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DATE: May 10, 2011

TO: Chair and Members of Planning and Development Committee
Meeting Date: May 30, 2011

FROM: Edward R. Sajecki
Commissioner of Planning and Building

SUBJECT: Appeal to the Ontario Municipal Board
Committee of Adjustment Decision

Cof A'A'47/11 W5

305 Matheson Boulevard East
South of Matheson Boulevard East, west of Kennedy Road
Owner: 2030509 Ontario Inc. -
ABC Montessori School
Ward 5

RECOMMENDATION:  That the Report dated May 10, 2011, from the Commissioner of
Planning and Building regarding the appeal filed by Legal Services
by letter be continued and that Legal Services, together with other
appropriate City staff attend the Ontario Municipal Board hearing
in support of the appeal of the decision of the Committee of
Adjustment under file 'A' 47/11 W5, 2030509 Ontario Inc. - ABC
Montessori School, granted on March 24, 2011, regarding the
property at 305 Matheson Boulevard East.

BACKGROUND: On March 24, 2011, the Committee of Adjustment approved minor
variance application, 'A' 47/11 W5, to continue to permit the
operation of a private school on the subject property (as previously
approved pursuant to Committee of Adjustment Decision
File 'A' 53/06); whereas Zoning By-law 0225-2007, as amended,
does not permit such a use in an "E2-1" (Employment Exception
Zone), and being located within the Lester B. Pearson International
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COMMENTS:

Airport (LBPIA) Operating Area Restrictions identified on
Schedule 2.1.23 in this instance.

Background information is provided in Appendix 1.

The private school was previously the subject of minor variance
applications in 2000 and 2006, as well as appeals to the Ontario
Municipal Board. The most recent application before the
Committee of Adjustment (file 'A' 47/11 WS5) was to continue to
permit the operation of a private school on the subject property
until more suitable premises are found. The Planning and Building
Department is of the opinion that sufficient time has been provided
to the operator to allow the private school to relocate outside of the
Airport Operating Area. Therefore, this Department recommended
that the variance application be refused on the basis that the
request to continue to permit a private school use on the subject
property does not maintain the general intent and purpose of the
Official Plan or the Zoning By-law, is not minor in nature, nor
desirable for the appropriate use of the land.

Official Plan

The subject property is designated "Business Employment" under
the Gateway District policies of Mississauga Plan, which allows
for an integrated mix of employment activities inclusive of
manufacturing, assembling, processing, fabricating, research and
development, accessory sales and service, warehousing,
distributing and wholesaling, mainly within enclosed buildings. A
private school is a community use that is permitted in all
designations, except Greenbelt. However, since the subject
property is located within the LBPIA Operating Area [30-35

NEP (Noise Exposure Projection)/NEF (Noise Exposure Forecast)
composite noise contours], the Aircraft Noise policies of
Mississauga Plan also apply. Policy 3.11.2.1.6 of the Aircraft
Noise policies states that "New development and redevelopment or
infilling for hospitals, nursing homes, daycare facilities and public
and private schools within the LBPIA Operating Area will not be
permitted as a principal or accessory use." Therefore, a private
school use on the subject property is not permitted and does not
maintain the general intent and purpose of the Official Plan.
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With respect to the proposed new Mississauga Official Plan, which
was endorsed by Council on September 29, 2010, the subject
property continues to be designated as "Business Employment"
under the Gateway Employment Area policies and located within
the Airport Operating Area. Policy 6.9.2.4 of the Aircraft Noise
policies continues to prohibit new development and redevelopment
or infilling for private schools within the Airport Operating Area as
a principal or accessory use. Therefore, the proposal does not
maintain the general intent and purpose of the Council endorsed
Mississauga Official Plan.

