ in Recommendation (b) is final 
and binding. 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
The purpose of these applications is to amend the City of Stoney Creek Official Plan 
and Zoning By-law, and the City of Hamilton Zoning By-law, and for approval of a draft 
plan of subdivision known as “Green Millen Shore Estates” (see Appendix “B”), to permit 
the development of the lands for a range of housing types and densities (single 
detached dwellings, semi-detached dwellings, townhouse (standard, street, and 
stacked) dwellings, and apartment dwellings), as well as mixed-use 
commercial/residential development on existing blocks outside of the proposed plan of 
subdivision.  In addition, 2 open space blocks are proposed to create a waterfront trail 
and to protect an environmentally significant area. 
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The proposal has merit and can be supported since the applications are consistent with 
the Provincial Policy Statement and Places to Grow Plan (P2G), and conform to the 
Hamilton-Wentworth Official Plan.  The proposed development is considered to be 
compatible with and complementary to the existing and planned development in the 
immediate area. 
 
Alternatives for Consideration - See Page 46 
 
FINANCIAL / STAFFING / LEGAL IMPLICATIONS (for Recommendation(s) only) 
 
Financial: N/A. 
 
Staffing: N/A. 
 
Legal: As required by the Planning Act, Council shall hold at least one (1) Public 

Meeting to consider applications for Amendments to the Official Plan and 
Zoning By-law, and for approval of a Draft Plan of Subdivision. 

 
HISTORICAL BACKGROUND  (Chronology of events) 
 
History  
  
The subject lands were previously subdivided via the “South Shore Estates” Registered 
Plan of Subdivision No. 62M-101 (see Appendix “G”), which was registered on 
December 19, 1973.  The original plan subdivided the land into 16 lots and 8 blocks. 
Lots 1-13 (inclusive) were intended for 11 high density apartment buildings, Lot 14 was 
dedicated for park purposes.  In addition, Lot 15 was intended for institutional purposes, 
and Lot 16 was intended for commercial purposes.  Since registration of the plan in 
1973, 3 of the high density residential lots (Lots 1-3) were developed to create 2 high 
density residential towers (301 Frances Avenue and 500 Green Road), and a portion of 
Frances Avenue has been constructed.  The remainder of the site is vacant.  
 
Proposal 
 
The following applications were submitted by LPF Realty Residential Incorporated in 
December 2008, and revisions were submitted in May 2009. 
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Plan of Subdivision 
 
The proposed plan of subdivision consists of 2 residential blocks (Blocks 1 and 5) on 
Appendix “B” to accommodate a minimum of 233 units (single detached dwellings, 
semi-detached dwellings, townhouse (standard, street and stacked) dwellings and 
apartment dwellings, 2 open space blocks and one municipal storm channel block, 
(shown as Blocks 2, 3, and 4), the removal of a portion of Frances Avenue, and the 
extension of Frances Avenue to the North Service Road.  The residential blocks will be 
accessed by internal private roads which connect to Frances Avenue, as shown on the 
proponent’s concept plan (Appendix “H”).  Development of the residential blocks will be 
subject to site plan control, including the proposed single detached, semi-detached, and 
street townhouse dwellings, as they will front on a private condominium road and, as 
such, are considered innovative housing in accordance with the City’s Site Plan Control 
By-law.  Blocks 1 and 2 on Appendix “A” do not form part of the draft plan of subdivision 
area as these properties were created through the registration of the original “South 
Shore Estates” subdivision. 
 
Official Plan Amendment
 
In order to implement the proposal, amendments to the Stoney Creek Official Plan are 
required and are reflected on Schedule “A” of Appendix “D” as follows: 
 
• Redesignate Block “1” from “Residential” to “Special Policy Area ‘G’”; 
• Redesignate Block “2” from “Residential” to “Special Policy Area ‘H’”; 
• Redesignate Block “3” from “Shopping Centres” to “Special Policy Area ‘I’”; 
• Redesignate Block “4” from “Residential” to “Open Space”; and, 
• Amend Schedule “D” - Functional Road Classification to remove a section of 

Frances Avenue as a designated Collector Road (Schedule “B” of Appendix “D”). 
 
Zoning By-law Amendment 
 
A corresponding application to amend the Stoney Creek Zoning By-law and the City of 
Hamilton Zoning By-law are also required to rezone the lands, as identified on Schedule 
“A” to Appendix “E”, and Schedule “A” to Appendix “F”.  
 
The applicant has requested several modifications to the standard provisions of the 
Mixed Use Commercial “MUC”, Multiple Residential “RM3” and Residential “R6” Zones 
to provide site-specific development regulations, which are outlined as follows: 
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Mixed Use Commercial “MUC-4” Zone 
 
• To permit Nursing Homes, Homes for the Aged, Residential Care Facilities, and 

Apartment Dwelling units and Home Occupations on the ground floor; 
 
• Increase the Minimum Lot Area from 1,500 square metres to 19,400 square metres; 
 
• Remove the Maximum Lot Coverage provision of 30%; 
 
• Reduce the Maximum Gross Leasable Commercial Floor Area from 7,500 square 

metres to 5,000 square metres; 
 
• Reduce the Minimum Front Yard from 9 metres to 0 metres;  
 
• Reduce the Minimum Side Yard from 9 metres to 3 metres, and from 12 metres to 0 

metres for a flankage yard; 
 
• Reduce the Minimum Rear Yard from 9 metres to 3 metres, except 0 metres for a 

through lot; 
 
• Remove the Maximum Residential Density provision of 80 units per hectare; 
 
• Remove the Maximum Building Height provision of 20 metres; 
 
• Remove the Amenity Area Per Dwelling Unit provision of between 14 to 125 square 

metres per dwelling unit: 
 
• Remove the Maximum Number of Buildings Per Lot provision of one; and, 
 
• Include the Minimum Distance Between Buildings on the Same Lot to 15 metres. 
 
Mixed Use Commercial “MUC-5” Zone 

 
• To permit Nursing Homes, Homes for the Aged, Residential Care Facilities, and 

Apartment Dwelling units and Home Occupations on the ground floor; 
 
• Increase the Minimum Lot Area from 1,500 square metres to 20,400 square metres; 
 
• Remove the Maximum Lot Coverage provision of 30%; 
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• Reduce the Maximum Gross Leasable Commercial Floor Area from 7,500 square 
metres to 1,766 square metres; 

 
• Reduce the Minimum Front Yard from 9 metres to 0 metres;  
 
• Reduce the Minimum Side Yard from 9 metres to 3 metres, and from 12 metres to 0 

metres for a flankage yard; 
• Reduce the Minimum Rear Yard from 9 metres to 3 metres, except 0 metres for a 

through lot; 
 
• Remove the Maximum Residential Density provision of 80 units per hectare; 
 
• Remove the Maximum Building Height provision of 20 metres; 
 
• Remove the Amenity Area Per Dwelling Unit provision of between 14 to 125 square 

metres per dwelling unit; 
 
• Remove the Maximum Number of Buildings Per Lot provision of one; and, 
 
• Reduce the Minimum Distance Between Buildings on the Same Lot to 15 metres. 
 
Multiple Residential “RM3-40” Zone 

 
• To reduce the minimum lot area from 180 square metres to 108 square metres for 

Street Townhouses, and 225 square metres for Stacked Townhouses; 
 
• To require a Minimum Lot Depth of 24 metres for Street Townhouses; 
 
• To reduce the Minimum Lot Frontage from 6 metres to 4.5 metres for Street 

Townhouses, and  require 9 metres for Stacked Townhouses; 
 
• To reduce the Minimum Front Yard from 6 metres to 4.5 metres, and 3 metres to a 

front porch for Street and Stacked Townhouses; 
 
• To reduce the Minimum Side Yard from 2 metres to 0 metres and 1.2 metres where 

an end unit abuts a lot line or laneway, and 4.5 metres to the main building and 3 
metres to a porch for a flankage yard for Street and Stacked Townhouses; 

 
• To reduce the Minimum Rear Yard from 7.5 metres to 6 metres for Street 

Townhouses, and 0.6 metres to a detached garage for Stacked Townhouses; 
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• To add a Minimum Density provision; 
 
• To remove the Maximum Building Height provision of 11 metres; 
 
• To remove the Maximum Lot Coverage provision of 50%; 
 
• To remove the Minimum Privacy Area provision of 36 square metres per unit; 
 
• To eliminate the Minimum Landscape Open Space provision of 30%, and, 
 
• To modify the definition of a “Highway” to include private/condominium roads. 
 
Multiple Residential “RM3-41” Zone 

 
• To reduce the minimum lot area from 4,000 square metres to 810 square metres for 

Apartment Dwellings; 
 
• To require a Minimum Lot Depth of 27 metres for Apartment Dwellings; 
 
• To reduce the Minimum Lot Frontage from 50 metres to 30 metres for Apartment 

Dwellings; 
 
• To reduce the Minimum Front Yard from 7.5 metres to 4.5 metres for Apartment 

Dwellings;  
 
• To reduce the Minimum Side Yard from half the height of the building, but in no 

case less than 6 metres to 4.5 metres for Apartment Dwellings; 
 
• To reduce the Minimum Rear Yard  from 15 metres to 4.5 metres for Apartment 

Dwellings; 
 
• To remove the Maximum Density provision of 40-49 units per hectare; 
 
• To remove the Maximum Building Height provision of 11 metres; 
 
• To remove the Maximum Lot Coverage provision of 35%; 
 
• To remove the Minimum Privacy Area provision; 
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• To require a Minimum Landscape Open Space strip of 4.5m in width for every 
portion of the site that abuts a street for Apartment Dwellings; and, 

 
• To modify the definition of a “Highway” to include private/condominium roads. 
 
Residential “R6-5” Zone 

 
• To add townhouse dwellings as a permitted use; 
 
• To modify the definition of a “Highway” to include private/condominium roads; 
 
• To modify the performance standards for single detached dwellings to the following: 
 

o  Minimum Lot Area (Interior) from 310 square metres to 219 square metres; 
o  Minimum Lot Area (Corner) from 400 square metres to 336 square metres; 
o  Minimum Lot Depth of 30.0 metres; 
o  Minimum Lot Frontage (Interior) from 10 metres to 7.3 metres; 
o  Minimum Lot Frontage (Corner) from 13 metres to 11.2 metres; 
o Minimum Front Yard from 6 metres to 5 metres to the main building and 3 

 metres to a front porch; 
o  Minimum Side Yard from 1.25 metres to 0.6 metres;  
o  Minimum Rear Yard of 0.6 metres to a detached garage; 
o  Maximum Building Height of 11.0 metres; 
o  No Maximum Lot Coverage whereas 40% is permitted; and, 
o Minimum Outdoor Privacy Area of 30 square metres with no dimension less 

 than 5 metres, not including a driveway. 
 

• To modify the performance standards for semi-detached dwellings to the following: 
 

o  Minimum Lot Area (Interior) from 300 square metres to 201 square metres; 
o  Minimum Lot Area (Corner) from 350 square metres to 318 square metres; 
o  Minimum Lot Depth of 30.0 metres; 
o  Minimum Lot Frontage (Interior) from 9 metres to 6.7 metres; 
o  Minimum Lot Frontage (Corner) of 10.6 metres 
o Minimum Front Yard from 6 metres to 5 metres to main building and 3 

 metres to a front porch; 
o  Minimum Side Yard from 1.25 metres to 0.6 metres; 
o  Minimum Rear Yard of 0.6 metres to a detached garage; 
o  Maximum Building Height of 11.0 metres; 
o  No Maximum Lot Coverage whereas 40% is permitted; and, 
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o Minimum Outdoor Privacy Area of 25 square metres with no dimension  less 
 than 5 metres, not including a driveway. 

 
• To include the following performance standards for townhouses: 
 

o  Minimum Lot Area of 183 square metres; 
o  Minimum Lot Depth of 30.0 metres; 
o  Minimum Lot Frontage of 6.1 metres; 
o Minimum Front Yard from 6 metres to 5 metres to the main building and 3 

 metres to a front porch; 
o  Minimum Side Yard from 2 metres to 0.6 metres; 
o  Minimum Rear Yard of 0.6 metres to a detached garage; 
o  Maximum Building Height from 11 metres to 12 metres; 
o  No Maximum Density; 
o  No Maximum Lot Coverage whereas 50% is permitted; and, 
o Minimum Outdoor Privacy Area from 36 square metres per unit to 25 

 square metres with no dimension less than 5 metres, not including a 
 driveway. 

 
Also, it should be noted that the applicant has revised the proposal as a result of the 
shoreline hazard delineation that was required by staff.  Consequently, the applicant 
has revised the proposal to increase the development setback from the shoreline from 
7.5 metres to 30 metres, which required a redesign of the draft plan and amended 
applications.  Additionally, staff is recommending that the developable areas of the 
subject lands be placed into special policy areas in order to incorporate additional 
policies relating to density and urban design.  The applicant has been advised, and is in 
support of staff’s revisions. 
 
Details of Submitted Applications 

 
Location: 310, 311, 321, 331, 341, 351, 361, 371, 380 and 381 Frances 

Avenue (Stoney Creek) 
 
Owners: LPF Realty Incorporated 
 
Agent:  IBI Group (Sergio Manchia)  
 
Property Size: Area:  16.75 hectares 

    Frontage: 853.7 metres (Frances Avenue) 
     
Servicing:  Full Municipal Servicing 
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EXISTING LAND USE AND ZONING: 
 

 Existing Land Use Existing Zoning 
 

Subject Land: Vacant  
 

Residential Multiple 
“RM5-7” Zone, Open  
Space “OS” Zone and 

Neighbourhood Shopping 
Centre “SC1” Zone 

 
Surrounding Land: 
 

North Lake Ontario and Apartment 
Dwellings 

Residential Multiple 
“RM5” Zone 

 
West Apartment Dwellings, Street 

Townhouse Dwellings and 
General Commercial Uses 

Residential Multiple 
“RM5” Zone, Residential 
Multiple “RM2” Zone and 

General Commercial 
“GC-35” Zone 

  
South QEW Highway, Vacant 

Institutional Lands and Vacant 
Neighbourhood Park 

Small Scale Institutional 
“IS” Zone and 

Neighbourhood Park (P1) 
Zone 

 
East Stacked Apartment Dwellings 

and Single Detached Dwellings 
 

Multiple Residential 
“RM4-4” Zone, 

Residential “R1” Zone 
and Neighbourhood 
Development “ND-1” 

Zone 
 
POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 
Provincial Policy Statement: 
 
These applications have been reviewed with respect to the Provincial Policy Statement 
(PPS).  Staff recognizes that the application is consistent with policies that focus growth 
in Settlement Areas 1.1.3.1. 
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Policy 1.4.3 outlines that Planning authorities shall provide for an appropriate range of 
housing types and densities to meet projected requirements for current and future 
residents by permitting and facilitating all forms of housing, directing new housing to 
locations where infrastructure and public service facilities are available, and promoting 
densities which efficiently use land, resources, infrastructure, and public service 
facilities.  The nature of the applications is to expand the range of uses to permit a 
variety of housing forms including: single detached, semi-detached, townhouse, stacked 
townhouse, street townhouse, apartment, and mixed-use buildings to accommodate a 
full range of residents.  Also, the proposed density is appropriate and meets the density 
targets envisioned in the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe.  The proposal 
takes advantage of existing full urban services that were installed as part of the 
registration of “South Shore Estates”.  Based on the foregoing, staff is satisfied that the 
proposal is consistent with Policy 1.4.3.   
 
Policy 1.7.1 (e) outlines that long term economic prosperity will be supported by 
planning so that major facilities (such as airports, transportation corridors, sewage 
treatment facilities, waste management systems, industries, and aggregate activities) 
and sensitive land uses are appropriately designed, buffered, and separated from each 
other to prevent adverse effects from odour, noise and other contaminants, and 
minimize risk to public health and safety.  The subject lands are located approximately 
120m from the Queen Elizabeth Way, which could pose adverse effects from noise to 
public health and safety. 
 
Policy 2.1.6 outlines that development shall not be permitted on adjacent lands to the 
natural heritage feature identified (i.e. significant wetlands) unless the ecological 
function of the adjacent lands has been evaluated, and it has been demonstrated that 
there will be no negative impacts on the natural features or on their ecological functions.  
As noted in the Analysis/Rationale for Recommendation section (Comment 2 - Page 
34), an EIS, prepared by Dougan & Associates, dated September 2008, and 
subsequent addendums, have been received and reviewed by staff and peer reviewed 
by ESAIEG and the Hamilton Conservation Authority.  The City’s Natural Heritage staff, 
ESAIEG, and the Hamilton Conservation Authority have reviewed the study and concur 
with the study’s findings, subject to the inclusion of Condition No. 6 (Appendix “C”).  
 
Policy 2.6.2 outlines that development and site alteration may be permitted on lands 
containing archaeological resources or areas of archaeological potential if significant 
archaeological resources have been conserved by removal and documentation, or 
preservation on site.  Where significant archaeological resources must be preserved on 
site, only development and site alteration, which maintains the heritage integrity of the 
site, may be permitted.  
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Policy 3.1.1 outlines that development shall generally be directed to areas outside of 
hazardous lands adjacent to the shorelines of the Great Lakes.  The proponent has 
retained Baird and Associates who has completed shoreline hazard delineation to 
determine the limits of the “hazardous lands” adjacent to the lake.  The study identified 
a 30 metre development setback from the shoreline, and developed a preliminary 
shorewall design.  City staff and the Hamilton Conservation Authority have reviewed the 
information and concur with the Baird and Associates findings.  Additionally, the 
implementing By-law changes the zoning of the area between the shoreline and 30 
metre setback to an Open Space (P4) Zone.  Based on the foregoing, staff is satisfied 
that the proposal is consistent with Policy 3.1.1. 
 
As the nature of the application is for the creation of a draft plan of subdivision for 
residential and mixed-use purposes, the proposal is consistent with the policies of the 
Provincial Policy Statement, as conditions with respect to the protection of the natural 
heritage feature, archaeology and noise abatement are addressed via conditions of 
draft plan approval (Conditions No. 2-4, and 6 of Appendix “C”).   
 
Places to Grow: Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe 
 
The Places to Grow Plan is more formally known as The Growth Plan for the Greater 
Golden Horseshoe, and it was prepared and approved under the Places to Grow Act, 
2005, by the Province of Ontario.  The Plan’s main objective is to provide direction in 
developing communities with a better mix of housing, jobs, shops, and services in close 
proximity.  This development proposal will meet the general intent of the Places to Grow 
Plan in that it is a designated Greenfield area within the built boundary, and provides for 
development that contributes to creating a complete community. 
 
