From: IRENE FORD

Sent: Wednesday, October 13, 2021 11:51 AM
To: Regional Clerk <ClerkGenerallLine@york.ca>
Subject: Item H.2.1 Proposed ROPA7

York Region Council,

| am writing today to ask that your support the staff recommendations to NOT adopt or

Support ROPA 7, which seeks to re-designate lands located on the Greenbelt from
agricultural to rural.

Council would be upholding and reaffirming recommendations that have been provided by Vaughan,
Markham and York Region staff as well as the TRCA and the resolution passed by York Region's
Agricultural and Agri-Food Advisory Committee. The Greenbelt Fingers present an excellent opportunity
for near urban agriculture if the right policy direction, resources and support are provided by all of York
Region Council and Vaughan Council. To support ROPA7 is premature and the consultant has done a
disservice in deputations given at lower tier councils suggesting that the Region supports ROPA7 when
staff have merely identified it as a policy direction in the ongoing municipal comprehensive review update.
Further the change in designation is much more than simply agricultural to rural and the consultant failed
to acknowledge or did not realize the significance of this decision not just for York Region but for all
Greenbelt Fingers in Ontario. Recommendations from the letter from the TRCA are below for ease of
reference.
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Recommendation

Based on our review of related science-based material and management strategies, the proposed
amendment is in TRCA's opinion more than a ‘rural’ versus ‘agriculture’ decision, or the simple adding
of additional permitted uses. The potential impacts must be viewed from a systems perspective and be
evaluated within the context of the systems that will be impacted. The results of the analysis indicate
that the proposed changes have the potential to have negative impacts on Greenbelt natural heritage
and water resource systems and the ecological functions and services provided over the long term.
TRCA does not support the addition of these uses without analysis at the watershed level to assess
potential impacts and detailed analysis to determine locations where such development may be
appropriate.

| once again will remind Council that the Block 41 development in Vaughan has already received a
significant degree of special treatment via MZO. It was endorsed by Vaughan Council and approved by
Minister Clark with an open LPAT appeal from the neighboring gas plant. Subsequent development
approvals for this site are proceeding in an atypical manner. At this time | am unable to find any planning
applications on Vaughan's Planlt. While there has been staff reports on this development it is unclear to
me the status. | have asked staff why this is not on the Plantlt website but am yet to receive a response.
The applicant has proceed to seek TRCA approval to:

"remove and/or alter Provincially Significant Wetlands (PSWSs) and unevaluated
wetlands, and alter valley corridors and associated floodplain, to facilitate topsoil
stripping, rough grading, and the construction of temporary sediment ponds in
preparation of residential development within Block 41, at 11120 and 10970 Weston
Road, in the City of Vaughan, Region of York."


https://yorkpublishing.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?DocumentId=26627
https://yorkpublishing.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?DocumentId=26628
https://www.ontario.ca/laws/regulation/200644
https://pub-vaughan.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?DocumentId=36700
https://maps.vaughan.ca/planit/

Unfortunately the MZO approved development in areas extend into non-greenbelt natural heritage
features. The developer proceed to seek approval from the TRCA to destroy/alter these areas. The TRCA
granted Phase 1 approval in areas where natural heritage and environmental features were documented.
This has commenced. Remaining areas are to be addressed in a Phase 2 approval it is unclear to me
what the status is of this.

From TRCA Staff Report - Jun 11, 2021

The extent of the MZO appears to generally coincide with the extent of the Protected
Countryside pursuant to the Greenbelt Plan. However, the MZ0O was approved without
consultation or coordination with TRCA staff. As such, it appears the approved zoning
permissions extend into existing natural heritage features (i.e., PSWs, unevaluated wetlands,
HODFs, valley corridor) and hazards (i.e., floodplain) and the limits of these constraints cannot be
confirmed in absence of detailed studies that are anticipated as part of the Block Plan
application.

My concerns for Block 41 the history by which it has received development approvals
and special treatment continue to escalate. The developers request references installing
water and waste infrastructure over ten years ago. When | reread the developers
request recently | realized it stated that water and waste water infrastructure was
installed over 10 years ago. After learning more about this development in response to
ROPA?7. It is unclear to me how the Region of York or the City of Vaughan could have
approved such infrastructure when ROPA 2 was only approved June, 2012 bringing this
land into the urban boundary and the secondary plan for Block 41 only started to
commence in Jan, 2015 and was not approved by Vaughan Council until Oct, 2019.