Region of Peel Official Plan

We note that Region of Peel staff did not object to the most recent
variance application as Peel Regional Council adopted an
amendment to the Region's Official Plan (ROPA 22,
Transportation Policies) on November 19, 2009 by

By-law 108-2009. This amendment removed the restriction on
sensitive land uses within the Airport Operating Area and replaced
it with a policy that allows the local municipalities to permit
sensitive land uses subject to the following:

e That such exceptions are limited to redevelopment of existing
residential uses and other sensitive land use;

e Such exceptions prohibit, above the 35 NEF/NEP contour,
redevelopment or infilling of new sensitive land uses such as
(but not limited to) daycare facilities and public and private
schools in this instance;

e Development proponents demonstrate that there will be no
negative impacts to the long-term function of the airport;

e That cities such as Mississauga define areas to which the
exception apply;

e Ministry of the Environment (MOE) acoustical design
standards are met; and

e Development proponents may be required to demonstrate that
proposed new sensitive land uses are appropriately designed,
separated and/or buffered from major facilities to prevent
adverse effects from noise and other contaminants and
minimize risk to the public health and safety.
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The Region recommended that the Committee consider the
comments from the City of Mississauga's Planning and Building
Department in this regard.

ROPA 22 indicates that the municipality will define the areas
where the exception for sensitive land uses applies. Under the
proposed new Mississauga Official Plan, permission for sensitive
land uses including public and private schools may be permitted
within the Malton, Meadowvale Village and East Credit
neighbourhoods inside the Airport Operating Area on an individual
basis below the 35 NEP/NEF composite noise contour. In
addition, an accessory daycare to an employment use may be
permitted within both the Gateway and Airport Corporate Centre
Character Areas below the 35 NEP/NEF composite noise contour,
but this permission does not extend to the Gateway Employment
Area or to public and private schools.

Zoning By-law

The subject property is zoned "E2-1" (Employment Exception
Zone). The applicable zone provisions permit a variety of business
activities, inclusive of office, commercial uses, motor vehicle
service, hospitality associated uses and other uses. A private
school is not a permitted use. Further, the subject property is
located within the LBPIA Operating Area Restrictions identified
on Schedule 2.1.23 of Zoning By-law 0225-2007, as amended,
which does not permit a private school use. Therefore, a private
school use on the subject property does not maintain the general
intent and purpose of the Zoning By-law.

Four Tests of a Minor Variance

An application for a minor variance from a Zoning By-law must
meet all four tests established under the Planning Act, namely, the
application must: maintain the general intent and purpose of the
Official Plan; maintain the general intent and purpose of the
Zoning By-law; be desirable for the appropriate development or
use of the land; and, be minor in nature. Failure to satisfy just one
of these tests is fatal to the application.
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FINANCIAL IMPACT:

CONCLUSION:

The Committee of Adjustment considered the submissions put
forward and was satisfied that the amended request is a desirable
use for the subject property. The Committee indicated that they
have had an opportunity to re-visit the site and noted that there are
other schools and daycare facilities within the vicinity that are also
located within the LBPIA Operating Area. The Committee
indicated that to uproot the school to another location would have a
negative impact on the community. The application was approved
subject to the condition that the decision is personal to "ABC
Montessori School" and shall be in effect so long as the subject
premises are leased and/or occupied by the same.

OMB Appeal

The Committee of Adjustment's decision to approve the variance
was to be final and binding on April 20, 2011. Based on Council
endorsed protocol, the Planning and Building Department will
prepare a Corporate Report to the Planning and Development
Committee recommending that the City appeal a decision of the
Committee of Adjustment, when in this Department's opinion, the
Committee's decision does not maintain the general intent and
purpose of the Official Plan. Accordingly, the Planning and
Building Department requested that Legal Services prepare the
appropriate Notice of Appeal to the Ontario Municipal Board
(OMB) and have filed a "placeholder" appeal prior to the appeal
period expiring and pending further instruction from Council.

Not applicable.