Staff notes that Blocks 9 and 2 of Appendix “A” fall within the built-up area, while the 
remainder of the subject lands are located within a designated Greenfield area, as 
defined by P2G, and further delineated in the Council Adopted New Urban Hamilton 
Official Plan.  Policy 2.2.3.1 states that a minimum of 40% of all residential development 
occurring annually within each single-tier municipality will be within the built-up area, 
and Policy 2.2.7.2 states that the designated Greenfield area of each upper or single-
tier municipality will be planned to achieve a minimum density target that is not less than 
50 residents and jobs combined per hectare, which is to be measured over the entire 
designated Greenfield area of the municipality.  Based on these policies, the proposal 
provides 176 intensification units or 47 units per hectare (+/- 94 residents per hectare) 
within the built-up area, and a minimum density of 67.9 units per hectare (+/- 136 
residents per hectare), which exceeds the minimum density established in the P2G 
plan.  
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Hamilton-Wentworth Official Plan: 
 
The subject property is designated as “Urban Area” in the Hamilton-Wentworth Official 
Plan.  Policy C-3.1 outlines that a wide range of urban uses, defined through Area 
Municipal Official Plans and based on full municipal services, will be concentrated in the 
Urban Areas.  These areas are intended to accommodate approximately 96% of new 
residential housing units in the region to the year 2020.   
 
Policy B-9.2 requires that the City consider protection and preservation of regionally 
significant historical and cultural resources, including recognized archaeological sites, in 
the review of proposals for development and redevelopment.  Where possible, these 
attributes are to be incorporated into the overall design in a manner which minimizes 
adverse impacts and encourages maintenance and protection. 
 
Policy C-1.2.2 of the Plan states that land use changes in or adjacent to 
Environmentally Significant Areas will only be permitted where such development: 
 
(i) Will not adversely affect, degrade or destroy any of the qualities which are the 
 basis for the area’s designation; 
 
(ii) Will not cause any significant impacts upon water quality and quantity; and, 
 
(iii) Will not adversely affect the implementation of any resource protection policies or 
 plans. 
 
A portion of the subject property has been identified as an Environmentally Significant 
Area (ESA #70 - Community Beach Ponds).  The applicant has submitted an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) in order to demonstrate that the proposal will not 
adversely affect, degrade, or destroy any of the qualities which are the basis for the 
ESA’s designation.  The study concludes that once the study’s recommendations are 
implemented, the proposed development will not adversely impact any of the qualities 
which are the basis for the ESA’s designation.  The study has been reviewed by the 
City’s Natural Heritage staff, Environmentally Significant Areas Impact Evaluation Group 
(ESAIEG), and the Hamilton Conservation Authority, who are satisfied with the study’s 
findings.  Based on the foregoing, the proposal conforms to Policy C-1.2.2 of the 
Hamilton-Wentworth Official Plan. 
 
Policies C-1.4.2 and C-1.4.3 state in order to protect the shoreline, water quality and 
aquatic ecosystems, and improve access, the municipality will: 
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“C-1.4.2 Require that the Cities of Hamilton and Stoney Creek give consideration to 
a variety of uses along Lake Ontario which also provide public access to 
the lakeshore. 

 
C-1.4.3  When appropriate, require Area Municipalities to establish policies and 

provisions for development fronting on the lakeshore which: 
 

(i) Provide setbacks adequate to address flooding and erosion 
concerns; and, 

 
(ii) Ensure that shoreline protection works or lake fill meet the 

requirements of the Conservation Authorities and other relevant 
agencies.” 

 
As noted earlier, the proponent has retained Baird and Associates, who has completed 
shoreline hazard delineation to determine the limits of the “hazardous lands” adjacent to 
the lake.  The study identified a 30 metre development setback from the shoreline, and 
developed a preliminary shorewall design.  City staff and the Hamilton Conservation 
Authority have reviewed the information and concur with the Baird and Associates 
findings.  Additionally, the applicant has offered to dedicate the ESA and lakeshore 
protection lands to the City of Hamilton in order to enhance the existing Ontario 
Waterfront Trail System.  The dedication of these lands would be in the best interest of 
the entire City as it would allow for passive recreational opportunities for the general 
public.  Staff has accepted the applicant’s offer, subject to Condition No. 46 (Appendix 
“C”) that requires the applicant to construct and monitor the shoreline protection works 
for a minimum of two years, and agree to construct a comprehensive trail, prior to the 
lands being transferred to the City’s ownership. 
  
As the nature of the applications is for amendments to the Official Plan and Zoning By-
law to permit the development of a draft plan of subdivision, the proposal conforms to 
the general intent of the Hamilton-Wentworth Official Plan, provided Condition Nos. 2, 6, 
21-26, and 46 of Appendix “C” are satisfied prior to development. 
 
City of Stoney Creek Official Plan: 

 
The subject lands are designated “Residential” and “Shopping Centres” on Schedule 
“A”, General Land Use Plan in the Stoney Creek Official Plan (SCOP).  In addition, the 
subject lands are designated as “Lakeshore Protection Area”, “Class 1 - 
Environmentally Sensitive Areas” and “Class 4 - Open Space and Parks” on Schedule 
“B”, Stoney Creek Open Spaces and Natural Environment System.  The applicant has 
applied to: redesignate Block “1” from “Residential” to “Special Policy Area ‘G’”; 
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redesignate Block “2” from “Residential” to “Special Policy Area ‘H’”; to redesignate 
Block “3” from “Shopping Centres” to “Special Policy Area ‘I’”; to redesignate Block “4” 
from “Residential” to “Open Space” (see Appendix “D”); and amend Schedule “D”, 
Functional Road Classification, to remove a section of Frances Avenue as a designated 
Collector Road. 
 
The following policies of the Stoney Creek Official Plan, among others, are applicable to 
the proposed residential component of the development: 
 
“RESIDENTIAL 

A.1.1.2 To provide a range of housing types and densities of varied styles, while 
ensuring the provision of amenities necessary for local residents. 

A.1.2.2 Home occupations and housing for special purposes such as senior 
citizen housing, Group Homes, and Residential Care Facilities may be 
permitted in areas designated Residential by this Plan.  Uses that are 
deemed necessary to serve adequately the needs of local residents and 
which are compatible with surrounding development may also be 
permitted provided that they comply with the Secondary Plan provisions 
of this Plan.   Such uses include, but are not limited to: 
 
(a) Limited individual or groups of local commercial uses (excluding 

Automobile Service Stations) in accordance with the Local 
Commercial policies and General Provisions set out in Subsection 
A.3 of this Plan; 
 

 (b) Neighbourhood Parks primarily designed for local use in 
accordance with the relevant policies of Subsection A.7; 
 

 (c) Churches, day nurseries, and similar small scale institutional uses 
designed primarily to serve the local area; and, 
 

 (d) Elementary Schools.  

A.1.2.3 In addition to permitted local commercial uses, Council may permit 
individual retail stores or service shops in a multiple family residential 
building for the primary purpose of serving the building's occupants 
provided that such a building has a minimum of approximately 80 
dwelling units. 
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A.1.2.6 
 
Any development shall be provided with full urban services including 
paved roads, municipal sanitary, and storm sewers and piped water.  In 
no case will development be approved where the agency having 
jurisdiction indicates that such services are not available or adequate to 
accommodate the intended development, unless otherwise specified in 
this Plan. 
 

 An adequate number and variety of dwellings to satisfy the physical, 
social, and financial shelter requirements of existing and future residents 
of the City of Stoney Creek shall be provided.  In this respect, the City 
shall prepare, and annually update, housing targets and strategies in 
support of this policy.  Housing targets should include, but not be limited 
to the following: 
 

 (a) Housing mix, (e.g. single family, semi-detached, townhousing, 
apartments, etc.); 
 

 (b) Housing tenure (ownership and rental units); and, 
 

 (c) Housing for special groups including senior citizens, low income 
persons, and the physically handicapped. 
 

A.1.2.9 
 

(a) Rental vacancy rates and the range of rental rates. 

A.1.2.12 
 

Council shall encourage the provision of a full range of housing types 
and prices throughout the municipality and, where appropriate, 
residential intensification will be encouraged subject to Policies 
A.1.2.18, A.1.2.20, A.1.2.21, A.1.2.22, and other policies of the Plan. 
 

 The Residential Densities within the respective Residential land use 
designations identified by the SECONDARY PLANS shall be as follows: 
 

 (a) LOW DENSITY - approximately 1 to 29 units per Net Residential 
Hectare.  This designation permits predominantly single family 
detached, duplex, and semi-detached dwellings.  These types of 
dwellings are to be generally located at the interior of Residential 
Neighbourhoods adjacent to local roads. 
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(b) MEDIUM DENSITY - approximately 30 to 49 units per Net 
Residential Hectare.  This designation permits predominantly town 
house dwellings and walk-up apartments.  Generally, these types 
of dwellings are to be located at the periphery of the Residential 
Neighbourhoods adjacent to arterial roads and/or collector roads. 

  
(c) 

 
MEDIUM-HIGH DENSITY - approximately 50 to 99 units per Net 
Residential Hectare.  This designation permits predominantly 
apartment dwellings in buildings not exceeding a height of nine 
storeys.  This type of dwelling generally is to be located adjacent 
to or in close proximity to arterial and/or collector roads, 
community facilities, and open space areas. 

  
(d) 

 
HIGH DENSITY - approximately 100 to 200 units per Net 
Residential Hectare, unless otherwise specified in the Secondary 
Plan.  This category permits predominantly high rise apartments.  
This type of dwelling is generally to be located: 

   
(i) 

 
Within and at the periphery of the area designated by this 
Plan as Central Area; or, 

 
 

  
(ii) 

 
Adjacent to or in close proximity to arterial roads, community 
and park facilities, and open space areas. 
 

A.1.2.17 In the evaluation of any proposal for multiple family residential 
development (triplex, fourplex, sixplex, attached housing and apartment 
dwellings), the relevant Secondary Plan policies of this Plan shall apply.  
In addition, Council shall be satisfied that: 

  
(a) 

 
Schools and neighbourhood commercial facilities will be adequate 
for the increased residential density resulting from the proposal; 

  
(b) 

 
The height, bulk, and arrangement of buildings and structures will 
achieve harmonious design, and will not conflict with the existing 
and/or expected development of the surrounding area.  In this 
regard, Council may require the developer to submit evidence that 
wind and shadows will not have a harmful effect upon adjacent 
areas; 
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(c) 
 

Appropriate off-street parking, landscaped areas, protection for 
abutting residential uses, where warranted, and other accepted 
site planning features can be satisfactorily accommodated on the 
proposed site; and, 
 

 
 

(d) Ingress and egress to the property will be so designed as to 
minimize traffic hazards and congestion on surrounding streets. 

A.1.2.20 Council shall ensure that the local residential environment is of a 
condition and variety satisfactory to meet the changing needs of area 
residents.   Accordingly, Council shall: 

  
(c) 

 
Require appropriate measures to attenuate the effects of noise in 
accordance with Guidelines on Noise and New Residential 
Development Adjacent to Freeways; and visual intrusion or other 
undesirable effects on new residential development adjacent to 
freeways, inter-regional highways, arterial roads, railways, and 
other environmentally incompatible land uses in consultation with 
the Ministry of the Environment; and, 

  
(d) 

 
Encourage subdivision design which incorporates energy efficient 
features in accordance with the provisions of Subsection E.1.  
Such features may include, but not be limited to: 

   
(i) 

 
Street orientation to provide solar access for active and/or 
passive solar heating; 

 

 
 

  
(ii) 

 
Where street orientation does not provide for the utilization 
of direct solar access, alternative house designs will be 
encouraged to provide solar access. 

A.1.2.24 Home Occupation uses may be permitted in the implementing Zoning 
By-law, based on, but not limited to the following policies: 

  
(a) 

 
A Home Occupation shall be carried on only within a single family 
detached dwelling unit and solely by those occupying the dwelling; 
and, 

A.1.2.25 
 
Further, a Home Occupation shall not be deemed to be a mixed 
Commercial-Residential Use for the purposes of Subsection A.3 of this 
Plan. 
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A.1.2.27 
 

Group Homes and Residential Care Facilities as defined by this Plan 
may be permitted provided that relevant community services and 
facilities necessary to support such homes are available in the area.  
Such services and facilities may include but not be limited to public 
transportation, shopping, recreation, and health facilities.  In order to 
prevent an undue concentration of Group Homes and Residential Care 
Facilities in specific areas, standards requiring a minimum distance 
between these facilities will be incorporated in the implementing Zoning 
By-law. 

 In the evaluation of residential development or redevelopment 
proposals, adequate provisions for noise attenuation features, to the 
satisfaction of the Ministry of the Environment, may be required.” 

 
The proposal conforms to the Residential policies which speak to providing a range of 
housing types, densities, and styles, in that the proposal is to amend the existing Official 
Plan and zoning, which currently only permit apartment dwellings, to permit a variety of 
housing forms including: single detached, semi-detached, townhouse, stacked 
townhouse, street townhouse, apartment, and mixed use dwellings to accommodate a 
full range of residents.  Also, the proposed density, although reduced from previous 
approvals, is appropriate and meets the density targets envisioned in the Growth Plan 
for the Greater Golden Horseshoe.  There are full urban services available to service 
the subject lands.   
 
However, in order to ensure that the aforementioned design policies (A.1.2.17) and the 
Council approved Site Plan Guidelines are conformed to, staff has included site-specific 
policies in the proposed Official Plan Amendment, and a condition of approval (No. 7 - 
Appendix “C”) that requires the Owner to submit Architectural and Urban Design 
Guidelines, which guidelines shall address a number of matters including, but not 
limited to: height, bulk, arrangement of buildings, an overall theme for the 
neighbourhood, site plan design, quality of design, pedestrian friendliness, streetscape 
character, etc.  The incorporation of the site-specific urban design policies will ensure 
that the general intent of the Stoney Creek Official Plan is maintained by requiring the 
development of the subject lands to incorporate design feature considerations that 
create a visually and aesthetically distinct neighbourhood.  Condition No. 7 of Appendix 
“C” will ensure the implementation of this policy.   
 
Additionally, due to the proximity of the subject lands to the QEW, staff has included 
conditions of approval (Nos. 3 and 4 - Appendix “C”), which requires the Owner to 
submit a noise/vibration study and implement its findings to ensure that the City’s and 
Ministry of Environment’s noise regulations are complied with.  Also, as noted earlier, 
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the applicant has proposed to permit home occupations on the ground floor of a mixed-
use building.  However, as noted in Policy A.1.2.24 above, home occupations are only 
permitted within single detached dwellings and, as such, the implementing By-law does 
not include this provision.  To ensure the proposal conforms to Policy A.1.2.25 above, 
staff has included a minimum distance separation provision of 300 metres in the 
implementing By-law for Group Homes, and Residential Care Facilities.  Based on the 
foregoing, the proposal conforms to the “Residential” policies of the Stoney Creek 
Official Plan. 
 
The following policies of the Stoney Creek Official Plan, among others, are applicable to 
the proposed commercial component of the development: 
 
“COMMERCIAL 

A.3.2.1 Council recognizes that there is a range of Commercial categories in the 
City, namely, SHOPPING CENTRES, GENERAL COMMERCIAL, 
HIGHWAY COMMERCIAL and LOCAL COMMERCIAL.  Schedule "A" 
the General Land Use Plan, shows these various Commercial 
Categories exclusive of Local Commercial uses.   

A.3.2.5 Loading facilities and parking areas for delivery vehicles shall be 
located, buffered, and screened so as to minimize adverse effects on 
the general public view and adjacent uses. 

A.3.2.7 Where Commercial uses are proposed to be developed adjacent to 
lands designated Residential, Council shall ensure that access drives, 
parking and service areas will be screened and/or buffered so that 
noise, light, or undesirable visual effects emanating from the 
Commercial use are reduced.  Particularly, light from standards or other 
external lighting fixtures, excluding those used for store and window 
display or wall illumination, will be directed downwards and shielded or 
oriented as much as practicable away from the adjacent lands 
designated Residential. 

A.3.2.8 
 

Any structures containing both residential and commercial uses (other 
than a building permitted under Policy A.1.2.3 and Policy A.1.2.25) shall, 
in addition to other policies of this Plan, be subject to the following 
policies: 

  
(a) 

 
Amenity areas will be provided exclusively for the Residential 
component and will be functionally separated from public areas 
associated with the Commercial component; 
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 (b) Council shall be satisfied that any effect from the Commercial 
component which will detract from the amenity of the associated 
Residential uses will be minimized; 

  
(c) 

 
Customer parking areas associated with the Commercial 
component will preferably be physically separated from 
Residential uses, and in no case will the customer parking areas 
interfere with the safe and efficient use of Residential parking 
areas; and, 

  
(d) 

 
Council shall be satisfied that engineering services, school, park 
and similar community facilities are adequate to serve the needs 
of the residents. 

 
A.3.2.13 

 
To enhance the quality of any COMMERCIAL/RESIDENTIAL 
development, Council may, where deemed appropriate, permit 
additional height and/or density in excess of the Zoning By-law 
provisions, in accordance with Policy F.4.6 of this Plan. 

 
A.3.3.1.2 

 
The Shopping Centre designation applies primarily to a broad range of 
commercial uses including department stores, retail shops and personal 
service shops, restaurants, offices, places of entertainment, recreation 
and assembly, financial institutions, automobile service stations, motor 
vehicle sales rooms and motor vehicle sales lots, and uses similar and 
accessory to the foregoing.  Community and institutional facilities may 
be permitted where they will not restrict or interfere with the function of 
the primary permitted uses, subject to the General Provisions of this 
Subsection.  

A.3.3.1.4 Shopping Centres are appropriate forms of Commercial development 
necessary to the economic health of the City and the Region.  In this 
regard, the following classification of Shopping Centres in the 
preparation of Secondary Plans will be utilized: 

  
(c) 

 
A NEIGHBOURHOOD SHOPPING CENTRE will have a gross 
leasable floor area of 1,400 square metres to a maximum of 
14,000 square metres. 
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A.3.3.2 GENERAL COMMERCIAL 

A.3.3.2.1 The General Commercial designation applies to certain existing and 
proposed areas of individually managed commercial establishments 
located along highways and arterial roads.  General Commercial uses 
benefit from accessibility and visibility and thereby provide a service to 
both pedestrian and automobile-borne trade. 

A.3.3.2.2 Land designated General Commercial by this Plan may be used for 
retail and service shops, offices, financial institutions, automobile sales, 
service and repair establishments, printing shops, restaurants, hotels, 
places of assembly and entertainment, commercial marinas, local 
institutional and community uses and uses similar and accessory to the 
foregoing including dwelling units.” 

 
The applicant has applied to amend the Stoney Creek Official Plan to redesignate 
Block “2” from “Residential” to “Special Policy Area ‘H’” and Block “3” from “Shopping 
Centres” to “Special Policy Area ‘I’” (see Appendix “D”) in order to permit the proposed 
mixed-use blocks.  The current “Neighbourhood Shopping Centre” designation is 
intended to provide commercial facilities for the entire subject lands and would be 
limited to a gross leasable floor area between 1,400 and 14,000 square metres, in 
accordance with Policy A.3.3.1.4 above.  In order to ensure that sufficient 
neighbourhood commercial services are provided, the implementing By-law provides a 
range of uses that are consistent with the “Neighbourhood Shopping Centre” 
designation and includes provisions that require a minimum (1,400 square metres) and 
maximum (7,000 square metres) gross leasable floor area, which is consistent with 
aforementioned policies.  
 