From Developer's Request - May 21, 2020

The Block 41 Landowners have been planning and investing for this development for nearly
15 years. This included the installation of sewer and water infrastructure over 10 years ago to
serve the new community. The investment in this infrastructure and carrying costs have been
incurred by the landowners at no expense and to the benefit of the City and existing residents
This infrastructure was sized to service Block 41 and should be used to its fullest capacity

TRCA Staff Report: APPLICATIONS FOR PERMITS PURSUANT TO S.28.0.1 OF THE
CONSERVATION AUTHORITIES ACT (MINISTER’S ZONING ORDER, ONTARIO REGULATION
644/20) - Board of Directors - June 25, 2021

| have attached for your reference and attachment to the agenda as part of the public record the
following.

e Deputation given to Markham Council Jun 22, 2021
e Letter sent to Vaughan Council Jun 22, 2021

Thank you,
Irene Ford
Vaughan, York Region Resident


https://www.york.ca/wps/wcm/connect/yorkpublic/bf481c35-acf2-479f-8faa-928985d3dbc0/ROPA%2B2.pdf?MOD=AJPERES&CVID=mul6KCK
https://www.vaughan.ca/projects/policy_planning_projects/pages/new-community-area---block-41.aspx
https://pub-trca.escribemeetings.com/Meeting.aspx?Id=18227ac7-22cb-42a6-b071-cb9e30a18518&Agenda=Merged&lang=English&Item=39&Tab=attachments
https://pub-trca.escribemeetings.com/Meeting.aspx?Id=18227ac7-22cb-42a6-b071-cb9e30a18518&Agenda=Merged&lang=English&Item=39&Tab=attachments
https://pub-trca.escribemeetings.com/Meeting.aspx?Id=18227ac7-22cb-42a6-b071-cb9e30a18518&Agenda=Merged&lang=English&Item=39&Tab=attachments

June 21, 2021
Markham Council:

RE: Agenda Item 10.2 entitled City of Markham Comments on Proposed Regional Official Plan
Amendment 7 to Allow Urban Park Uses in the Greenbelt

An application for private Regional Official Plan Amendment (ROPA 7) is being put forward “to
re-designate the Greenbelt Plan Protected Countryside Areas within the New Community Areas
from “Agricultural” to “Rural”!.” If approved ROPA 7 would apply to lands in Vaughan and
Markham. It would also be a precedent setting decision for other Greenbelt Fingers not included
in the ROPA located in Vaughan, York Region and beyond. These lands have the strong
designation of prime agriculture because they are part of the Regional Greenbelt System

This letter is asking Markham Council to:

e NOT support and endorse the private ROPA 7 request: and

e Support Vaughan, Markham and York Region staff who do not support
ROPA 7734,

Approval of ROPA 7 is premature by any local or reginal council as well as the Minister of
MMAH. Staff have not yet developed the accompanying policies to be in a position to be
able to support the amendment as requested and to inform the decision-making

5 . . . . . .
process.” The landowners indicate in a communication to the City of Vaughan that they are only
seeking “parks, recreation and infrastructure uses”°. These terms are not clear, for instance under

1
2

https://pub-vaughan.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?Documentld=73610

https://pub-vaughan.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?Documentld=73605
3 Exert from Markham Staff Report emphases added, pg. 2: https://pub-

