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Provincial Modifications to Regional Official Plan Amendment 24
(ROPA 24) — Places to Prosper, An Amendment to Update
Growth Management, Employment Areas and Greenbelt Policies

RECOMMENDATION:

BACKGROUND:

1. That the report titled “Provincial Modifications to Regional
Official Plan Amendment 24 (ROPA 24) - Places to Prosper, An
Amendment to Update Growth Management, Employment Areas
and Greenbelt Policies,” dated January 25, 2011 from the
Commissioner of Planning and Building, be received for
information.

2. That the report titled “Provincial Modifications to Regional
Official Plan Amendment 24 (ROPA 24) - Places to Prosper, An
Amendment to Update Growth Management, Employment Areas
and Greenbelt Policies,” dated January 25, 2011 from the
Commissioner of Planning and Building, be forwarded, by the
City Clerk, to the Region of Peel, the City of Brampton, the Town
of Caledon and the Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing.

Regional Official Plan Amendment 24 (ROPA 24): Places to Prosper,
An Amendment to Update Growth Management, Employment Areas
and Greenbelt Policies is one of nine amendments that are part of the
Peel Regional Official Plan Review (PROPR) and conformity

exercise. It was brought forward to Regional Council on July 9, 2009.
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PRESENT STATUS:

COMMENTS:

Public open houses were held on September 8, 9 and 10, 2009. The
formal public meeting was held October 8, 2009 and it was adopted by
Regional Council on April 22, 2010.

On October 27, 2010, the Region received the Minister’s Draft
Decision on ROPA 24 which included two non-decisions and 110
modifications (Appendix 1). Although a number of the modifications
are either minor or technical in nature, others require detailed
discussion. The non-decisions indicate that further information and/or
work is required from the Region.

The 180-day legislative timeframe for a decision was required, on or
before, November 23, 2010. On November 25, 2010, Solmar
Development Corporation (Solmar), the developer of the proposed
Humber Station Villages Community Plan in the Town of Caledon,
appealed ROPA 24 due to the fact that the Minister had not made a
decision. Solmar has appealed five of the seven Regional Official Plan
amendments that have been adopted by Regional Council to-date and
has also appealed Official Plan Amendment 95, Mississauga’s
conformity amendment.

As a result of the ROPA 24 appeal, the Ontario Municipal Board
(OMB) is now the approval authority for this amendment. The
Province has stated that they will continue to discuss the issues
regarding this amendment and bring a position, including the resolved
issues, to the OMB.

The Province is requesting additional information from the Region
regarding the two items of non-decision. Discussions are underway
regarding the modifications. The final modifications to the amendment
and the Province’s position on these are pending and were not
available when this report was prepared. The purpose of this report is
to provide an update on ROPA 24.

1. Non-Decisions

Population, Household and Employment Forecast

The Province requires additional information on how the population
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and employment forecast for Brampton and Caledon correspond to the
existing land supply. They have requested a land budget in order to
understand the land area required for the regional allocations. The
Mississauga population, household and employment forecasts are not
included in this non-decision and not modified in the Draft Decision.

In a report titled “Regional Official Plan Amendment 24 (ROPA 24)
Places to Prosper, Proposing Changes Related to Growth
Management, Employment Lands and Greenbelt Policies — Report on
Comments” discussed at the April 6, 2010 Planning and Development
Committee, City Council supported the Province’s position on a land
budget. The report stated a land budget would provide clarity
regarding future greenfield expansions and would allow a detailed
analysis of the infrastructure requirements and costs associated with
those expansions.

A greenfield land budget, which includes a revised takeout
methodology, is being prepared by the Region. Discussions with
Provincial staff continue on this requirement. Mississauga’s greenfield
development is confined to a portion of Churchill Meadows. This area
is to be developed at a density of approximately 80 residents and jobs
combined per hectare. The proposed new Mississauga Official Plan
includes a policy indicating that the City will achieve a greenfield
density of 50 residents and jobs combined per hectare. This target is
lower than the density in the remaining greeenfield area to allow for
some transfer of density to the Ninth Line lands when they are
included in the urban boundary as the takeouts for these lands may
impact densities.

Regional Employment Land Budget

The Province is concerned that the method used in the Regional
Employment Land Budget caused an over estimation of gross
employment land needs. In discussions, the Region has indicated that
the Employment Land Budget has not been over-estimated and it is
anticipated that this will be communicated to the Province. A surplus
of employment land might put pressure for conversion on designated
employment lands in the City.
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2. Key Provincial Draft Modifications

Settlement Boundary Expansion Policies

Several modifications to ROPA 24 policies relate to future settlement
boundary expansions. They are:

* intensification opportunities must be optimized before
considering settlement boundary expansions;

= greenfield density targets must be met before settlement
boundary expansions can be supported; and,

= asettlement boundary expansion can only be undertaken
through a Regional Official Plan Amendment based on a
Regional Municipal Comprehensive Review which considers
opportunities for growth in the area municipal and regional
market area.

Mississauga has intensification opportunities that could exceed the
intensification opportunities identified in ROPA 24 and extend beyond
the 203 Itimeframe. It is unclear with the revisions to these policies
whether or not these opportunities would be required to be realized
prior to permitting a settlement boundary expansion. The
modifications to these policies also require the regional greenfield
target to be met before expansions occur.

The Regional Municipal Comprehensive Review modifications require
a broader examination of the growth opportunities in the area
municipal and regional market area. Originally, ROPA 24 policies
could have been interpreted to implement the allocated growth
excluding considerations beyond individual area municipalities.

These policies have implications for future greenfield expansions. In
Mississauga, they would impact the expansion of the 2031 Regional
Urban Boundary to include the Ninth Line lands. These could also
impact expansion plans in the Town of Caledon.
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Intensification and Greenfield Density Targets

The Provincial modifications require the identification of
intensification and greenfield density targets in ROPA 24 by area
municipality. ROPA 24 included Regional greenfield density targets,
Regional intensification targets and intensification targets by area
municipality. Mississauga supports intensification and greenfield
density targets in the Regional Official Plan. The proposed new
Mississauga Official Plan includes both greenfield density and
intensification targets.

The Provincial modifications also include a new policy which requires
the area municipalities to establish minimum density targets for
intensification corridors, urban nodes and major transit station areas.
Mississauga has minimum intensification targets for urban nodes.
Future studies will identify targets for intensification corridors and
major transit station areas.

Urban Growth Centres

The Provincial modifications direct the area municipalities to delineate
the boundaries of the Urban Growth Centres (UGC) and include
employment uses in the list of uses in the UGCs. The Downtown City
Structure element is Mississauga’s UGC has been delineated in the
proposed new Mississauga Official Plan. Policy 5.3.3.2.1 in ROPA 24
identifies commercial, office and major institutional employment uses.
It is unclear what additional uses would be permitted by the addition
of the reference to employment in this policy. Additional employment
uses on lands designated business employment in Mississauga include
manufacturing, assembly and warehousing operations, which are
inappropriate in the UGC. The Region is seeking clarification on this
issue.