Also, in order to ensure that the aforementioned design policies and the Council 
approved Site Plan Guidelines are conformed to, staff has included site-specific policies 
in the proposed Official Plan Amendment and a condition of approval (No. 7 - Appendix 
“C”) that requires the Owner to submit Architectural and Urban Design Guidelines, 
which guidelines shall address a number of matters including, but not limited to: site 
plan design, quality of design, screening of loading facilities and parking, site lighting, 
etc., for the mixed use blocks.  The incorporation of the site-specific urban design 
policies will ensure that the general intent of the Stoney Creek Official Plan is 
maintained by requiring the development of the subject lands to incorporate design 
feature considerations that create a visually and aesthetically distinct neighbourhood. 
Condition No. 7 of Appendix “C” will ensure the implementation of this policy.   
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Also, the applicant has proposed to remove the requirement for private amenity areas 
for the mixed-use blocks.  However, as noted in Policy A.3.2.8 above, mixed-use 
structures containing both residential and commercial uses shall provide exclusive 
amenity areas for the residential component.  As such, the implementing By-law has 
maintained the private amenity area provisions of the “MUC” Zone.  Based on the 
foregoing, the proposed redesignations conform to the general intent of the Stoney 
Creek Official Plan and the implementing By-law conforms to the “Commercial” policies 
of the Stoney Creek Official Plan. 
 
The following policies of the Stoney Creek Official Plan, among others, are applicable 
to the proposed environmental components of the development: 
 
“B.1.2.1 

 
Environmentally Sensitive Areas, as identified on Schedule “B”, refers to 
areas with unique physical environmental features, as identified in the 
Regional Official Plan. In this regard, when development or 
redevelopment is proposed in accordance with the land use 
designations identified on the Schedule “A” series upon an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area, or when a request has been received to 
change the legal use or increase the intensity of an existing use within 
Environmentally Sensitive Areas, Council shall: 

(c)   Circulate the Environmental Impact Statement or waiver to any 
relevant public agencies for their review and comments; 

B.1.2.2 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Required for Environmentally 
Significant Areas 

All ESA boundaries on Schedule “B” are approximate only.  Accurate 
ESA boundary and buffer zone locations must be determined through an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).  The EIS should contain a 
Surveyor’s Reference Plan delineating ESA boundaries.  Development 
proposals within or adjacent to ESAs, and requests to adjust or 
eliminate ESA boundaries, require an Environmental Impact Statement 
using the approved Regional EIS Guidelines.  The EIS must be to the 
satisfaction of the City, as well as other appropriate agencies.  It should 
be peer reviewed by the Environmentally Significant Areas Impact 
Evaluation Group (ESAIEG) in order to scrutinize whether ESA 
ecological functions have been protected, to address cumulative 
impacts from other surrounding development, and to comment on the 
delineation of ESA boundaries. 
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B.1.2.8 Public access to privately owned Environmentally Sensitive Areas will 
be at the discretion of the Owner, and these lands will not necessarily be 
free and open to the general public. 

 
HAZARD LANDS 
 
B.2.2.1 

 
Hazard lands are lands which, if developed upon, have inherent 
environmental conditions such as flood susceptibility, erosion 
susceptibility, instability or any other physical condition which is severe 
enough to pose a risk to occupants, loss of life, property damage, and 
social disruption. 

 
B.2.2.2 
OPA #45 

 
Hazard lands are identified, in part, by the present flood and fill line 
mapping of the respective Conservation Authority and the hazard land 
mapping of the Ministry of Natural Resources.  Hazard lands are those 
lands which have been or may be covered by flood water.  Hazard lands 
are conceptually identified on Schedule "G" based on the present flood 
and fill line mapping of the Hamilton Region Conservation Authority and 
the hazard land mapping of the Ministry of Natural Resources.  

 
B.2.2.3 

 
Hazard Lands may be used for those uses permitted by the land use 
designations contained on the Schedule "A" Series; however, no 
buildings or structures other than buildings and structures intended for 
flood or erosion control, or essential utility operations, will be permitted 
in these areas unless such is approved by the appropriate Conservation 
Authority.  Furthermore, no placing or removal of fill of any kind, whether 
originating on the site or elsewhere, will be permitted in these areas 
unless such is approved by the appropriate Conservation Authority. 

 
B.2.2.4 

 
Prior to the approval of any development or redevelopment upon 
Hazard Lands, Council and the appropriate Conservation Authority shall 
be satisfied that the hazard can be satisfactorily overcome and is not 
further aggravated. 

B.2.2.5 When Hazard Lands are within areas designated Open Space on 
Schedule "A", "The General Land Use Plan" of this Plan, Council shall 
encourage and support the acquisition of such lands by public agencies 
for passive recreational and/or open space uses. 
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B.2.2.7 Those uses located on hazard lands and existing at the time of approval 
of this Plan may continue to exist, however, any alteration or expansion 
will be subject to the approval of Council and the appropriate 
Conservation Authority. 

B.2.2.8 Where development or redevelopment is proposed on lands abutting 
Hazard Lands, Council shall consult with the appropriate Conservation 
Agency to determine whether or not building setbacks should be 
established from the margin of the hazardous area and impose such 
setbacks where deemed necessary. 

 
LAKESHORE PROTECTION AREA 

B.3.2.1 In addition to the policies of Section A of this Plan, respecting the various 
land use designations, the following policies shall be applied to those 
lands within the Lakeshore Protection Area, as identified on Schedule "B" 
The Environmental Plan. 

B.3.2.2 Any public agency that owns Lake Ontario shoreline property shall be 
encouraged by Council to construct adequate shore protection works. 

B.3.2.3 Council and/or the Committee of Adjustment shall require, in conjunction 
with new development, adequate shoreline protection for the preservation 
of the Lakeshore environment against erosion or pollution, to the 
satisfaction of the Ministry of the Environment and the Ministry of Natural 
Resources. 

B.3.2.7 
 

In order to create an open space effect along the shoreline and to 
minimize risks to life, property damage, social disruption, and adverse 
environmental impacts, a portion of the land extending from the high water 
mark, in addition to any requested shore protection works, is to be used 
only for water oriented recreational facilities, open space uses, private 
recreational uses, or similar uses.  Accordingly, the implementing Zoning 
By-law shall establish a minimum set back from the top of bank for low 
density residential and accessory uses.  A minimum setback of 
approximately 30 metres shall be provided for all other uses where 
shoreline protection works have been installed. “ 

 
A portion of the subject property has been identified as an Environmentally Significant 
Area (ESA #70 - Community Beach Ponds).  An Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), 
prepared by Dougan & Associates, dated September 2008, and subsequent 
addendums, have been received and reviewed by staff and peer reviewed by the 
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Environmentally Significant Areas Impact Evaluation Group (ESAIEG) and the Hamilton 
Conservation Authority.  The purpose of the study is to demonstrate that the proposal 
will not adversely affect, degrade, or destroy any of the qualities which are the basis for 
the ESA’s designation.  The study concludes that once the study’s recommendations 
are implemented, the proposed development will not adversely impact any of the 
qualities which are the basis for the ESA’s designation.  The City’s Natural Heritage 
staff, ESAIEG, and the Hamilton Conservation Authority are satisfied with the study’s 
findings.  
 
A portion of the subject lands is designated “Hazard Lands” on Schedule “G”, Hazard 
Lands, of the Stoney Creek Official Plan.  A Functional Servicing Report (FSR), 
prepared by IBI Group, dated April 14, 2009, has been reviewed by Development 
Engineering staff and circulated to the Hamilton Conservation Authority.  The FSR 
proposes to capture the minor event in storm sewers connected to the existing 
municipal system adjacent to the development, and major storm events will be 
conveyed along overland drainage routes.  Development Engineering staff and the 
Hamilton Conservation Authority is satisfied with the applicant’s servicing scheme, 
subject to the inclusion of Condition No. 14 of Appendix “C”, which requires the 
proponent to submit a stormwater management report to address stormwater quality 
and quantity control, as well as major storm event, prior to development of the subject 
lands.  As such, the proposal conforms to the Hazard Lands policies of the Stoney 
Creek Official Plan. 
 
A large portion of the subject property fronts Lake Ontario.  In order to satisfy the above 
noted policies, the proponent has retained Baird and Associates, who has completed 
shoreline hazard delineation, identified a 30 metre development setback from the 
shoreline, and developed a preliminary shorewall design.  City staff and the Hamilton 
Conservation Authority have reviewed the information and concur with the Baird and 
Associates findings.  Additionally, the implementing By-law changes the zoning of the 
area between the shoreline and 30 metre setback to an Open Space (P4) Zone.  Based 
on the foregoing, the proposal conforms to the Lakeshore Protection Area policies of the 
Stoney Creek Official Plan. 
 
Additionally, the applicant has offered to dedicate the ESA and lakeshore protection 
lands to the City of Hamilton in order to enhance the existing Ontario Waterfront Trail 
System.  The dedication of these lands would allow for a public trail system to connect 
to the waterfront lands along the buffer area of the ESA.  Staff has accepted the 
applicant’s offer, subject to Condition No. 46 (Appendix “C”), that requires the applicant 
to construct and monitor the shoreline protection works for a minimum of two years, and 
agree to construct a comprehensive trail, prior to the lands being transferred to the 
City’s ownership.  Finally, the implementing By-law changes the zoning of both the ESA 
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and ESA buffer to a Conservation/Hazard Land (P5) Zone.  Based on the foregoing, the 
proposal conforms to the Environmentally Sensitive Area policies of the Stoney Creek 
Official Plan. 
 
The following policies of the Stoney Creek Official Plan, among others, are applicable to 
the proposed waterfront lands components of the development: 
 
“COMMUNTIY SERVICES 

E.6.5 In accordance with Subsections A.7 and D.3.4 of this Plan, where
feasible, waterfront lands and lands along watercourses or easements
may be added to the City's Parklands System to establish a continuous
system of walkways, paths, and other links to facilitate direct access to the
waterfront and other pedestrian destinations in the City.  Further: 

  
(a) 

 
Lands along watercourses will be preserved in a continuous and
natural state, where appropriate, and be readily accessible to area 
residents, where possible; and, 

  
(b) 

 
Where improvements to the drainage pattern of watercourses are
undertaken, consideration will be given to the preservation of
existing vegetation and the integration of these improved
watercourses into the Parklands System.” 

 
As noted earlier, this report recommends the dedication of the ESA and lakeshore 
protection lands to the City, as suggested by the applicant, in order to enhance the 
existing Ontario Waterfront Trail System.  Staff has included Condition No. 46 of 
Appendix “C” that requires the applicant to construct and monitor the shoreline 
protection works for a minimum of two years, and agree to construct a comprehensive 
trail, prior to the lands being transferred to the City’s ownership.  Based on the 
foregoing, staff is satisfied that the proposal complies with Policy E.6.5 of the Plan. 
 
Neighbourhood Plan: 
 
The subject lands are designated “High Density Residential” in the approved Lakeshore 
Neighbourhood Plan. The Lakeshore Neighbourhood Plan will require an amendment 
following final approval of the Official Plan and zoning changes, and approval of the 
draft plan to reflect the revised designations and road pattern. 
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Urban Hamilton Official Plan 
 
The New Urban Hamilton Official Plan was adopted by Council on July 9, 2009.  The 
Plan has been forwarded to the Province of Ontario for final approval, and is not yet in 
effect.  The New Urban Hamilton Official Plan designates the subject lands as 
“Neighbourhoods” on Schedule “E” Urban Structure.  The proposal would conform to 
the “Neighbourhoods” designation of the New Hamilton Urban Official Plan. 
 
RELEVANT CONSULTATION 
 
Agencies/Departments Having no Concern or Objections 
 
• Corporate Services Department (Budgets, Taxation and Policy Sections, Finance). 
• Corporate Services Department (City Wide Administration and Services Section). 
• Public Works Department (Waste Management Division). 
• Public Works Department (Capital Planning and Implementation Division). 
• Emergency Services. 
• Parking and By-law Services Division. 
• Hamilton-Wentworth District School Board. 
• Hamilton-Wentworth Separate School Board. 
• Horizon Utilities. 
• Cogeco. 
• Union Gas. 
• Hamilton Street Railway. 
 
Bell Canada  
 
Conditions of draft plan approval respecting the assurance that appropriate levels of 
communication/telecommunication facilities will be included in the Standard Form 
Subdivision Agreement. 
 
Canada Post 
 
Conditions of draft plan approval respecting notification to prospective purchasers that 
mail delivery will be from a designated Centralized Mail Box, and the location and 
preparation of designated areas for the Centralized Mail Box by the developer will be 
included in the Standard Form Subdivision Agreement. 
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Public Works Department, Forestry and Horticulture Section 
 
The Forestry and Horticulture Section has requested that a Tree Management Condition 
be applied to this application (Included as Condition No. 5 in Appendix “C”).   
 
Corporate Services Department, Risk Management Section  
 
Specifically, regarding the dedication of the ESA and waterfront lands to the City, our 
section notes that the City has had issues with City owned waterfront in the past where 
the City becomes responsible for storm damages to the shoreline and the damages that 
result to adjacent properties.  For this reason, it would not be in the best interests of the 
City to acquire these lands and take on the responsibility that would accompany 
ownership.  Unless there is maintenance by others for life, it will ultimately end up 
costing the City money.  There may be reasons that would override these thoughts in 
this regard. These concerns are addressed by Special Condition No. 46 of Appendix 
“C”. 
 
Hamilton Conservation Authority 
 
The shoreline hazard delineation and 30m development setback from the shoreline 
identified in the latest Baird letter satisfies HCA concerns regarding the proposed 
development.  It should be noted that the shorewall design, in its final form, will have to 
address a number of issues including: flood and erosion hazards, fisheries, Public 
Lands Acts requirements, and will have to provide some method of water exchange 
between the lake and the ESA to maintain the integrity of the wetland community. 
Construction of the shorewall can be included as a condition of subdivision approval.  A 
permit will be required from the HCA for construction of the wall, and it will have to be 
constructed prior to any other development associated with the subdivision. 
 
The boundaries of the blocks identified on the Land Use Schedule Amendment and 
Zone Amendment sketches, prepared by IBI Group, conform to both the identified 
erosion hazard setback and the limit of the Environmentally Significant Area plus 10m 
buffer.  Therefore, the HCA has no concern with the Official Plan Amendment or the 
Zoning By-law Amendment. 
 
The HCA is in agreement with the recommendation of ESAIEG for the long-term 
preservation of the Button Bush (wetland) plan community and control of upland 
vegetation within the ESA.  Although the details for wetland community preservation 
and habitat compensation have yet to be finalized, our office is supportive of the efforts 
discussed at our joint meeting of September 23, 2009. 
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Based on the above, the HCA recommends that the following five conditions of approval 
be applied to the subject subdivision application (included as Condition Nos. 49-53 in 
Appendix “C”).  
 
Ministry of Transportation 

 
We have completed our review of the proposed OPA, Rezoning, and Draft Plan of 
Subdivision for this development, and offer the following comments. 

 
We have no concerns with the proposed OPA and Zoning By-law Amendment. 
However, the Owner must be advised that direct access from this development to North 
Service Road will not be permitted.  

 
All proposed post-development site generated run-off directed towards the North 
Service Road/QEW Right-of-Way must be maintained to pre-development levels.  Earth 
berms and grading of any kind will not be permitted on the North Service Road property. 
The developer is solely responsible for all noise mitigation measures and all external 
illumination must be directed away from the North Service Road and the QEW Rights-
of-Way.  

 
MTO requires the following conditions of draft approval for the Plan of Subdivision: 

 
1. That prior to final approval, the Owner shall submit to the Ministry of 

Transportation for their review and approval, a stormwater management report, 
and grading and drainage plans, indicating the intended treatment of the 
calculated run-off and its impact on the North Service Road and QEW Right-of-
Way (included as Condition No. 47 in Appendix “C”). 

 
2. That prior to final approval, the Owner shall submit to the Ministry of 

Transportation for their review and approval, a copy of a traffic impact 
assessment addressing the anticipated volumes at full build-out, resulting from 
this proposed development, and its impact on the QEW and the Fifty Road 
interchange (included as Condition No. 48 in Appendix “C”). 

 
The Owner must also be advised that Ministry building/land-use permits for all buildings 
within 46 metres (150 feet) of the North Service Road property line will be required prior 
to any grading and construction on this site.  Separate building/land-use permits will be 
required for each stormwater management pond serving this subdivision.  Sign Permits 
will be required as well.  
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Public Works Department, Open Space Development Section 
 
• We are very interested in the waterfront land for trail connections. 
  
• Open Space Development and Park Planning feels that acquisition of these lands 

would be consistent with other shoreline property acquisitions. 
 
• This is an opportunity to contribute to the ongoing effort to reclaim the Lake Ontario 

shoreline and add to the Waterfront Trail which spans from Brockville, Ontario 
through to Niagara-on-the-Lake.  Currently, the portion of the Waterfront Trail which 
runs through this part of Hamilton is located on North Service Road.  

 
• We believe that the acquisition of Open Space is mandated through the City of 

Hamilton's Strategic Plan under Focus Area 6 Environmental Stewardship to 
protect and enhance natural resource areas.  Item 6.4 references the desired result 
to maintain or increase the quantity and quality of significant natural areas that are 
protected.   Since there is an ESA, then it is already identified as a natural area, the 
key is the term significant which is part of the mandate through the Natural Heritage 
Strategy, and it has identified the beach through the development as well as a 
portion of the site.  Planning should confirm that these are significant lands to 
protect. 

 
• The 2009 Official Plan notes that Hamilton has unique geographic attributes, one 

being Lake Ontario.  It is our belief that since the lake is a unique asset to our 
community, we should provide opportunities for the public to enjoy it wherever 
possible. 

 
Public Works Department, Traffic Engineering and Operations Section 
 
Staff has reviewed the proponents Traffic Impact Study, prepared by IBI Group, dated 
July 2009, and is satisfied with the study’s analysis and recommendations, but notes 
that the study will have to be expanded and additional improvements may be required. 
These concerns have been addressed by the incorporation of Conditions No. 27 to 45, 
inclusive, of Appendix “C”.  
 
PUBLIC CONSULTATION 
 
In accordance with the new provisions of the Planning Act and the Public Participation 
Policy that was approved by Council, Notice of Complete Application and Preliminary 
Circulation was circulated to 690 property owners within 120 metres of the subject 
property on January 22, 2008, and a notice of amended applications on June 5, 2009.  

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Lake_Ontario
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Five formal responses (Appendix “I”) were received as a result of these circulations and 
the issues raised relate to environmental impacts, impacts on existing wildlife, 
parks/open space lands, loss of the bike path, traffic impacts, noise, flooding, runoff into 
the lake, emergency services,  reduction in property values for the abutting properties, 
parking, and need for commercial lands. These matters are discussed in the 
Analysis/Rationale for Recommendation section of the report.  
 
Also, the Ward Councillor hosted a neighbourhood meeting on May 12, 2009, in order to 
obtain the community’s views on the proposal.  Several concerns were identified at the 
meeting and are discussed in the Analysis/Rationale for Recommendation section of the 
report.    
 
Further, a Public Notice sign was posted on the property on February 12, 2009, and 
Notice of the Public Meeting was given in accordance with the requirements of the 
Planning Act. 
 
