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1.0 Introduction 
This is a compilation of comments received from July to December 2019 on the Draft Official 
Plan (June 19, 2019 version) and the City’s respective response to each comment. Please 
note that some comments have been listed verbatim and others are summarized. The 
comments received have also been organized under the following categories: 

1. General 

• Comments generally related to the whole Official Plan and do not fall under any 
of the specific Guiding Principles and themes. Examples include those 
comments pertaining to vision, guiding principles, formatting, and organization. 

2. Complete Community 

• Comments related to growth management, neighbourhoods, housing, parks, 
open space and rural transitional area. 

3. Vibrant and Unique 

• Comments related to cultural heritage, urban design, and the Central 
Area/downtown. 

4. Environmental Stewardship and Sustainability 

• Comments related to the natural heritage system, sustainable development, 
climate change, hazard lands. 

5. Well Connected with Options for Mobility 

• Comments related to transportation planning, multimodal transportation, 
telecommunications and utilities. 

6. Strong and Diverse Economy 

• Comments related to employment districts, commercial structure and economic 
development. 
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2.0 General 

# Comment/Question (General) City’s Response / What We Did 

1 Secondary Plans and Appendix I is missing from the document. Secondary plans have been incorporated into the new Official Plan and edited where 
necessary. Appendix I will be released with the final draft of the Official Plan. 

2 Provide the context of each section at the beginning and make clear distinction 
between descriptive text and policies. The descriptive text can be in smaller text 
and located on the side margins. Make the “intent” clear in each section and 
use the heading consistently throughout the document. 

The final draft Official Plan will be formatted accordingly. Revisions have been made to 
improve the consistency of headings within each section. 

3 Provide graphics and visually clear headings The layout of the Official Plan will be undertaken as part of the future/final stages of work. 
4 Include a land acknowledgement at the beginning of the Plan. Added land acknowledgement to beginning of the Plan. 

5 The Vision statement is generic and could apply to just about any city; it is not 
tailored to our particular city and does not speak to why future residents would 
choose to continue to live, learn, work, and play here. A vision must inform but 
should also inspire, by highlighting what will define Peterborough as a place, as 
a culture, as a community, and by identifying how it adapts to and capitalize 
upon the many forces that we expect will shape it over the next two decades. 

The vision was developed based on the input received through the public consultation 
activities, particularly the online surveys. Other sections of the Plan provide the intent to 
the policies of the Plan in further detail.  

6 A shorter plan, with graphics illustrating what the “on the ground” 
implementation of policies will generate, will both inform and hopefully inspire. 

The layout of the Official Plan will be undertaken as part of a future stage of work and will 
be made available along with the final draft. Generally, throughout the editing process, 
effort has been made to consolidate repeating policies and avoiding adding additional 
explanatory text to reduce length. 
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# City’s Response / What We Did Comment/Question (General) 

7 The context section does little to position the policies that follow. What are the 
city’s strengths and weaknesses, and what opportunities and threats do we 
expect the city and its planning to face over the life of the official plan? The 
context section should tell a story; the one that has already been written, is 
being written now, and how we want that story to play out over the next 20 
years. 

Text has been added to the Context section to outline future challenges and provide 
context for the Official Plan policies that follow. However, it is noted that the general 
approach has been to avoid adding additional explanatory text to avoid increasing the 
length of the document. 

8 Much work preceded the official plan, and public engagement has helped to 
shape it. A description of “how we got to the official plan” would help the plan 
be seen as the community’s plan. 

This information will be reported to Council. The suggested section would not be as 
relevant in future years. Further noting that the general approach has been to avoid 
adding additional explanatory text to avoid increasing the length of the document. 

9 There needs to be more user-friendly guides and resources for planning and 
development processes. 

This is not  a component of an Official Plan. This may be considered as a separate 
initiative. 

10  Love the vision and guiding principles! 
Wondering about organic waste disposal options? i.e. green bins? Are these 
coming?? 

The provision of an organic waste composting facility is outside the scope of the Official 
Plan; however, a new composting facility may be completed by fall of 2023. The Official 
Plan does speak to waste, recycling and composting containers as considerations for site 
plan approval under Section 7.7 (Site Plan Approval) and encouraging three stream waste 
collection capability in all multi-residential buildings under Section 5.4.3 (Policies for 
Buildings and Sustainable Design). 

11 There are positive aspects to Peterborough’s Draft Official plan such as 
improved inclusion of First Nations and acknowledgment of their traditional 
lands and inclusion of Indigenous names, a commitment to energy 
conservation and a focus of local food stores. In addition, improved access 
secondary suites is good because it should increase places available for rent. 

No changes provided – comment is in support of draft policies. 
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# Comment/Question (General) City’s Response / What We Did 

12 The current draft appears heavily focused upon meeting provincial 
requirements, and in that sense is quite passive in nature. Given the many 
factors facing this city at this critical juncture in its history, its official plan should 
be more than a response to requirements, but a clear direction‐setting 
document that guides (and inspires) the community to the future it desires. 

It is a requirement of the Plan to conform with provincial policies and requirements. 
Improving clarity and appropriate guidance has been considered in revisions. 

13 The context section does little to position the policies that follow. What are the 
defining physical features unique to this city? What does the community value 
about these features? Beaches, extensive public access to shoreline and 
water, commanding views, and others help to make this community unique. 
The context section should tell a story; the one that has already been written, is 
being written now, and how we want that story to play out over the next 20 
years. 

The context section was revised to speak to the physical landscape and outline the 
purpose of the Official Plan.  

14 More detail is required on the things that will monitored. Why not commit to 
developing a monitoring plan that includes a wide range of indicators related to 
the various elements of the OP? Sustainability could be one unifying theme. 

Section 7.3.2 (Monitoring) commits to monitoring and measuring performance. That 
section speaks to monitoring to determine if the implementation of the policies fulfills the 
overall Vision, Guiding Principles and Objectives of this Plan. Sustainability is already 
captured through the vision and guiding principles. 

15 The following are important to me: 
- Roads 
- Employment 
- Daycare 
I realize that there has been a 20% decrease in subsidy for childcare but that 
means that the province is still paying 80%, I'm going to need childcare soon 
and I also feel that 30 good jobs being lost is far too much for a council to 
ignore. Keep the jobs and these services to the citizens of Peterborough. 

The Municipal Child Care Programs is part of the annual budget discussions and is not 
within the purview of the Official Plan Update.  
The Official Plan does however speak to the following: 

• Providing a convenient, accessible, affordable and integrated transportation 
system; 

• Ensuring that there is an appropriate supply of lands are designated for 
population-related employment (e.g., retail, daycare, institutional uses) and 
employment land employment (i.e., industrial uses) to allow for job creation and a 
wide range of employment opportunities; 

• Fostering a high quality of life to attract investment and sustain a workforce; and. 
• Considering opportunities to offer incentives for business growth. 
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# Comment/Question (General) City’s Response / What We Did 

16 I want to express my concerns about closing the city run daycare programs. 
The company I worked for closed and therefore I can really feel for the daycare 
workers and hope you find it in your heart to not put them out of work, believe 
me it's devastating. I also will need daycare if I can find a good paying job. 
Maybe the City could work on trying to attract more jobs to the area. I am not 
one to take advantage of government programs but unless I find work soon, I 
will need to look into what help I can get. In short, I would like you to focus on 
job creation and daycare. I appreciate the opportunity to have input. 

Please see response to Comment #15 above. 

17 Are there separate public at large/citizens, Indigenous groups'/youth advisory 
committees? Or a committee that incorporates knowledge and experience of 
settler, Indigenous people, and youth? 

The establishment of a committee of Council is outside the scope of the Official Plan. The 
draft Official Plan does, however, include policies for consultation with Indigenous 
communities and community engagement. One of the objectives to community 
engagement described in the Plan is to provide equitable opportunity for a wide 
demographic to be informed and involved on planning matters, Sections 7.1 and 7.2 
(Public Consultation and Community Engagement)). 

18 It's important to acknowledge that this Plan must position the community to 
respond effectively, efficiently and equitably to the challenges and opportunities 
that have arrived or loom on the horizon. The City's planning approach must be 
characterized by quick response to rapid change, a focus on key strategic 
issues (rather than comprehensive), and planning will have to be highly 
inclusive in nature. 

Additional language in the Context section was added to frame future 
challenges/opportunities. 

19 The Draft Plan lacks any front‐end context that one would expect to see and 
that would drive the Plan's goals, objectives and policies. The Plan must 
explain the assumptions, analysis, projections and predictions that provide the 
foundation for future planning, and life, in this community. Accordingly, the Plan 
must explain the nature of the many trends, challenges and trends to be 
planned for in this community over the next 20 years for land use planning, 
urban design, infrastructure and resource management. 

Additional language in the Context section was added to frame future 
challenges/opportunities. It is noted; however, that providing context is not a statutory 
requirement of an Official Plan. The focus must be on managing change into the future 
through planning policy. 
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# Comment/Question (General) City’s Response / What We Did 

20 A key issue concerns the absence of any substantive plan monitoring and 
evaluation strategy, including supportive indicators. The insights generated by 
plan evaluation would then guide changes to plan content and direction, and 
thereby ensure relevance, currency and effectiveness of the plan. Accordingly, 
the Plan needs a monitoring and evaluation strategy that explains the 
evaluation process and elements. This includes clarification of tasks and timing; 
it will also be necessary to the develop strategic, key indicators that are tied 
directly to, and support, the Plan's goals, objectives and policies. 

Added text to Section 7.3.2 (Monitoring) that the results of monitoring activities may by 
used to inform future policy direction and updates to the Plan. 

21 Ideally, we want to see (and read) Official Plans that not only inform and 
meeting statutory requirements for content; they should also inspire and 
motivate the community. The Official Plan should be readable, accessible and 
focused ‐ one that focuses on the key strategic issues of importance to the 
City's quality of life, sustainability and well‐being. 