Floodplain Special Policy Areas

A new policy on floodplain special policy areas (SPA) has been
included in the Provincial modifications. This policy states that SPAs
should not be intensified beyond what is currently provided in local
official plans. It also includes a requirement to demonstrate that no
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other alternatives exist if intensification is planned for these areas.

Mississauga has two Regional Storm Floodline - SPAs. One is along
the Dundas Street Corridor at Dundas Street and Dixie Road (Special
Site 2) in the vicinity of the proposed Community Node. A study is
underway to define the boundaries of this node which will need to
account for this policy. The Region is also proposing SPA policies as
part of a future amendment, Regional Official Plan Amendment 26
(ROPA 26), which will address issues relating to conformity with the
Provincial Policy Statement. The second SPA is at Dundas Street and
the Etobicoke Creek. This policy could also have implications in the
City of Brampton as a portion of Brampton’s UGC is within a SPA.

Preserve Lands Around Lester B. Pearson International Airport

A new policy directing Mississauga to protect and preserve
employment lands around Lester B. Pearson International Airport is
included in ROPA 24. The proposed new Mississauga Official Plan
includes protection and preservation policies for the employment lands
surrounding Lester B. Pearson International Airport.

3. Additional Comments

There are a number of modifications to policies which promote a
stronger regional role and alter the onus from the area municipalities.
These include but are not limited to:

» 5.3.3.2.4 — new policy where the Region is to work with area
municipalities to ensure development in UGC is consistent
with the ROP;

= 5.5.4.1.1 —policy to plan and designate greenfields;

= 55428 — new policy directing municipalities to plan for
complete communities;

* 55429 — new policy directing municipalities to plan for
phasing within greenfield areas;

* 5.5.3.2.8 — new policy which requires minimum density targets
in intensification areas; and,

* 5.6.2.14 — new policy directing Mississauga to protect lands
around Lester B. Pearson International Airport.
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STRATEGIC PLAN:

FINANCIAL IMPACT:

CONCLUSION:

ATTACHMENTS:

These matters are already addressed in the official plans of the area
municipalities and/or are local planning matters. As such, the ROPA
24 policies as originally proposed are preferred.

ROPA 24 policies include allocations of population growth for
Mississauga which do not support the intent of Action 17 increase our
population target and use this growth to fund and support new
infrastructure in the Complete our Neighbourhoods pillar of the
Strategic Plan. The difference between the City Council adopted
population forecasts and ROPA 24 allocations, however, is minimal
for the horizons of 2021 and 2031.

In addition, the Province is undertaking a review of its growth
forecasts. This is anticipated to result in additional population for the
Region of Peel which will again need to be allocated in a future
exercise.

Not applicable

The modifications to ROPA 24 impact all three area municipalities.
The greatest impact to Mississauga will be in the 2031 Urban
Boundary Expansion required for the Ninth Line lands and the
potential surplus of employment land. Provincial request for a
Regional land budget associated with the population is supported as it
would provide clarity regarding future greenfield expansions. In
regards to the Provincial modifications requiring a stronger role from
the Region in the implementation of ROPA 24, the original policies
are preferred.

APPENDIX 1:Region of Peel Official Plan Amendment No. 24 —
Minister’s Draft Decision

Edward R. Sajecki
Commissioner of Planning and Building
Prepared By: Emily Irvine, Planner

KAPLAN\POLICY\GROUP\2011 Peel Region\Corporate Report - Provincial Modifications ROPA 24.doc
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October 27, 2010

Mr. Arvin Prasad, M.C.LLP., R.P.P.
Director, Planning Policy and Research
Regional Municipality of Peel

10 Peel Centre Drive

Brampton, ON

L6T 4B9

Dear Mr. Prasad:

Region of Peel Official Plan Amendment No. 24 - Minister's Draft
Decision

MMAH File Number: 21-OP-9601-24

Subject:

Please find enclosed a Draft Decision on Region of Peel Official Plan
Amendment No. 24 (ROPA 24) which was adopted by Regional Council on April
22 2010 under By-law 34-2010. ROPA 24 is intended to bring the Region’s
Official Plan into conformity with the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden
Horseshoe and the Greenbelt Plan while being consistent with the Provincial
Policy Statement, 2005. Full conformity with the Lake Simcoe Protection Plan is
expected to be addressed through a future subsequent ROPA.

We acknowledge the dedication, commitment and effort the Region has
demonstrated towards completing and adopting ROPA 24. We appreciate the
collaborative approach between the Region, local municipalities and the Province
to ensure effective implementation of provincial policies and plans and are
particularly pleased with the pre-consuitation process and the on-going efforts of
staff from our respective organizations throughout the review and adopted plans.
We look forward to continuing this collaborative approach prior to the Minister

issuing a Final Decision.

To this end, our Draft Decision reflects many of the comments that we had made
to the Region during the draft stage. The Draft Decision is intended to mark a
starting point for the next round of meetings and discussions between provincial,
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local and regional staff. The Draft Decision includes 110 modifications and two

proposed non-decisions. A number of the modifications are either minor or

- technical in nature while others are more significant requiring substantially more

gislcussion and detailed analysis. The more substantive issues are identified
elow:

Regional Municipal Comprehensive Review

ROPA 24 includes several policies that defer to the lower-tier municipalities with
respect to settlement area boundary expansions and the conversion of lands
within employment areas. Section 5.4.5.2.4 for example, directs the Town of
Caledon to include palicies in its Official Plan which require that a municipal
comprehensive review be undertaken prior to the consideration of an expansion
to the boundary of an existing settlement area. It remains our position that it is
the Region’s responsibility to undertake a Regional Municipal Comprehensive
Review to justify settlement area boundary expansions and the conversion of
lands within employment areas. We have included modifications in our Draft
Decision to clarify that such planning exercises are to be led and undertaken by
the Region in consultation with the lower-tier municipalities. We have further
clarified this Growth Plan requirement by defining the term ‘Regional Municipal
Comprehensive Review' in the Glossary. The Minister modified the Region of
York's Official Plan to include the same definition in their recent decision.