The minor variance approved by the Committee of Adjustment
under file 'A"' 47/11 W5, does not maintain the general intent of the
Official Plan or the Zoning By-law, is not minor in nature and is
not desirable for the appropriate use of the land.
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ATTACHMENTS: Appendix 1:
Appendix 2:
Appendix 3:
Appendix 4:
Appendix 5:

Committee of Adjustment Decision 'A' 47/11
Land Use Map

Zoning Map

Aerial Photograph

General Context Map

Edward R. Sajecki
Commissioner of Planning and Building

Prepared By: Stephanie Segreti, Committee of Adjustment

Planner
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COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT

IN THE MATTER OF SECTION 45(1) OR (2)
of The Planning Act R.S:0. 1990,-¢.P.13, as amended
- and -
IN THE MATTER .OF ZONING BY-LAW:0225-2007 APPE fﬁ}g Jam
as amanded
-and -
iN THE MATTER OF AN APPLICATION BY

2030509 ONTARIO INGC.

an Thursday, March 24, 2011

2030508 Onfario Inc, 15 the owner of Part of Block 20, Reglsiered Plan M-364, located-and
known as 335 Matheson Bodlevard East, zoned £2-1, Erployment. The applicant requiests
{he ‘Commiltiee o authorize a minor varlance:to continue to permit the operation of-a private
school on ‘the subjecl proparly {as previously dpproved pursusnt to Ontario Municipal
Board.Declslon Number 0592); whereas By-taw 0226-2007, as amended, does not pemilt a
private school use in lhis instance.

On February 10, 2011 Mr. C. Siobie, authorized agsni, attended and requesled that the
applicalion be deferred to allow for further discussions with Planning staff and the Greater
Toronto Airport Authorify. He noled that each respetiive stakeholder had significant
concarns and he wisheéd to altempt to resolve themn before progeeding.

The Commlilea reviewed the Information and plans submilled with the application.

The Cily of Mississauga Planning and Bullding Department commented as follows
{(February 8, 2011):

"1.0 RECOMMENDATION

The Planning and Buiiding Department recommends thaf {he application be refused.

2.0 BACKGROUND
Mississatiga Plan

Planning Dislrict: Gateway
Dassignatfion: Business Employmeit

Zoning By-Jaw 0225-2007
Zohing: “E2.1", Employment

3.0 OTHER APPLICATIONS

No ofher applications are-currently in process.

4,0 COMMENTS

We note that the subject private school uss was previously approved by the -Commiliee In
2000 -and 2006. The subject property is located within the 30-35 NEP {Noise Exposure
Projection)/NEF (Noise Exposure Forecast) composlte noise contour and the Lesler B.
Pearson International Alipor! {LBPIA) Operating Area, which does net pemlt a privale
-schod! Use, Therefore, an additional vafiance will ba:required as follows:

To-contlnue 1o parmlt the operatioh of a privale school on the subject property as previously
approved pursgant fo Commitiee of Adjustment Decision Flle A" 53/08; whereas By-law
0225 200? as amended does not permil such -a use in an E2-1, Empleymenrt Zone and
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belng located within the (LEIP]A) Operaling Area Restrictions identified en Schedule 2.1.23
in {his instance.

When the origlnal varlance appllcat!bn ‘A" 539/00 was -bafore the Commilteg; ihe
Aircraft/Aiiport Noise Policies in the Ofiicial Plan had been recenlly developed lo be in
conformity with the Reglon of Peel Offlcial Rfan and were appro\.red in 1998, Atthe time, the
Offlcial Plan stated that sénsitive land uses may be considered within the Airport Operating
Area, if it can be demonstrated that there will be: "no- negative impacis™ on the long-term
function” of the Alrport. The varlance application was. epproved by the Commiltee and
subsequently ‘appealed to and approved in part by the Ontariec Municipal Board (OMB)
under Decislon/Order Mo, 0592, subject fo conditions of approval formulated by the Reglon
of Peel, Cily. of Mississauga and Greater Toronto Airport Aufhority: (GTAA). One sueh
condl[ton was the approval was granted for a temporary:perlod of five (&) years.