The draft Official Plan contains a considerable amount of context and explanatory text 
which supports the readability and provides rationale for the subsequent policies in every 
section. The final formatting of the document will also support readability. 

22 With regard to the public consultation issue, where did the City really land on 
Arnstein's Ladder, IAP2 spectrum, etc. with this Draft? The City seems to have 
taken a rather traditional approach to consultation with the Draft Plan (i.e. open 
houses, information sessions). 

In May of 2017, based on the International Association for Public Participation (IAP2) 
model, Council agreed to “Involve” the public in the development of the Plan with some 
opportunities to “Collaborate”. The City has used a number of methods to involve and 
collaborate through pop-ups, online surveys, a four-day community design charrette, open 
houses, and face-to-face meetings. It is estimated that there has been well over 5,000 
participants throughout the Official Plan Update process. 

23 Nogojiwanong Friendship Centre should be included in the Official Plan so that 
the concerns of urban Indigenous community members are heard, and that 
Indigenous Peoples are empowered in and around Peterborough. This 
relationship should be ongoing. As part of building and maintaining 
relationships, seat(s) should be given for Indigenous representation at council 
meetings. 

Section 7.1 (Indigenous Peoples of Canada and the Duty to Consult) includes the 
Nogojiwanong Friendship Centre, recognizes the interests of the urban indigenous 
population from a local and regional planning perspective and directs the City to engage 
and partner with Indigenous Communities as appropriate. Indigenous representation at 
council meetings is not within the scope of the Official Plan update. 

24 Recognize the rights of Indigenous communities, not simply or narrowly 
“interests”. 

This Plan has been revised in consultation with Treaty 20 First Nations. 

25 Positive to see reference/recognition to Free Prior and Informed Consent in 
regard to Indigenous People, commitment to work towards constructive, 
cooperative relationships with Indigenous People 

These policies have been revised in consultation with Treaty 20 First Nations. 
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3.0 Complete Community 

# Comment/Question (Complete Community) City’s Response / What We Did 

1 How will inclusionary zoning policies be measured and monitored? Inclusionary zoning policies have been removed from the draft Official Plan until such time  
it can be confirmed that they can be implemented in the City. 

2 The Official Plan does not appropriately address the issue of poverty and 
homelessness. 

Policies relating to Accessible, Assisted and Affordable Housing can be found in Section 
5.2.3. Specific details and program direction will be established in the Housing and 
Homelessness Plan. 

3 Improvements to public space will attract more development downtown. The City will continue efforts towards improving and enhancing the public realm in the 
Central Area. References to this are in Section 4.3 (Central Area). 

4 There are not enough cultural and recreational facilities in the City. The determination of need for more cultural and recreational facilities will be established 
through the recommendations of the Parks and Recreation Master Plan. 

5 The cultural and recreational facilities that exist are not equitably distributed. The equitable distribution of cultural and recreational facilities will be established through 
the recommendations of the Parks and Recreation Master Plan. 

6 Place time limits on development fee exemption to encourage timely 
development. 

Any limitations to development charge exemptions will have to be established through the 
Development Charges By-law. 

7 All neighbourhoods should include a restaurant or pub. Neighbourhood supportive uses are permitted in the Residential designation.  

8 New subdivisions should include multi-use recreational facilities. The need for recreational facilities will be established through the recommendations of the 
Parks and Recreation Master Plan. Following the Parks and Recreation Master Plan, the 
location of recreation facilities in new subdivisions will be determined through the 
Secondary Planning process. 

9 The City needs to facilitate ‘neighbourliness’ – social gathering spaces in 
neighbourhoods. 

Section 5.3 (Parkland and Open Space) identifies opportunities for socialization as a 
benefit to providing park space throughout the City. 
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# Comment/Question (Complete Community) City’s Response / What We Did 

10 Mechanisms are required to protect existing neighbourhoods especially with 
regards to compatibility and traffic. 

Added policy language to Section 4.2.2 (Residential Designation) to require residential 
development and intensification be compatible with the surrounding context. 

11 Permit the development of tiny homes on private property (e.g. Cornerstone 
Landing Youth Services and Algonquin College in Lanark County). 

Tiny homes on private property can be established under the policies for additional 
residential units/secondary suites, Section 4.2.2(Residential Designation)). 

12 Work with community for innovative ways to provide affordable and special 
needs housing. 

Policies relating to Accessible, Assisted and Affordable Housing can be found in Section 
5.2.3. Specific details and program direction will be established in the Housing and 
Homelessness Plan. 

13 Develop existing surface parking lots in the downtown. Section 4.3.1 encourages parking in the Central Area to be in above or below grade 
parking structures and appropriately designed. Section 4.3.1 requires all development in 
the Central Area to be transit-supportive and pedestrian-oriented. 

14 Parks should all have water service to facilitate community gardens. The facilities provided at each park is established through the recommendations of the 
Parks and Recreation Master Plan/Park Standards. 

15 Farmland should be preserved and the City should intensify opposed to 
developing new subdivisions. 

The currently unbuilt land not required for urban development for the life of this Plan will be 
identified as Rural Transition Area (Section 4.7). 

16 Consider permitting modular housing as an option for low-cost and affordable 
housing. 

Modular housing is already permitted in residential areas, subject to the policies and 
provisions of the Zoning By-law and the Ontario Building Code. 

17 Passive recreation opportunities should be explored and considered, not just 
development of parks with playgrounds and sports facilities. 

The facilities and programming of uses provided at each park are established through the 
recommendations of the Parks and Recreation Master Plan/Parks Standards. 

18 Residential development needs to be accompanied by commercial development 
to reduce vehicle trips. 

Neighbourhood supportive uses are permitted in the Residential designation. Further, the 
mixed-use corridors (Section 4.4) enable the development of buildings containing 
commercial and residential uses in areas outside of the downtown. 

19 Larger developments should include indoor and/or outdoor common space. On-site amenity space is a requirement for larger developments. More detailed 
requirements may be established through the Zoning By-law, design guidelines and/or 
determined through Site Plan Approval. 
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# Comment/Question (Complete Community) City’s Response / What We Did 

20 The Plan should consider inclusion of the new 10-point housing plan. Point 6 of the 10-point housing plan states that “City of Peterborough will continue to 
develop its Official Plan to ensure that creative solutions for housing are available to the 
community, such as allowing for tiny homes through zoning and by-law amendments and 
will look to create an inventory of land that could be made available for affordable housing 
development”. These are addressed in Section 5.2.4. The other nine points are outside the 
purview of the Official Plan.  

21 Require residential development to be no more than one kilometre from a 
grocery store. 

The draft Official Plan contains General Policies for Food Stores (Section 4.1.5) which 
encourages the equitable distribution of food stores and their location in neighbourhoods 
and strategic growth areas. 

22 Requiring 10% of new residential developments be affordable will discourage 
development in the City and/or result in local builders investing in neighbouring 
municipalities. 

Section 5.2.4 has been reworded to clarify that the percentage is a City-wide target on an 
annual basis. 

23 The affordable housing target should be increased – 10% is not enough Increased the minimum target to 20%. 

24 Include higher density forms of housing as a proxy for housing affordability. Section 5.2 (Housing) identifies providing a range and mix of housing types as an objective 
for being able to respond to the different needs in the housing market. Higher density 
housing is intrinsically more affordable. 

25 Affordable housing needs to prioritize homelessness first. Homelessness first strategies are developed through the City’s Housing and 
Homelessness Plan. 

26 There is a need for a specific affordable housing strategy with ways to compel 
the development industry to build. 

The City has an Affordable Housing Community Improvement Plan to assist/incentivise in 
the development of affordable housing in the City. Although the City can create incentives 
for developing affordable housing, landowners cannot be forced to use the incentives or 
develop their property. 

27 An intensification rate of 50% is too low and needs to be increased. The 50% intensification target currently stated in the draft Official Plan is a minimum target. 
Exceeding the target is permitted. 

28 Louis Street Park should be developed as a passive green space and the splash 
pad/ice rink should be located at the Simcoe and Bethune Park. 

The Louis Street Urban Park has already gone through the design process and is currently 
under construction. 

29 The City needs to be enabled to be proactive on housing issues through policies 
in the Official Plan. 

Considerations to encourage affordable and accessible housing is included in Section 
5.2.4. Housing strategies are also in the City’s Housing and Homelessness Plan. 
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# Comment/Question (Complete Community) City’s Response / What We Did 

30 Zoning By-law needs to be changed to remove restrictions on residential 
development. 

The Planning Act requires the City to update its Zoning By-law within three years of the 
new Official Plan coming into effect. 

31 Greater incentives for affordable housing need to be established. Considerations have been added to Section 5.2.4 (Accessible, Assisted and Affordable 
Housing). Recommendations for greater incentives for affordable housing may be also 
established through Housing and Homelessness Plan.  

32 Establish communication protocol when working towards affordable and 
assisted housing. 

Policies regarding public consultation are established through Section 7.2 of the Plan. 

33 Affordable housing success stories need to be promoted. This is not within the scope of an Official Plan. The Housing Division prepares annual 
reports on progress relating to the goals of the Housing and Homelessness Plan, which 
may highlight success stories that occur each year. 

34 Policies that protect the existing affordable housing stock from redevelopment 
need to be introduced. 

Policies that protect existing affordable housing stock are present in Section 5.2.3 and 
5.2.4 (Conversions of Rental Housing) 

35 Barrier-free housing is badly needed. Through Site Plan Control, the City will require site development and design to include 
barrier-free and universal accessibility as established through the Ontario Building Code 
and AODA. 

36 Height limits in neighbourhoods will restrict infill development opportunities. The intent of the Official Plan is to direct the greatest density to the downtown and mixed-
use corridors (i.e., strategic growth areas). Some larger infill projects may occur in the 
Residential designation. 