Non-Decisions

Through our Draft Decision, we have proposed two non-decisions at this time,
Our reason for doing so is to get a better understanding of the Region’s
background analysis before proceeding. The two non-decisions highlight the
areas in which provincial and regional staff will focus their efforts over the next

several weeks.
Population, Household and Employment Forecasts (Table 3)

The Draft Decision proposes a non-decision be made on the population,
household and employment forecasts for the City of Brampton and the Town of
Caledon. It remains unclear, despite having carefully reviewed ROPA 24 and the
background reports entitled ‘Places to Prosper - Managing Growth in Peel
Region’ and ‘Employment and Employment Lands' how the population,
household and employment forecasts presented in Table 3 were arrived at; how
they correspond to the existing land supply that is available throughout the
Region; what the ultimate land need will be in the Region to meet the proposed
forecasts (both residential and employment); what "take-outs’ were used to
determine existing land supply; and how the intensification and density targets of
the Growth Plan are being assigned across the Region.

These, and other questions, will be asked when our staff have an opportunity to
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meet with the Region in the coming weeks.
Regional Employment Land Budget 2006 - 2031 (Figure 15).

Similarly, we are also proposing a hon-decision on Figure 15 in ROPA 24. Based
on our review, it appears as though the methodology employed has not changed
since we provided comments on the proposed amendment. Our review of Figure
16, and the ‘Updated Employment and Employment Lands’ paper continues to
be that the Region used various assumptions that either underestimates the
existing employment land supply or overestimates the need for new additional
employment lands. These assumptions include the following:

« structural vacancies and net-to-gross development factors are used to reduce
the existing designated land supply and also to determine the future land
demand; and

+ previous employment densities are being used to determine future land need
rather than using the Growth Plan density target of 50 residents and jobs per

hectare.

ROPA 24 also defers to the lower-tier municipalities to identify where
employment lands are located and what employment uses are permitted within
these areas. MMAH is proposing modifications within the Draft Decision that
require the Region to take a strong leadership position with respect to
employment lands. MMAH is seeking input from the Region on two policies that
are essential to ensuring the employment forecasts will be met and that the
Region will have a basis for evaluating applications to convert lands within
employment areas to non-employment uses. First, the Region must identify what
constitutes an employment use, and second, must clarify what uses are not
permitted in employment areas.

Greenbelt Plan

Section 3.1 of the Greenbeit Plan distinguishes between prime agricultural areas
and rural areas within the Agricultural System and contains a distinct policy
framework for each of the land use categories. ROPA 24 should distinguish
between prime agricultural areas and rural areas given the rural land use
designation is more permissive than the latter. Recreational, tourism, institutional
and resource-based commercialfindustrial uses are permitied within rural areas
and not in prime agricultural areas. We have included modifications in our Draft
Decision to distinguish between rural areas and prime agricultural areas. Further
discussion is required between regional and provincial staff to confirm the extent

of Peel’s prime agricultural areas.
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Lake Simcoe Protection Plan

The Lake Simcoe Watershed extends into Peel Region. We understand the
Region intends to bring its Official Plan into conformity with the Lake Simcoe
Protection Plan {LSPP) through a separate amendment. As an interim measure,
MMAH has inciuded modifications in the Drait Decision to map the Lake Simcoe
Watershed and to reference the LSPP. MMAH has taken a consistent approach
with York and Durham Regions.

Schedule and Figure Amendments

The Draft Decision notes that Schedules B, D, D3 and Figures 4 and 16 will be
replaced with new Schedules and Figures. The new Schedules and Figures will
be attached to the Final Decision. We have attached a list of the modifications to
be made to the Schedules and Figures. Like the policy modifications, these
modifications will be discussed between the Province and the Region over the
next few weeks. We would appreciate that the Region amend the Schedules and
Figures accordingly and forward the revised materials to the Province for
insertion into the Minister's Final Decision.

Next Steps

We encourage you to review the enclosed Draft Decision carefully. You will note
that several of our modifications have been carried over from our comments
dated October 6, 2009. We suggest provincial and regional staff work closely and
collaboratively over the month of November to bring ROPA 24 into greater

conformity with provincial plans and policy.

Thank you for your cooperation and commitment to developing an official plan
that fully conforms to provingcial plans and policy. Should you have any guestions
regarding the above, please do not hesitate to contact David Sit, Manager-

Planning Projects at 416 585 6583.

Regards,

" Redional Director

i/

Attachments: Draft Decision, List of Schedule and Figure Amendments

c.c.. Mr. Tanzeel Merchant, Manager Planning and Analysis, MOI
Steve Strong, District Planner, MNR
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ROPA 24 DRAFT DECISION: Gctlober 27, 2010

DRAFT DECISION

With respect to Regional Official Plan Amendment No. 24
Subsection 17(34) of the Planning Act

| hereby approve all of Amendment No. 24 to the Official Plan for the Regional
Municipality of Peel, as adopted by By-law No. 34-2010, with the following
modifications:

Part B - The Amendment
1. ltem #1, on page 8, as it relates to Section 1.2 is modified by:
a. replacing "December 31, 2009” with "January 1, 2010

b. inserting “Provincial Policy Statement, 2005, Lake Simcoe
Protection Plan,” after “areas covered by the”;

c. inserting “for the Greater Golden Horseshoe” after “Growth
Plan”; and

d. inserting “and policies” after "a conflict, these provincial plans.”

2. Item #1 (New Amendment), on page 8, as it relates to Section 1.2 is
modified by inserting "Peel Region recognizes that the Lake Simcoe
Protection Plan, prepared in accordance with the Lake Simcoe Protection Act,
2008, came into effect on June 2, 2010. The Lake Simcoe Protection Plan is
a watershed-based plan that provides a roadmap to help restore and protect
the health of Lake Simcoe. Peel Region shall review the Lake Simcoe
Protection Plan and incorporate policies to enable its implementation through
a future Official Plan Amendment.” at the end of Section 1.2.

3. Item #3, on page 8, as it relates to Section 2.1.1 is modified by inserting “,
the Lake Simcoe Protection Plan, the Parkway Belt West Plan,” after the
words “the Greenbelt Plan.”

4. ltem #6, on page 9, as it relates to Paragraph 2 of Section 2.2.10 is
modified by inserting "that are mapped on Schedules B and D" after
“agricultural and rural areas.”

5. Item #6, on page 9, as it relates to Section 2.2.10 is modified by inserting the
following paragraph after the fifth paragraph: "Within the Parkway Belt West
Plan Area, the requirements of the Parkway Belt West Plan, established
under the Ontario Planning and Development Act, 1994 continue to apply and
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the Protected Countryside policies do not apply with the exception of Sections
3.2and 3.3."

6. ltem #6, on page 9, as it relates to now Paragraph 8 of Section 2.2.10 is
modified by inserting “the Lake Simcoe Protection Plan, the Growth Plan, the
Provincial Policy Statement, 2005, after “’provisions of the Greenbelt Plan,”.

7. ltem #6, on page 9, as it relates to now Paragraph 8 of Section 2.2.10 is
modified by inserting “at the time of municipal conformity” after “and local
circumstances” and “prior to December 16, 2004, after “results into its official
plan,”.