markham.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?Documentld=40867
Markham staff do not support active urban parkland in the Greenbelt corridors for three main reasons as follows:
1. Markham has consistently planned for the use of the Greenbelt corridor and Natural Heritage System
lands for ecological, passive recreation and natural open space uses which are considered to be
fundamental to achieving City-wide environmental objectives as well as the development of sustainable
communities in adjacent urban areas;
2. The provision of active parkland in the Greenbelt could adversely affect the amount of active urban
parkland and greenspace in the FUA communities and elsewhere in Markham if the City is required
to provide parkland dedication credit for unanticipated urban parks in the Greenbelt; and
3. The relocation of active urban parkland to the periphery of the FUA neighbourhoods could impact the
City’s ability to provide active parkland in appropriate locations within walking distance to all residents.
4 Exert from York Region Staff Report, emphasis added, pg 5-6: https://pub-
markham.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?Documentld=40867
“Policies will recognize the unique natural heritage values of these river valley features in their urban
context; they are part of the Regional Greenlands System and contain key natural heritage/hydrologic
features that will continue to be protected. Policy options are being assessed that balance the important
environmental considerations and provide local planning flexibility within the changing context of these lands
abutting new urban areas. The designation would allow for Regional Official Plan Update: Policy Directions
Report 6 continuation of existing agricultural operations/productive lands as appropriate for all of these river
valley areas. Current agricultural policies align with the Province’s”
¢ See 1 above.




recreation a golf course could be allowed’. It is not within Vaughan, Markham or York Region
Councils authority to make a decision about the fate of these lands. The province is the approval
authority for changes to Greenbelt prime agricultural as is clearly indicated in the Ministry of
Municipal Affairs and Housing (MMAH) letter emailed by TACC to Vaughan Council®.

It is not as simple as redesignating land within the Greenbelt as the consultant presented to
Vaughan Council’. It was incredibly disappointing to hear a Regional Councillor rebuke
Vaughan staff during the June 8 Committee of the Whole meeting for not supporting the private
ROPA 7 request . Clearly staff understand there are substantive supporting reasons, shared
across municipalities, at the Region and by the public, to not recommend support of ROPA 7 at
this time.

One of the Greenbelt Fingers in Vaughan, Block 41, is adjacent to non-greenbelt land that
received MZO approval last November!®. There are also two MZOs approved in Markham
adjacent to Greenbelt Fingers that are not part of the ROPA 7 but would set a precedent for
allowing parks on these lands!!. Clearly by allowing parks on adjacent Greenbelt land this would
allow more density for these developers. Increased density should be supported but not like this
and at the expense of protection of the Humber River watershed in Vaughan and the Rouge River
Watershed in Markham and maintaining the Regional Greenbelt System.

Block 41 Landowners MZO request included parks on Greenbelt designated land, this was
endorsed by Vaughan Council but not approved by the Minister of MMHA. ROPA 7 is the latest
strategy to circumvent due process to enable the loss of prime agricultural lands, less protection
for natural core features, and further compromise York Region’s Regional Greenbelt System. It
is also another form of special treatment. Block 27 and Block 41 Landowners have been fighting
since 2015, if not longer, when they and other developers successfully opposed the approval of
Vaughan's natural heritage network, against the direction of the Province of the day.

The applicant has oversimplified their request it is not only a question about the viability of
agricultural operations or that urban parks are an approved land use under the Greenbelt rural
designation. ROPA 2'? for Vaughan and ROPA 3'3 for Markham brought lands surrounding
the subject lands of ROPA 7 into the urban boundary. Review of ROPA 2 and ROPA 3
implies that the subject lands of ROPA 7 were set aside, intentionally, as part of the
Region’s Greenbelt System. The term Greenbelt fingers downgrades the importance of these
lands they are Greenbelt Lands, regardless of shape or size and this does not justify downgrading
the protection. Why is the applicant here again today questioning this and asking for your

7 https://www.ontario.ca/document/greenbelt-plan-2017/general-policies-protected-countryside

8 https:/pub-vaughan.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?Documentld=73608
% https://pub-vaughan.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?Documentld=73612

10 See Item 32: https://pub-vaughan.escribemeetings.com/FileStream.ashx?Documentld=39457 and https://pub-
vaughan.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?Documentld=39961

11 https://www.yorkregion.com/news-story/10332313-markham-mzo-adds-to-circus-surrounding-flato-
development-on-stouffville-border/

12 ROPA 2, refer to Map 2: https://www.york.ca/wps/wcm/connect/yorkpublic/bf481c35-acf2-479f-8faa-
928985d3dbc0/ROPA%2B2.pdf?MOD=AJPERES&CVID=mul6KCK

13 ROPA 3, refer to Map 2: https://www.york.ca/wps/wcm/connect/yorkpublic/d3a79360-0c88-4fcd-abce-
8110fe740d34/17046 ropa3May2017.pdf?MOD=AJPERES&CVID=mul6MPc




support to undermine the strong protection these lands have and should be maintained? If
Council supports this then you undermine staff and the City of Markham’s ability to achieve
numerous policies and objectives, in particular those relating to Climate Change.