~ In 2002, the AircrafAirport Noise policies were clarffied and slrangthened in Mississauga
Plan-and adopted by City Councll: It was clarified that the boundary for (LBPIA) Operafing
Arez is fixed and not apen lo-Interpretation. The aircraft- noise. policles . apply to every
property within the boundary of the {LBPIA) Operaling Area, regardiess of their location
within the Alrpart Operaling Area or proXimily to the edge of the:boundary. The palicies
were stiengthened by prolilbiting new develapment, redevelopment or infilling for privale
schools as a principal or accessory use within the Alrport Operating Area. Further, the
Zoning provisions. were- amended lo exclude specific Uses, includihg private schools, from
locating within the {LBRIA) Operating Area.

In 2006, a variance application to continue to permil the operation of the privale school.on
the subject propery, under flle 'A’' 53/06, was consldered under the revised pollcles and
provisions. At the lime, this Department recommended that the variance be approved for a
maximum period of two.(2) years in order to allow the subject private school to relocale fo
an appropriale location outside of the Alrport Operating Area. The: Commiltee appro\.red the
applicalion for a lemporary period of five (5) years [ expiie’ and terminate on -or befors
March.31, 2011, and sub]ect to similar conditions imposed by {he OMB in. 2001,

The current applicatlon before the Committee is to conflnue to permit the operation of a
private school on the subjecl property until more sullable premises are found, This
Department Is of the opinlon that sufficient ime has been provided to the operator 1o allow
ihe private school lo relocate outside of the-Alrport Operating Area. Further, having regard
for the proposed new Mississauga Official’ Plan, which was endorsed: by Council on
September 28, 2010, the subject private school continues to be.a prohibited use.” '

The City of MISS|ssauga Transportation and Works Depariment commenled as follows
{February 4, 201 1)

“Enclosed for Commitles’s easy reference are some pholo’s which depict five existing
privafe.school.”

The Region of Peel, Enwirenment, Transportation and Planning Services, commented as
follows (February- 1, 201 1):

*Regional staff have no objection to the: applieatiori by ABC Montessori- 2030509 Ontario

Ing, to allow a minor variance to contihue fo permit the operatlon of a private school at 305

Matheson Boulevard East in the Cily of Mississauga. {as previously approved by OMB

Decision N0.0592, on September 18%, 2008), Peel Region Council adopted an amendment

{o our Officlal Plan (ROPA 22, Transporlat[on Pollcles)-on November 19, 2010. This ROPA

removed the restriclion. on” sensitive land uses within the Airport Operating Area and

replaced it with 2 policy ihat allows our local municipalllies; in this case, {he City of

Mississauga, lo allow senslilve land uses subject to;

» that such exceptions are limited to redevelopment of e:ﬂs[mg residenlial uses and other
sensitlye land uses

"% such exceptions prehibil, above the 356 NEF/NEP contour, redevelopment or infilling of
new senshive land uses such as. (buf not limited to) daycare facillties and public and
private schools in this Inslance

¥ -development proponenis demonslrale’ thal there will be no negative impacts to the iong
terrn function of the airport

» ihat the Cities such as Mississauga define araas to which {he sxception ‘ap_ply
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¥» MOE acoustical design standards are mst '

» developmenit proponshts may be required to demonstrale that proposed new sensitive
fand uses are appropHately deslgned separated and/or buffered from major tacliities ‘o
‘prevent advarse ffects from nolse ‘and other conlamlnants and minimize risk fo ihe
public-health and safety.

Reglonal slaff recommends that your Gommitiee consider eomments from the City
Planning Depadmenl In this regard.

* Please note that ROPA 22 is currerilly . under appeal to the Onlario Municipal Board by
‘Solmar Corporslion, a Galedan developer for reasans unrelated fo toe issue of sensitive
land uges in-tha Airpart Operating-Area.”

A letter was recelved from Mr. C. Stoble, authorlzed agent, requesting a deferral of fhe
subject application. Mr. Stobie:noted that he requifed -additlonal flme to meet with interested
‘slakeholders In atiérripl to resalve their concemns,

A lelter was recelved The Greater Toronte Airports Authofify (GTAA), stating their
opposition to the reguésted variances, The GTAA ‘Indicafed that the subject lands were
ioedted in-an area (hat'was subjecl to large amounts of aircraft noise. They noled that the
operafion of a daycare did not meet the policy objectives as oullined. in the Official Plan for
sensitive uses within fhie Pearson Airport Operating Area.