8. ltem #6, on page 10, as it relates to now Paragraph 9 of Section 2.2.10 is
modified by replacing “considering” with "minimizing.”

9. Item #6, on page 10, as it relates to now Paragraph 10 of Section 2.2.10 is
modified by inserting “by regulation or established through policies in the
Greenbelt Plan,” after "may be otherwise prescribed.”

10.1tem #6, on page 10, as it relates to Section 2.2.10.1 is modified by replacing
and “rural areas” with “rural and agriculturaf areas.”

11.ltem #6, on page 11, as it relates to Section 2.2.10.3.4 is modified by
replacing “as defined under the Greenbelt Act, 2005," with “made under the
Ontario Planning and Development Act, 1994, the Planning Act, and the
Condominium Act, 1998 which were.”

12.1tem #6, on page 11, as it relates to Section 2.2.10.3.6 is modified by
inserting “, as defined by Ontario Regulation 59/05, after "Greenbelt Plan
Area.”

13.1tem #6, on page 11, as it relates to Section 2.2,10.4 is modified by inserting
“which are mapped on Schedules B and D respectively." after “prime
agricultural areas, and rural areas.”

14.1tem #6 (New Amendment) on page 12, as it relates to Section 2.2.10.4 is
modified by inserting Section 2.2.10.4.2 which reads “Other uses may be
permitted subject to the general policies of Sections 4.2 to 4.6 of the
Greenbelt Plan.” after Section 2.2,10.4.1. Renumber subsequent sections

accordingly.

15.1tem #6, on page 12, as it relates to renumbered Section 2.2.10.4.3 is
modified by adding “at the time of conformity” after “prime agricultural and
rural area designations.”
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16. fem #6 (New Amendment), on page 12, as it relates to former Section
2.2.10.3 is deleted in its entirety. Renumber subsequent sections accordingly.

17.ltem Item #6 (New Amendment), on page 12, as it relates to Section
2.2.10.4 is modified by inserting Section 2.2.10.4.4 which reads “New land
uses and new or expanding livestock facilities shall comply with the minimum
distance separation formulae.” after Section 2.2.10.4.3. Renumber
subsequent sections accordingly. .

18.1tem #6, on page 13, as it relates to renumbered Section 2.2.10.4.7 is
modified by inserting “recognizing that an amendment io the Greenbelt Plan
will be required before an expansion may be permitted” after “2.2.10.4.37 of
this Plan” and replacing "policies 2.2.10.4.21 to 2.2.10.4.26" with “policies
2.2.10.4.3110 2.2.10.4.36.”

19.Item #6 (New Amendment), on page 13, as it relates to Section 2.2.10.4, is
modified by inserting Section 2.2.10.4.9 which reads “New multiple units or
multiple lots for residential dwellings shall not be permitted in rural areas.”
after renumbered Section 2.2.10.4.8. Renumber subsequent policies

accordingly.

20.ltem #6 (New Amendment), on page 13, as it relates to Section 2.2.10.4, is
modified by inserting Section 2.2.10.4.10 which reads “Direct the Town of
Caledon and the City of Brampton to identify key natural heritage features
and key hydrologic features in their Official Plans.” after renumbered Section
2.2.10.4.9. Renumber subsequent policies accordingly.

21.ltem #6, on page 14, as it relates to renumbered Section 2.2.10.4.13 is
modified by:

a. replacing "to include policies in their official pians” with “in
developing official plan policies”;

b. inserting “and” after "key natural heritage features”; and
¢. replacing "and other natural features” with “or their functions.”

22.Item #6 (New Amendment), on page 14, as it relates to Section 2.2.10.4 is
modified by inserting Section 2.2.10.4.14 which reads "New buildings or
structures for agriculture, agricultural-related and secondary uses are subject
to the Greenbelt policies related to key natural heritage features and key
hydrologic features policies rather than policies related to the Natural Heritage
System. ” after renumbered Section 2.2.10.4.13.
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23.ltem #6 (New Amendment), on page 14, as it relates to Section 2.2.10.4 is
modified by inserting Section 2.2.10.4.15 after the policy proposed above
and renumber subsequent sections accordingly:

New development or site alteration in the Natural Heritage System
shall demonstrate that:

a) there will be no negative effects on key natural heritage features
or key hydrologic features or their functions;

b) connectivity between key natural heritage features and key
hydrologic features is maintained, or where possible, enhanced for
the movement of native plants and animals across the landscape;

c¢) the removal of other natural features not identified as key natural
heritage features and key hydrologic features should be avoided;

and

d) the disturbed area of any site does not exceed 25 percent, and
the impervious surface does not exceed 10 percent, of the total
developable area except for recreational uses and non-renewable
resources as identified in the Greenbelt Plan. For golf courses, the
disturbed area shall not exceed 40 percent of the site.

24.1tem #6 (New Amendment), on page 14, as it relates to Section 2.2.10.4 is
modified by inserting Section 2.2.10.4.16 which reads “Prohibit an urban use
in the Natural Heritage System which is planned to serve an adjacent urban
use.” after the policy proposed above.

25.item #6 (New Amendment), on page 15, as it relates to Section 2.2.10.4 is
modified by inserting Section 2.2.10.4.18 which reads “Take a
comprehensive, integrated and long-term approach to the protection,
improvement and restoration of the quality and quantity of water through a
systems approach.” before renumbered Section 2.2.10.4.19.

26.1tem #6, on page 15, as it relates to renumbered Section 2.2,10.4.19 is
modified by replacing “Promote watershed planning to* with “Ensure
watershed plans.”

27.ltem #6, on page 15, as it relates to renumbered Section 2.2.10.4.20 is
modified by inserting “, such as wellhead protection areas,” after “and ground
water areas.”

28.ltem #6, on page 16, as it relates to renumbered Section 2.2.10.4.24 is
modifted by deleting “where such identification is technically feasible, unless

Page 4 of 18




ROPA 24 DRAFT DECISION: October 27, 2010

municipal criteria achieve the same objective in which case the municipal
criteria will apply” after “criteria established by the Province.”

29.1tem #6, on pége 16, as it relates o renumbered Section 2.2,10.4.25 is
modified by replacing "Section 2.3.2.5” with “Sections 3.2.4.4 and 3.24.5 of
the Greenbelt Plan and Section 2.3.2.5 of this Plan.”

30.ltem #6 (New Amendment), on page 16, as it relates to Section 2.2.10.4, is
modified by inserting Section 2.2.10.4.26 which reads “New buildings and
structures for agricultural uses will be required to provide a 30 metre
vegetation protection zone from a key natural heritage feature or key
hydrologic feature in accordance with the Greenbelt Plan.” after renumbered
Section 2.2.10.4.25. Renumber subsequent sections accordingly.