ROPA 7 is not the only example in Vaughan of the Greenbelt being under attack from within. A
Vaughan Council Public Meeting on June 1 contained a development application for a rural-
recreation use on the Greenbelt proposing a large banquet hall, hotel, sports fields and a parking
lot for almost 700 cars. This is on one of the last full blocks of Greenbelt prime agricultural land
in Vaughan, I thought it was off limits. It is unclear if the planning rational presented by the
consultant is valid, if the recreational use is compliant with the Greenbelt plan'* or why it is even
being entertained by Vaughan Council since so much appeared to be beyond their decision-
making authority.

Make no doubt about it, this is a MZO request in disguise on the Greenbelt. The applicant,
developer is first seeking local and regional endorsement prior to requesting approval by
the Minister of MMHA. It is disconcerting to me as a citizen that it was necessary to send this
letter and depute at Markham Council because there is a very distinct possibility that Council
will not support staff recommendations, made in the greater public interest, and instead choose to
support private interests as was done with the Flato MZO earlier this year.

Even though the Province has clearly indicated that the Greenbelt is to be protected and
expanded they are not living up to their promises. Support of ROPA 7 would mean that this
Council is also not living up to their promises to protect the Greenbelt because ROPA 7
undermines the purpose and intent of the Greenbelt Plan to preserve and protect prime
agricultural, natural heritage, watersheds and provide natural corridors for endangered species. It
will set a precedent for similar areas in York Regin and beyond to allow urban uses on lands
intentionally protected to preserve our natural heritage, protect our drinking water through source
water protection and reduce risk of floods through storm water protection.

Do not support ROPA 7 it is premature and there is inadequate information to enable an
informed decision.

Thank you,
Irene Ford
Vaughan Resident

14 See Item 3(6): https://pub-vaughan.escribemeetings.com/Meeting.aspx?ld=2c68ecd5-3bb4-41fc-977b-
f502¢1d8d192&Agenda=Agenda&lang=English
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COMMUNICATION
COUNCIL - June 22, 2021

From: Clerks@vaughan.ca
. ina Bellsari
;::bject: FW: [External] Response to York Region"s Request for Comments on ROPA 7 CW = Re po rt N o - 32 y Ite m 9

Date: June-21-21 11:04 09 AM
Attachments: Markham Council ROPA 7 Jun21 21.pdf

from: IRENE FORD < -

Sent: Monday, June 21, 2021 11:03 AM

To: Clerks@vaughan ca; Marilyn lafrate <Marilyn.lafrate@vaughan.ca>; Tony Carella <Tony.Carella@vaughan ca>; Maurizio Bevilacqua
<Maurizio.Bevilacqua@vaughan.ca>; Linda Jackson <Linda Jackson@vaughan.ca>; Gino Rosati <Gino.Rosati@vaughan.ca>; Mario Ferri <Mario.Ferri@vaughan.ca>; Alan
Shefman <Alan Shefman@vaughan.ca>; Sandra Yeung Racco <Sandra.Racco@vaughan.ca>; Rosanna DeFrancesca <Rosanna.DeFrancesca@vaughan.ca>

Cc: Suzanne Craig <Suzanne.Craig@vaughan.ca>

Subject: [Externa ] Response to York Region's Request for Comments on ROPA 7

Vaughan Council,

With regard to the item entitled, Response to York Region’s Request for Comments on Regional Official Plan Amendment 7, please seriously consider the ramifications detailed
by Planning Staff at the City of Vaughan and at the City of Markham as well as the precedent that this decision will have for similar areas in York Region and beyond.

| encourage Vaughan Council to reconsider and withdraw recommendations made at the
Committee of the Whole Meeting June 8, 2021 Item 6(9) and ENDORSE the staff report and
recommendations as originally presented; and, NOT SUPPORT the proposed ROPA 7
application.