ANALYSIS / RATIONALE FOR RECOMMENDATION 
(include Performance Measurement/Benchmarking Data, if applicable) 
 
1. The proposed Official Plan Amendment, changes in zoning, and draft plan of 
 subdivision have merit and can be supported for the following reasons: 
 

(i) They are consistent with the Provincial Policy Statement and Places to 
Grow Plan (P2G); 

 
(ii) They conform to the Hamilton-Wentworth Official Plan; 
 
(iii) The proposed development represents good planning by providing a 

compact urban form with a mix of land uses and dwelling types; 
 
(iv) The proposal avoids Natural Hazards (Environmentally Significant Areas 

and Lake Ontario Shoreline) and provides for the protection of Open Space 
areas; and, 

 
(v) The proposed development is considered to be compatible with and 

complementary to the existing and planned development in the immediate 
area. 
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2. The review and circulation of these applications has generated a wide range of 
issues, including the following: 

 
• Density. 
• Lakeshore Protection Area.  
• Environmentally Significant Area. 
• Public Lands. 
• Traffic. 
 
A discussion of these issues is set out below. 

 
Density 
 
As noted earlier, the subject lands form part of the previously approved “South 
Shore Estates” registered plan of subdivision (Appendix “G”), which was 
projected to accommodate a total of 2,222 residential units over a site area of 18 
hectares, which includes the 421 units within the two existing apartment 
buildings. A summary of the “South Shore Estates” registered plan of subdivision 
is outlined below: 

 

South Shore Estates Registered Plan No. 62M-101 
Use(Lot/Block) Area (ha) Units Density 

Apartment dwellings (Lots 1-13) 16.55 2,222 134.3 units per ha
Commercial (Lot 16) 2.05 0 n/a 
Park (Lot 14) 1.34 0 n/a 
Institutional (Lot 15) 2.02 0 n/a 
Municipal Servicing (Blocks B-G) 1.02 0 n/a 
Road Widening (Block A) 0.14 0 n/a 

Total 23.12 2,222 96.1 units per ha 

The proposed draft plan (Appendix “B”) consists of a minimum of 233 residential 
units over a site area of 9.589 hectares.  A summary of the proposed density is 
provided below: 

Green Millen Shore Estates Draft Plan No. 25T-200809 
Use(Lot/Block) Area (ha) Units Density 

Singles, Semi’s, Townhouses, and 
Apartment dwellings (Block 1) 

2.403 113 (min.) 47 units per ha 

Townhouses (Block 5) 2.303 120 (min.) 52 units per ha 
Open Space (Blocks 2 and 4) 3.902 0 n/a 
Municipal Servicing (Block 3) 0.981 0 n/a 

Total 9.589 233 24.3 units per ha 
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As outlined above, the proposed “Green Millen Shore Estates” draft plan of 
subdivision proposes a greatly reduced number of potential residential units from 
what was previously approved by the “South Shore Estates” registered plan.  
Although, it should be noted that the “South Shore Estates” registered plan did 
not contemplate protection of the Environmentally Significant Area and the 30 
metre setback shoreline protection area.  Without the open space and servicing 
Blocks, the density of the proposed development is 49.5 units per hectare. 
 
Also, in order to accurately compare the proposed density of the “Green Millen 
Shore Estates” subdivision to that of the previously approved “South Shore 
Estates” registered plan, the proposed mixed use blocks (Blocks 1 and 2 - 
Appendix “A”), as well as the existing multiple residential apartments at 301 
Frances Avenue and 500 Green Road, should be included and is summarized as 
follows: 
 

Use(Lot/Block) Area (ha) Units Density 
Singles, Semi’s, Townhouses, and 
Apartment dwellings (Blk. 1 - Appendix “B” ) 

2.403 113 (min.) 47 units/ha 

Townhouses (Blk. 5 - Appendix ”B”) 2.303 120 (min.) 52 units/ ha 
Open Space (Blks. 2 and 4 - Appendix ”B”) 3.902 0 n/a 
Municipal Servicing (Blk. 3 - Appendix “B”) 0.981 0 n/a 
Park (Lot 14 - Appendix “G”) 1.34 0 n/a 
Institutional (Lot 15 - Appendix “G”) 2.02 0 n/a 
Mixed Use (Block 2 - Appendix “D”) 5.12 585 114.3 units/ha 
Mixed Use (Block 3 - Appendix “D”) 2.05 176 85.9 units/ha 
Apartment dwellings (301 Frances) 1.07 158 147.7 units/ha 
Apartment dwellings (500 Green) 1.789 263 147 units/ha 

Total 22.978 1,415 61.6 units/ha 
 

Based on the information outlined above, the proposal provides a reduced overall 
density, but proposes a more balanced housing and land use mix and provides 
for the long term protection of the neighbourhood, one that includes a mix of land 
uses and dwelling types.  The proposal not only meets, but exceeds, the City’s 
Greenfield Density target of 50 people per hectare, as established in the Council 
Approved Urban Hamilton Official Plan (Policy A.2.3.3.3).  Furthermore, the 
proposed Official Plan Amendment and implementing By-law include policies and 
provisions that require a minimum number of dwelling units in order to ensure 
that the proposed unit counts are achieved.  Based on the foregoing, staff is 
satisfied that the proposed density can be supported. 
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Lakeshore Protection  
 
The proponent has retained Baird and Associates, who has completed a 
shoreline hazard delineation which identified a 30 metre development setback 
from the shoreline, and developed a preliminary shorewall design.  City staff and 
the Hamilton Conservation Authority have reviewed the information and note that 
the shoreline hazard was accurately delineated, the proposed 30 metre setback 
from the shoreline is appropriate, and the preliminary shorewall design is 
satisfactory, subject to the inclusion of Condition Nos. 21 and 23 (Appendix “C”).  
Additionally, the implementing By-law would change the zoning of the area 
between the shoreline and 30 metre setback to an Open Space (P4) Zone, which 
would restrict the use to recreation.  Based on the foregoing, staff is satisfied that 
the lakeshore hazard has been adequately protected. 

 
Environmentally Significant Area (ESA) 
 
A portion of the subject property has been identified as an Environmentally 
Significant Area (ESA #70 - Community Beach Ponds).  An Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS), prepared by Dougan & Associates, dated September 
2008, and subsequent addendums, have been received and reviewed by staff 
and peer reviewed by the Environmentally Significant Areas Impact Evaluation 
Group (ESAIEG) and the Hamilton Conservation Authority. The purpose of the 
study is to demonstrate that the proposal will not adversely affect, degrade, or 
destroy any of the qualities which are the basis for the ESA’s designation.  As 
part of its evaluation, the study has identified that a portion of the Frances 
Avenue road allowance falls within the ESA boundary and buffer area.  The 
applicant’s proposal seeks to remove this section of Frances Avenue in order to 
protect the ESA.  The study concludes that once the study’s recommendations 
are implemented, the proposed development will not adversely impact any of the 
qualities which are the basis for the ESA’s designation.  The City’s Natural 
Heritage staff, ESAIEG, and the Hamilton Conservation Authority have reviewed 
the study and concur with the study’s findings, subject to the inclusion of 
Condition No. 6 (Appendix “C”).  Additionally, the implementing By-law changes 
the ESA and ESA buffer to a Conservation/Hazard Land (P5) Zone.  Based on 
the foregoing, staff is satisfied that the ESA has been adequately protected. 
 
 
 
 
 
 



SUBJECT: Applications for Approval of a Draft Plan of Subdivision, "Green Millen 
Shore Estates", and Amendments to the Stoney Creek Official Plan 
and Zoning By-law No. 3692-92, and City of Hamilton Zoning By-law 
No. 05-200, for Lands Located at 310, 311, 321, 331, 341, 351, 361, 371, 
380 and 381 Frances Avenue, Stoney Creek (PED10017) (Ward 10)        
- Page 37 of 47 

 

 
 Vision: To be the best place in Canada to raise a child, promote innovation, engage citizens and provide diverse economic opportunities. 

Values:  Honest, Accountability, Innovation, Leadership, Respect, Excellence, Teamwork 

 

Public Lands 
 
The proposed draft plan of subdivision identifies the dedication of the ESA and 
lakeshore protection lands to the City of Hamilton.  This will enhance the existing 
Ontario Waterfront Trail System and provide public access to the waterfront.  The 
City’s Open Space Planning, Risk Management, Planning, Traffic and 
Development Engineering staff have reviewed the proposal and acknowledge the 
responsibilities that would accompany the ownership of these lands, but note that 
the acquisition of these lands would be in the best interest of the entire City as it 
would allow for the passive recreation opportunities for the general public.  As 
such, staff has accepted the applicant’s offer, subject to Condition No. 46 
(Appendix “C”) that requires the applicant to construct and monitor the shoreline 
protection works for a minimum of two years and agree to construct a 
comprehensive trail, prior to the lands being transferred to the City’s ownership. 
Furthermore, the transfer of the said lands to the City’s ownership conforms to 
Policies B.2.2.5 and E.6.5 of the Stoney Creek Official Plan that provides open 
space uses, establishes a continuous system of paths, and facilitates direct 
access to the waterfront for the general public. 
 
Traffic 
 
The applicant submitted a traffic impact study, which was prepared by IBI Group, 
and has been reviewed by staff.  The traffic impact study was submitted to 
address concerns regarding the potential traffic impacts the proposal would have 
in the area.  The study concluded that the proposed development can be 
accommodated with the existing road network, subject to network improvements. 
The City’s Traffic Operations and Maintenance staff has reviewed the study and 
generally concurs with the study’s findings, and notes that subject to further 
analysis, additional improvements may be required.  Both the study’s and staff’s 
recommendations have been captured in Conditions Nos. 27 to 45, inclusive, of 
Appendix “C”.  

 
3. Staff received five written responses (see Appendix “I”), including a petition 

signed by 86 residents of the area, as a result of the circulation of these 
applications.  The responses expressed concerns related to environmental 
impacts, impacts on existing wildlife, parks/open space lands, loss of the bike 
path, traffic impacts, noise, flooding, runoff into the lake, emergency services,  
reduction in property values for the abutting properties, parking, and need for 
commercial lands. These concerns are discussed below: 
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Environmental Impacts/Existing Wildlife 
 
The proponent has submitted an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that was 
peer reviewed by the City’s Natural Heritage staff, ESAIEG, and the Hamilton 
Conservation Authority.  The EIS demonstrates that the proposal will not 
adversely affect the ESA’s function.  The City’s Natural Heritage staff, ESAIEG, 
and the Hamilton Conservation Authority concur with the study’s findings, subject 
to the inclusion of Condition No. 6 (Appendix “C”) that requires the Owner agree 
to maintain a portion of the natural beach, ensure the Buttonbush Swamp is 
maintained, provide detailed design drawings of the shoreline protection works, 
and provide a detailed landscape plan for the 30 metre shoreline buffer and 10 
metre ESA buffer.  Based on the foregoing, staff is satisfied that the ESA has 
been adequately protected. 
 
Existing Open Space Lands/Loss of the Existing Bike Path 
 
Concerns were raised regarding the use of the subject lands by the general 
public as a public open space, and its loss, as well as the loss of the existing bike 
path.  The Ontario Waterfront Trail exists on a portion (Frances Avenue) of the 
subject lands, which is accessible to the general public.  However, the remainder 
of the site is in private ownership and not available for the general public to use.  
The applicant has offered to dedicate the ESA and lakeshore protection lands to 
the City of Hamilton in order to enhance the existing Ontario Waterfront Trail 
System.  Staff has accepted the applicant’s offer, subject to Condition No. 46 
(Appendix “C”) that requires the applicant to construct and monitor the shoreline 
protection works for a minimum of two years, and agree to construct a 
comprehensive trail, prior to the lands being transferred to the City’s ownership.  
This will allow for additional lands to be accessed by the general public and the 
enhancement of the existing Ontario Waterfront Trail.  As such, staff is satisfied 
that this concern has been addressed. 
 
Traffic 
 
As noted earlier, the applicant submitted a traffic impact study, which concludes 
that the proposed development can be accommodated subject to several 
proposed road network improvements.  The City’s Traffic Operations and 
Maintenance staff has reviewed the study and generally concurs with the study’s 
findings, and notes that subject to further analysis, additional improvements may 
be required, which have all been included as conditions of approval.  Based on 
the foregoing, staff is satisfied that this concern has been addressed. 
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Noise 
 
A concern has been raised regarding the noise generated from the proposed 
development.  The subject lands are currently designated and zoned for 
residential development in the form of apartment dwellings.  Due to the proximity 
of the subject lands to the QEW highway, Condition No. 3 of Appendix “C” 
requires the applicant to conduct and implement a noise assessment prior to the 
development of the subject lands.  Based on the foregoing, staff is satisfied that 
this concern has been addressed.  
 
Flooding/Runoff into the Lake 
 
With respect to the concerns raised about potential flooding and runoff into the 
lake, Condition No. 14 of Appendix “C” requires the proponent to submit a 
stormwater management report to address stormwater quality and quantity 
control, as well as major storm event, prior to development of the subject lands.  
The inclusion of this condition will address this concern. 
 
Emergency Services 
 
A concern has been raised regarding the availability of emergency services to 
the subject lands.  The applications were circulated to emergency services staff, 
and EMS had no objection to the applications.  As such, staff is satisfied that this 
concern has been addressed. 
 
Reduction in Property Values for the Abutting Properties 
 
Another concern relates to the potential reduction in property values of the 
abutting properties.  As noted earlier, the proposal seeks to develop the subject 
lands to accommodate a range of residential and mixed-uses, preserve the 
Environmentally Significant Area and waterfront lands, and enhance the existing 
public trail system in the area.  Staff is unaware of any information that would 
indicate a potential for surrounding property values to be reduced as a result of 
the approval of the subject applications. 
 
Parking 
 
Another concern relates to potential parking impacts as a result of these 
applications.  As is noted in the Historical Background (Proposal) section of this 
report, no parking modifications are proposed to the zoning and, as such, 
development of the subject lands will be subject to the existing parking provisions 
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of the Stoney Creek Zoning By-law No. 3692-92, which is applicable to the entire 
former City of Stoney Creek.   
 
Need for Commercial Lands
 
Another concern relates to the retention of commercial uses to serve the existing 
and future residents of the area.  Through the review of the subject applications, 
staff echoed the resident’s concerns regarding the need for the retention of 
commercial lands to service the neighbourhood and, as such, have included a 
provision in the proposed By-law to require a Minimum Gross Leasable 
Commercial Floor Area of 1,400 square metres.  
 
Based on the foregoing analysis, staff is satisfied that all concerns raised have 
been addressed. 

 
4. A neighbourhood meeting was held by the Ward Councillor on May 12, 2009, in 

order to obtain the community’s views on the proposal.  The applicant and City 
staff were invited to the meeting, where several neighbourhood residents 
identified concerns regarding the ownership of the ESA and waterfront lands, 
density, and potential traffic impacts. 
 
Regarding the ownership of the ESA and waterfront lands, all of the residents 
that commented on this particular issue identified that the lands should be in 
public ownership in order to enhance the existing trail system.  As noted earlier, 
the Owner will dedicate both the ESA and waterfront lands to the City, subject to 
Condition No. 46 of Appendix “C”.  The density and potential traffic impacts have 
been addressed in the Analysis/Rationale for Recommendation section of this 
report.   

 
5. The proponent’s Official Plan Amendment application was submitted in order to 

redesignate portions of the subject lands from: “Residential” to “Open Space”; 
and from “Shopping Centres” to “Residential”; and to amend Schedule “D” - 
Functional Road Classification to remove a section of Frances Avenue as a 
designated Collector Road, in order to protect the shoreline and Environmentally 
Significant Area; allow for mixed use development on Block 3 of Appendix “D”; 
and allow for the removal of a section of Frances Avenue.  Additionally, staff is 
recommending that the developable areas of the subject lands be placed into 
special policy areas in order to incorporate additional policies relating to density 
and urban design (Schedule A of Appendix “D”), as follows: 
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o Redesignate Block “1” from “Residential” to “Special Policy Area ‘G’”; 
o Redesignate Block “2” from “Residential” to “Special Policy Area ‘H’”; and, 
o Redesignate Block “3” from “Shopping Centres” to “Special Policy Area ‘I’”. 

 
The applicant has been advised and is in support of staff’s revisions. 

 
The proposed amendments represent good planning as they will allow for the 
protection of the shoreline and Environmentally Significant Area, and ensure that 
the City’s density targets and urban design goals are achieved and, as such, can 
be supported.  A further analysis of the proposed amendments is provided in the 
Policies Affecting Proposal section of this report. 

 
6. In support of the applications, the proponent submitted an Urban Design Brief, 

prepared by MBTW Watchorn and dated December 2008, and a draft Zoning By-
law Amendment.  The purpose of these documents was to demonstrate the 
general design intent of the proposal, which describes a compact new urbanism 
typology with buildings close to the street and parking accessed via private rear 
lanes.  Staff has reviewed the documents and notes that the proposed design 
and zoning modifications are consistent with other local municipalities, such as 
Oakville (North) and Burlington (North).  As noted in the Historical Background 
section of the report, the applicant has requested several modifications, that are 
required to implement the ultimate design vision for the area, to the standard 
provisions of the Mixed Use Commercial “MUC”, Multiple Residential “RM3” and 
Residential “R6” Zones to provide site-specific development regulations. 

 
Mixed Use Commercial “MUC-4” Zone
 
The applicant’s proposal to permit Home Occupations on the ground floor is not 
supported by staff since it does not conform to the Stoney Creek Official Plan, 
and the applicant has not submitted any justification in support of the proposal.   
As such, the amending By-law does not include this provision.  Additionally, staff 
has included a minimum distance separation provision of 300 metres for 
Residential Care Facilities to ensure conformity with the Stoney Creek Official 
Plan, and included a minimum of 585 units to ensure conformity with the 
proposed Official Plan Amendment.  The applicant has been advised and is in 
support of staff’s revisions. 
 
The proposed modifications to the minimum lot area, maximum number of 
buildings per lot, and separation distance between buildings can be supported as 
it requires the entire block to be developed as one property, and allows for more 
than one building to be constructed, which will allow flexibility in the future 
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development of this block.  The removal of the maximum building height 
provision can be supported since the current “RM5-7” zoning on the subject 
lands does not have a maximum building height provision and staff has not 
identified any potential impacts by the increased height.  The reduction in 
building setbacks will provide flexibility in the design of the site and will aid in 
achieving the City’s urban design goals, as established in the New Urban 
Hamilton Official Plan, Stoney Creek Official Plan, and the Council Approved Site 
Plan Guidelines and, as such, can be supported. 
  
Mixed Use Commercial “MUC-5” Zone

 
Similar to the previous comments, the applicant’s proposal to permit Home 
Occupations on the ground floor is not supported by staff, and the amending By-
law includes a minimum distance separation provision of 300 metres for 
Residential Care Facilities to ensure conformity with the Stoney Creek Official 
Plan.  Additionally, staff has included a modification to require a Minimum Gross 
Leasable Commercial Floor Area of 1,400 square metres in order to ensure that 
sufficient commercial uses are available to service the existing and planned 
neighbourhood.  Finally, staff has included a minimum density of 176 units to 
ensure conformity with the proposed Official Plan Amendment.  The applicant 
has been advised and is in support of staff’s revisions. 
 