31.1fem #6 (New Amendment), on page 16, as it relates to Section 2.2.10.4 is
modified by inserting Section 2.2.10.4.27 which reads “Promote planning and
design that ensures the external connections identified on Schedule D3 are
maintained and/or enhanced.” before renumbered Section 2.2,10.4.28.
Renumber subsequent sections accordingly.

32.Item #6 (New Amendment), on page 16, as it relates to Section 2.2.10.4 is
modified by inserting Section 2.2.10.4.29 which reads “Encourage
stewardship, remediation and appropriate park and trail initiatives that strive
to enhance the ecological features and functions found within valley systems.”
after renumbered Section 2.2.10.4.28. Renumber subseguent sections
accordingly.

33.Item #6, on page 17, as it relates to renumbered Section 2.2.10.4.31 is
modified by replacing “Direct the City of Brampton and the Town of Caledon
to include, in their official plans, policies to prohibit sefflement areas outside
the Greenbelt to expand into the Greenbelt.” with “Prohibit settlement areas
outside the Greenbelt to expand into the Greenbelt.”

34.ltem #6, on page 17, as it relates to renumbered Section 2.2.10.4.33 is |
modified by replacing “Permit” with “Subject to a Greenbelt Plan Amendment
and a Regional Municipal Comprehensive Review, consider.”

35.1tem #6, on page 17, as it relates to renumbered Section 2.2.10.4.35 is
modified by inserting “to the Greenbelt Plan" after “at the time of municipal
conformity.”

36.l1tem #6, on page 19, as it relates to Section 2.2.10.5.4 is modified by
deleting Section 2.2.10.5.4 in its entirety and replacing it with the following:
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2.2.10.5.4 Prohibit residential dwelling units in association with recreational
uses unless the dwelling units are intended for an employee of
the proposed use.

2.2.10.5.5 Require an application to establish or expand a major recreational
use in the Natural Heritage System be accompanied by a
Vegetation Enhancement Plan in accordance with the Greenbelt

Plan.

2.2.10.5.6 Require an application to expand or establish a major recreational
use be accompanied by a conservation plan demonstrating how
water use and nutrient and biocide will be kept to a minimum,
including the establishment and monitoring of targets.

2.2.10.5.7 Permit the establishment of small-scale structures for recreational
uses (such as boardwalks, footbridges, fences, docks and picnic
facilities) within key natural heritage features and key hydrologic
features.

Renumber subsequent sections accordingly.

37.ltem #6, on page 20, as it relates to renumbered Section 2.2.10.5.10 is
modified by replacing “a key natural heritage feature or _key hydrologic
feature and their associated vegetation protection zones" with “the vegetation
protection zone of a key natural heritage feature or _key hydrologic feature.”

38.Item #6 (New Amendment), on page 20, as it relates to Section 2.2.10.5 is
modified by inserting Section 2.2.10.5.11 which reads “Carry out renewable
natural resource activities within key natural heritage features or key
hydrologic features in a manner that maintains or, where possible, improves
these features and their functions. Renewable resources are those non-
agriculture-based natural resources that support uses and activities such as
forestry, water taking, fisheries, conservation and wildlife management.” after
Section 2.2.10.5.10. Renumber subsequent sections accordingly.

39.1tem #6, on page 21, as it relates to renumbered Section 2.2.10.5.14 is
modified by replacing “have approvals for such services" with *had approvals
for such services as of December 16, 2004."

40.item #6, on page 22, as it relates to renumbered Section 2.2.10.5.17 is
modified by replacing “the date the Greenbelt Plan came into effect” with
“December 16, 2004.”

41.1tem #6, on page 22, as it relates to renumbered Section 2.2.10.5.22 is
modified by:
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a. replacing "Prohibit mineral aggregate operations or wayside pits
within the Protected Countryside of the Greenbelt; unless the
appropriate requirements” with “Mineral aggregate operations or
wayside pits within the Protected Countryside of the Greenbelt
are permitted provided they meet the requirements”; and

b. deleting “, have been addressed to the satisfaction of the
Region of Peel, the City of Brampton and the Town of Caledon,
in consultation with the applicable conservation authority and
the Ministry of Natural Resources.” after “Town of Caledon
official plans.”

42.1tem #6 (New Amendment), on page 23, as it relates to Section 2.2.10.5 is
modified by inserting Section 2.2.10.5.24 which reads "Where new licences
will be undertaking rehabilitation of mineral aggregate operation sites in the
Protected Countryside they wili do so in accordance with Section 4.3.2.5 of
the Greenbelt Plan." after renumbered Section 2.2.10.5.23.

43.l1tem #6, on page 23, as it relates to renumbered Section 2.2.10.5.27 is
modified by:

a. replacing “on the day before the Greenbelt Plan came into
force" with "on December 15, 2004” in a);

b. replacing “the date the Greenbelt Plan came into force” with
“December 16, 2004 in b);

c¢. replacing “Outside” with “outside” in ¢); and
d. inserting “may be considered” after “structures to both” in d).

44 Item #21, on page 25, as it relates to Section 3.5.2.6 is modified by not
deleting the words “on the Oak Ridges Moraine” and adding the words “in the
Greenbelt.” :

45.1tem #23, on page 26, as it relates to Section 3.2.2.11 is modified by
inserting “, or any other settlement areas in the Town of Caledon." after
“Bolton Rural Service Centres.”

46.1tem #25, on page 26, as it relates to Section 4.1.1, Purpose, Paragraph 4
is modified by replacing *, changing provincial policy framework or Census of
Canada results” with “and changing provincial policy framework.”

47.1tem #28, on page 27, as it relates to Section 4.2.2.2 is modified by adding
“of Section 4.2.2.1 and by deleting Section 4.2.2.2 in its entirety.” after "in line

one.”
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48.1tem #30 (New Amendment), on page 27, as it relates to Section 4.2.25 is
modified by replacing “Direct the area municipalities to use” with "Use.”
Renumber subsequent amendments accordingly.

49.1tem #31 (former ltem #30), on page 27, as it relates to Section 4.2,2.6 is
modified by:

a. inserting “Province and” after “jointly with the”; and
b. inserting “at least every five years” after "in Table 3."

50.1tem #32 (New Amendment), on page 27, as it relates to Section 4.2.2.7 is
modified by inserting “Monitor, in cooperation with the area municipalities,
residential and employment growth on an annual basis to ensure the
intensification, density and housing targets identified in this Plan are met.”
after renumbered Section 4.2.2.6.