Greenbelt fingers were not intended to be for active urban parks, they are part of York Region’s Regional Greenlands System. Calling them Greenbelt fingers is misleading these
lands are part of the Greenbelt and part of the Regional Greenlands System, natural heritage network. They were intended to protect watersheds and provide naturalized areas,
corridors and habitat connectivity to support biodiversity. | urge Council to not compromise on this matter.

Map 2 of ROPA 2 clearly shows these lands as part of the Regional Greenbelt System. The Block 41 lands have already received special treatment through endorsement of a
MZO, active urban parks and recreational uses have and where never intended to be a use permitted on the Regional Greenbelt System. Do not support the ROPA 7 private
application.

I would also like to express my concern about Regional Councillor Jackson expressing her
disappointment with Vaughan Staff, there are clearly substantive reasons that staff do not
support the ROPA 7. To not support staff is to undermine their ability to do their job and
politicize the decision-making process by supporting private interests above public interests.
This is a MZO in disguise on the Greenbelt.

Block 41 and Block 27 landowners and other developers successfully opposed the approval of Vaughan's Natural Heritage Network in 2015 and have relentlessly been trying to
downgrade the protection of the natural features, watersheds and ultimately protection and habitat for endangered species on these Blocks. As @ member of on the
Board of the TRCA Regional Councillor Jackson should be well aware of the importance of lands in NW Vaughan for biodiversity,
habitat connectivity. Not to mention source water and stormwater protection for Vaughan residents and municipalities downstream. It
is disappointing that she so willing supported and advocated for the private ROPA 7 application, did not give staff a chance to respond to the Consultants presentation and
choose to not support City of Vaughan staff recommendations. Support of ROPA 7 undermines Greenbelt protection and the ability of the City of Vaughan to achieve it's own
policy goals and objectives, especially those related to Climate Change. Land-use decisions like this will defy meaningful progress to address the Climate Emergency declared by
Vaughan Council (Declared in response to school children who entered Council chambers 2 years ago. Still Vaughan citizens await the annual update report on the Climate
Change emergency.)

t should also be pointed out that much of the soil that is under relentless development pressure is Class 1 and Class 2, the best soil in all of Canada.

My letter sent to Markham Council is attached for reference. | request the Clerk post this email with below supporting information and the attached letter as communications to
the June 22 Council Meeting for this agenda item.

Thank you,
Irene Ford

Supporting Information
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Item 7.2

Attachment 1
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Map 1: TRCA's regional connectivity map shows higher priority areas (in red, orange, and
yellow) that are important for maintaining landscape level connectivity among habitat patches
across TRCA jurisdiction. These areas provide critical north-south and east-west linkages and
losing them would compromise the long-term resilience of ecosystem, habitat, and biodiversity
in TRCAs jurisdiction.



2009 LEAR: h

Attachment 2

ALGHAN )[

{ [

//I‘“

i
1
?L’J \ /f{f
} ‘-\'Lf{
$ '\\
\ b e —
Mo ? \r/'; Cﬁ;m

| T8 Wit Focus Aris

| B v v Techmucaty Fretemed e

§ Locs Connmctity Priosty Forest-vuitind v
oo Gonnectyty Priosty Fores-Fonest ", (9\3'

Map 2: TRCA'’s local connectivity map shows higher priority areas (in green and brown) that are
important for maintaining habitat connectivity between forests-wetlands and between forests-
forests patches. These areas show important locations where wildlife movement between
habitat patches are more likely and roads can prevent wildlife movement as well as increase
road mortality thereby decreasing biodiversity across TRCA jurisdiction.
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6.1 Land Evaluation Results

Map 2 illustrates the York Region Land Evaluation scores based on soil suitability for
agriculture from the Canada Land Inventory Soil Capability Classification for Agriculture.
The map clearly shows that highly favorable soil conditions exist for agriculture in
northern Vaughan, north and eastern Markham, southern Whitchurch-Stouffville,
northeastern Richmond Hill, western East Gwillimbury, central and eastern Georgina,
and all areas excluding a large central portion of King.
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June 21, 2021
Markham Council:

RE: Agenda Item 10.2 entitled City of Markham Comments on Proposed Regional Official Plan
Amendment 7 to Allow Urban Park Uses in the Greenbelt