37 City should continue acquisition of property adjacent to the Otonabee River and 
Little Lake for public parks. 

Section 5.3 speaks to the shoreline of the Otonabee River, Little Lake and Trent-Severn 
Waterway will be set aside as part of the City’s parks and open space network. Further, 
Section 5.4.1 states that the City shall explore opportunities for the acquisition of land 
abutting the waterways to improve public access. 

38 Change bylaws with minimum house sizes to allow for tiny homes in the city, or 
more than one tiny home on shared property. 

Section 5.2.3 provides consideration to the provisions of the Zoning By-Law are sufficiently 
flexible to permit or explore a range of innovative housing types and sizes, including 
secondary suites, accessory dwelling units, garden suites, cohousing, tiny homes, 
communal housing, and life-lease housing. 
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# Comment/Question (Complete Community) City’s Response / What We Did 

39 There is a disconnect in encouraging infill development and identifying 
greenspace as an important aspect of quality of life. 

The City will develop a network of active and passive open space and recreation facilities 
to prevent a deficiency in park area and provide adequate opportunities for residents of the 
City (Section 5.3). Further, the Official Plan establishes five categories of parks including 
Urban Park Spaces, which was developed to respond to the shift towards intensification in 
the downtown and corridors. 

40 Central Area boundary should be extended north and west to Parkhill Road and 
Park Street. 

The northern boundary of the Central Area is unchanged from the current boundary 
because aside from identified mixed use corridors of George and Water Streets, the area 
north of the Central Area boundary is viewed to have limited redevelopment potential. The 
Central Area already includes Park Street. 

41 Height limit in the Central Area should not exceed six storeys. In the Central Area, height in excess of six stories is only permitted as of right in the 
Downtown Core Area and Industrial Conversion designations. The additional height is 
necessary to help the City achieve its intensification target and density target. 

42 Ensure new development consists of a mix of unit types as well as community 
spaces. 

The Housing Supply policies in Section 5.2.2 identify that the City shall provide an 
appropriate range of housing types and densities to suit the needs of current and future 
residents. Additionally, the Official Plan establishes five categories of parks including 
Urban Park Spaces, which was developed to respond to the shift towards intensification in 
the downtown and corridors. 
Further, as part of Site Plan Approval, the provision of outdoor amenity and/or play 
facilities shall be displayed, where appropriate. 

43 The City needs to better facilitate second units/garden suites. Secondary suites are permitted in Residential designations. This policy has been moved to 
Section 5.2.3. Secondary suite (additional residential unit) policies are also further 
articulated through policy 4.2.2 and have been revised to permit up to two secondary 
suites for each single-detached, semi-detached or townhouse unit. One unit may be 
contained within the primary residential dwellings and another unit may be within an 
accessory structure.  

44 Do second units or garden suites count towards the intensification target? Yes, second units (referred to as additional residential units in the Official Plan) count 
towards the annual residential intensification target. 
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# Comment/Question (Complete Community) City’s Response / What We Did 

45 A range of affordable housing unit types should be available from tiny homes to 
housing for large/multi-generation families. 

Section 5.2.2 (Housing Supply) speaks to the City permitting and facilitating all forms of 
housing to meet the needs of current and future residents, including affordable, assisted 
and special needs housing. Specific programs and housing needs may be established 
through the Housing and Homelessness Plan. 

46 Discriminatory language (e.g. ageist wording) needs to be removed. Revisions have been made to remove references to specific demographic groups where 
deemed appropriate.  

47 The Official Plan is too vague. It does not include any legal framework or zoning 
provisions. 

The Official Plan is meant to be a high-level and overarching document identifying goals 
and objectives of the City. The legal framework for planning in Ontario is established at the 
Provincial level and zoning provisions are established through the Zoning By-law. 

48 There is a need to update the Zoning By-law immediately. Section 26(9) of the Planning Act requires the City to update its Zoning By-law within three 
years of the new Official Plan coming into effect. 

49 Is there political will to achieve the vision and principles of the Official Plan? The Official Plan will need to be adopted by City Council. 

50 The Official Plan has to be adjusted to reflect Bill 108. Revisions have been made to the draft Official Plan with respect to Bill 108. 

51 Need an accessible housing target of 15% Added policy to Section 5.2.4 (Accessible, Assisted and Affordable Housing) that “The City 
will encourage options for accessibility within all new residential developments.” 

52 The City needs to speed up the approvals process for new subdivisions which 
will help with affordability. 

Section 5.2.4 states that the City will encourage and assist, where possible, in the creation 
of affordable and/or accessible housing by exploring opportunities for fast-tracking 
development applications that are providing affordable and/or accessible housing. It is 
noted however that timelines for reviewing development applications are established in the 
Planning Act 

53 All references to affordable housing that may apply to private developers must 
be removed/ 

The City is required by the Province to include affordable housing policies in the Official 
Plan. 

54 Will the City be preparing a Schedule for Residential Density? The City will not be preparing a schedule that replicates the Residential Density schedule 
of the current Official Plan. 

55 How will the existing Secondary Plans be incorporated into the new Official 
Plan? 

Relevant secondary plans have been incorporated into the new Official Plan and edited 
where necessary. 
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# Comment/Question (Complete Community) City’s Response / What We Did 

56 How is the concept of Nodes from the urban design charette being incorporated 
into the Official Plan? 

The nodes analyzed during the design charette have generally been incorporated into the 
mixed-use corridors and identified as key intersections (Section 4.4.2 (Major Mixed-Use 
Corridor Designation). More detailed policies and design standards for these intersections 
may be established through the Secondary Planning process. 

57 What is the highest priority of the Official Plan? All priorities are equal and the Official Plan is to be read in its entirety (Section 1.2 
(Purpose and Effect). 

58 What is being proposed to improve the availability of services and amenities?  Services and amenities are proposed to be improved under the overarching guiding 
principle of creating complete communities. Mixed-use corridors and the permission of 
neighbourhood supportive uses in residential areas will bring commercial services closer to 
residents. Section 5 speaks to community development policies (housing, parks, etc.). 

59 How was the determination made between what was considered “Major” versus 
“Minor” Mixed-Use Corridor? Perhaps the intersection of Clonsilla and 
Lansdowne needs to be reconsidered. 

The determination between major and minor mixed-use corridors was based on the 
anticipated redevelopment potential. The boundaries of the Major Mixed-use Corridor has 
been revised to include the intersection of Clonsilla Avenue and Lansdowne Street West. 

60 The City should consider having housing designated specifically for students 
and housing designated specifically for low-income residents. 

Student residences may be considered as part of an institutional use; however, it is not 
appropriate for the Official Plan to identify types or classes of people. 

61 Increase affordable housing target from 10% to 25%  The target indicated in the Plan has been increased to 20% per annum. 

62 I support flexibility in height limits, well-designed tall buildings are a compact, 
sustainable way to house a lot of people. NIMBY-driven decisions are never 
good decisions for the long term. 

Section 5.4 (Urban Design) states the City’s commitment to achieving a high quality of 
urban design and architectural excellence and encourages development proponents to 
design buildings which include building materials and colours, landscaping and 
architectural styles compatible with the context of the area, while achieving variety along 
the streetscape. Development proponents will be further encouraged to incorporate 
architectural detailing and high-quality durable materials that maintain and enhance the 
character of the existing area and extend the life cycle of the built environment. 

63 Good design of tall buildings can address height concerns. Rather than being 
inflexible with height limits, allow nearby residents to comment on design. Use 
virtual reality to visualize neighbourhood with new tall building.  

Design is considered in Section 5.4 (Urban Design). 



SUMMARY OF PUBLIC FEEDBACK ON THE DRAFT OFFICIAL PLAN   `  

Page 16 of 50 
 

# Comment/Question (Complete Community) City’s Response / What We Did 

63 Agree that tall buildings can be built more creatively allowing more height (i.e., 
staggered levels) but agree that Central Area should be limited height (4-5 
floors). 

There are locations within the Central Area that may accommodate taller buildings. The 
maximum heights are subject to the policies in Section 4.3.1. 

64 Ensure that tall buildings/apartments have surrounding greenspace to support 
healthy development of children/families and support mental health in all ages. 

On-site amenity space is a consideration for development under Sections 4.2.2 for 
Neighbourhoods, 4.3.1 for the Central Area and 4.4.2 for the Major Mixed-Use Corridors. 
The City has added a policy under Section 5.4.1(Urban Design) to commit to the 
preparation of urban design guidelines for medium and high-density development. 

65 Ensure the Parkhill Rd/Water St commercial node stays as small as possible. 
The expansion of this node could be problematic for surrounding 
neighbourhoods. 

The Parkhill Road and Water Street intersection is designated as Major Mixed-Use 
Corridor and the surrounding area is designated as Minor Mixed-Use Corridor. The Minor 
Mixed-Use Corridor is expected to accommodate limited intensified development, while 
maintaining a broad mix of compatible land uses per Section 4.4.3. 

66 More density in the downtown core. Increase the density target from 150 
residents and jobs per hectare to 200. 

The target of 150 residents and jobs per hectare represents a minimum target in which the 
City must plan to achieve by the year 2031.  

67 Section 5.2 Housing: Wording is not strong enough in terms of housing types we 
“require” vs. what developers want to build. Look up Mayor Plante of Montreal, 
this week cancelled a development because the builder would not comply with a 
variety of housing types. The City must strengthen its stance and be in control.  

Section 5.2.2 states that the City shall require a mix of housing types and densities. The 
Planning Act also places limitations on where inclusionary zoning may be applied. 

