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As we don’t have an October meeting planned we

1. Rogers Cell Tower on 16th Ave. hope to see you all online at our November

2. Scardred 7 Company — Preliminary Redevelopment annual general meeting.
Proposal.

Date:  November 15t 2021 (Monday)
2. Metropia North — Statutory Public Meeting on Time: 7:00 PM-9:00 PM
Development Proposal. Venue: Online Zoom meeting

3. Land Needs Assessment Continues to be a Hot Topic. Topics: Annua.l general meeting
Councillor updates and more
4. Trees Removed & Ice Pad built on Main Street

Heritage Property.

Rogers Cell Tower on 16th Ave

You may recall from our June Newsletter that this
cell tower was removed from the centre of York
Downs and temporarily placed close to 16™ Ave
without the appropriate consultations.  Rogers
are now in discussions with Kylemore (owners of
the golf club) about 2 possible locations to which
to relocate the tower. One is approximately 358m
to the nearest residential dwelling on Delhi
Crescent, and the other is approximately 326m to
the nearest residential dwelling on Yorkton Blvd,
and a similar distance North of 16™ Ave.

We will keep you posted.
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Scardred 7 Company -
Preliminary Redevelopment
Proposal

Scardred 7 Company has submitted a complete
application for redevelopment of their property at
4038 and 4052 Highway 7 (former White Rose and
Canada Computer property). The northern portion of
the site has already been approved for 20 single
detached homes. The southern portion is proposed to

have an 11-story mixed use apartment building with
450 residential units and a FSI of 5.2

URA has submitted a written communication to the
City. We noted that all the properties on the north
side of Highway 7 between Warden and Kennedy,
except right at the Warden/Hwy 7 corner, are
designated in the Markham 2014 Official Plan as mid
rise. For this site, this means 8-story maximum and
2.0 FSI maximum. We also noted that there has been
a general guideline for the north side of Highway 7
wherein building heights decrease as one moves east
towards the heritage area. We also noted that, for the
main part, all buildings constructed or approved to
date meet this 8-story requirement. One unapproved
application further west is for 14-stories, but is largely
aimed at senior/affordable housing, and therefore
may warrant the extra height and density.
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In summary, we expressed great concern with this
application having 11-stories, 5.2 FSI and no
mitigating factors such as senior/affordable housing.
We also indicated we will closely monitor other
components of the application, including:

Parkland

Affordable housing

Community amenities

Built form, including shadow impacts on adjacent
townhouses

Traffic on Ferrah St.

Pedestrian safety

Net zero energy emissions

We look forward to a revised proposal.

Metropia North - Statutory Public
Meeting on Development
Proposal

The statutory public meeting for the Metropia North
development proposal (located on the north side of
Enterprise Blvd immediately east of the GO Rail
corridor) was held on September 14, 2021. Prior to
the meeting, URA had submitted a prepared
statement supporting the proposed height and
density, as outlined in the preliminary staff report of
September, 2020. We did raise other important issues
that needed to be covered in the amended zoning
bylaw or other instruments, such as mixed use,
parkland, community facilities, affordable housing,
built form and connectivity.

However, we were stunned to find out, at the start of
the meeting, that the proposal had been substantially
revised, with the main change being that tower
heights are now up to 44 stories. These greatly exceed
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proposed heights in the Markham Centre Preliminary
Concept Secondary Plan.

Therefor we verbally withdrew our support for the
tower heights, as well as reiterated our other issues.

Council was sympathetic to our concerns about the
last-minute changes in the proposal and the lack of
public notification. Several councillors also spoke in
opposition to any extra height or density versus the
updated Secondary Plan. After all, what is the
purpose of the Secondary Plan if it is to be
disregarded on day one?

Staff and the proponent were able to provide
clarification on some of our other issues, including
parkland, connectivity and built form. But our height
concerns remain. URA awaits the final staff
recommendation report with interest.

Land Needs Assessment
Continues to be a Hot Topic

As discussed in our June newsletter, York Region is
studying how much land it will need to accommodate
provincially-mandated residential and employment
growth to 2051. The preliminary recommendation
was presented in March, 2021 and used the provincial
minimum of 50% intensification. It resulted in 80% of
the Region’s remaining Whitebelt being slated for
development, including 100% (1270 ha) of
Markham’s remaining Whitebelt. The “Whitebelt” is
the informal term used for lands, typically agricultural
today, that are not currently approved for
development, but not in the Greenbelt. In contrast to
Greenbelt lands, which are provincially-protected
“forever”, Whitebelt lands can be developed in the
future, with municipal approval.
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During the public consultation period, URA and other
stakeholders actively advocated for a study of
scenarios with higher intensification. At a Special
Council Meeting on September 16, staff responded by
reporting on 5 other scenarios. The recommended
scenario had a phased 50-55% intensification rate,
which translated to 56% intensification for Markham.
This resulted in 350 ha of Whitebelt being saved in
Markham.

URA deputed at this meeting. We were encouraged
that significant Whitebelt was saved, but noted that
Markham is already achieving >60% intensification.
We requested a deferral of the Council decision and
analysis of some additional scenarios where
Markham reaches 60% or more intensification.

These requests were accepted by Council. New
scenarios will be presented at a second Special
Council Meeting on October 21, 2021.

Whitebelt Area Considerations
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Trees Removed & Ice Pad Built on
Main Street Heritage property

On September 27th 2021 DSC (Development Services
Committee) debated an application by the owner of 233
Main Street Unionville for certain approvals relating to this
Heritage property. After going in camera to receive legal
advice the approvals were denied, and staff was requested
to seek restoration of the property. Council also approved
the minutes of the DSC meeting, on September 28th 2021.
The property, located near the library, has a long backyard
with about 9/10 properties adjoining. The resulting motion
and decisions taken, as well as the many deputations
(removed from the resolution below), can be seen at
Council Item 8.2, here is an extract.

“Whereas:

The owner of 233 Main Street has constructed a 60 foot by
80 foot concrete outdoor hockey/multi-purpose sports pad
and is retroactively seeking a Heritage Permit to retain it.

The owner of 233 Main Street has indicated an intention to
construct an accessory building and has constructed a
concrete base of 30.33 square meters for it and has applied
for a Heritage Permit for its retention and construction of
the building.

233 Main Street is individually designated under the
Ontario Heritage Act and located within the Unionville
Heritage Conservation District

233 Main Street is governed by a Heritage Easement
Agreement with the City that requires City approval for an
owner to undertake certain works on the property.

The Heritage Markham Advisory Committee has indicated
that it does not support the Heritage Permit application for
233 Main Street and recommended refusal of the Heritage
Permit.

The owner has illegally removed a number of mature trees
from the property and has altered the grading and
topography of the property without supporting studies or
permission from the City.”
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Now therefore be it resolved (key highlights only, without
list of deputants and report receiving approvals):

That the application for a Heritage Permit
pursuant to the Heritage Easement Agreement for
233 Main Street to allow for the retention of an
outdoor concrete hockey/multi-purpose sports
pad be denied; and,

That the application for a Heritage Permit to
construct an accessory building with a concrete
base of 30.33 square meters be denied; and,

That staff be authorized to seek restoration of the
property to the original state to the satisfaction of
the City, and if necessary, utilize the legal
processes available to the City as deemed
necessary and to the satisfaction of the City
Solicitor.
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