Comparable to the proposed “MUC-4” Zone, the proposed modifications to the 
minimum lot area, maximum number of buildings per lot, and separation distance 
between buildings can be supported as they will allow flexibility in the future 
design of this block.  Staff has not identified any potential impacts by the 
proposed increased height and reduction in building setbacks, and notes that 
these modifications will provide flexibility in the design of the site and will aid in 
achieving the City’s urban design goals, as established in the New Urban 
Hamilton Official Plan, Stoney Creek Official Plan, and the Council Approved Site 
Plan Guidelines and, as such, can be supported.  
 
Multiple Residential “RM3-40” Zone
 
Staff does not support the applicant’s proposals to eliminate the minimum 
outdoor open space provision of the By-law and, as such, the amending By-law 
requires that a minimum 1,080 square metre private parkette is to be constructed 
on those lands zoned “RM3-40” in accordance with the proponent’s concept plan 
(see Appendix “H”).  Additionally, staff has included modifications to add a new 
definition for stacked townhouse dwellings, and modify the definition of a 
“Highway” to include private/condominium roads.  Finally the proposed By-law 
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has included a minimum of 188 units to ensure conformity with the proposed 
Official Plan Amendment.  The applicant has been advised and is in support of 
staff’s revisions. 
 
The proposed modifications to the minimum lot area and building setbacks are 
considered minor in nature, and will not negatively impact the scale of 
development envisioned for the area since similar modifications are proposed 
throughout the draft plan of subdivision area, which provides consistency in the 
scale of development in the area.  Finally, the removal of the minimum privacy 
area provision can be supported since the proposal provides sufficient passive 
and programmed open space areas, as outlined in the proponents concept plan 
(Appendix “H”). 

 
Multiple Residential “RM3-41” Zone 
 
Staff has included provisions to modify the definition of a “Highway” to include 
private/condominium roads, and require a minimum of 22 units to ensure 
conformity with the proposed Official Plan Amendment.  The applicant has been 
advised and is in support of staff’s revisions. 
 
The proposed modifications to the minimum lot area and building setbacks are 
considered minor in nature, and will not negatively impact the scale of 
development envisioned for the area since similar modifications are proposed 
throughout the draft plan of subdivision area, which provides consistency in the 
scale of development in the area.  Finally, the removal of the minimum privacy 
area provision can be supported since the proposal provides sufficient passive 
and programmed open space areas, as outlined in the proponents concept plan 
(Appendix “H”). 
 
Residential “R6-5” Zone 
 
Staff has included provisions to modify the definition of a “Highway” to include 
private/condominium roads, and require a minimum of 23 units to allow flexibility 
in the ultimate tenure of the units and to ensure conformity with the proposed 
Official Plan Amendment.  The applicant has been advised and is in support of 
staff’s revisions. 
 
The proposed modifications to the minimum lot area and building setbacks are 
considered minor in nature, and will not negatively impact the scale of 
development envisioned for the area since similar modifications are proposed 
throughout the draft plan of subdivision area, which provides consistency in the 
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scale of development in the area.  Finally, the removal of the minimum privacy 
area provision can be supported since the proposal provides sufficient passive 
and programmed open space areas, as outlined in the proponents concept plan 
(Appendix “H”). 

 
7. The proposed Plan of Subdivision will consist of 2 residential blocks (Blocks 1 

and 5), 2 open space blocks (Blocks 2 and 4), and one municipal storm channel 
block  (Block 3), as outlined on Appendix “B”, for a total of five blocks.  Staff has 
had consideration for the criteria contained in Subsection 51 (24) of the Planning 
Act to assess the appropriateness of the proposed subdivision and advises that: 

 
(a) It complies with the Provincial Policy Statement. 
 
(b) It is a logical and timely extension of existing development and services, 

and is in the public interest. 
 
(c) It conforms with the applicable policies of the Hamilton-Wentworth and 

Stoney Creek Official Plan. 
 
(d) The lands can be appropriately used for the use for which it is to be 

subdivided. 
 
(e) The proposed roads will adequately service the proposed subdivision and 

can connect with the current road system. 
 
(f) The dimensions and shape of the blocks are appropriate to accommodate 

the proposed development. 
 
(g) Restrictions and regulations for the development of the subdivision may 

be included in the implementing Zoning By-law Amendment, conditions of 
draft plan approval, and Subdivision Agreement. 

 
(h) The proposal will allow for the protection of the natural resources on site, 

and flood control will be addressed through stormwater management 
plans that will be required as a standard condition of draft plan approval. 

  
(i) Adequate municipal services are available, the particulars of which will be 

determined as part of the standard conditions of draft plan approval and 
Subdivision Agreement. 
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(j) The School Boards have advised that adequate school sites are available 
to accommodate the anticipated student yield of this subdivision. 

 
(k) Public land will be conveyed to create road rights-of-way, the particulars 

of which will be determined as part of the Standard Subdivision 
Agreement and final registration of the plan of subdivision. 

 
(l) Efforts will be made, where possible, during development and thereafter 

to efficiently use and conserve energy in that the north-south orientation 
of the building lots provide an opportunity for passive solar energy gain.  

 
(m) Future development of the site will be subject to site plan control. 

 
8. According to the proponent’s Functional Servicing Report, the proposed draft 

plan of subdivision can be serviced for water by extension from existing 
watermains and sanitary sewer system on Frances Avenue.  The stormwater 
from the site will be collected and conveyed to the existing stormwater 
management channel.  Development Engineering staff has advised that there is 
currently system capacity to accommodate the proposed servicing scheme, 
subject to Condition Nos. 11 to 26, inclusive, of Appendix “C”.  Additionally, the 
watershed master plan includes an upgrade to Surge Protection Station HC056 
and forcemain at the Green Road/North Service Road intersection to provide 
added servicing capacity due to growth.  The subject proposal is directly affected 
by this upgrade, and the upgrade recommendation will require a detailed 
assessment and confirmation of its need.  The project funding is estimated at 
$850,000, and is proposed in the Master Plan for completion in 2021.  

 
9. The proposed draft plan of subdivision is subject to the standard conditions in the 

Standard Form Subdivision Agreement, as well as other special draft plan 
conditions to address the specific issues and matters raised by agencies during 
circulation of the applications (Appendix “C”). 

 
10. Section 10 of the City’s Parkland Dedication By-law No. 09-124 states: 
 

“Land or Cash-in-Lieu equivalent required to be conveyed to the City for park or 
other public purposes pursuant to Sections 3, 4, 5, 6, and 8 shall be determined 
having regard to the amount of land conveyed or Cash-in-Lieu of parkland 
equivalent previously paid to the City pursuant to Sections 42, 51.1 or 53 of the 
Planning Act, and no additional conveyance or payment in respect of the land 
subject to the earlier conveyance or payment will be required by the City in 
respect of subsequent development or redevelopment unless: 
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(1)  There is a change in the proposed development or redevelopment which
 would increase the density of development; or, 

 
(2) Land originally proposed for development or redevelopment for 

Commercial or Industrial purposes or uses exempted from parkland 
dedication under Section 11 is now proposed for development or 
redevelopment for other purposes.” 

 
As previously noted in the Historical Background Section, the subject lands were 
previously subdivided via the “South Shore Estates” Registered Plan of Subdivision No. 
62M-101.  In accordance with Section 51.1 of the Planning Act, the Owner was required 
to dedicate a 1.344 hectare park to the City as part of the registration of the “South 
Shore Estates” plan of subdivision.  As such, no additional conveyance or payment is 
required since the proposed development would not increase the density of 
development contemplated in the “South Shore Estates” Registered Plan of Subdivision 
and no new land is proposed for development. 
 
ALTERNATIVES FOR CONSIDERATION: 
(include Financial, Staffing, Legal and Policy Implications and pros and cons for each 
alternative) 
 
If the applications are denied, the lands could only be developed in accordance with the 
current “Residential” and “Shopping Centres” designations and the existing Multiple 
Residential “RM5-7”, Open Space “OS”, and Neighbourhood Commercial “SC1” zoning. 
 
CORPORATE STRATEGIC PLAN  (Linkage to Desired End Results) 
 

Focus Areas: 1. Skilled, Innovative and Respectful Organization, 2. Financial Sustainability, 
3. Intergovernmental Relationships, 4. Growing Our Economy, 5. Social Development, 

6. Environmental Stewardship, 7. Healthy Community 
 
 
Environmental Stewardship 
 

  Natural resources are protected and enhanced. 
 

  Environmentally Significant Area and Lake Ontario shoreline are being protected. 
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Healthy Community 
 

  Plan and manage the built environment. 
 

  A range of densities are proposed, including mixed-uses, and a waterfront trail is 
being established. 

 
APPENDICES / SCHEDULES 
 
Appendix “A” - Location Map 
 
Appendix “B” - Draft Plan of Subdivision 
 
Appendix “C” - Special Conditions of Draft Plan Approval 
 
Appendix “D” - Draft Official Plan Amendment 
 
Appendix “E” - Draft Amendment to By-law No. 3692-92 
 
Appendix “F” - Draft Amendment to By-law No. 05-200 
 
Appendix “G” - South Shore Estates (Registered Plan 62M-101) 
 
Appendix “H” - Proposed Concept Plan 
 
Appendix “I” - Correspondence from Residents 
 
 
:DF 
Attachs. (9) 
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Special Conditions of Draft Plan of Subdivision Approval  

for “Green Millen Shore Estates” 
 
1. That, prior to registration, the final plan of subdivision include a final lotting 

design for all blocks within the draft plan in which single detached or semi-
detached lots are permitted by the City’s Zoning By-law, at a density that must 
meet or exceed the minimum density approved by the City for this draft plan.  

 
2. That, prior to preliminary grading or servicing, the Owner carry out and 

complete an archaeological assessment over the entire lands of the draft plan, to 
the satisfaction of the Director of Planning and the Ministry of Citizenship, Culture 
and Recreation, and mitigate through preservation or resource removal and 
documentation adverse impacts to and significant archaeological resources found, 
all prior to demolition, grading, or soil disturbances on the land. 

 
3. That, prior to preparation of a Subdivision Agreement by the City, the Owner 

submit a noise/vibration study, prepared by a qualified professional, for review and 
approval by the Director of Planning, which includes the findings from an 
investigation of noise/vibration levels impacting the lands of the draft plan, as well 
as recommended measures proposed for noise/vibration control. 
 

4. That where the proposed noise/vibration control measures do not fully achieve the 
MOE’s recommended limits for sound levels, the Owner agree, in writing, to 
include the following noise warning clause in all agreements of purchase and sale 
and lease. 

  
 TYPE A: 

“Purchasers/tenants are advised that sound levels due to increasing road (rail) (air) traffic 
may occasionally interfere with some activities of the dwelling occupants as the sound 
levels exceed the Municipality’s and the Ministry of the Environment’s noise criteria.” 

  
 TYPE B: 
 “Purchasers/tenants are advised that despite the inclusion of noise control features in the 

development and within the building units, sound levels due to increasing road (rail) (air) 
traffic may on occasions interfere with some activities of the dwelling occupants as the 
sound levels exceed the Municipality’s and the Ministry of the Environment’s noise 
criteria.” 

 

 TYPE C: 
“This dwelling unit has been fitted with a forced air heating system and the ducting, etc. 
was sized to accommodate central air conditioning.  Installation of central air conditioning 
by the occupant will allow windows and exterior doors to remain closed, thereby ensuring 
that the indoor sound levels are within the Municipality’s and the Ministry of the 
Environment’s noise criteria. (Note: The location and installation of the outdoor air 
conditioning device should be done so as to comply with noise criteria of MOE publication 
NPC-216, Residential Air Conditioning Devices and thus minimize the noise impacts both 
on and in the immediate vicinity of the subject property.” 
 



 Appendix “C” to Report PED10017 
(Page 2 of 10) 

 
TYPE D: 
“This dwelling unit has been supplied with a central air conditioning system which will 
allow windows and exterior doors to remain closed, thereby ensuring that the interior 
sound levels are within the Municipality’s and the Ministry of the Environment’s noise 
criteria.” 

 
5. That, prior to preliminary grading or servicing, the Owner submit a tree 

preservation study and plan, prepared by a certified arborist or landscape architect, 
for review and approval by the Director of Planning, and provide written 
certification from the Owner’s landscape architect/arborist to the Director of 
Planning that all measures for the protection of isolated trees, tree clusters, and 
woodlands, in accordance with the Detailed Tree Preservation Plan approved by 
the Director of Planning, have been implemented and inspected, prior to any 
clearing or grubbing of the lands within the draft plan. 

 
6. That the Owner satisfy the following requirements of the Environmentally 

Significant Area Impact Evaluation Group (ESAIEG), to the satisfaction of the 
Director of Planning: 

 
(a) That, prior to the registration of the final plan of subdivision, the Owner 

agree to maintain the beach, at the mouth of the ESA, in a natural state, 
including protecting erosion of the beach and the natural flow of water out of 
the ESA, to ensure the Buttonbush Swamp is maintained, to the satisfaction 
of ESAIEG.  Detailed design drawings of the shoreline protection works along 
the remainder of the shoreline need to be provided to the ESAEIG for their 
review and approval.  Should the design of the shoreline protection works 
require the wall to extend across the natural beach along the mouth of the 
ESA, proper justification is to be provided. 

 
(b) The, prior to the registration of the final plan of subdivision, the Owner 

provide a detailed landscape plan for the 30 metre shoreline buffer and 10 
metre ESA buffer, to the satisfaction of the ESAIEG.  The landscape plan 
should include the use of native, non-invasive species that will retain and 
attract native animals. 

 
7. That, prior to the registration of the final plan of subdivision, at the Owner’s 

expense, Architectural and Urban Design Guidelines be prepared by a qualified 
architect or urban designer (referred to as the “Design Architect”), to the 
satisfaction of the Director of Planning.  The Architectural and Urban Design 
Guidelines shall be included as an appendix to the Subdivision Agreement.  The 
following provision shall be included within the Guidelines: “The City of Hamilton 
may undertake periodic reviews of certified drawings to ensure compliance with the 
Architectural and Urban Design Guidelines.  here inadequate compliance is 
evident, the City of Hamilton may cease to accept certified drawings by the Control 
Architect, and the Owner shall retain another Control Architect, satisfactory to the 
Director of Planning.” 
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8. That, prior to the registration of the final plan of subdivision, at the Owner’s 

expense, a “Control Architect” shall be retained, to the satisfaction of the Director 
of Planning, and whose function shall be: 

 
(a) To ensure, amongst other matters, the appropriate development of each 

lot with respect to siting, built form, materials, colours, and landscaping in 
compliance with the approved Architectural and Urban Design Guidelines; 
and, 

 
(b) To certify, through stamping and signing, all drawings for the development 

of each lot and or block, subject to the architectural guidelines, prior to the 
issuance of any building permit(s). 

 
9. That, prior to the registration of the final plan of subdivision, the Owner 

secure the necessary approvals and agreements to add Block 6 of the draft plan 
to Block 5 of the draft plan, as redlined, alternatively, the Owner may revise the 
draft plan to remove the said lands, to the satisfaction of the Director of Planning.  

 
10. That, prior to the registration of the final plan of subdivision, the Owner shall 

initiate a street name change for a portion of Frances Avenue by submitting the 
required processing fee for a “Change of Street Name” to the Legislative 
Approvals Section. 

 
11. That, prior to registration of the final plan of subdivision, sanitary sewers, 

storm sewers and watermains, and road access shall be available to service the 
lands of the draft plan or, alternatively, the Owner acquire the necessary land 
and pay the full cost, less oversizing, to construct sanitary sewers, storm sewers, 
and watermains to service the lands of the draft plan, to the satisfaction of the 
Director of Development Engineering. 

 
12. That, prior to registration of the final plan of subdivision, the Owner will be 

required to engage a qualified professional engineer to prepare a watermain 
design study which will demonstrate, to MOE standards, the adequacy of the 
water distribution system to support the development. The report must 
incorporate water demand estimation using equivalent population methods and 
water servicing plan development.  Pending the outcome of the study, the Owner 
shall propose appropriate measures to address deficiencies, to the satisfaction of 
the Director of Development Engineering. 

 
13. That, prior to servicing, the Owner agree that in the event groundwater is 

encountered during any construction within the subdivision, including but not 
limited to house construction, the Owner will submit a Hydrogeological study to 
the City, prepared by a qualified professional, to assess impacts, to identify any 
significant recharge and discharge zone, to provide recommendations to mitigate 
the groundwater impacts and to undertake the works, as recommended, 
including monitoring, all to the satisfaction Director of Development Engineering. 
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14. That, prior to servicing, the Owner agree to prepare a detailed stormwater 

management report for the subject lands to address quality and quantity control, 
as well as 5-year and 100-year storm, including provisions for a major overland 
flow route.  The Owner further agrees to provide sufficient back-up information to 
verify that the stormwater management channel has been designed with a 
suitable outlet and in accordance with current storm water management 
guidelines, and that the land area designated for a storm water channel will 
accommodate the proposed facility, all to the satisfaction of the Director of 
Development  Engineering. 

 
15. That, prior to servicing, the Owner agree that the stormwater management 

report will provide a detailed strategy to direct a sufficient portion of clean storm 
water into the Buttonbush Swamp, re-establishing the necessary hydrological 
requirements to maintain the Buttonbush Swamp’s long term viability, to the 
satisfaction of the Director of Development  Engineering. 

 
16. That, prior to registration of the final plan of subdivision, the Owner shall 

include in the engineering design drawings and cost estimate schedules 
construction of any upgrades to the existing storm sewer on Frances Avenue, at 
the Owner’s expense, as recommended in the approved servicing report, to the 
satisfaction of the Director of Development  Engineering. 

 
17. That, prior to registration of the final plan of subdivision, the Owner shall 

prepare and submit the necessary transfer deeds to the City of Hamilton to 
convey Block 3 of the draft plan for a stormwater management channel.  Also, 
the Owner agrees to include in the engineering design drawings and cost 
estimate schedules construction of a minimum 4.0 metre wide maintenance 
access along the channel.  The Owner further agrees to pay all associated 
construction costs, all to the satisfaction of the Director of Development 
Engineering.  

 
18. That, prior to servicing, the Owner agree to maintain and monitor, in an 

acceptable manner, the Storm Channel through the construction of the 
subdivision until all lots/blocks within the draft approved plan are fully developed, 
to the satisfaction of the Director of Development Engineering. 

 
19. That, prior to registration of the final plan of subdivision, the Owner shall, at 

his expense, implement any required noise control measures, as recommended 
in the approved Noise Impact Study, and construct same in accordance with the 
approved engineering drawings and cost estimates, all to the satisfaction of the 
Director of Development  Engineering. 

 
20. That, prior to servicing, the Owner prepare a geotechnical report and 

implement the report’s recommendations, to the satisfaction of the Director of 
Development Engineering. 
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21. That, prior to registration of the final plan of subdivision, the Owner agree to 

retain a Coastal Engineer to design a low maintenance self-scouring storm outfall 
in such a way as not to have a detrimental effect on nearby properties by 
increasing erosion rates, to the satisfaction of the Director of Development 
Engineering.  Further, the Owner agrees that the design of the self-scouring 
storm outfall and the shoreline protection will deliver long term protection against 
lake based flooding, erosion, and dynamic beach hazards, to the satisfaction of 
the  Director of Development  Engineering, the Environmentally Significant Areas 
Impact Evaluation Group (ESAIEG), and the Hamilton Conservation Authority. 