68 The Plan should also address the need of services to assist those using 
affordable housing 

Section 3.2 (Population and Employment Forecasts) indicates that all planning approvals 
will be evaluated on the confirmation of the availability of adequate public service facilities. 
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# Comment/Question (Complete Community) City’s Response / What We Did 

69 New housing developments should be required to provide supporting 
infrastructure (e.g., sidewalks) and support park and open space and land 
securement plan 

With respect to sidewalks, Section 6.2.4 (Complete Streets) requires sidewalks on both 
sides all public roads, including cul-de-sacs with 30 or more residential units or with a 
through pedestrian connections.  
With respect to parks and open space, Section 2.2.1 (Complete Community) speaks to the 
provision of a balanced mix of land uses, including access to parks and open spaces. 
Section 5.3 (Parkland and Open Spaces) further indicates that a complementary program 
to provide active and passive open space and recreation facilities will be developed to 
prevent any deficiency in park area and to provide adequate recreation opportunities for 
the citizens of the City of Peterborough and for visitors to the City. Special emphasis will be 
placed on ensuring the continuity and accessibility of a connected system of parkland 
throughout the City of Peterborough. Section 5.3 has been revised to speak to accessibility 
of the parkland system. 

70 Will the city be supporting acquisition of new parks and open spaces? When 
was the last park/open space that the city invested/purchased? 

The Louis Street park and Bethune Street linear park are examples of recent investment in 
parks. 

71 Housing affordability needs to be considered in making each policy choice 
throughout the Plan 

Housing affordability is a consideration of this Plan and strategies for addressing housing 
affordability are identified in Section 5.2.4.  

72 Positive to see that City of Peterborough's Housing Plan informs the Official 
Plan policies and the specific 10% target/requirement for all new developments. 

The affordable housing target has been increased to 20% after further review and 
consideration. For greater clarity, the 20% requirement applies as a city-wide target and 
does not apply to site-specific developments. 
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# Comment/Question (Complete Community) City’s Response / What We Did 

73 Is the 10% comparable to other jurisdictions of similar size and demographics? The City of Brantford’s (population 97,000 in 2016) targets for affordable ownership 
housing and affordable rental housing will be established in the Brantford-Brant Housing 
Stability Plan. The current targets in the Brantford-Brant Housing Stability Plan are to 
provide an increase of 506 units of municipally owned and operated affordable rental 
housing by 2030, and an increase of 337 units of affordable rental housing owned and 
operated by non-profit and/or co-operative housing providers by 2030.  
The affordable housing target in the draft Official Plan has been increased to 20% after 
further review and consideration. The City’s target is a minimum target.  

74 Our new arrangement of housing developments should occur around 
nuclei/centres that supply daily needs. 

The Plan acknowledges key intersections as having the potential to reinforce a community 
hub or gateway in Section 4.4.2 (Major Mixed-Use Corridor Designation). 

75 There are issues with inconsistent application of a complete community between 
the definition and introduction of the Official Plan. One is at a city-scale and 
others are at a neighbourhood-scale. 

The “complete community” may apply to both a community/city-scale and neighbourhood-
scale. 
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# Comment/Question (Complete Community) City’s Response / What We Did 

74 The new Minor Mixed-Use Corridor designation will trigger significant changes 
which deserve scrutiny. There are only two ways to intensify the number of jobs 
and residents in the Minor Mixed-Use Corridor: 

• Demolish a given, existing building and rebuild up or out on the same 
land size. 

• Put more residents or jobs into an existing building by adding additions 
or converting the existing building  

Both options will change the appearance of the area and increase the number of 
cars parked on or near the plot of land. Intensification runs the risk of 
exacerbating the parking problem in the area bounded by Parkhill, London, 
George and Water where car parking which pills over on to lanes, on-street 
parking, even front yards and back yards. In regard to cars parked in such a way 
as to intrude on to lanes, the only recourse City residents have is to obtain a 
court for an injunction. 
Suggestions  
1. In the upcoming Zoning Bylaw to implement the new Official Plan, base 

parking requirements on hard evidence such as Census, data from 
comparable cities such as Brantford, Guelph, parking counts. 

2. Regulate parking based on the number of individuals (e.g. number of jobs or 
bedrooms), not number of units.  

3. Into the new Official Plan, build an automatic 5-year review of the efficacy of 
Zoning Bylaws to implement the goals of the new Official Plan.  

Section 4.4.3 (Minor Mixed-Use Corridor Designation) states that adequate parking, 
loading and waste collection/storage facilities for all permitted land uses shall be provided 
on the site. Front yard parking will not be permitted for non-residential uses and mid-rise 
residential uses and parking and servicing areas shall be located at the rear or side of the 
building and not visible from the street. The parking and servicing areas must further be set 
back and appropriately buffered from existing or planned residential areas. In addition to 
the updates to the zoning by-law, the secondary planning process will provide direction on 
the type of development and how to address parking and other issues. The Planning Act 
requires that the City update the Official Plan 10 years after it comes into effect as a new 
official plan and every five years thereafter. Subsequently, the Planning Act requires that 
the zoning by-law is updated no less than three years after the approval of its new official 
plan.  
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# Comment/Question (Complete Community) City’s Response / What We Did 

77 I would like to urge you to do all you can to encourage some intensification of 
rental and condo residences in the downtown area. The scale that makes the 
most sense in terms of fitting in are buildings on the scale of the new buildings 
at Aylmer and Hunter by Ashburnham Realty, but other size buildings are also 
welcome. I know several aging residents of downtown who are thinking of 
moving downtown, but it is very hard to find something. All of these people 
would be selling houses in Peterborough to do so, freeing up space for families 
and making life easier for themselves by locating where they would not need to 
drive as often. The demand is there, but not the supply at a reasonable price. 
Generally, I think that Peterborough needs to 'citify' itself and reduce green field 
sprawl as best it can. Good for the climate and quality of life (with nature near 
enough for everyone to access). 

Residential intensification is key to achieving the density target for the Urban Growth 
Centre and the intensification target in the built-up area as specified in the Official Plan. 
The Official Plan provides criteria for mid-rise and high-rise buildings under the general 
policies applicable throughout the Central Area in Section 4.3.1 (Introduction to the Central 
Area). 

78 Are additional stories beyond the prescribed Official Plan maximum building 
heights will still be allowed under the Community Benefit Development Charge 
(Bill 108)? 

Section 37 bonusing provisions of the Planning Act has been repealed - the City is no 
longer permitted to authorize increases in height and density of development beyond what 
is permitted in a zoning by-law in return for community benefits. The community benefits 
charge is a charge to fund the provision of soft services (e.g., libraries, parks) and has no 
ties to bonusing (planning permissions for greater height and density).  
The former ‘bonusing’ policies in the Official Plan have been revised to allow the City to 
consider additional building height in appropriate locations, to a specific maximum would 
still be subject to all policies regulating compatibility. 
 

79 Why is the delineated built boundary defined 13 years ago guiding policy to 
2041? Does it come from the 2006 Growth Plan, why not use the 2016 edition? 

Only the Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing has the authority to update/revise the 
delineated built boundary. Per Growth Plan Policy 5.2.2(1)(a) to implement this Plan, the 
Minister will, in collaboration with other Ministers of the Crown where appropriate, identify, 
establish or update the delineated built boundary.  

80 How will the lands designated Rural Transitional Area be determined once the 
Land Needs Assessment is completed? 

Staff has developed criteria to determine what lands will be designated as excess. This is 
discussed in Staff Report IPSPL21-016. 
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4.0 Vibrant and Unique 

# Comment/Question (Unique and Vibrant) City’s Response / What We Did 

1 Encourage underground parking and active transportation to reduce use of 
downtown lands as surface parking lots. 

Section 4.3.1 (Introduction to the Central Area) encourages parking in the Central Area to 
be located in either above or below grade parking structures and appropriately designed 
while also requiring all development in the Central Area to be transit-supportive and 
pedestrian-oriented. 

2 Expand the BIA boundary west to Park Street. This is outside the scope of an Official Plan. Expansion of existing BIA boundaries is done 
according to procedure outlined in the Business Improvement Area By-law. 

3 Central Area should not extend east of the Otonabee River or south of Little 
Lake. 

The existing Central Area currently extends to those areas. 

4 Ensure new developments include community spaces (parks and other shared 
gathering spaces). 

Parks and associated gathering spaces are encouraged in new developments towards the 
goal of maintaining the City’s growth towards a complete community. 
The City’s Park Standards establishes guidelines for the location and design of parks. 

5 A Heritage Conservation District study for the downtown should be a 
requirement. 

Section 4.3.1 (Introduction to the Central Area) states that “[t]he City will complete a 
Heritage Conservation District study for the Central Area.”  

6 Safe and defensible space creation should be a requirement of urban design. Section 5.4.1 (Introduction to Urban Design) states that one of the general objectives of 
urban design is to provide safety, comfort and amenity for those experiencing an area or 
space.  

7 “Providing safety” in public spaces should identify the users that will determine 
safety. 

Section 5.4.1 (Introduction to Urban Design) states that one of the general objectives of 
urban design is to provide safety, comfort and amenity for those experiencing an area or 
space. 
Lists of specific groups are generally avoided throughout the Official Plan to maintain 
inclusivity. 

8 The Official Plan needs to be clearer about AODA and pedestrian 
friendliness/safety. 

Reference to AODA standards has been added to section 2.2.4 (Well Connected with 
Options for Mobility). 

9 Re-introduce school facilities to the downtown. Section 4.3.1 (Introduction to the Central Area) states that the City will encourage 
opportunities for new institutional uses within the Central Area. 
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# Comment/Question (Unique and Vibrant) City’s Response / What We Did 

10 A main street beautification program should be developed to enhance the look 
of downtown. 

Section 4.3.1 (Introduction to the Central Area) speak to improving the appearance of the 
public realm in the Central Area. 