51.1tem #33 (former ltem #31), on page 28, as it relates to Table 3 is modified
by replacing

2011 Total Peel Population = 1,323,000
2011 Total Peel Employment = 665,000
2031 Total Peel Population = 1,641,000

with

2011 Total Peel Population = 1,320,000
2011 Total Peel Employment = 730,000
2031 Total Peel Population = 1,640,000.

52.1tem #39 (former Item #37), on page 29, as it relates to Section 5.2.1.3 is
modified by inserting “of this Plan” after “intensification and density targets.”

53.ltem #40 (former Item #38), on page 29, as it relates to-Section 5.2.2.1 is
modified by replacing “the Growth Plan policies and targets” with “the policies

and targefs of this Plan.”

54.1tem #41 (New Amendment), on page 29, as it relates to Section 5.2.2.2 is
modified by deleting it in its entirety and renumbering the subsequent sections

accordingly.

55.1tem #42 {former ltem #41), on page 29, as it relates to renumbered Section
5.2.2.2 is modified by:

a. replacing “Consider any” with "Any”; and
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b. replacing “only in the context of a review of this Plan and subject
to a municipal comprehensive review’ with “will only be
undertaken by the Region once a Regional Municipal
Comprehensive Review has been undertaken.”

56.I1tem #48 (New Amendment), on page 30, as it relates to Section 5.3.2 is
modified by inserting Section 5.3.2.2 which reads “Notwithstanding Section
5.3.2.1, lands within the City of Brampton that are subject to the policies of
the Greenbelt Plan are not part of the Region’s Urban System.” after Section
5.3.2.1 and renumbering the subsequent sections accordingly.

57.1tem #49 (former Item #45), on page 30, as it relates to renumbered Section
5.3.2.5 is modified by inserting “the” after “proceed according to" and “policies
of this Plan” after “management and phasing.”

58.1tem #54 (former Item #50), on page 31, as it relates to Section 5.3.3.2.1 is
modified by inserting “and delineate the boundaries of urban growth centres”
after "Mississauga to designate” and “employment,” after “development and
redevelopment with."

59.Item #56 (New Amendment), on page 32, as it relates to Section 5.3.3.2 is
modified by inserting Section 5.3.3.2.4 which reads “Work cooperatively with
the Cities of Brampton and Mississauga to ensure any development that is
proposed within the urban growth centres is consistent with the policies of this
Plan as well as the applicable area municipal official plans and Secondary
Plan.” after Section 5.3.3.2.3.

60.Item #57 (former Iltem #52), on page 33, as it relates to renumbered Section
5.3.3.2.6 is modified by replacing “Support the area municipalities to identify
in their official plans as focus areas for intensification: intensification corridors,
major transit station areas and other appropriate urban nodes, in addition to
the urban growth centres identified in this Plan.” with "Require the area
municipalities to identify intensification corridors, major transit station areas
and other major intensification opportunities including infill, redevelopment,
brownfield sites, the expansion or conversion of existing buildings and
greyfields in their official plans and support increased residential and
employment densities within these areas to ensure the viability of transit and
a mix of residential, office, institutional and commercial development where

appropriate.”

61.l1tem #59 (New Amendment), on page 34, as it relates to Section 5.3.3.2 is
modified by inserting Section 5.3.3.2,10 which reads "Floodplain special
policy areas should not be planned for intensification beyond the level of
development that is currently provided for in the local municipal official plan,
unless it has been demonstrated that no other alternatives exist outside the
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floodplain. Any change in the level of development within the special policy
area must be comprehensively assessed by the municipality.” after Section
5.3.3.2.9 and renumbering the subsequent sections and amendments

accordingly.

62.1tem #63 (former Item #57), on page 35, as it relates to Section 5.4.2.1 is
modified by inserting ¢, Oak Ridges Moraine Conservation Plan, Lake Simcoe
Protection Plan” after “the Niagara Escarpment Plan” and “The Rural System
does not include prime agricultural areas identified on Schedule B. The
Palgrave Estate Residential Community is not a settlement area as defined
by the Growth Plan and the PPS, 2005." after “balance of the Rural System.”

63.1tem #68 (former Item #62), on page 386, as it relates to Section 5.4.3 is
modified by replacing “municipal comprehensive review" with “Regional
Municipal Comprehensive Review.”

64.ltem #69 (former Item #63), on page 36, as it relates to Section 5.4.3.2.2 is
modified by:

a. replacing “municipal comprehensive review” with "Regional
Municipal Comprehensive Review"; and

b. inserting “the Region, working with" before “the Town of
Caledon.”

65.1tem #75 (former ltem #69), on page 37, as it relates to Section 5.4.3.2.7 is
modified by deleting Section 5.4.3.2.7 in ifs entirety and renumbering the
subsequent sections accordingly.

66.1tem #81 (former ltem #75), on page 38, as it relates to Section 5.4.5.2.4 is
modified by replacing ‘require that a municipal comprehensive review be
undertaken prior to the consideration of an expansion to the boundary of an
existing rural settlement area. An amendment to the Town of Caledon official
plan shall be required which demonstrates that the requirements of Section
7.9.2.12, as determined jointly by the Town of Caledon and the Region, have
been met. Regional approval of an area municipal official plan amendment
will be required if it is demonstrated that such expansion will adversely impact
the ability to achieve the regional greenfield density target.” with "state that a
Regional Municipal Comprehensive Review needs to be undertaken prior to
the municipalities considering an expansion to the boundary of an existing
rural settlement area.”

67.1tem #84 (former Item #78), on page 38, as it relates to clause f of Section
5.4.6.2.1 is modified by deleting the word "and” after "the Greenbelt Plan” and
inserting “the Lake Simcoe Protection Plan” after “the Greenbelt Plan.”
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68.ltem #86 (former Item #79), on page 38, as it relates to Section 5.4.7 is
modified by deleting Section 5.4.7 Settlement Study Areas in its entirety and
renumbering subsequent sections accordingly.

69.ltem #86 (former Item #79), on page 39, as it relates to Section 5.5.1.1 is
modified by replacing “lands within the 2031 Urban Boundary and Rural
Service Centres” with “the built-up areas through intensification particularly
the urban growth cenfres, intensification corridors and major transit service

areas.”

70.1tem #86 (former Item #79), on page 39, as it relates to Section 5.5.1.4 is
modified by replacing "while providing for sufficient greenfield growth to
satisfy the land need to accommodate the population and employment
forecasts in this Plan” with “of this Plan through existing intensification and
greenfield development opportunities.”

71.ltem #86 (former Item #79), on page 39, as it relates to Section 5.5.1.6 is
modified by inserting “compact,” after “in Peef that are”; "transit-oriented,”
after “well-designed,”; ‘“include a diverse mix of land uses,” after “offer
transportation choices,”; and "high quality open space,” after “good range of

jobs.”