No.other persons expressed any interest Inthe application.
The Committee consented lo the request-and deferred the appiicat‘ion to March 3, 2011,

On March 3, 2091, Mr. C. Stoble, of Keyser Mason Ball, LLP, authofized agent, attended
and presentad the applicaton. Mr. Stoble advised thaf permisslon is belng requested fo
.continue to permit the operation 'of a private school on the subject properly. He advised
that a minoer varlance applicatlon, submitted in 2000, was appealed o the Onfario Municipal
Board -and approved for a fiva year period. A subsequent application was considered by
the Committee of Adjustment in 2008 and approved for a further temporary five ysar period,
personal to ABC. Moniessorl Schoo! subjest to conditions. Mr. Stoble advised that the
condiifons included:

a) the posting-of signage warning that naise levels from air traffic may interfere with
some acilviites atthe school or be of concern,

h) that-marketing materials and applicationfenrolment forms be provided warning that
ndise levels from alr lraffic ‘may tnterfere with -some activities at the school or ba of
concern.

) thaifhe GTAA and the Clly of Mississauga bé in receipt of-an acousiical repor from
a gualified noise englieer cerlifying that the buliding drawings submitted for the
existing private school are in.compliance with all applicable Minlsiry of Enwronmant
noise guldelines.

d) thal the GTAA and the Cliy of Mississauga b in recsipt of an acaustical certification
from & quallfied nolse-engineer that the building for the existing private school IsIn
compliance with the approved drawings and acoustical report as referred to in (c)
above.

Mr. Stobie advised that:lhe condltions have been complied with. Wr. Stobie advised that
his ciient wishes to continue the operalion of the privaté school use. He ddvised that the:
Forilng ‘By-law, amended i 2007, does ndl allow the private school as it is located within
{he Lester B, Paarson Qperating Area and the use Is not permitied in the E2-1 zone.

Mr. Stobie advised thal the private school is approximately 371.60 m? (4,000:00 sq.t) in
area gnd accommodales approximately 70 students and six stafl. The school operates
from September o June, Mondays 1o Fridays, with hours from 9:00 a.m, fo 3:30 p.m.. Mr.
Stobie advised that the studenls are cutside for-approximalely 45 minules on Tuesdays,
Woednesdays and Thursdays.and are:busséd to-other facllites on Montiays and Fridays for
fithess activities. He noted thal the sfudenits are.not oulside for long periods of ime.
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Mr. Stoble presented a map that indicaled the exclusion zone nolse conlour lines. and
advised that the properly:Is Ipcated williin the 30-35 NEF/NEP conlout lines. He advised
Ihat the nolse contour lines are utifized to encourage compatible land use planning in the
alrporl vicinlty, He presented a saleflite pholograph that indicated the location of ihe schoal
and lis. proximity to the noise conlour lines. He noted that the boundary line of ihe
NEF/NEP s focated between thé school and the lot lines of residential properties that abut
the school. He advised that the school abuts the rear property line of residentlal properffes
which Is the boundary line for the Lesler B, Pearson Operaling Area. He noted thal the
exposure for children would be simitar ‘whether they attend the schoot or live In the
residences abulfing the school, Mr. Stobie surmlsed that those living in the dwellings-would
be exposed to more nolse as they are not restricied to. be[ng outslde a maxlmum of 45
mmuies per day:

Mr. Slobie- presented a map showing the lecation of olher schools and. daycare cenires
iocated. in the area and nofed thal there aré many othier schools and daycare cenfres
locatad within the ndise contour lines within the Lester B. Pearson Operating Area,

Mr. Stobie advised that the conditions of the previous minor variance approval peraining to-
signage and noise warning clauses on markeilng materials have been complied with. He
noted {hal the. conditions regarding the. completion of an acoustical report and a report
indicating that the buliding Is In compliance willy the report have also beeri complied with.