An application for private Regional Official Plan Amendment (ROPA 7) is being put forward “to
re-designate the Greenbelt Plan Protected Countryside Areas within the New Community Areas
from “Agricultural” to “Rural”!.” If approved ROPA 7 would apply to lands in Vaughan and
Markham. It would also be a precedent setting decision for other Greenbelt Fingers not included
in the ROPA located in Vaughan, York Region and beyond. These lands have the strong
designation of prime agriculture because they are part of the Regional Greenbelt System

This letter is asking Markham Council to:

e NOT support and endorse the private ROPA 7 request: and

e Support Vaughan, Markham and York Region staff who do not support
ROPA 7734,

Approval of ROPA 7 is premature by any local or reginal council as well as the Minister of
MMAH. Staff have not yet developed the accompanying policies to be in a position to be
able to support the amendment as requested and to inform the decision-making

process.’ The landowners indicate in a communication to the City of Vaughan that they are only
seeking “parks, recreation and infrastructure uses”°. These terms are not clear, for instance under

1
2

https://pub-vaughan.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?Documentld=73610

https://pub-vaughan.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?DocumentId=73605
3 Exert from Markham Staff Report emphases added, pg. 2: https://pub-

markham.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?Documentld=40867
Markham staff do not support active urban parkland in the Greenbelt corridors for three main reasons as follows:
1. Markham has consistently planned for the use of the Greenbelt corridor and Natural Heritage System
lands for ecological, passive recreation and natural open space uses which are considered to be
fundamental to achieving City-wide environmental objectives as well as the development of sustainable
communities in adjacent urban areas;
2. The provision of active parkland in the Greenbelt could adversely affect the amount of active urban
parkland and greenspace in the FUA communities and elsewhere in Markham if the City is required
to provide parkland dedication credit for unanticipated urban parks in the Greenbelt; and
3. The relocation of active urban parkland to the periphery of the FUA neighbourhoods could impact the
City’s ability to provide active parkland in appropriate locations within walking distance to all residents.
4 Exert from York Region Staff Report, emphasis added, pg 5-6: https://pub-
markham.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?Documentld=40867
“Policies will recognize the unique natural heritage values of these river valley features in their urban
context; they are part of the Regional Greenlands System and contain key natural heritage/hydrologic
features that will continue to be protected. Policy options are being assessed that balance the important
environmental considerations and provide local planning flexibility within the changing context of these lands
abutting new urban areas. The designation would allow for Regional Official Plan Update: Policy Directions
Report 6 continuation of existing agricultural operations/productive lands as appropriate for all of these river
valley areas. Current agricultural policies align with the Province’s”
¢ See 1 above.




recreation a golf course could be allowed’. It is not within Vaughan, Markham or York Region
Councils authority to make a decision about the fate of these lands. The province is the approval
authority for changes to Greenbelt prime agricultural as is clearly indicated in the Ministry of
Municipal Affairs and Housing (MMAH) letter emailed by TACC to Vaughan Council®.

It is not as simple as redesignating land within the Greenbelt as the consultant presented to
Vaughan Council’. It was incredibly disappointing to hear a Regional Councillor rebuke
Vaughan staff during the June 8 Committee of the Whole meeting for not supporting the private
ROPA 7 request . Clearly staff understand there are substantive supporting reasons, shared
across municipalities, at the Region and by the public, to not recommend support of ROPA 7 at
this time.

One of the Greenbelt Fingers in Vaughan, Block 41, is adjacent to non-greenbelt land that
received MZO approval last November!?. There are also two MZOs approved in Markham
adjacent to Greenbelt Fingers that are not part of the ROPA 7 but would set a precedent for
allowing parks on these lands!!. Clearly by allowing parks on adjacent Greenbelt land this would
allow more density for these developers. Increased density should be supported but not like this
and at the expense of protection of the Humber River watershed in Vaughan and the Rouge River
Watershed in Markham and maintaining the Regional Greenbelt System.

Block 41 Landowners MZO request included parks on Greenbelt designated land, this was
endorsed by Vaughan Council but not approved by the Minister of MMHA. ROPA 7 is the latest
strategy to circumvent due process to enable the loss of prime agricultural lands, less protection
for natural core features, and further compromise York Region’s Regional Greenbelt System. It
is also another form of special treatment. Block 27 and Block 41 Landowners have been fighting
since 2015, if not longer, when they and other developers successfully opposed the approval of
Vaughan's natural heritage network, against the direction of the Province of the day.