 
22. That, prior to registration of the final plan of subdivision, the Owner design 

and construct a continuous trail along the lake, running east-west within Blocks 2, 
3, and 4, and running north-south within Block 3, to the satisfaction of the 
Director of Development Engineering, and the Manager of Open Space 
Development.  The trail is to be constructed of a permeable material, and the 
north-south leg of the trail is to be combined with the required maintenance 
access for the existing storm channel. 

 
23. That, prior to registration of any phase of the draft plan, the Owner design 

and construct Shoreline Protection Works, to the satisfaction of the Director of 
Development Engineering. 

 
24. That, prior to registration of the final plan of subdivision, the Owner shall 

include in the engineering design drawings and cost estimate schedules, 
construction of any modifications to the shoreline on Lake Ontario, at the 
Owner’s expense, as recommended in the approved Slope Stability Assessment 
report by Terraprobe, dated April 24, 2009, to the satisfaction of the Hamilton 
Conservation Authority, Department of Fisheries and Oceans Canada (DFO), 
and the  Director of Development  Engineering. 
 

25. That, prior to registration of the final plan of subdivision, the Owner agree to 
include in the engineering submission, a design brief for the Shoreline Protection 
Works that includes a life cycle analysis based on specific material specifications 
being proposed and a long term operation and maintenance plan, to the 
satisfaction of the Director of Development Engineering.  The approved brief will 
secure the intent of the City to acquire a wall of high standard and aesthetic 
quality and provide a long service life (>50 years).  

 
26. That, prior to servicing, 

 
(a) The Owner shall provide security to the City, in an acceptable form, to 
 permit two (2) years of monitoring of the Shoreline Protection Works by a 
 qualified coastal engineer.   Such security will be adjusted upon receipt of 
 the approved tender cost; 
 
(b) The Owner shall provide a monitoring plan, to the satisfaction of the City, 
 for the shoreline protection works, and agrees to inspect/monitor and 
 maintain the shoreline protection works, through construction, including 
 the maintenance period up to assumption of the storm pond by the  City; 
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(c) Within 30 days of the two year monitoring period, the Owner will submit a 
 monitoring report and final inspection report, prepared by a qualified 
 coastal engineer.  Additionally, a peer review by a qualified professional, 
 and at the Owner’s expense, of the monitoring report and final inspection 
 report will be submitted, if required; and, 

 
(d) The Owner will agree that, prior to assumption of Blocks 2, 3, and 4 of the 
 draft plan by the City, the Owner will undertake any repairs or adjustments 
 to the Shoreline Protection Works to ensure conformity with the approved 
 design drawings and original intent.  Upon notice of completion of such 
 remedial work, the Owner will submit a further final inspection, prepared 
 by a qualified coastal engineer.  Additionally, a peer review by a 
 qualified professional, and at the Owner’s expense, of the final 
 inspection will be submitted, if required; 
 
all to the satisfaction of the Director of Development Engineering, Manager of 
Open Space Development, and the Hamilton Conservation Authority.  

 
27. That, prior to registration of the final plan of subdivision, the Owner shall 

construct a turning circle with minimum asphalt pavement radius R=13.0m, 
minimum outside radius R=18.0 at the east limit of the west leg of Frances 
Avenue, to the satisfaction of the Director of Development Engineering. 

 
28. That, prior to registration of the final plan of subdivision, the Owner shall, 

construct a temporary turning circle, with minimum asphalt pavement radius 
R=13.0m, minimum outside radius R=18.0, at the west limit of the east leg of 
Frances Avenue, to the satisfaction of the Director of Development Engineering. 
Any lots/blocks affected by this temporary turning circle shall be declared 
unsuitable for building until such time as Frances Avenue is extended southerly 
to the North Service Road as a public road allowance. 

 
29. That, prior to registration of the final plan of subdivision, the Owner agrees 

to construct a 6.0m wide emergency access, with full depth asphalt and granular 
base including bollards and street lighting, between the Frances Avenue east 
and west legs to accommodate emergency vehicles, as well as pedestrian traffic. 
Furthermore, the Owner will be responsible for the full cost of winter maintenance 
until such time as a connection from Frances Avenue (east leg) to the North 
Service Road is constructed, to the satisfaction of the Director of Development 
Engineering.  Also, the Owner shall include in the engineering design drawings 
and cost estimate schedules all the necessary enhancements, including any 
required structural upgrades to the existing channel culvert. 

 
30. That, prior registration of the final plan of subdivision, the Owner includes in 

the engineering design and cost estimate schedules a 1.8 metre wide bicycle 
lane on Frances Avenue between Green Road and Millen Road, except for 
emergency access, and on Millen Road between Frances Avenue and the North 
Service Road, to the satisfaction of the Director of Development Engineering. 
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31. That, prior to servicing, the Owner shall include in the engineering design 

drawings and cost estimate schedules construction of Frances Avenue to a full 
urban cross section, including 1.5 metre wide sidewalks on both sides, bike 
lanes, boulevards, curb and gutter and associated intersection improvements on 
Frances Avenue at Green Road, Frances Avenue at Millen Road Overpass, and 
Frances Road at Millen Road, to the satisfaction of the Director of Development 
Engineering. 

 
32. That, prior to servicing, the Owner shall include in the engineering design 

drawings the urbanization of Millen Road from the North Service Road to Lake 
Ontario, including the installation of sewers, sidewalks on the west side, and a 
1.8m wide bicycle lane.  If because of timing and servicing of necessary outlets 
the urbanization cannot be completed, the Owner agrees to secure 100% of its 
proportionate share of the works, to the satisfaction of the Director of 
Development Engineering.  

 
33. That, prior to servicing, the Owner shall include in the engineering design 

drawings and cost estimate schedules the upgrades to:                                                              
 

(a) The Frances Avenue and Millen Road Overpass intersection, including the 
 provision for a northbound left turn lane on Millen Road Overpass; and, 

 
(b) The Frances Avenue and Green Road intersection, including the provision 
 of a westbound left turn lane on Frances Avenue, all to the satisfaction of 
 the Director of Development Engineering. 

 
34. That, prior to servicing, the Owner shall include in the engineering design 

drawings and cost estimate schedules the upgrades to:                                                            
 

(a) The North Service Road and Millen Road intersection, including the 
provision for a southbound left turn lane on Millen Road and the provision 
for an  eastbound left turn lane on North Service Road; and,    

 
(b) The North Service Road and Green Road intersection, including the 

provision for a southbound left turn lane on Green Road, the provision for 
an eastbound left turn lane on North Service Road, and the provision for a 
westbound right turn lane on North Service Road, all to the satisfaction of 
the Director of Development Engineering. 

 
35. That, prior to servicing, the Owner shall include in the engineering design 

drawings and cost estimate schedules for the draft plan lands installation of a 1.5 
metre high chainlink fence along the rear and side yard of Blocks 1 and 5, which 
rear and side yards abut Blocks 2, 3, and 4, all to the satisfaction of the Director 
of Development Engineering. 
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36. That, prior to servicing, the Owner agree, prior to the Surge Protection Station 

HC056 being upgraded, that a maximum number of units will be allowed to be 
developed based upon existing sanitary capacity, as determined by and to the 
satisfaction of the Director of Development Engineering. 

  
37. That, prior to servicing, the Owner agree, in writing, to provide a plan for 

controlling dust and providing street cleaning (external roads included) 
throughout the installation of municipal infrastructure and home construction.  
This plan shall include a schedule for regular cleaning of street, methods to be 
used, source of water, the contact person, and the information of the 
contractor/agent who will undertake the work so the City can direct the works to 
be completed, as necessary, all to the satisfaction of the Director of Development 
Engineering. 

 
38. That, prior to servicing, the Owner shall secure the full costs for the 

construction of a future road connecting Frances Avenue to North Service Road, 
as required, for the future phases of development, including any improvements 
required on the North Service Road, to the satisfaction of the Director of 
Development Engineering. 

 
39. That, prior to registration of any phase of the plan of subdivision, the Traffic 

Impact Study prepared by IBI Group, including any addendums, be approved by 
the Manager of Traffic Engineering, Public Works Department, and any 
recommendations from the said report shall be implemented.  The Owner will be 
responsible for full cost, design, and construction of the study’s 
recommendations, all to the satisfaction of the Director, Operations and 
Maintenance. 

 
40. That, prior to registration of any phase of the plan of subdivision, the Owner 

shall submit a Phasing Plan, which illustrates that Block 5 of the draft plan be 
developed as the first phase of development and the remaining lands be 
developed as Phase 2, to the satisfaction of the Director, Operations and 
Maintenance, and the Director of Development Engineering.   

 
41. That, prior to registration of Phase 2 of the final plan of subdivision, the 

Owner shall submit an updated traffic impact study to specifically address the 
potential requirement for intersection control upgrades at Millen Road and North 
Service Road, or the construction of the intersection of Frances Avenue at North 
Service Road, to the satisfaction of the Manager of Traffic Engineering.  The 
requirement for a traffic signal has been identified in the submitted study, 
however, it is noted that the warrant for upgrades is partially met and that the 
intersection should be monitored.  It is recommended that prior to the second 
phase of development that updated traffic counts be completed, site specific 
traffic generation calculated, and the potential need for upgrades of the 
intersection control identified.  A Roundabout analysis must be considered as a 
form of upgraded intersection control.    

 
 
 



 Appendix “C” to Report PED10017 
(Page 9 of 10) 

 
42. That, prior to registration of the final plan of subdivision, the Owner will be 

responsible for full cost, design, and construction of the following: 
 

(a) Phase 1 (Block 5 of the draft plan) - Frances Avenue from Millen 
Road Overpass west to the ESA lands (Block 4 of the draft plan), 
eastbound left-turn lane on North Service Road at Millen Road, 
southbound left-turn lane on Millen Road at North Service Road, 
northbound left-turn lane on Millen Road Overpass at Frances 
Avenue; 

 
(b) Phase 2 (Block 1 of the draft plan) - eastbound left-turn lane on North 

Service Road at Green Road, southbound left-turn lane on Green 
Road at North Service Road, westbound right-turn lane on North 
Service Road at Green Road, westbound left-turn lane on Frances 
Avenue at Green Road; 

 
(c) Phase 2 (Block 1 of the draft plan) - if required, intersection control 

upgrades (roundabout or traffic signal) at Millen Road and North 
Service Road, construction of Frances Avenue at North Service 
Road, westbound left-turn lane on Frances Avenue just west of Millen 
Road; and, 

 
(d) Full build out - lands not owned by applicant but included in the traffic 

impact study, identifies that Frances Avenue at North Service Road 
must be constructed with an eastbound left-turn lane on North 
Service, southbound left-turn lane on Frances Avenue, and potential 
upgraded intersection control at Millen Road at North Service Road, 

 
all to the satisfaction of the Director, Operations and Maintenance. 

 
43. That, prior to registration of the final plan of subdivision, the Owner shall 

submit a pavement marking drawing as part of their engineering submission, to 
the satisfaction of the Manager, Traffic Engineering, and the Director of 
Development Engineering. 

   
44. That, prior to registration of the final plan of subdivision, the Owner shall 

dedicate sufficient lands necessary to establish both Frances Avenue and Millen 
Road as a 26.213 metre Right-of-way and accommodate on-street designated 
bike lanes, to the satisfaction of the Director, Operations and Maintenance, and 
the Director of Development Engineering. 

 
45. That, prior to registration of the final plan of subdivision, the Owner pay their 

proportionate share for the future urbanization of the North Service Road from 
Green Road to Millen Road, based on the City’s “New Roads Servicing Rate” in 
effect at the time of payment, to the satisfaction of the Director of Development 
Engineering. 
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46. That, prior to registration of the final plan of subdivision, the Owner shall 

submit the necessary transfer deeds to the City’s Legal Department to convey 
Blocks 2, 3, and 4 of the draft plan to the City for open space purposes, and the 
said lands shall not be conveyed until such time as Conditions 22-26, inclusive, 
have been satisfied, all to the satisfaction of the Director of Planning, Manager of 
Community Planning and Design, Director of Development Engineering, 
Manager of Open Space Development, and the Hamilton Conservation 
Authority.  

 
47. That, prior to preliminary grading or servicing, the Owner shall submit a copy 

of the Storm Water Management Report, and plans, indicating the intended 
treatment of the calculated runoff and any resultant impacts on the highway 
drainage system, to the satisfaction of the Ministry of Transportation of Ontario. 

 
48. That, prior to preliminary grading or servicing, the Owner shall submit a copy 

of the Traffic Impact Study indicating the anticipated traffic volumes and their 
impact upon provincial highways.  The Traffic Impact Study shall address all 
necessary highway improvements that may be required to accommodate the 
proposed development, to the satisfaction of the Ministry of Transportation of 
Ontario. 

 
49. That, prior to preliminary grading or servicing, the Owner prepare and 

implement an erosion and sediment control plan for the subject property, to the 
satisfaction of the Hamilton Conservation Authority. 

 
50. That, prior to the registration of the final plan of subdivision, the Owner 

prepare a lot grading plan, to the satisfaction of the Hamilton Conservation 
Authority. 

 
51. That, prior to the registration of the final plan of subdivision, the Owner 

install a chain link fence at the rear of all lots and blocks that abut the 
watercourse channel, to the satisfaction of the Hamilton Conservation Authority. 

 
52. That, prior to preliminary grading or servicing, the Owner construct a 

shorewall along the entire shoreline of Lake Ontario that addresses the flood and 
erosion hazard associated with the lake, and incorporate measures to allow 
water exchange between the ESA and Lake Ontario for long-term maintenance 
of the wetland community, to the satisfaction of the Hamilton Conservation 
Authority. 

 
53. That, prior to preliminary grading or servicing, the Subdivision Agreement 

include a clause to identify on the grading and drainage plans a requirement for a 
permit to be obtained from the Hamilton Conservation Authority construction 
under HCA Development, Interference with wetlands and Alterations to 
Shorelines and Watercourses Regulation 161/06 under Ontario Regulation 
97/04, prior to construction of the shorewall and the initiation of any grading 
works. 
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Schedule “1” 
Amendment No.       

 
to the 

 
 Official Plan for the former City of Stoney Creek 
 
 
 
The following text, together with Schedules “A” and “B” attached hereto, constitute Official 
Plan Amendment No.      . 
 
Purpose:
 
The purpose of this Amendment is to redesignate the subject lands from “Residential” to 
“Special Policy Area ‘G’”, from “Residential” to “Special Policy Area ‘H’”, from Shopping 
Centres” to “Special Policy Area ‘I’”, from “Residential” to “Open Space”, and to remove a 
portion of the Frances Avenue Collector Road in order to permit residential and mixed-use 
commercial/residential developments, and to protect an Environmentally Significant Area 
and waterfront lands. 
 
Location:
 
The lands affected by this Amendment are known municipally as 310, 311, 321, 331, 341, 
351, 361, 371, 380 and 381 Frances Avenue, Stoney Creek, in Stoney Creek, with an 
area of 16.75 hectares.   
 
Basis:
 
• The proposed Amendment is consistent with the Provincial Policy Statement and 

conforms to the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe. 
 

• The proposed Amendment conforms to the former Region of Hamilton-Wentworth 
Official Plan. 

 
• The proposed changes are considered compatible with existing development and 

represent good planning as they will allow for a balanced neighbourhood that includes 
a mix of land uses and dwelling types.  Additionally, the subject amendment will 
ensure that the City’s density targets and urban design goals are achieved.  

 
• The proposed Amendment is considered appropriate as it will ensure the protection of 

an Environmentally Significant Area (ESA #70 - Community Beach Ponds) and Lake 
Ontario shoreline hazard lands.  
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Actual Changes:
 
Map Changes: 
 
(a) Schedule “A”, General Land Use Plan, be revised by redesignating the subject 

lands from:  
 
(i) “Residential” to “Special Policy Area ‘G’”; 
(ii) “Residential” to “Special Policy Area ‘H’”;  
(iii) “Shopping Centres” to “Special Policy Area ‘I’”; and, 
(iv) “Residential” to “Open Space”, 

 
and identifying the subject lands as OPA No.      , as shown on the attached 
Schedule” A” to this Amendment.  

 
(b) Schedule “D”, Functional Road Classification, be revised by removing a portion of 

Frances Avenue, being a Collector Road, as shown on the attached Schedule “B” 
to this Amendment. 

 
Text Changes: 
 
(b) Subsection A.12 is amended by adding new Policy A.12.7, A.12.8, and A.12.9 

as follows: 
 

12.7 Special Policy Area ‘G’. 
 
12.7.1 Special Policy Area ‘G’, as identified on Schedule “A” located on the 

north side of Frances Avenue, shall only be used for residential 
development featuring a range of housing including single-detached, 
semi-detached, townhouse and apartment dwellings, and a minimum 
of 233 dwelling units shall be required, in accordance with the 
Residential policies contained in Section A.1 of this Plan. 

 
12.7.2 Development of Special Policy Area ‘G’, as shown on Schedule “A” 

within the Lakeshore Neighbourhood, will incorporate design 
feature considerations to enhance the physical setting of the area, 
and to create a visually and aesthetically distinct neighbourhood. 
Principles embodied in the design of this area shall include: 

  
(a) Streetscape features such as decorative light standards, 
 enhanced landscaping of boulevards, special intersection 
 treatments, entrance features with pedestrian amenities, 
 decreased front yards, front porches, and recessed or 
 detached garages.  

 



Appendix “D” to Report PED10017(Page 3 of 6)

 
(b) Architectural and urban designs guidelines for the Special 
 Policy Area “G” portion of the Plan are to be prepared by a 
 “qualified architectural consultant”.  The architectural and 
 urban design guidelines are intended to achieve an 
 attractive and coordinated built form and community design 
 with features to enhance the neighbourhood and to create 
 architecturally complementary streetscapes. The 
 architectural and urban design guidelines shall address but 
 not be limited to the following: 

 
• The prescription of architectural designs and forms to 

ensure distinctive and high quality buildings and a strong 
neighbourhood character; and, 

  
• Provision of appropriate architectural and landscape 

design concepts along, and at key intersections of entry 
roads with Frances Avenue, to ensure appropriate 
streetscaping and landscape buffers to create an 
identifiable prestige gateway into this neighbourhood. 

 
12.8 Special Policy Area ‘H’.  
 
12.8.1 Special Policy Area ‘H’, as identified on Schedule “A” located at the 

south-east corner of Frances Avenue and Green Road, shall only be 
used for mixed commercial and residential development, and a 
minimum of 585 dwelling units shall be required, in accordance with 
the General Commercial policies contained in Section A.3.3.2 of 
this Plan.   

 
12.8.2 Development of Special Policy Area ‘H’ shall be subject to Policy 

A.12.7.2 b) of this Plan.  
 