11 City needs to promote and incentivize development of vacant upper-storey 
space in the downtown. 

The City has a Residential Intensification and Conversion Grant Program through the suite 
of Community Improvement Plan programs designed to promote and incentivize upper-
storey development in the Central Area. 

12 Policies should be created to better enforce property standards to ensure 
upkeep takes place. 

Section 7.18 states that the City shall enact a By-Law pursuant to the Building Code Act or 
other enabling legislation setting forth minimum standards for maintenance and occupancy 
of all buildings, dwellings and open space areas within the City. Property standards are 
enforced by the Building Division in accordance with the Property Standards By-law. 

13 Storefronts should reflect the existing built heritage of the downtown. Section 4.3.1 (Introduction to the Central Area) states that “[t]he City will complete a 
Heritage Conservation District study for the Central Area.” Further, the section speaks to 
promoting downtown re-development within the context of historic preservation. 

14 Allow for green space between buildings and the street and a visual break 
between buildings themselves along major corridors. 

Development in the mixed-use corridors will enhance efficiency, convenience, safety and 
appearance through a number of means, including landscaping and streetscape 
improvements. 
Further, it is anticipated that development within the mixed-use corridors will be facilitated 
by the creation of Secondary Plans to address more specific planning and urban design 
components. 

15 The Official Plan needs to ensure policies are viewed through an anti-
oppression lens. 

It is not clear which policies are being referred to in this comment, but generally any policy 
referring to specific demographic groups have been removed. 

16 The City should be careful not to token Indigenous art. Section 5.4.4 (Policies for Public Art) has been revised to include a reference to 
consultation with First Nations communities where Indigenous artwork or a public art 
program are contemplated. 

17 A Heritage Study for Ashburnham Village needs to be completed. Policies enabling the study of heritage resources are included in Section 5.1 (Cultural 
Heritage) of the Official Plan. Identifying priorities will be done through the Heritage 
Preservation Office in consultation with the Arts, Culture and Heritage Committee, 
Peterborough Architectural Conservation Advisory Committee, property owners and 
residents. 

18 Cultural heritage needs to respect Indigenous rights and history. Section 5.1 (Cultural Heritage) acknowledges the notification and involvement of all 
Indigenous Communities having an interest in cultural heritage. 
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# Comment/Question (Unique and Vibrant) City’s Response / What We Did 

19 Cultural heritage needs to ensure inclusion of cultures of new residents to the 
area. 

The cultural heritage reflects built heritage resources, cultural heritage landscapes and 
archaeological resources that have been determined to have cultural heritage value or 
interest for the important contribution they make to our understanding of the history of 
a place, an event, or a people. It is not necessarily exclusionary of the cultures of new 
residents. 

20 Height restrictions should be established where mid or high-rise buildings are 
expected to back onto low-rise housing. 

Development will ensure compatibility between new development and the existing built 
form by design elements such as 45-degree angular planes, setbacks, step backs or 
landscaped buffer areas.  

21 Peterborough needs to be better branded and marketed. This is not within the scope of the Official Plan update. This may be considered as part of 
an overall economic development strategy. 

22 Concern that public consultation is a waste of time and nothing will ever come of 
the discussions. 

Public consultation is an important part of reviewing development applications and 
preparing policy. This is enshrined in Section 7.2 (Public Consultation and Community 
Engagement) of the Official Plan. 

23 The amount of required public consultation should be dependant on the type of 
development application. 

Public consultation requirements on development applications will be conducted in 
accordance with the Planning Act. 

24 The City should look at radio advertising as an alternative to print notices in 
newspapers. 

Television and radio advertising were added to list of communication tools to Section 7.2 
(Public Consultation and Community Engagement)  

25 Should there be a height cap in the Central Area and Neighbourhood areas of 
the City? 

The Central Area and Neighbourhood areas have a height limit in the current draft. 

26 In some areas there is a height cap subject to policies of the plan. What are 
those policies and how would they be applied? 

Factors that can impact the proposed height of a building include: the classification of the 
road the building accesses, access to public transportation, compatibility with surrounding 
uses, proximity to amenities, the site is of suitable size to provide for all design elements, 
etc. 

27 Improve wording in Central Area policies to highlight the importance of built 
heritage resources. 

The Central Area component of the Official Plan includes policies that highlight the 
importance in the City’s built heritage resources. 
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# Comment/Question (Unique and Vibrant) City’s Response / What We Did 

28 Height in the Little Lake District – Sub-Area 1 designation should be restricted to 
four storeys.  

The height limit in Sub-Area 1 was carried over from the previous plan for this area, which 
was a result of an extensive consultation process. Additional policy direction was provided 
with regards to compatible development, noting that compatibility is a requirement of all 
development. 

29 Send a committee to Saratoga Springs NY to ask what they are doing right. It 
has the most vibrant downtown I have ever seen! 

Planning initiatives in Saratoga Springs have included (but are not limited to): preservation 
of historic assets, the establishment of an Aesthetic Zoning Board and façade restoration 
program. 

30 Parking in the downtown should be free. The Official Plan does not prescribe parking fees. 
31 Plan should include improvements to policing to eliminate all illegal drug activity. 

Remove methadone centres and improve metal health support to youth 
This is not within the scope of the Official Plan update. 

32 Need explicit inclusion of the arts in the city vision and Central Area Acknowledgement to ‘Art’ has been added to Section 4.3.1. The vision statement speaks 
to a unique and vibrant sense of place and the arts contributes to vibrancy and sense of 
place. 

33 The Official Plan should guide the creation of a creative land trust similar to 
London, England or San Francisco 

Note: The Community Arts Stabilization Trust in San Francisco secures spaces and works 
with art organizations to stabilize rent and increase their financial capacity. Similarly, the 
Creative Land Trust in London secures long-term affordable spaces for artists.  
Live-work units are permitted uses in the Central Area and Mixed-Use Corridors. This may 
be explored further in the Community Benefits study/by-law. However, these types of 
initiatives are beyond the scope of the Official Plan. The Official Plan would not preclude 
the creation of a creative land trust. 

34 Heritage in neighbourhoods adjacent to downtown include East City. This is the 
“Old” Peterborough. It has historical significance for the entire city. 

Cultural heritage impact assessments may be required as part of any development. Added 
to Section 5.1.1(Introduction to Cultural Heritage) that the City will evaluate cultural 
heritage resources. 

35 Need to protect the live-work spaces from out-of-control rent hikes.  Rent increases are regulated under the Residential Tenancies Act and are not part of an 
Official Plan. 
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# Comment/Question (Unique and Vibrant) City’s Response / What We Did 

36 Designate downtown as a special ‘cultural district’ and heritage district with 
protections for people working and living there. 

Central Area aims to achieve various goals through balanced policies between 
intensification for economic growth and preservation of natural heritage. Central Area 
buildings currently already go through the designation process, where cultural significance 
is determined. Furthermore, heritage districts provide protections for the built heritage 
rather than the occupants, which is not within the scope of the Official Plan, beyond the 
policies to promote affordable housing and industrial lands within the Central Area for 
conversion into employment-oriented uses. 

37 Building around Little Lake should NOT exceed 4 storeys. To allow up to 8 (as a 
bonus?) would be a travesty! (Note: this comment is in reference to the Little 
Lake South Designation Sub-Area 1) 

Little Lake South Designation contemplates a maximum of 6 storeys along George and 
Lake Streets to a maximum of 3 storeys at the corner of Lock and Romaine Streets. This 
reflects the height provisions in the Land Use and Urban Design Study adopted by Council 
for the Special Policy Area identified in the current Official Plan Schedule J. Community 
consultation was central to the study process and included consultation with City Council, 
the Downtown Business Improvement Area, committees, telephone interviews with major 
landowners, City staff and the public. Due to the growing development pressures in the 
area, the objective of the study was to make recommendations which would direct growth 
while preserving neighbourhood characteristics that were important to residents and users. 
All bonusing provisions referenced in the draft Official Plan have been removed per Bill 
108. Additional policy direction was provided with regards to compatible development, 
noting that compatibility is a requirement of all development. 

38 Public Art: we should have more. Murals are easy and impactful. We could have 
a design competition for “light trees: that celebrate Electric City heritage going 
forward with sustainability in tree/shrub shapes in wire sculpture with bulbs of all 
kinds. Light, sculpture, art, history, future all in one. Some of the “leaves” are 
solar panels. 

Section 5.4.4 (Public Art) states that public art is encouraged throughout the city and the 
City will encourage private developers to introduce public art installation as part of 
developments. Public art will be identified as a community benefit and Section 5.4.4 will be 
revised to state that the City will adopt policies and procedures for the implementation of a 
successful public art program. 

65 Consult arts community about any “vibrancy” and public spaces Section 5.4 (Urban Design) states that the City’s objectives for urban design are to provide 
accessible, coherent, attractive, safe and distinctive public spaces. Section 5.4 has also 
been revised to speak to consultation with the arts community. 

66 Great to see focus on built form which shapes so much of the municipality. 
Durability, materials, and architectural detail build a beautiful city. Look forward 
to the Urban Design Guidelines. The less ambiguous, the better to speed 
approvals. 

Noted. 
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# Comment/Question (Unique and Vibrant) City’s Response / What We Did 

67 The new Plan overwrites the existing and still in force Little Lake Plan. This is in 
East City. We would like to see the new city Plan conform to the description of 
community first and ecology first components of the Little Lake Plan. 

The Little Lake Master Plan provides direction for parks and recreation amenities, trails, 
culture, heritage and arts, economic/tourism development, and environmental 
management. The policies of the draft Official Plan support the community first and 
ecology first direction in the Little Lake Master Plan. 

68 Encourage the rehabilitation of the above store apartments by offering free 
reserved parking spaces for the residents in the parking garages.  

The Official Plan does not prescribe parking fees; however, the Plan speaks to relaxed 
parking standards to encourage development and the City seeking opportunities to create 
new, public structured parking facilities within the Central Area to facilitate intensification, 
particularly of existing surface parking lots. 