Mr. Stobiz presented a copy of the Noise Report for the Commiltee’s review and
consideration. He nofed that the school has been construcled with ceniral-alr condilioning,
fixed and sealed windows, brick exterior wall construclion and & rooffceiling consfruction
that meets the Indoor aéoustical requirements of the Ministry of Environment with. regard lo
alr traffic noise. Mr. Stobie indicated that the report indicales that the sound levels do not
Intetfere with speech in a normal or soft-voice ihside the sehiool building, He Indlcated that
itie réport indicates thial the outdoor sound levels. dunng an aircraft flyover are high eriough
to momentarily interfers with speech eommunicaiion in- a normal voice but are not high
enough to present. any risk of hearlng damage. Mr. Stobie indicated. that the NEF/NEP
contour lines appear to Tollow the zone boundary line between the school properly and the
resldenlial properties to the rear. He noted that the school has operated for over ten years
and there is no-evidence of any negative impact to the resldents or students.

Mr. Sloble indloaled that parents desire that schools aiid daycares be located within their:
community and close to their workplace. Mr. Sfobie Indleated that his client Is Irying.to find
an alterpate localion for the school in the community but have nol beep able to find a
logation that meets theirneeds,

The Commitiee reviewad the informatlen and plans accompanying the application.

Tha Cily of Mississauga Planning and Buildihg Depariment commented as- follows
{February 24, 20141):

“1.0 RECOMMENDATION
The Planning and Building Department recommends that the application be refused.

2.0 BACKGROUNG

Mississauga Plan

Planning District: Gateway

Designation: Business Empioyment )
Zoning By-law 0225-2007

Zoning: "E2.", Employment

3.0 OTHER APPLICATIONS

No other appllcations are currently in process.
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4.0 COMMERTS

Our comments from the February 10, 2011 hearing remain applicable.®
The City of Mississauga Transportation and Works Depariment commented as folfows
{February 21, 2011

"Plaase refer to our comments submitted Jor the February 10, 2011 hearing of this
application as these commerits are still applicable.”

No-ather persons expréssed any interest in the appiicalion.

M. -Stoble, upon hearing the comments of the Commiltee and the Planning and Building )
Depattment, requested thal the application be -amended in actordance with their
recommendations,

The Cﬂmmittee -consented to the requested -amendment and proceadad to consider the
-amended application, The Gommilles dlscyssed whether an updated Nolse Report should
‘ba _submilted for review and considerafion by the Gammittea, The Commiliee was unable
to come to a:majorily decision-with respect to the application. The Commiitee deferred the
application ¢ a future meeting’ whare It is expected that an unevan nwumber of members
would be present to consider the amended request.

The application was defersed to Match 24, 2011,

On March 24, 2014, Mr. €. Siobie of Keyser Mason Ball, LLP, authorized agent, altended
and further presentad the application by highlighting the key polnts-thal were explained at
The previous hearing. He advised {hat flie :schon] has been operating since 2001, Mr,
‘Stoble presented a map. indicating the nolse centour boundary lines. He noled that the
Lester B, Pearson Opersting Area boundary ling is Tocated it the rear 4f the praperty and
abuts residential propeifles. He noted that the play area for the schoal Is located adjacent
1o the residential properties. Mr. Stoble.advisad thal there are other daycares and schools
Jocated within the Lester B. Pearson Operating Area and pressented a skelch indicatlng their
locations. Mr. Stobie advised that an Enginesring Report was submitted in May, 2006 and
confirmed that the building complies with the Ministry of Environment standards with
respect to noise, He advised that the Lester B. Pearson Operaling Area appears {o be
based on the residentlal properiy line rather than the boundaries of the NEF/NEP contour
fines. ‘Mr. Sloble Indicated that the play area for the schoal is ulilized three fimes a week
far approximately 45 minutes and indicated that the chiidren playing the backyard of the
residential properties are Ikely exposed 10 more nolse than the. chiidren altending the
school, Mr, Stabie- llemilzed the key pdints of the. Engineering Report and indicated that he
balieves that thers is.no adverse impact to the chlldren as the school has operafied for ten
years n this location, without incident. Mr. Sloble requested that the school continue to
operate at this location,

The Commiliee reviewad the Informafion and:plans accompanying the application.