12.8.3 Lands designated Special Policy Area ‘H’ are intended to develop 

in a compact urban form with a streetscape design and building 
arrangement supporting pedestrian use and circulation and the 
creation of a vibrant people place and development of Special 
Policy Area ‘H’ shall be subject to the following: 

 
a) Buildings shall be located close to the street with no parking, 

 drive-throughs or stacking lanes between the building and 
 the street.  Larger single use buildings over 5,000 square 
 metres may be situated in the interior or at the rear of the 
 site with smaller foot print buildings located up to the street.  
 Alternatively, larger stores could be located up to the 
 streetline provided they have consistent setbacks with 
 adjacent built forms, have multiple entrances and 
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 fenestrations, or other similar means to animate the 
 streetscape; and, 

  
b) Development applications shall be encouraged to provide a 

 mix of uses on the site. 
 

12.9 Special Policy Area ‘I’.  
 
12.9.1 Special Policy Area ‘I’, as identified on Schedule “A” located at the 

south-west corner of Frances Avenue and Millen Road, shall only be 
used for mixed commercial and residential development, and a 
minimum of 176 dwelling units and a minimum of 1,400 square 
metres of commercial gross floor area shall be required, in 
accordance with the General Commercial policies contained in 
Section A.3.3.2, A.12.8.2, and A.12.8.3 of this Plan. 

 
Implementation: 
 
An implementing Zoning By-law Amendment and Plan of Subdivision will give effect to this 
Amendment. 
 
This is Schedule "1" to By-law No.      , passed on the       day of      , 2010. 
 
  

The 
  

City of Hamilton 
 
 
 

______________________  ________________________ 
Fred Eisenberger    Kevin C. Christenson 

Mayor      Clerk 
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Authority: Item     , Economic 
Development and Planning 
Committee 
Report 10-      (PED10017) 
CM:       

Bill No. 

CITY OF HAMILTON 

BY-LAW NO.  __________ 

To Amend Zoning By-law No. 3692-92 (Stoney Creek), Respecting the Lands 
Located at 310, 311, 321, 331, 341, 351, 361, 371, 380 and 381 Frances Avenue 

 
WHEREAS the City of Hamilton Act. 1999, Statutes of Ontario, 1999 Chap.14, Sch. C. 
did incorporate, as of January 1st, 2001, the municipality “City of Hamilton”; 
 
AND WHEREAS the City of Hamilton is the successor to certain area municipalities, 
including the former area municipality known as "The Corporation of the City of Stoney 
Creek" and is the successor to the former Regional Municipality, namely, The Regional 
Municipality of Hamilton-Wentworth; 
 
AND WHEREAS the City of Hamilton Act, 1999 provides that the Zoning By-laws of 
the former area municipalities continue in force in the City of Hamilton until 
subsequently amended or repealed by the Council of the City of Hamilton; 
 
AND WHEREAS Zoning By-law No. 3692-92 (Stoney Creek) was enacted on the 8th  
day of December, 1992, and approved by the Ontario Municipal Board on the 31st day 
of May, 1994; 
 
AND WHEREAS the Council of the City of Hamilton, in adopting Item       of Report 
10-       of the Economic Development and Planning Committee, at its meeting held on 
the       day of      , 2010, recommended that Zoning By-law No. 3692-92 (Stoney 
Creek) be amended as hereinafter provided; 
 
AND WHEREAS this By-law will be in conformity with the Official Plan of the City of 
Hamilton (the Official Plan of the former City of Stoney Creek) upon the approval of 
Official Plan Amendment No.      . 
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NOW THEREFORE the Council of the City of Hamilton enacts as follows: 
 
1. That Map No. 1 of Schedule “A”, appended to and forming part of By-law No. 

3692-92 (Stoney Creek), is amended as follows: 
 

(a) by changing the zoning from the Multiple Residential “RM5-7” Zone to the 
Mixed Use Commercial “MUC-4” Zone,  the lands comprised in “Block 1”; 

 
(b) by changing the zoning from the Neighbourhood Shopping Centre “SC1” 

Zone to the Mixed Use Commercial “MUC-5” Zone, the lands comprised in 
“Block 2”; 

 
(c) by changing the zoning from the Multiple Residential “RM5-7” Zone to the 

Multiple Residential “RM3-40” Zone, the lands comprised in “Block 3”;  
 

(d) by changing the zoning from the Multiple Residential “RM5-7” Zone to the 
Multiple Residential “RM3-41” Zone, the lands comprised in “Block 4”;  

 
(e) by changing the zoning from the Multiple Residential “RM5-7” Zone to the 

Residential “R6-5” Zone, the lands comprised in “Block 5”;  
 

(f) by changing the zoning from the Open Space “OS” Zone to the Residential 
“RM3-40” Zone, lands comprised in “Block 6”; and,  

 
(g) by incorporating lands into By-law No. 3692-92 and zoning the lands 

Multiple Residential “RM3-40”, the land comprised in “ Block 7”; 
 
the extent and boundaries of which are shown on a plan hereto annexed as 
Schedule “A”. 

 
2. That Subsection 8.8.4 “Special Exemptions”, of Section 8.8 Mixed Use 

Commercial “MUC” Zone, of Zoning By-law No. 3692-92 (Stoney Creek), be 
amended by adding a new Special Exemption, “MUC-4”, as follows: 

 
 “MUC-4” 310 Frances Avenue, Schedule “A”, Map No. 1 
 

Notwithstanding the provisions of Subsection 8.8.2 of the Mixed Use 
Commercial “MUC” Zone, on those lands zoned “MUC-4” by this By-law, 
Nursing Homes, Homes for the Aged, and Residential Care Facilities shall also 
be permitted. 
 
Notwithstanding the provisions of Paragraphs (a), (c),  (d),  (e),  (f),  (g),  (h),  (i), 
and (k) of Subsection 8.8.3 of the Mixed Use Commercial “MUC” Zone, on 
those lands zoned “MUC-4” by this By-law, the following shall apply: 
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(a) Minimum Lot Area - 19,400 square metres. 
 
(c) Maximum Lot Coverage - None. 
 
(d) Maximum Gross Leasable  - 7,000 square metres. 

 Commercial Floor Area  
 

(e) Minimum Front Yard - 0 metres. 
 
(f) Minimum Side Yard - 3 metres, except 0 metres for a   

flankage yard. 
 

(g) Minimum Rear Yard - 3 metres, except 0 metres for a  
   through lot. 
 
(h) Minimum Residential Density - 585 units. 

 
(i) Maximum Building Height - None. 
 
(k) Maximum Number of  
 Buildings Per Lot  -  No Maximum. 
 
(p) Minimum Distance Between  
 Buildings on the Same Lot  -  15 metres. 

 
(q) Location of Residential  
 Care Facilities  

i) Every Residential Care Facility shall be 
situated on a lot having a minimum 
radial separation distance of 300 
metres from any lot line of such lot 
measured to the lot line of any other lot 
occupied by a Residential Care 
Facility. 

  
3. That Subsection 8.8.4 “Special Exemptions”, of Section 8.8 Mixed Use 

Commercial “MUC” Zone, of Zoning By-law No. 3692-92 (Stoney Creek), be 
amended by adding a new Special Exemption, “MUC-5”, as follows: 

 
 “MUC-5” 380 Frances Avenue, Schedule “A”, Map No. 1 
 

Notwithstanding the provisions of Subsection 8.8.2 of the Mixed Use 
Commercial “MUC” Zone, on those lands zoned “MUC-5” by this By-law, 
Nursing Homes, Homes for the Aged, and Residential Care Facilities shall also 
be permitted. 
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Notwithstanding the provisions of Paragraphs (a), (c),  (d),  (e),  (f),  (g),  (h),  (i), 
and (k) of Subsection 8.8.3 of the Mixed Use Commercial “MUC” Zone, on 
those lands zoned “MUC-5” by this By-law, the following shall apply: 

 
(a) Minimum Lot Area - 20,400 square metres. 
 
(c) Maximum Lot Coverage - None. 

 
(d) Gross Leasable  - A minimum of 1,400 square metres 

Commercial Floor Area   up to a Maximum of 7,000 square  
   metres.   

 
(e) Minimum Front Yard - 0 metres. 

 
(f) Minimum Side Yard - 3 metres, except 0 metres for a        

  flankage yard. 
 

(g) Minimum Rear Yard - 3 metres, except 0 metres for a               
   through lot. 
 
(h) Minimum Residential Density - 176 units. 
 
(i) Maximum Building Height - None. 
 
(k) Maximum Number of  
  Buildings Per Lot  -  No Maximum. 

 
(p) Minimum Distance Between  
 Buildings on the Same Lot   -  15 metres. 

 
(q) Location of Residential  
 Care Facilities 

(i) Every Residential Care Facility shall 
be situated on a lot having a 
minimum radial separation distance 
of 300 metres from any lot line of 
such lot measured to the lot line of 
any other lot occupied by a 
Residential Care Facility. 

 
4. That Subsection 6.10.7 “Special Exemptions”, of Section 6.10 Multiple 

Residential “RM3” Zone, of Zoning By-law No. 3692-92 (Stoney Creek), be 
amended by adding a new Special Exemption, “RM3-40”, as follows: 
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 “RM3-40” 311, 321, 331, 341, 351, 361, 371 Frances Avenue, Schedule 
“A”, Map No. 1 

 
That in addition to the requirements of Part 2 of Zoning By-law No. 3692-92 
(Stoney Creek), the following definition shall apply to those lands Zoned “RM3-
40” of this By-law: 
 
Dwelling - Stacked Townhouses 
  
Means a Street Townhouse Dwelling containing a maximum of three dwelling 
units on one lot, where each unit shall have a separate entrance from the street.   
 
Notwithstanding the provisions of Subsection 6.10.2 of the Multiple Residential 
“RM3” Zone, Stacked Townhouses shall also be permitted on those lands 
zoned “RM3-40” by this By-law. 
 
Notwithstanding Subsection 6.10.4 Regulations for Street Townhouses and the 
provisions of Paragraphs (a), (b), (c), (d),(e), (f), (g), (h), (i) and (j) of Subsection 
6.9.3 of the Multiple Residential “RM2” Zone, on those lands zoned “RM3-40” 
by this By-law, the following shall apply: 

 
(a) Minimum Lot Area: 
 
 (i) Street Townhouses - 108 square metres. 
 (ii) Stacked Townhouses - 225 square metres. 
  
(b) Minimum Lot Frontage: 
  

 (i) Street Townhouses - 5.5 metres, except 4.5 metres where
  there is no vehicular access in the front 
  yard. 

 
 (ii) Stacked Townhouses - 9 metres. 
  
(c) Maximum Front Yard: 
  

 (i) Street Townhouses - 4.5 metres, except a Minimum of 5.8
  metres to a garage. 

 
 (ii) Stacked Townhouses - 4.5 metres, except a Minimum of 5.8

  metres to a garage. 
 

(d) Minimum Side Yard: 
 
 (i) Street Townhouses  
  End Unit - 1.2 metres. 
  Corner Unit - Maximum of 4.5 metres.  
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 (ii) Stacked Townhouses   
  End Unit - 1.2 metres. 
  Corner Unit - Maximum of 4.5 metres.  
   
(e) Minimum Rear Yard: 
  

 (i) Street Townhouses - 7.0 metres, except a Minimum of 5.8 
    metres to a detached garage. 
  
 (ii) Stacked Townhouses - 0.6 metres to a detached garage, 
    except a rear deck may encroach into
    a rear private road/condominium road. 

 
(f) Privacy Area: 
   
 (i) Street Townhouses - None. 
 (ii) Stacked Townhouses - None. 

 
(g) Minimum Landscape Open  
 Space    -  A minimum 1,080 square metre private 

parkette is to be   constructed on those 
lands zoned “RM3-40”. 

 
(h) Maximum Building Height: 
  
 (i) Street Townhouses - None. 
 (ii) Stacked Townhouses - None. 
  
(i) Maximum Lot Coverage: 
  
 (i) Street Townhouses - None. 
 (ii) Stacked Townhouses - None. 
 
(j) Minimum Density - 188 units.  
 
Notwithstanding the definition of “Highway” in Section 2 “Definitions” of Zoning 
By-law No. 3692-92, on those lands zoned “RM3-40” by this By-law, a private 
road/condominium road shall be considered to be a street.  
 

5. That Subsection 6.10.7 “Special Exemptions”, of Section 6.10 Multiple 
Residential “RM3” Zone, of Zoning By-law No. 3692-92 (Stoney Creek), be 
amended by adding a new Special Exemption, “RM3-41”, as follows: 
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 “RM3-41” 311 Frances Avenue, Schedule “A”, Map No. 1 
 

Notwithstanding the provisions of Paragraphs (a), (b), (c), (e), (g), (i), (j), (k), (l), 
and (m) of Subsection 6.10.3 of the Multiple Residential “RM3” Zone, on those 
lands zoned “RM3-41” by this By-law, the following shall apply: 

 
(a) Minimum Lot Area for Apartment Dwellings - 810 sq. metres. 

 
(b) Minimum Lot Frontage for Apartment Dwellings - 30 metres. 

 
(c) Minimum Front Yard for Apartment Dwellings - 4.5 metres. 

 
(e) Minimum Side Yard for Apartment Dwellings - 4.5 metres. 

 
(g) Minimum Rear Yard for Apartment Dwellings - 4.5 metres. 

 
(i) Minimum Density  - 22 units. 

 
(j) Maximum Building Height for Apartment Dwellings -  None. 

 
(k) Maximum Lot Coverage for Apartment Dwellings - None. 

 
(l) Privacy Area for Apartment Dwellings - None. 

 
(m) Minimum Landscape Open Space for Apartment Dwellings: 
 

1. A landscape strip, having a minimum width of 4.5 metres, shall be 
provided and thereafter maintained adjacent to every portion of 
any lot that abuts a street or private road/condominium road, 
except for points of ingress and egress. 

 
Notwithstanding the definition of “Highway” in Section 2 “Definitions” of Zoning 
By-law No. 3692-92, on those lands zoned “RM3-41” by this By-law, a private 
road/condominium road shall be considered to be a street.  

 
6. That Subsection 6.7.7 “Special Exemptions”, of Section 6.7 Residential “R6” 

Zone, of Zoning By-law No. 3692-92 (Stoney Creek), be amended by adding a 
new Special Exemption, “R6-5”, as follows: 

 
 “R6-5” 311 and 321 Frances Avenue, Schedule “A”, Map No. 1 
 

Notwithstanding the provisions of Subsection 6.7.2 of the Residential “R6” 
Zone, Street Townhouses shall also be permitted on those lands zoned “R6-5” 
by this By-law. 
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Notwithstanding the provisions of Subsection 6.7.3 of the Residential “R6” 
Zone, on those lands zoned “R6-5” by this By-law, the following shall apply: 
 
(a) One Single Detached Dwelling: 
 

1. Minimum Lot Area: 
Interior - 219 square metres. 
Corner - 336 square metres.  
 

 2. Minimum Lot Frontage: 
Interior - 7.3 metres. 
Corner - 11.2 metres. 
 

 3. Maximum Front Yard - 5.0 metres, except a Minimum of
   5.8 metres to a garage. 

 
 4. Minimum Side Yard  - No part of a dwelling shall be 

located closer than 0.6 metres, 
except as provided in Clause (i) 
below: 

 
   (i) On a corner lot, the minimum 

side yard abutting the flankage 
lot line shall be 1.2 metres to the 
main building or detached 
garage. 

 
 5. Minimum Rear Yard - 0.6 metres to a detached garage. 
 
 6. Maximum Building Height - 11.0 metres. 
 
 7. Maximum Lot Coverage - None. 
 
 8. Minimum Outdoor Privacy Area - 30 square metres with no 

dimension less than 5 metres, not 
including a driveway. 

 
(b) Semi-Detached Dwelling: 
 

1. Minimum Lot Area: 
Interior - 201 square metres. 
Corner - 318 square metres.  

 
2. Minimum Lot Frontage: 

Interior - 6.7 metres. 
 
 3. Maximum Front Yard - 5.0 metres, except a Minimum of 

   5.8 metres to a garage. 
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 4. Minimum Side Yard  -  No part of a dwelling shall be 
   located closer than 0.6 metres, 
   except as provided in Clause 
   (i) below: 

 
     (i) On a corner lot, the minimum 

 side yard abutting the flankage 
 lot line shall be 1.2 metres to 
 the main building or detached 
 garage. 

 
 5. Minimum Rear Yard - 0.6 metres to a detached garage. 
 
 6. Maximum Building Height - 11.0 metres. 
 
 7. Maximum Lot Coverage - None. 
 
 8. Minimum Outdoor Privacy Area - 25 square metres with no 

dimension less than 3.7 metres, 
not including a driveway. 

 
(c) Street Townhouses
 

1. Minimum Lot Area  - 183 square metres.  
 

 2. Maximum Front Yard - 5.0 metres, except a Minimum of
   5.8 metres to a garage. 

 
 3. Minimum Side Yard  -  No part of a dwelling shall be 

   located closer than 0.6 metres, 
   except as provided in Clause 
   (i) below: 

 
     (i) On a corner lot, the minimum 

 side yard abutting the flankage 
 lot line shall be 1.2 metres to 
 the main building or detached 
 garage. 

    
 4. Minimum Rear Yard - 0.6 metres to a detached garage. 
 
 5. Maximum Building Height - 12 metres. 
 
 6. Maximum Lot Coverage - None. 
 
 7. Minimum Outdoor Privacy Area - 16.5 square metres with no 

dimension less than 2.8 metres, 
not including a driveway.  
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(d) Minimum Density - The minimum density for those 
    lands zoned “R6-5” by this By-law 
    shall be 23 units. 

 
Notwithstanding the definition of “Highway” in Section 2 “Definitions” of Zoning 
By-law No. 3692-92, on those lands zoned “R6-5” by this By-law, a private 
road/condominium road shall be considered to be a street.  

 
7. That no building or structure shall be erected, altered, extended or enlarged, nor 

shall any building or structure or part thereof be used, nor shall any land be used, 
except in accordance with the Mixed Use Commercial “MUC” Zone, Multiple 
Residential “RM3” Zone and Residential “R6” Zone provisions, subject to the 
special requirements referred to in Sections 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6. 

 
8. That the Clerk is hereby authorized and directed to proceed with the giving of 

notice of the passing of this By-law, in accordance with the Planning Act. 
 
 
 
PASSED and ENACTED this         day of      , 2010. 

 

 
   

FRED EISENBERGER  KEVIN C. CHRISTENSON 
MAYOR  CLERK 

 
ZAC-08-079 
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Authority: Item     , Economic 
Development and Planning 
Committee  
Report 10-      (PED10017) 
CM:       

Bill No.       
 
 

CITY OF HAMILTON 
 

BY-LAW No.       
 