The applicant has oversimplified their request it is not only a question about the viability of
agricultural operations or that urban parks are an approved land use under the Greenbelt rural
designation. ROPA 2'? for Vaughan and ROPA 3'3 for Markham brought lands surrounding
the subject lands of ROPA 7 into the urban boundary. Review of ROPA 2 and ROPA 3
implies that the subject lands of ROPA 7 were set aside, intentionally, as part of the
Region’s Greenbelt System. The term Greenbelt fingers downgrades the importance of these
lands they are Greenbelt Lands, regardless of shape or size and this does not justify downgrading
the protection. Why is the applicant here again today questioning this and asking for your

7 https://www.ontario.ca/document/greenbelt-plan-2017/general-policies-protected-countryside

8 https:/pub-vaughan.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx ?Documentld=73608
% https://pub-vaughan.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?Documentld=73612

10 See Item 32: https://pub-vaughan.escribemeetings.com/FileStream.ashx?Documentld=39457 and https://pub-
vaughan.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?Documentld=39961

11 https://www.yorkregion.com/news-story/10332313-markham-mzo-adds-to-circus-surrounding-flato-
development-on-stouffville-border/

12 ROPA 2, refer to Map 2: https://www.york.ca/wps/wcm/connect/yorkpublic/bf481c35-acf2-479f-8faa-
928985d3dbc0/ROPA%2B2.pdf?MOD=AJPERES&CVID=mul6KCK

13 ROPA 3, refer to Map 2: https://www.york.ca/wps/wcm/connect/yorkpublic/d3a79360-0c88-4fcd-abce-
8110fe740d34/17046 ropa3May2017.pdf?MOD=AJPERES&CVID=mul6MPc




support to undermine the strong protection these lands have and should be maintained? If
Council supports this then you undermine staff and the City of Markham’s ability to achieve
numerous policies and objectives, in particular those relating to Climate Change.

ROPA 7 is not the only example in Vaughan of the Greenbelt being under attack from within. A
Vaughan Council Public Meeting on June 1 contained a development application for a rural-
recreation use on the Greenbelt proposing a large banquet hall, hotel, sports fields and a parking
lot for almost 700 cars. This is on one of the last full blocks of Greenbelt prime agricultural land
in Vaughan, I thought it was off limits. It is unclear if the planning rational presented by the
consultant is valid, if the recreational use is compliant with the Greenbelt plan'* or why it is even
being entertained by Vaughan Council since so much appeared to be beyond their decision-
making authority.

Make no doubt about it, this is a MZO request in disguise on the Greenbelt. The applicant,
developer is first seeking local and regional endorsement prior to requesting approval by
the Minister of MMHA. It is disconcerting to me as a citizen that it was necessary to send this
letter and depute at Markham Council because there is a very distinct possibility that Council
will not support staff recommendations, made in the greater public interest, and instead choose to
support private interests as was done with the Flato MZO earlier this year.

Even though the Province has clearly indicated that the Greenbelt is to be protected and
expanded they are not living up to their promises. Support of ROPA 7 would mean that this
Council is also not living up to their promises to protect the Greenbelt because ROPA 7
undermines the purpose and intent of the Greenbelt Plan to preserve and protect prime
agricultural, natural heritage, watersheds and provide natural corridors for endangered species. It
will set a precedent for similar areas in York Regin and beyond to allow urban uses on lands
intentionally protected to preserve our natural heritage, protect our drinking water through source
water protection and reduce risk of floods through storm water protection.

Do not support ROPA 7 it is premature and there is inadequate information to enable an
informed decision.

Thank you,
Irene Ford
Vaughan Resident

14 See Item 3(6): https://pub-vaughan.escribemeetings.com/Meeting.aspx?ld=2c68ecd5-3bb4-41fc-977b-
f502¢1d8d192&Agenda=Agenda&lang=English




	Irene Ford
	Markham Council ROPA 7 Jun21_21
	Jun 22_21 IFord Vaughan Council Communication C54