72.Item #86 (former Item #79), on page 39, as it relates to Section 5.5.2.1 is
modified by inserting “compact,” after “complete communities that are”;
“transit-oriented,” after “well-designed,”; “include a diverse mix of land uses,”
after "offer transportation choices,”; and “high quality open space,” after “good
range of jobs.” ' '

73.ltem #86 (former ltem #79}, on page 40, as it relates to Section 5.5.3.1.6 is
modified by:

a. replacing “explore” with “optimize”; and

b. inserting “before considering additional boundary expansions”
after "across the Region."

74.1tem #86 (New Amendment), on page 41, as it relates to Section 5.5.3.1 is
modified by inserting Section 5.5.3.1.7 which reads “To intensify employment
areas to reduce the need for long distance commuting and to ensure
sufficient land for forecasted growth.” after Section 5.5.3.1.6.

75.1tem #86 (New Amendment), on page 41, as it relates to Section 5.5.3.1 is
modified by inserting Section 5.5.3.1.8 which reads “To achieve a diverse
and compatible mix of land uses including residential and employment uses
to support vibrant neighbourhoods.” after Section 5.5.3.1.7.
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76.1tem #86 (former Item #79), on page 41, as it relates fo Section 5.5.3.2.5 is
modified by inserting the following text after “within the built-up area™

To 2031, residential development within the built-up area shall be
allocated as follows: '

City of Mississauga XX units
City of Brampton XX units
Town of Caledon XX units

77.1tem #86 (New Amendment), on page 41, as it relates to Section 5.5.3.2 is
modified by inserting Section 5.5.3.2.6 which reads “Monitor, in cooperation
with the area municipalities, growth within the built-up area on an annual
basis to ensure the unit targets identified in Section 5.5.3.2.5 are achieved.”
after Section 5.5.3.2.5 and renumbering the subsequent sections accordingly.

78.1tem #86 (former ltem #79), on page 41, as it relates to renumbered Section
5.5.3.2.7 is modified by replacing “achievement of the intensification
objectives.” with “a mix of residential, employment, office, institutional and
commercial -development and to ensure development of a viable transit
system.”

79.1tem #86 (New Amendment), on page 42, as it relates to Section 5.5.3.2 is
modified by inserting Section 5.5.3.2.8 which reads “Require the area
municipalities to identify and establish minimum density targets for
intensification corridors, urban nodes, major transit station areas.” after
renumbered Section 5.5.3.2.7 and renumbering the subsequent sections
accordingly.

80.Htem #86 (former ltem #79), on page 42, as it relates to Section 5.5.4.1.1 is
modified by inserting “and designate” after “To plan.”

81.1tem #86 (former Item #79), on page 42, as it relates to Section 5.5.4.1.2 is
modified by inserting “that support walking, cycling and the early integration
and sustained viability of transit services” after “"designated greenfield area.”

82.1tem #86 (former Item #79), on page 43, as it relates to Section 5.5.4.2.1 is
modified by deleting “or comparable Regional methodology.”

83.ltem #86 (New Amendment), on page 43, as it relates to Section 5.5.4.2 is
modified by inserting the following text after Section 5.5.4.2.1 and
renumbering the subsequent sections accordingly:

Section 5.5.4.2.2 Development within the designated greenfield
areas shall be designed to meet or exceed the following minimum
densities:
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City of Mississauga XX
City of Brampton XX
Town of Caledon XX

84.1tem #86 (former ltem #79), on page 43, as it relates to renumbered Section
5.5.4.2.3 is modified by replacing “"Complete an analysis in collaboration with
the area municipalities within 6 to 12 months from the date of adoption of
Regional Official Plan Amendment No. 24, to demonstrate how allocation of
the Regional Forecasts included in Table 3 will be planned at the municipal
level, to contribute to the achievement of the minimum combined Regional
greenfield density target.” with the following text:

Settlement area boundary expansions shall not be permitted until
the following are completed:

« an analysis to demonstrate how allocation of the Regional
Forecasts included in Table 3 will be planned at the municipal
level to contribute to the achievement of the minimum
intensification and combined regional greenfield density target of
this Plan; and

+ a Regional Official Plan Amendment.

85, Item #86 (former ltem #79), on page 43, as it relates to renumbered Section
5.5.4.2.5 is modified by replacing “such expansion contributes to the
achievement of a minimum greenfield density target of 50 residents and jobs
combined per hectare across the Region by 2031 and is consistent with
Section 7.9 of this Plan.” with “the greenfield density target has been met and
it has been demonstrated, through a Regional Municipal Comprehensive
Review, that sufficient opportunities to accommodate forecasted growih,
through intensification and in designated greenfield areas, are not available.”

86.1tem #86 (New Amendment), on page 44, as it relates to Section 5.5.4.2 is
modified by inserting Section 5.5.4.2.8 which reads "Direct the area
municipalities to incorporate official plan policies to plan for complete
communities within designated greenfield areas that create high quality public
open spaces with site design and urban design standards that support
opportunities for transit, walking and cycling.” after Section 5.5.4.2.7.

87.1tem #86 (New Amendment), on page 44, as it relates to Section 5.5.4.2 is
modified by inserting Section 5.5.4.2.9 which reads “Municipalities will direct
where development in designated greenfield areas will be phased in order to
achieve the intensification and density targets of this Plan.” after Section
5.5.4.2.8.
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88.item #86 (former ltem #79), on page 44, as it relates to Section 5.6,
Employment Areas, Paragraph 1 is modified by replacing “611,000" with
"610,000” and “1,641,000" with "1,640,000."

89.Item #86 (former Item #79), on page 45, as it relates to Section 5.6.1.6 is
modified by replacing “To protect’ with “To plan for, protect and preserve.”

90.ltem #86 (former Item #79), on page 46, as it relates to Section 5.6.2.3 is
modified by replacing “Use the employment forecasts in Table 3 for
employment land use planning in the Region using Figure 15 of this Plan as a
guideline. The employment land need numbers in Tables E and F of Figure
15 are subject to refinement following detailed area municipal studies that will
evaluate further opportunities for intensification and determine the type and
density of employment uses in new and existing employment areas. Any
changes resulting from these studies will not require a revision to Figure 15.”
with “Use the employment forecasts in Table 3 for employment land use
planning in the Region. Figure 15 shall inform Table 3."

91.l1tem #86 (New Amendment), on page 46, as it relates to Section 5.6.2.4 is
modified by replacing the existing policy in its entirety and replacing it with
“Monitor, in cooperation with the area municipalities, the supply of
employment lands on an annual basis to ensure the employment forecasts in
Table 3 are achieved.”

92.1tem #86 (former Item #79), on page 46, as it relates fo Section 5.6.2.6 is
modified by replacing “as defined or designated in area municipal official

plans.” with the following:
For the purpose of this policy:

a) employment uses are XXX; and
b) uses not permitted in employment areas include XXX.