To Amend Zoning By-law No. 05-200 
 

310, 311, 321, 331, 341, 351, 361, 371, 380 and 381 Frances Avenue  
(Stoney Creek)  

 
WHEREAS the City of Hamilton has in force several Zoning By-laws which apply 
to the different areas incorporated into the City by virtue of the City of Hamilton 
Act, 1999, S.O. 1999, Chap. 14;  
 
AND WHEREAS the City of Hamilton is the lawful successor to the former 
Municipalities identified in Section 1.7 of By-law No. 05-200;  
 
AND WHEREAS Zoning By-law No. 05-200 was enacted on the 25th day of May, 
2005;  
 
AND WHEREAS the Council of the City of Hamilton, in adopting Item      of 
Report 10-      of the Economic Development and Planning Committee at its 
meeting held on the      day of      , 2010, recommended that Zoning By-law 
No. 05-200, be amended as hereinafter provided;  
 
AND WHEREAS this By-law will be in conformity with the Official Plan of the City of 
Hamilton (the Official Plan of the former City of Stoney Creek) with the approval of 
Official Plan Amendment No.      . 
 
 
NOW THEREFORE the Council of the City of Hamilton enacts as follows:  
 
 
1. That Map Nos. 1052, 1097, and 1098 of Schedule “A”, to Zoning By-law 

No. 05-200, is amended by incorporating additional Open Space (P4) 
Zone and Conservation/Hazard Land (P5) Zone boundaries for the 
applicable lands, the extent and boundaries of which are shown as Blocks 
1, 2, 3, and 4 on a plan hereto annexed as Schedule “A”. 
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2. That Map No. 1098 of Schedule “A”, to Zoning By-law No. 05-200, be 

amended by removing the land from By-law 05-200, the extent and 
boundaries of which are shown as Block 5 on a plan hereto annexed as 
Schedule “A”. 

 
3. That the Clerk is hereby authorized and directed to proceed with the giving 

of notice of the passing of this By-law, in accordance with the Planning 
Act.  

 
4. That this By-law No.       shall come into force, and be deemed to come 

into force, in accordance with Subsection 34(21) of the Planning Act, 
either upon the date of passage of this By-law or as otherwise provided by 
the said subsection. 

 

PASSED and ENACTED this         day of       , 2010. 

   
FRED EISENBERGER  KEVIN C. CHRISTENSON 

MAYOR  CLERK 
 
ZAC-08-079 
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Pilon, Janet

Subject: condos at 310 trances

From: Kevin Dali
Sent: May 21, 2019 11:06 AM
To: Ann Elliott; clerk(S)hamilton.ca
Subject: Re: condos at 310 trances

We are very disappointed that a project of t is magnitude is going forth without the vote of the entire city council, and that it seems to
be a done deal. This will greatly negatively influence the quality of life of the surrounding neighbourhood.
Lynn and Kevin Dali
103-301 Frances Ave.

Sent from my LG Mobile

Original message 
From: Ann Elliott
Date: Mon, May 20, 2019 6:44 PM
To: undisclosed-recipients:;
Cc:
Subject: We Need Your Help

HI All:

Hi All:

This request has come from the group that is against the condos across the street.

As noted below, we would like you to send an e-mail to the clerk at city hall @1 clerk(5>hamilton.ca. A
suggested communication is outlined below.

Many thanks,

Ann

If you feel this application should not be a "back room" deal, please write a quickemail
to clerk@hamilton.ca before Tuesday at noon. Just a  uick email stating somethin  alon  the lines of:

"Dear Honourable Mayor & Council, Please take back your dele ated authority for Site Plan Control /
Approval on the application for 310 Frances. As per the Plannin  Act,  ou have carria e and in the best
interest of all citizens, it is incumbent upon you that approval for a build of this massive scale rests with all

i

City of Hamilton elected representatives"

5.12 (aj)



Pilon, Janet

Subject: 310 Frances Avenue, Stoney Creek Petition

From: Sherry Flayes
Sent: May 21, 2019 12:12 P 
To: clerk(5)hamilton.ca
Cc: DL - Council Only <dlcouncilonlv(5)hamilton.ca>
Subject: 310 Frances Avenue, Stoney Creek Petition

Please include my letter in the May 22nd council meeting.

Although it has been suggested submitting a Petition at this stage is futile, we believe this to be
untrue. Further to my previous list forwarded to you, here is a list of signatures collected from citizens living
in Ward 10 & Ward 5 Stoney Creek is attached.

In speaking with many citizens inside and outside our community, residents are angry &
shocked. Understandably, because the vision communicated in 2010 has no correlation to the wording
contained within the zoning by-law changes that were put in place in 2010.

We urge you to provide an avenue for the residents to have a voice. We deserve it.

Respectfully,
Sherry Flayes,
Shoreliner Resident

i

5.12 (ak)



! STOP HF TOWERS 310 Francos Avon o at Oman Roai). Slonov CraoK

PLEASE SION BELO  IF YOU ARE OPPOSED TO THIS DEVELOPMENT IM
THE CURRENT FORMAT PRESENTED BY THE DEVELOPER TO THE CITY

NAME  AME

The petition contains 188
signatures

A copy of the petition is available
for viewing in the Office of the City
Clerk

/ STAND UP FOR OUR COMMUNITY



Pilon, Janet

i

Subject: 310 Frances Avenue Petition

From: Sherry Hayes
Sent: May 21, 2019 11:32 A 
To: clerk(5>hamilton.ca
Cc: DL - Council Only <dlcouncilonlv(5>hamilton.ca>
Subject: 310 Frances Avenue Petition

Please include my letter in the May 22nd council meeting.

Although it has been suggested submitting a Petition at this stage is futile, we believe this to be untrue. The
list of signatures collected from citizens living in Ward 10 Stoney Cree  is attached. This petition attached is
from the Shoreliner. As you can see, residents began signing this petition in early April and more continue to

sign.

There are many additional names that will follow from the Ward 10 Community as well as many from Ward 5.

This petition will follow as soon as possible.

In speaking with many citizens inside and outside our community, residents are angry &
shoc ed. Understandably, because the vision communicated in 2010 has no correlation to the wording
contained within the zoning by-law changes that were put in place in 2010.

We urge you to provide an avenue for the residents to have a voice. We deserve it.

Respectfully,
Sherry Hayes,
Shoreliner Resident

l

5.12 (al)



u viffli 11 ec ur hujub  Hcmorwcciir jj wr r\ i n ftio; 
STAND UP TO RESPRESENT OUR COMMUNITY
NAME . >   / : NAME

The petition contains 222
signatres

A copy of the petition is
available for viewing in the
Office of the City Clerk

J STAND UP FOR OUR COMMIJNITY



Pilon, Janet

Subject: 310 Frances

From: Linda McEneny
Sent: May-20-19 8:45 PM
To: clerk@hamilton.ca

Subject: 310 Frances

Dear Honourable Mayor and Council,

I have been a resident of Teal Avenue for 33 years and have seen multiple developments in this area.
However, the most recent slated for 310 Frances is so far beyond anything that our neighborhood has seen
and is capable of incorporating both from a public safety and infrastructure standpoint. I implore that you
please take back your delegated authority for Site Plan Control/Approval for the application for this massive
build on 310 Francis. As I have said in earlier communications, just because it can be so, doesn't mean that it is
right to do so. As per the Planning Act, you have carriage and in the best interest of our community, it is
essential that the approval of this outlandish build rests with all elected representatives of the City of
Hamilton. In addition, I please ask that proposals be considered in context with all existing developments and
with other plans already in the works. Borrowing from Aristotle, "the Whole is More than the Sum of its
Parts". When it comes to impact, development should not be considered as singular events, especially with

the amount going on in our little community.

Thank you,

Respectfully submitted by

Linda McEneny

i

5.12 (am)



Pilon, Janet

Subject: 301 Frances Owner regarding 310 Frances Towers

From: Maureen M
Sent:  ay 21, 2019 3:45 PM
To: clerk(a>hamilton.ca

Subject: 301 Frances Owner regarding 310 Frances Towers

"Dear Honourable Mayor & Council,

Please take back your dele ated authority for Site Plan Control / Approval on the application
for 310 Frances.

As per the Planning Act, you have carria e and in the best interest of all citizens, it is
incumbent upon you that approval for a build of this massive scale rests with all City of
Hamilton elected representatives"

Sincerely,

Gerry and Maureen MacKenzie

301 Frances Ave Unit 1603

Stoney Creek, ON L8E 3W6

i

5.12 (an)



Pilon, Janet

Subject: 310 Frances Road

From: Terry Galan
Sent: May 22, 2019 7:54 AM
To: clerk(5)hamilton.ca
Subject: 310 Frances Road 

Honourable Mayor & Council 

I implore you to please take back your delegated authority for Site Plan Control/Approval on
the application for 310 Frances.

As per the Planning Act, you have carriage and in the best interest of all citizens, it is
incumbent upon you that approval for a build of this massive scale rests with all City of
Hamilton elected representatives.

Letting this plan proceed will clearly harm the immediate environment, parking spaces, traffic
conditions, safety of the many area residents and create wind tunnel conditions.

Terry Galan

5.12 (ao)



 

 
 
 

8.1 

 
CITY OF HAMILTON 

NOTICE OF MOTION 
 

Council: May 22, 2019 
 
 

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR T. WHITEHEAD……..…………………….……… 
 
Feasibility of Preparing a Zero Percent Increase Municipal Budget for 2020 
 
WHEREAS, Ontario Premier Doug Ford has offered $7.35 million to cities and school 
boards in order that they may conduct “line-by-line” audits to assist them in finding the 4% 
budget reduction required to help lessen the effects of the Province’s cuts to public health, 
child care and other services; 
 
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED: 
 
That staff be directed to review the feasibility of implementing a zero-based budget process 
for the 2020 Operating Budget for 2020 and report back to the General Issues Committee. 
 



8.2 

 
 
 

CITY OF HAMILTON 
NOTICE OF MOTION 

 
Council: May 22, 2019 

 
 

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR T. WHITEHEAD……..……………………...….……… 
 
Resignation from the Advisory Committee for Persons with Disabilities 
 
That the resignation, by Councillor T. Whitehead from the Advisory Committee for Persons 
with Disabilities, effective immediately, be received. 



 

Authority: Item 4, Planning Committee 
Report: 19-008 (PED19076)  
CM: May 22, 2019 
Ward: 13 

                    Bill No. 129 
 

CITY OF HAMILTON 

BY-LAW NO. 19- 

To Adopt: 

 

Official Plan Amendment No. 22 to the  

Rural Hamilton Official Plan 

 

Respecting: 

 

1633 and 1649 Highway No. 6 North  

(Flamborough) 

 

NOW THEREFORE the Council of the City of Hamilton enacts as follows: 

 

1. Amendment No. 22 to the Rural Hamilton Official Plan consisting of Schedule “1”, 

hereto annexed and forming part of this by-law, is hereby adopted. 

 

PASSED this 22nd day of May, 2019. 
 

 

   
F. Eisenberger  J. Pilon 
Mayor  Acting City Clerk 
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Schedule “1” 

Rural Hamilton Official Plan 
Amendment No. 22 

 
The following text, together with Appendix “A” – Volume 3: Appendix A – 
Site Specific Area Key Map attached hereto, constitutes Official Plan 
Amendment No. 22 to the Rural Hamilton Official Plan. 
 
1.0 Purpose and Effect: 
 
The purpose and effect of this Amendment is to establish a Rural Site 
Specific Area to permit expansions to the existing Cannabis Growing and 
Harvesting Facility and to permit the processing of cannabis into cannabis 
oil as an agricultural-related use. 

 
2.0  Location: 
 
The lands affected by this Amendment are known municipally as 1633 
and 1649 Highway No. 6 North, in the former Town of Flamborough. 

3.0 Basis: 
 
The basis for permitting this Amendment is: 
 
 The proposed Amendment recognizes innovative on-farm diversification, 

through the expansion of an existing agricultural use and the 
introduction of an agricultural-related use;  

 The proposed Amendment is compatible with the existing and planned 
agricultural uses in the immediate area as an adaptive re-use of a 
former salvage yard; and, 

 The proposed Amendment is consistent with the Provincial Policy 
Statement, 2014, and conforms to the Greenbelt Plan, 2017. 
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4.0 Actual Changes: 
 
4.1 Volume 3 – Special Policy Areas and Site Specific Areas 
 
Text 
 
4.1.1 Chapter B – Rural Site Specific Areas 

a. That Volume 3: Chapter B – Rural Site Specific Areas be amended by 
adding a new Site Specific Area R-42 as follows: 

 
“R-42 Lands known municipally as 1633 and 1649 Highway No. 6 

North, former Town of Flamborough 
 

1.0 For the lands known municipally as 
1633 and 1649 Highway No. 6 North, 
designated Rural on Schedule “D” – 
Rural Land Use Designations and 
identified as Areas A and A-1 in Site 
Specific Area R-42, a cannabis 
growing and harvesting facility shall 
be permitted, subject to the 
following policies: 

 
a) Notwithstanding Policy D.2.1.1.4. 

b) of Volume 1, the maximum 
gross floor area for a cannabis 
growing and harvesting facility 
shall not exceed 9,505 square metres. 

 
1.1 For the lands known municipally as 1633 Highway No. 6 North, 

designated Rural on Schedule “D” – Rural Land Use Designations 
and identified as Area A-1 in Site Specific Area R-42, the 
following additional policies shall apply: 

 
a) in addition to the uses permitted in Section D.4 – Rural, an 

office associated with the cannabis growing and 
harvesting facility located in Area A shall be permitted 
within the building existing at the date of the passing of this 
By-law; and, 
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b) the Zoning By-law shall identify the range of permitted and 
prohibited uses for the site.” 

 

Schedules and Appendices 

4.1.2 Volume 3: Appendix A – Site Specific Key Map 

a. That Volume 3: Appendix A – Site Specific Key Map be amended by 
identifying the subject lands as Site Specific Area R-42, as shown on 
Appendix “A” attached to this Amendment. 

 

5.0 Implementation: 

An implementing Zoning By-Law Amendment and Site Plan Control 
Application will give effect to the intended uses on the subject lands. 
 

This Official Plan Amendment is Schedule “1” to By-law No. 19-129     
passed on the 22nd of May, 2019. 
 

The 
City of Hamilton 

 
 
 
 
                                                                    
F. Eisenberger     J. Pilon 
MAYOR      Acting CITY CLERK 
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Ward: 13 

                    Bill No. 130 

CITY OF HAMILTON 

BY-LAW NO. 19- 

To Amend Zoning By-law No. 05-200 Respecting Lands Located at  
1633, 1649, and 1653 Highway No. 6 North, Flamborough 

 
WHEREAS Council approved Item 4 of Report 19-008 of the Planning Committee, at its 
meeting held on May 22, 2019; 
 
WHEREAS this By-law will be in conformity with the Rural Hamilton Official Plan upon 
approval of Official Plan No. 22. 

NOW THEREFORE the Council of the City of Hamilton enacts as follows: 

1. That Map No. RU25 and RU26 of Schedule “A” – Zoning Maps of Zoning By-law No. 
05-200 be amended as follows: 
 

a) by modifying the zoning from the Rural (A2) Zone to the Rural (A2, 691, 
H111) Zone, to the extent and boundaries of which are shown on 
Schedule “A” annexed hereto and forming part of this By-law; and,  

 
b) by modifying the zoning from the Conservation / Hazard Lands – Rural 

(P7) Zone to the Conservation / Hazard Lands – Rural (P7, 691) Zone, to 
the extent and boundaries of which are shown on Schedule “A” annexed 
hereto and forming part of this By-law. 

 
2. That Schedule “C” – Special Exceptions, of By-law No. 05-200 is amended by adding 

a special exception as follows: 
 

691. Within those lands zoned Rural (A2) Zone, identified on Maps RU25 and 
RU26, of Schedule “A” – Zoning Maps and described as: 

 
Property  address Map number 

1633, 1649 and 1653 Highway No. 6 
North, Flamborough 

RU25 and RU26 

 
a) The following special provisions shall apply to 1649 and 1633 Highway No. 

6 North: 
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i) Notwithstanding Subsection 12.2.3.1 m) i) and 12.2.3.2 d) i), the 

maximum gross floor area for all buildings and structures devoted 
to the Cannabis Growing and Harvesting Facility shall not exceed 
9,505 square metres and shall be comprised of: 

 
 

1. Growing and Harvesting 
of Cannabis 

A maximum gross floor area of 
6,305 square metres 

   
2. Agricultural Processing - 

Secondary 
A maximum gross floor area of 
600 square metres 

   
3. Accessory Uses (office, 

testing, packaging, 
storage, internal corridors 
and shipping and loading) 

A maximum gross floor area of 
2,600 square metres 

 
ii) Notwithstanding Section 12.2.3.1 e), the maximum lot coverage for 

all buildings and structures, devoted to a Cannabis Growing and 
Harvesting Facility shall not exceed 37% of the combined lot area. 

 
b) The following special provisions shall apply to 1649 Highway No. 6 North: 

 
i) Notwithstanding Subsection 12.2.3.1 m) iv) 2., and Subsection 4.12 

d) any building or structure used for a Cannabis Growing and 
Harvesting Facility shall be setback a minimum of 125 metres from 
the existing single detached dwelling located at 1653 Highway No. 
6 North. 
 

ii) Notwithstanding Subsection 4.23 d) iii), the Cannabis Growing and 
Harvesting Facility shall be setback a minimum of 1.4 metres from 
the P7 and P8 Zone Boundary.  

 
c) The following special provisions shall apply to 1633 Highway No. 6 North: 

 
i) In addition to Subsection 7.7.1, an office use in conjunction with the 

Cannabis Growing and Harvesting Facility and the uses identified 
in Subsections 12.2.1 and 12.2.3.2 a) shall be permitted within the 
building existing at the date of the passing of the by-law (date)  
 

ii) Notwithstanding Clause i) the following uses shall be prohibited:  
 

1. Cannabis Growing and Harvesting Facility; 
2. Single Detached Dwelling;  
3. Residential Care Facility;  
4. Farm Labour Residence; and,  
5. Agricultural Processing Establishment – Secondary.  
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iii) Notwithstanding Subsection 7.7.2.1 b), no expansions to the 
existing building shall be permitted. 

 
d) The following special provisions shall apply to 1653 Highway No. 6 North: 

 
i) No expansions to the existing single detached dwelling shall be 

permitted.  
 
3. That Schedule “D” – Holding Provisions, of By-law No. 05-200, be amended by 

adding the additional Holding Provision as follows: 
 
“111. Notwithstanding Section 12.2 and within lands zoned Rural (A2 ,691) Zone of 

this By-law, identified on Maps RU25 and RU26 on Schedule “A” – Zoning 
Maps, and described as 1649 Highway No. 6 North, a Cannabis Growing and 
Harvesting Facility shall not be permitted until such time as:  

 
i) An Odour Impact Assessment and Light Impact Assessment has been 

submitted and approved, to the satisfaction of the Director of Planning 
and Chief Planner.  
 

4. That the Clerk is hereby authorized and directed to proceed with the giving of notice 
of the passing of this By-law, in accordance with the Planning Act. 
 

5. That this By-law No. 19-130 shall come into force and deemed to come into force in 
accordance with Subsection 34(21) of the Planning Act, either upon the date of 
passage of the By-law or as otherwise provided by the said subsection. 

 
PASSED this 22nd day of May, 2019. 
 
 
 
 
 

  

F. Eisenberger  J. Pilon 
Mayor  Acting City Clerk 
 
ZAC-17-081 
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in the by‐law ‐ Clerk's will use this information in the Authority Section of the by‐law 
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