The Cily of Mississauga Planning and Bullding Depariment commented as follows (March
18, 2011):

"{.0 RECOMMENDATION
The Planning -and Building Department recommends fiat the application be refused.

2.0 BACKGROUND

‘Mississauga Plan

FPlanning Dislrict: Gateway

:Dasignafion: Business Employment
Zoning By-law 0225-2007

Zoning: “E2-1", Employment

Page 5 of 7
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3.0 OTHER APPLICATIONS

o other applications are currently n process.

4.0 COMMENTS
Our commenits from the February 10, 2011 hearing retnain.appiicable.”

The Cily of Mississauga Transporiation and Works Department commented as lollows
_(March 15, 2041}

"Pleass refer to our comments submified for. the February 10, 2011 hearlng of fhls
applicafion as those comments.are s{iH applicable.”

No other persons expressed any interest in the application:

The Commiltee, afiar considering the submisslans put forward by Mr. Stobie and having.
reviewed the plans, is salisfied that the amended request Is deslrable for the appropriate
further development of the subject property. The Commillee indicated that they have had
an _ppportunity-to re-visit the site. They nofed that there are other schools and day care:
fadiiiies located in the vicinity and they are. alsc localed within the Lester B. Pearson
Operallng Area. The Commlitee indicated that parents.desire thal schools and day care
centres be lbcatéd within their communily and close fo lheir workplace. The Cemmiltee
indleated that to. uproot the school to another Jocation would have. a negative lmpact on the
communily.

The Commiltee is satlsfied that the general Intent and puipose: of the Zoning By-law and
the Official Plan will be malntained In this instance,

The Committee s of thé. opinion that the requested variance is minor in nature In this
instance.

Accordingly, the Commiltes resolves lo authorlze and grant the: amended request fo
continue to permit the operation of a private schoo! on the subject properly as previously
approved pursuant to Commiitee of Adjustment Decision File “A” §3/08; whereas By-law
0225.2007, as amended, does nol permit such a use In an E2-1, Employment Zone and
being lodated within thie (LBPIA) Operaling Area Restrictions identified on. Schedule 2.1.23
in this instance.

This appllcation is subject e Ihe following, condillon:

1. This decision Is. personal to "ABC Monlessori: School® and shall be-in effecl so long
asthe subject premises are leased andfor occupled by same:.

MOVED BY: B. Bult SEGONDED BY: R. Bennell CARRIED
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Application Approved, as.amended, .on eondition as.-staled.

Dated al lhe City of Mississauga on March 31,2011,

THIS DECISION 45 SUBJECT TO APPEAL TO THE ONTAR[O MUNICIPAL BOARD BY
FILING WITH THE SECRETARY-TREASURER OF THE COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT
A WRITTEN NOTIFICATION, GIVING REASONS FOR THE APPEAL, ACCOMPANIED
WITH THE PRESCRIBED FEE ON OR BEFQRE APEIL: 20, 2011.

Date-of malling is April 4, 2011,

. .. [ A .
S. PATRIZIO (CHAR)

R. BENNETT

W//a//m

G, MALDNEY C:L VUN

DISSENTED
J. THOMAS

! cerify this fo:be a true copy of the Commillee's decision given on March 31, 2011.

- BV A J : il ]
DAVID L. MARTIN, SECRETARY-TREASURER
A copy of Section 45 af the Planning.Act, as amended, is altached.

NOTES: '
- A Developmeni Charge may be payahle prior to the issuance of aBuﬂding Permit.

- Further approvals from the City -of Mississauga may be requlred ie. a Building Permit, a
Zoning Cerlificate, a License, ete.
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