69 Add arts to the Central Area preamble. The arts are vital, integral, and economic 
driver to the city. For every $1 spent on the arts, $17 is reaped in revenue. 

Section 4.3.1 (Introduction to Central Area) has been revised to mention the arts. 

70 We need an arts hub or cultural district – city supported space for arts creation, 
vendors, and presentation 

This is generally outside the scope of the Official Plan; however, the Official Plan would not 
prevent this type of initiative. 

71 Nowhere are the arts mentioned as a distinct Unique + Vibrant resource, yet its 
100s of artists, entrepreneurs and supporters who arguably bring these qualities 
to Peterborough. 

Section 2.2.3 (Vibrant and Unique) acknowledges Peterborough is home to a vibrant arts, 
culture and heritage community that includes a vibrant theatre scene; hundreds of cultural 
workers, producers, and organizations. 

72 The boundary for the Central Area includes a portion of Little Lake and the 
Otonabee River. These waters are incredibly unique to a city’s core – yet it is 
neglected, polluted, unmonitored and mostly inaccessible to the public. How can 
we lead change on this through the Official Plan? 

The City will use watershed plans and the watershed planning process to protect and 
enhance the hydrological function of the City’s water resources per Section 6.1.4 (Water 
Resources). Section 5.3 (Parkland and Open Space) states that the shoreline of the 
Otonabee River, Little Lake and the Trent Severn Waterway will be set aside as part of the 
City’s parks and open space network. Section 5.4 (Urban Design) states that the City shall 
explore opportunities for the acquisition of land abutting its waterways for the purposes of 
improving public access and enjoyment of the water’s edge. 

73 In the Vision statement, include “arts” in between “natural beauty, [arts], cultural 
heritage” 

The general approach has been to avoid lists in the Official Plan for a more concise 
document. The vision statement speaks to a unique and vibrant sense of place, to which 
the arts contributes to vibrancy and sense of place. 

74 Add “arts” to cultural heritage preamble The Cultural Heritage section is not an appropriate location to include mention of the “arts”. 
Cultural heritage and arts are not necessarily always aligned and cultural heritage is 
specifically addressed under the Ontario Heritage Act, which is the basis for most of this 
section. 

75 Social inclusion: The Plan should address methods of being able to monitor 
public spaces to ensure they are inclusive and accessible by all demographics 

Section 5.4 (Urban Design) indicates that one of the City’s objectives for urban design are 
to provide accessible, coherent, attractive, safe and distinctive public spaces. 
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# Comment/Question (Unique and Vibrant) City’s Response / What We Did 

76 Need place for arts community to practice, such as a community centre with a 
large space, breakout spaces, and storage (e.g., Kawartha Youth Orchestra, 
Peterborough Symphony, UpBeat! Peterborough Singers, Friends in Music) 

Cultural facilities and artist space are permitted in the Central Area. Funding resources are 
outside the scope of the Official Plan. 

77 Do not overwrite the Little Lake Master Plan. Keep ecology first designation 
and/or expand it. 

The draft Official Plan implements an ecology first principle for Little Lake through the 
proposed Natural Heritage System framework. The expansion of the Natural Areas 
designation in this area will be evaluated through site-specific environmental impact 
studies and may be expanded through the recommendation of the Restoration and 
Enhancement Study. 

78 Little Lake Development should be limited to 4 storeys in Area 1 at Lake Street 
and Crescent Street with no bonus storeys to preserve views for residents. Little 
Lake development building heights should be limited to 2 storeys on the North 
side of George Street to preserve daylight and views for residents on George 
Street high-rise at 169 Lake Street. (Note: The City received a petition with over 
100 signatures regarding this area to limit the storeys to a maximum of 4 storeys 
to preserve views of Little Lake). 
As referenced in our Petition regarding maximum building heights for Sub Area 
1 of the Little Lake Special J Policy area we are also challenging the proposed 
commercial maximum of 6 storeys for the west side of George Street as per 
Schedule C: Central Plan Area. Now that we know what the plan is. 
6 storeys along the west side of George Street would block out most of the 
daylight not to mention the view for many of our residents living in the Seniors 
high-rise immediately behind the George Street storefronts in this same area at 
169 Lake Street. For this reason, we feel very strongly that the maximum 
building height here should be limited to 2 storeys with no Bonusing. 

Little Lake South Designation contemplates a maximum of 6 storeys along George and 
Lake Streets to a maximum of 3 storeys at the corner of Lock and Romaine Streets. This 
reflects the height provisions in the Land Use and Urban Design Study adopted by Council 
for the Special Policy Area identified in the current Official Plan Schedule J. Community 
consultation was central to the study process and included consultation with City Council, 
the Downtown Business Improvement Area, committees, telephone interviews with major 
landowners, City staff and the public. Due to the growing development pressures in the 
area, the objective of the study was to make recommendations which would direct growth 
while preserving neighbourhood characteristics that were important to residents and users. 
All bonusing provisions referenced in the draft Official Plan were removed per Bill 108. 
Additional policy direction was provided with regards to compatible development, noting 
that compatibility is a requirement of all development. 
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5.0 Environmental Stewardship and Sustainability 

# Comment/Question (Environmental Stewardship and Sustainability) City’s Response / What We Did 

1 The City should dedicate lands for and permit community gardens and urban 
food production. 

Community gardens are listed as permitted uses in the Major Open Space (Section 4.2.4) 
and Downtown Open Space (Section 4.3.6) designations. The draft Official Plan also 
includes policies for local food production, which includes community gardens and urban 
agriculture (Section 5.6). 

2 Support space for farmers markets and sale of local food. The draft Official Plan includes policies for local food production, which includes access to 
local food sources (Section 5.6). 

3 Include fruit and nut trees in the urban canopy. Policies regarding local food production contemplates the expanded use of City land for 
growing food including edible landscapes (Section 5.6). 

4 Adopt sustainable development standards including green roofs and renewable 
energy sources. 

The Official Plan contains policies for buildings and sustainable design (Section 5.4.3) 
which includes green building design. Added policy consideration for the implementation of 
green development standards to Section 5.7. 

5 Walkable and energy efficient communities are encouraged. Section 5.7 (Climate Change) includes growing as a sustainable community by developing 
walkable neighbourhoods and promoting energy efficient built forms. 

6 Sustainability and green design standards for buildings need to be mandatory. The Official Plan contains policies for buildings and sustainable design (Section 5.4.3) 
which includes green building design. Specific design standards for new development will 
be established through Urban Design Guidelines and/or secondary plans. 

7 The Official Plan needs clear statements to implement climate change 
adaptation/mitigation. E.g., maximum effort towards protecting and enhancing 
nature features, support energy generation and distribution.  

This intent has been generally considered throughout this review of the Official Plan. 

8 Should include policies regarding daylighting Jackson Creek. The Official Plan speaks to daylighting Jackson Creek in Section 5.4 (Urban Design). 
9 The City needs to develop a composting facility for food waste. The provision of an organic waste composting facility is outside the scope of the Official 

Plan; however, a new composting facility may be completed by fall of 2023. The Official 
Plan does speak to waste, recycling and composting containers as considerations for site 
plan approval under Section 7.7  and encouraging three stream waste collection capability 
in all multi-residential buildings under Section 5.4.3. 
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# Comment/Question (Environmental Stewardship and Sustainability) City’s Response / What We Did 

10 Better protections of local waterways are required to limit impacts from 
development (e.g. stormwater, erosion). 

Watershed planning will be utilized to inform the extension of municipal services. 

11 Daylighting of Jackson Creek needs to include provisions for re-naturalizing the 
watercourse. 

Section 5.4 (Urban Design) speaks to investigating the feasibility of daylighting Jackson 
Creek in the downtown. 

12 Is installing culverts sufficient in protecting wetland features (e.g. Cleantech 
Commons, Pioneer Road)? 

This is not within the scope of the Official Plan update. This may be considered through 
the appropriate site-specific environmental impact study. 

13 Language regarding environmental stewardship requires more firm language 
instead of flexible or aspirational language. 

The language used throughout the policies of this Plan is intentional and indicates the level 
of flexibility that exists in implementing this Plan. 

14 Land between Water Street and the Otonabee River should be designated 
green space instead of major mixed-use corridor. 

Sections between Water Street and the Otonabee River have been revised to the Major 
Open Space Designation. 

15 Social housing uses 1:500-year flood hazard where 1:100-year is referenced in 
the Plan. 

The boundary of the flooding hazard is established through a study approved by  
Otonabee Region Conservation Authority. 

16 Builders that clear trees on property without building approvals should face 
steep fines. 

This is not within the scope of the Official Plan update. Section 5.5 (Policies for the Urban 
Forest) does, however, provide policies for the urban forest. Section 4.6.2 (Natural Areas 
designation) also states that “the removal or destruction of a natural heritage feature or 
any associated ecological function by unauthorized development or site alteration is 
prohibited. Such removal or destruction will not provide the rationale for the removal of 
these lands from the Natural Areas Designation. Restoration, to the satisfaction of the City 
with reference to the site alteration by-law in consultation with the Conservation Authority 
and any other agency having jurisdiction, will be required where the removal or destruction 
of a natural heritage feature or any associated ecological function by unauthorized 
development or site alteration has occurred.” 

17 Natural wildlife corridors need to be protected within the downtown core to 
maintain biodiversity. 

The Natural Heritage System contains linkages between features to create a connected 
system. 

18 The City should maintain an overall forest cover of 30%. Section 5.5 (The Urban Forest) states the overall tree canopy cover target. This target has 
been increased from 30% to 35%. 