93.1tem #86 (former Item #79), on page 46, as it relates to Section 5.6.2.7 is
modified by inserting “for manufacturing, warehousing and associated retail,
office and ancillary facilities” after “interchanges and rail yards.”

94.1tem #86 (former Item #79), on page 46, as it relates to Section 5.6.2.8 is
modified by replacing "Review and consider approval of an area municipal
official plan amendment to convert employment land to non-employment uses
only where a municipal comprehensive review has been undertaken and such
review demonstrates that” with “Permit conversion of [ands within
employment areas, to non-employment uses, only through a Regional
Municipal Comprehensive Review that demonstrates:”
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95. Item #86 (former Item #79), on page 47, as it relates to Section 5.6.2.10 is
modified by

a. inserting “major” after “employment uses such as”;
b. inserting "appropriate” before “major institutionai”; and

c. replacing “other appropriate locations for growth such as nodes
and intensification corridors and other areas planned for office
and major institutional uses as designated and/or defined in
area municipal official plans.” with “areas with existing frequent
transit service or existing or planned higher order transit service.

96. Iltem #86 (New Amendment), on page 47, as it relates to Section 5.6.2 is
modified by inserting Section 5.6.2.14 which reads “Direct the City of
Mississauga fo plan for, protect and preserve employment areas in the
vicinity of the Toronto Pearson International Airport.” after Section

5.6.2.13.

97.ltem #92 (former ltem #86), on page 51, as it relates fo Section 7.9.2.12 is
modified by:

a. replacing “the 2031 Urban Boundary, 2021 or 2031 Rural
Service Centre boundary or the boundary for the Palgrave
Estate Residential Community” with “any settlement area
boundary”;

b. replacing “municipal comprehensive review’ with "Regional
Municipal Comprehensive Review”;

¢. inserting “and regional market area” after “in the area
municipality” in subsection b);

d. replacing “that the proposed expansion contributes to the
achievement of the regional intensification targets in Figure 18
and the Regional greenfield density target established for 2031;"
with “the timing of the expansion and the phasing of
development within the designated greenfield area will not
adversely affect the achievement of the intensification and
density targets of this Plan;” in subsection c);

e. inserting ‘“including the identification of Natural Heritage
Systems” after "protection and enhancement” in subsection {);

f. deleting "and no reasonable alternative locations with lower
priority agricultural lands” in subsection g);
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98.

90.

100.

g. inserting “"within Prime Agricultural Areas there are no
reasonable alternative locations on lower priority agricultural
lands” as subsection h); and

h. inserting the following three subsections:

0) proposed expansion will meet the requirements of the
Greenbelt Plan, Niagara Escarpment Plan, Lake Simcoe
Protection Plan and the Oak Ridges Moraine Conservation
Plan;

p) in determining the most appropriate location for expansions
to the boundaries of settlement areas the policies of
Sections 2 and 3 of the Provincial Policy Statement, 2005
are applied; and

g) impacts from expanding settiement areas on agricultural
operations are mitigated to the extent feasible.

ltem #93 (former Iltem #87), on page 52, as it relates to Implementation,
Section 7.9.2.13 is modified by:

a. deleting "urban growth centre or” after “Consider the designation
of a”;

b. replacing "municipal comprehensive review" with “Regional
Municipal Comprehensive Review" after “on the basis of a” and
after “such designations, the"; and

c. replacing “, as determined jointly by the area municipality and
the Region," with “have been met."

Iitem #94 (former ltem #88), on page 52, as it relates to Employment
Area/Areas, Glossary is modified by replacing “lands” with “areas.”

Item #94 (former Item #88), on page 52, as it relates to Major
Environmental Features, Glossary is modified by replacing "“(such as
wetlands, coastal wetlands, woodlands, valley lands, areas of natural and
scientific interest, habitat of endangered species and threatened species,
wildiife habitat, and fish habitat)” with “in wetlands, coastal wetlands,
woodlands, valley lands, areas of natural and scientific interest, habitat of
endangered species and threatened species, wildlife habitat, and fish
habitat.”
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101.

102.

103.

104.

Item #94 (former Item #88), on page 53, as it relates to Regional
Intensification Corridor, Glossary is modified by replacing “is transit-
supportive and that may link" with “supports higher-order transit service
and links."

Iltem #94 (New Amendment), on page 53, as it relates to Glossary is
modified by inserting the following:

Regional Municipal Comprehensive Review: An official
plan review which is undertaken by the Region, or an official
plan amendment which is undertaken by the Region, in
consultation with the respective area municipalities, which
comprehensively applies the schedules and policies of the
Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe.

ltem #94 (New Amendment), on page 53, as it relates to Glossary is
modified by inserting the following:-

Urban Node: XXXX

ltem #94 (former ltem #88), on page 53, as it relates to Settlement
Study Area, Glossary is modified by deleting the definition of Seftlement
Study Area.

SCHEDULES

105.

106.

107.

Item #95 (former Item #89), on page 53, as it relates to Schedule D is
modified by:

a. removing the Settlement Study Area around Mayfield, Tullamore and
Bolton; ' '

b. amending the North West Brampton Urban Development Area
boundary to reflect Schedule 1 of the Brampton Official Plan; and

c. distinguishing between the prime agricultural area and the rural area
and amending the legend accordingly.

Item #96 (former Item #90), on page 53, as it relates to Schedule D3 is
modified by:

a. identifying all existing hamlets;

b. deleting the hamlet shown at the intersection between King Street and
Kennedy Road; and

c. mapping the Lake Simcoe Watershed Boundary.

ltem #97 (former Item #91), on page 54, as it relates to Figure 4 is
modified by:
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108.

109.

110.

a. amending the 2011 Total Peel Population to read 1,320,000, the
2011 Total Peel Employment to read 730,000 and the 2031
Total Peel Population to read 1,640,000; and

b. including Schedule 3 of the Growth Plan as a source.

ltem #98 (former ltem #92), on page 54, as it relates to Figure 16 is
modified by:

a. identifying lands within the built-up area as such and lands
within the designated greenfield area as such with respect to
Palgrave Estates Residential Community; and

b. distinguishing between the prime agricultural area and the rural
area and amend the legend accordingly.

item #99 (New Amendment), on page 54, wellhead protection areas are
to be mapped.

Iltem #100 (New Amendment), on page 54, as it relates to Schedule B —
Prime Agricultural Area is modified by identifying all lands designated
‘Prime Agricultural Area’ in Peel Region.

NON-DECISIONS

A non-decision is being made on the population and employment
forecasts for the City of Brampton and the Town of Caledon presented in
Table 3: Population, Household and Employment Forecasts for Peel.

A non-decision is being made on Figure 15 - Regional Employment Land
Budget 2006 — 2031.
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