19 50% tree canopy on streets is not sufficient. 50% is a minimum target for providing shading in publicly accessible areas. Achieving a 
higher percentage is permitted. 
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# Comment/Question (Environmental Stewardship and Sustainability) City’s Response / What We Did 

20 Include links to the “Pathways to Stewardship and Kinship project” The draft Official Plan contains policies on environmental stewardship which supports the 
roadmap in the Pathways to Stewardship and Kinship guide. 

21 Empty lots are not necessarily a location to place a building. The consideration of development on vacant or underutilized lots is necessary for the City 
to meet the population, employment and intensification targets established by the 
Province. 

22 Policies of inclusion should also refer to natural heritage. This concept is considered generally throughout the Official Plan. 
23 Focus on public education on the value of naturalized areas. This is not within the scope of the Official Plan update, however, the draft Official Plan 

speaks to the intrinsic value of natural areas and providing access, where appropriate, to 
the Natural Heritage System for the purposes of environmental education. 

24 The Official Plan should require all decisions to be made through a lens of 
addressing climate change. 

Section 5.7 (Climate Change)  includes policies for climate change that will be used to 
inform the City’s decision making. 

25 The City needs to focus on resiliency, with a focus on storm water 
management. 

Resiliency will be established by the climate change policies of Section 5.7(Climate 
Change) and the storm water management policies of Section 6.1.5. 

26 The language should express more urgency regarding the climate change 
issue. 

Section 2.2.2 (Environmental Stewardship and Sustainability) was revised to state “Taking 
a leadership role in encouraging and promoting green buildings, infrastructure resilience, 
and sustainable development practices that mitigate and adapt against climate change” 

27 Identify relationship between Official Plan and Watershed Plan. References to the Watershed Plan in the Official Plan are included in the sections 
speaking to Water and Wastewater Systems, Water Resources and Stormwater 
Management in Section 6. The Official Plan will be amended accordingly to support the 
implementation of the Watershed Plan and watershed planning objectives. 

28 Curtis Creek in East City needs to be daylighted. This may be considered through the Restoration and Enhancement Strategy, which is a 
commitment of the draft Official Plan. 

29 Should definition of Non-Provincially Significant Wetland read as “less than or 
equal to 0.5 hectares” instead of “greater than or equal to 0.5 hectares”? 

City staff has confirmed that the proposed wording is correct. 

30 The City should include provisions for servicing land between the City and the 
Airport. 

The City will only provide services outside the municipal boundary to service municipal 
facilities. 

31 What is considered a “significant negative impact on the Natural Heritage 
System”? 

This comment is in reference to the policy under section 4.2.4 and this determination would 
be reviewed in light of the natural heritage system framework in section 4.6.2 (Natural 
Areas Designation). 
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# Comment/Question (Environmental Stewardship and Sustainability) City’s Response / What We Did 

32 Will the City be providing Appendix 1 to the Natural Heritage System? The City will release Appendix 1 to the Natural Heritage System with the final draft of the 
Official Plan. 

33 How does the Natural Heritage System of the City compare to the Aichi 
Biodiversity Target of 17%? The Aichi Target states that by 2020, at least 17 
per cent of terrestrial and inland water should be conserved. 

Lands within the Natural Areas Designation are not intended to represent an exhaustive 
inventory of natural heritage features, as such as comparable percentage cannot be 
generated. The Aichi Target is not mandated under legislation; however, the overall 
objectives of the Aichi Target may be considered in the Restoration and Enhancement 
Strategy. The Plan directs for the City to undertake a Restoration and Enhancement 
Strategy under Section 7.13 (Securement of Lands within the Natural Heritage System).  

34 The minimum buffers for natural heritage features need to be higher (e.g., 60-
120 metres for provincially significant wetlands) 

Table A prescribes minimum widths. The recommendations of an approved site-specific 
Environmental Impact Study will prescribe appropriate buffer widths. 

35 Electrification of buildings (i.e., a move away from fossil fuels as the source of 
heat) will have a greater impact on GHGs than the addition of on-site 
renewables, and at a much lower cost 

Incentives for green building practices and energy efficiency are considered under Section 
7.16  (Community Improvement Plans and Areas). Section 5.7 (Climate Change)  
encourages opportunities for energy efficiency and alternative energy strategies. Added 
the consideration of Community Energy Plan and/or Green Development Standards to 
Section 5.7. 

36 It is great to see passive solar receive attention in the plan. However, adequate 
shading of south and west windows/facades is equally - if not more - important 
as solar gain, in terms of overall energy use in the building. Passive solar 
design should be mandated, and the evaluation of the passive solar design 
should be supported. 

Section 5.4.2 (Buildings and Sustainable Design) speaks to passive and active solar 
energy and mitigating urban island heat effect. Policy was added to 5.4.2 to include 
passive solar design and the inclusion of south/west shading to reduce energy use. 

37 Encourage and incentivize the use of harvested rainwater for indoor uses Section 5.4.2 (Buildings and Sustainable Design)  speaks to water conservation. Incentives 
for this is consideration under Section 7.16 (Community Improvement Plans and Areas). 

38 Require on-site waste sorting at construction sites. Encourage development of 
local recycling facilities for high waste materials like drywall and wood. Raise 
landfill costs to incentivize on-site sorting. 

Section 5.4.2 (Buildings and Sustainable Design) encourages new construction to use 
regionally and locally sources building materials to the greatest extent possible and divert 
construction waste from landfills. 
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# Comment/Question (Environmental Stewardship and Sustainability) City’s Response / What We Did 

39 Require carbon footprint analysis of all new buildings and encourage the 
construction of zero carbon and carbon-storing buildings with reduced 
development fees. 

Requiring carbon footprint analysis of all new buildings is not within the scope of the 
Official Plan update. Incentives for this are considered under Section 7.16 (Community 
Improvement Plans and Areas).  

40 Streamline alternative compliance applications at building department to reduce 
barriers for innovators. The city could encourage innovation by instituting an 
office that deals with alternative compliance applications with knowledgeable 
staff to foster innovation and improvement rather than discourage it. 

This is not within the scope of the Official Plan update. 

41 Consider development of step codes (as in Vancouver) to open pathways to 
improved performance of buildings ahead of scheduled code updates. Reward 
builders who design/build to future improved standards now.  

Section 5.4.2 (Buildings and Sustainable Design) encourages on-site renewable or 
alternative energy systems.  

42 Official Plan should support the electrification of public transit. The particulars of transit vehicle operations are not within the scope of the Official Plan 
update. 

43 Encourage the use of healthy building materials, using established resources 
such as the ILFI Red List or the WELL Standard. Offer reduced development 
fees for healthy interior material choices. 

This is not directly within the scope of the Official Plan update. However, the draft Official 
Plan does speak to considering building stock or property in need of rehabilitation as a 
potential criterion for designating Community Improvement Project Areas in Section 7.16 
(Community Improvement Plans and Areas). 

44 So much better than previous Official Plans. Reflects learning about importance 
of environment and climate crisis, though not strongly enough in key sections. 
Preamble does this best. 

The Context Section of the Official Plan has been revised to speak to climate change. This 
has also been generally considered throughout the Official Plan, however, the approach 
has been to avoid additional explanatory text for a more concise document. 

45 Carry language regarding climate crisis adaptation and mitigation (with 
definitions of these terms) through every Guiding Principle because the climate 
crisis will impact every aspect of City Planning. Use Council’s Resolution of 
January 29, 2019 and recent declaration of climate emergency to strengthen 
the case for this recommendation. The Official Plan should have a statement in 
the Guiding Principles. 

Climate change is discussed in guiding principles - Section 2.2.2 (Environmental 
Stewardship and Accessibility) the City will ensure development contributes to a more 
sustainable development by encouraging green buildings, infrastructure resilience, and 
sustainable development practices that mitigate and adapt against climate change. 
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# Comment/Question (Environmental Stewardship and Sustainability) City’s Response / What We Did 

46 “Adaptive capacity” is more dynamic term than “adaptation” as it suggests the 
ongoing nature of responses to the climate emergency. Adaptation is not 
something achieved and then it’s over. Therefore, it is suggested that the Vision 
set the “tone” from the start of the Official Plan that the City’s sustainability and 
resilience are an ongoing effort, now and in all future planning. Suggest “As a 
leader in resilience and sustainability through all aspects of city living, planning 
in Peterborough shall use infrastructure and land efficiently, promote healthy 
lifestyles and incorporate green initiatives to increase the City’s adaptive 
capacity.” Endless growth being a fundamental driver of climate crisis. 

“Adaptive capacity” with regards to climate change has been added to the vision 
statement, Section 5.7 (Climate Change), Section 6.1.4 (Water Resources) and Section 
6.1.5 (Stormwater Management). 

47 Include component for rehabilitation of damaged areas i.e., Jackson Creek, 
which has been built over. 

Section 7.13 (Securement of Lands within the Natural Heritage System)  directs the City to 
undertake a Restoration and Enhancement Strategy which will guide 
stewardship/restoration activities and priorities areas for enhancement. Section 5.4 (Urban 
Design) speaks to investigating the feasibility of daylighting Jackson Creek in the 
downtown. 

48 Incorporate SMART CITY goals Note: Smart City refers to the greater use of technology and data to improve to processes, 
communication methods, information sharing and quality of life. Have added policies under 
Section 7.3.3 (Planning Studies) to develop an economic development strategy, to which 
Smart City goals may be considered. 

49 Proximity linkages – upgrade from “Level B” to “Level A”, not downgrade “A” Designating the Proximity Linkages as Level A would indicate that the form and function of 
these areas are to be protected in situ. In the instance of land development, the function 
may be addressed through various solutions established through site specific investigation 
and an Environmental Impact Study to determine the location and dimensions best suited 
to the Natural Heritage System function. Treating the Proximity Linkages as Level B 
features will preserve the function and require that a net gain in function be demonstrated. 

50 Natural Area designation: If a “Level B” feature has not had an EIS, then treat 
as an “Level A” 

An Environmental Impact Study is required if a natural heritage feature is identified within 
120 metres of Planning Act applications for development, redevelopment or site alteration. 

51 Oversight by third party to comment on City’s adherence to OP. Ranking City’s 
sectors to either “on track”, “needs renewed focus”, “off track/failure”. Report 
back to Council after evaluation. 

Section 7.3.2 (Monitoring) indicates that the City will undertake performance measurement 
in a variety of ways including, but not limited to municipal performance measures reporting.  
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# Comment/Question (Environmental Stewardship and Sustainability) City’s Response / What We Did 

52 Increase urban forest cover to 40% from 30% which align city with other 
Southern Ontario cities. 

The target has been revised to increase the target from 30% to 35%, or as otherwise 
directed in the Urban Forest Strategic Plan.  

53 Add statement of intent with respect to the Natural Heritage Features as 
resilient sites to changing climate. 

Sections 4.6 (Natural Heritage System) speaks to the associated benefits of a functional 
natural heritage system and the need to protect an interconnected system to facilitate 
adaptations that contribute to the resiliency of habitats and organisms in the face of a 
changing climate. 

54 The City must designate a staff person to monitor builders and developers to 
ensure their obligations to our environment are met. 

The Engineering Services Division oversees developer construction sites. 

55 Is the sad state of Little Lake anywhere in our OP? If not, why not? General approach has been to avoid explanatory text. Water quality will also be addressed 
in the Watershed Plan. 

56 Is there any way the Arena build at Trent and its wetlands, research fields, 
wildlife sanctuary can be stopped under this OP? It may have been approved 
under the old OP with old thinking, but that doesn’t make it ok today. 

The area at Pioneer Road was designated by the Ministry of Natural Resources and 
Forestry (MNRF) as Provincially Significant Wetland (PSW), as of August 27, 2019. City 
Council has decided to relocate the proposed twin-pad arena. 

57 Are Indigenous Rights anywhere in this section? (didn’t see any) Indigenous Rights are described in Section 7.1 (Indigenous Peoples of Canada and the 
Duty to Consult) and has been revised in consultation with Treaty 20 First Nations. 

58 Need to protect natural heritage system from council decisions – avoid 
ambiguous terms like “generally be directed to areas outside of” 

This comment was regarding the Hazard Lands policies. For greater clarification, hazard 
lands are not the same as the natural heritage system, although there may be areas of 
overlap between the two. Policies regarding hazard lands have been revised in 
consultation with the Otonabee Region Conservation Authority (ORCA). 

59 Would be preferable to increase connectivity in NHS, where possible – currently 
includes several isolated features [not really part of a system]. Try harder to 
connect features or identify them as separate from the NHS [special areas that 
need protection] 

Section 4.6.2 (Natural Heritage Designation) speaks to proximity linkages between Level A 
and B features. The function between features may be addressed through site 
investigation and an Environmental Impact Study. The intent is that these areas are to be 
treated in a manner similar to Level B Natural Heritage System features. 
Section 7.13 (Securement of Lands within the Natural Heritage System) indicates that the 
City will undertake a Restoration and Enhancement Strategy that identifies priority areas 
for restoration, enhancement and securement and will establish a Land Securement Fund. 
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# Comment/Question (Environmental Stewardship and Sustainability) City’s Response / What We Did 

60 Elaborate on the types of activities categories under “minor nature” for site 
alterations or development 

Additional text has been added to describe what is considered “minor nature” as per below:  
The City in consultation with the Conservation Authority, or any other agency having 
jurisdiction, may waive the requirement to conduct an Environmental Impact Study, or 
appropriately scope the study requirements where an application for development and/or 
site alteration is: 
i. Of a minor nature or small scale and impacts to the Natural Heritage System are 
anticipated to be negligible; 
ii. Located in an area where recent previous studies have been approved by the City 
and provide sufficient detailed information; or, 
iii. Located in a disturbed area. 

61 Develop a parkland establishment/securement action plan or strategy to 
compliment Section 5.3.1(a) 

A Municipal Parks and Open Space Review was completed to identify gaps in access to 
neighbourhood parkland, provide strategies to address the gaps and evaluate city-owned 
open space to recommend sites to be considered for parkland. 

62 Need to include restoration of municipal lands Sections 7.13 (Securement of Lands within the Natural Heritage System)  indicates that 
the City will undertake a Restoration and Enhancement Strategy that identifies priority 
areas for restoration, enhancement and securement and will establish a Land Securement 
Fund. 

63 Map needs to be clear of where different levels are The level classification of features will be determined via site-specific Environmental 
Impact Studies. 

64 All elements of NHS should have equal protection to avoid “mischief” from 
Council 

The proposed level system is consistent with, and in some respects stronger than, 
Provincial policy. 

65  Is the City of Peterborough developing Green Infrastructure/Low Impact 
Development guidelines, standards for new development? 

The development of Peterborough’s Watershed Plan is currently underway. The watershed 
plan will create development and infrastructure guidelines. This is also reinforced in 
Section 6.1.3 (Water and Waste Water Systems) of the Plan which states that the City will 
lead the implementation of watershed planning initiatives that will provide guidelines for 
sustainable development, design and construction. Added Policy to Section 5.7 (Climate 
Change) that the City may consider the preparation of Green Development Standards. 

66 Are there any other programming (e.g. incentives, communications, awareness 
campaigns for residents) to encourage efforts to mitigate impacts from Climate 
Change and reduce flooding? 

Section 7.16 (Community Improvement Plans and Areas)  states that the criteria for 
designating Community Improvement Project Areas, which includes inadequate flood 
protection, need for greater energy or water efficiency on land or in buildings, and need for 
waste reduction or achieve other environmental sustainability objectives 



SUMMARY OF PUBLIC FEEDBACK ON THE DRAFT OFFICIAL PLAN   `  

Page 36 of 50 
 

# Comment/Question (Environmental Stewardship and Sustainability) City’s Response / What We Did 

67 Positive to see policies and standards for urban forest. No change was made – comment is in support the proposed policies. 

68 Is there a standard or Best Management Practice in place or being considered 
for increasing native species to provide additional ecological services (e.g. 
pollination, native species habitat, etc.)? 

Section 5.5 (The Urban Forest) states that in an effort to increase the city’s canopy cover, 
opportunities for tree planting of native species on municipally owned lands will be 
identified and implemented in coordination with other public agencies and local interest 
groups. 

69 Has the City of Peterborough considered a minimum standard for new builds 
(e.g. redevelopment in existing neighborhoods or new residential subdivisions) 
to contain native plantings (instead of lawn/turf)? This would be similar to 10% 
standard that all new builds contain affordable and accessible housing. 

Section 5.5 (The Urban Forest) states that “The urban forest shall include a variety of trees 
that are hardy, resilient, non-invasive, salt tolerant, drought resistant and low maintenance. 
All trees shall be of a species native to this region and that would provide a large canopy 
and shade over sidewalks, parks and open spaces. The City will further encourage the 
planting of species that are culturally significant to Indigenous Communities.” A specific 
numeric requirement is only considered in terms of tree canopy surface area cover for 
sidewalks, parks and open spaces and other publicly accessible areas. 

70 Is secondary planning going to address if potential lands should/could be added 
to the City's Natural Heritage System? 

Per Section 7.3.5 (Secondary Plans), secondary plans shall generally address the natural 
heritage system. 

71 Is the current/proposed system, which is largely features based, developed on 
existing data/studies or were current studies developed? 

The mapping was developed through background resources and reconnaissance field 
investigations. This will be outlined further in Appendix I: The Natural Heritage System 
Background Study.  
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# Comment/Question (Environmental Stewardship and Sustainability) City’s Response / What We Did 

72 Will natural heritage evaluations be required at this stage in planning to 
evaluate where Natural Heritage features, including possible Natural Heritage 
System additions? 

The Natural Heritage System will be further evaluated through site-specific Environmental 
Impact Studies. The City will also be conducting a city-wide evaluation of wetlands as 
directed by Section 4.6.2 (Natural Heritage Designation). 

73 Instead of a feature-based system, it would be better if the City of Peterborough 
took a look at the Natural Heritage System methods that are available such as 
using a modeling tool or the method the Province adopted for the Growth Plan.  

Developing a Natural Heritage System approach is the preferred method to protecting 
natural heritage features and their associated ecological functions. This approach 
recognizes the interdependence of features and functions, and thus seeks to maintain 
connections among natural heritage features, so that their existing ecological functions are 
maintained or enhanced.  
A Natural Heritage System includes primary components that act as building blocks to 
construct a functional system. These components comprise different types of natural 
areas, ecological functions and linkages. When combined, they form an interconnected 
system of natural areas. This interconnected system allows for individual components to 
strengthen their potential for providing ecological benefits and supports resiliency in the 
natural environment. This “building block” approach has been utilized as a foundation for 
the City of Peterborough Natural Heritage System and a “made in Peterborough” lens has 
been applied to ensure that the Natural Heritage System reflects the natural areas of the 
City as well as the values of the community. This is comparable to the Province’s method 
which consists of a building block approach of core areas and linkages. 

74 The proposed plan did not describe some of the terminology used in the 
mapping (e.g. Regional connections, proximity linkages). 

Regional connections and proximity linkages are defined under Section 4.6.2 (Natural 
Heritage Designation). 

75 Regional significant wetlands do not appear to exist in Peterborough’s Official 
Plan. 

Non-provincially significant wetlands would fall under Level B or C depending on the 
wetland size and level criteria. 

76 In wetland buffers use and effectiveness it was argued that a minimum of 200 to 
300 feet (60 to 90 meters) should be used for wetland buffers to retain wildlife 
dependent on wetlands. The 30 meters in Peterborough’s Draft Official Plan for 
significant wetland buffers falls short in protection of wildlife. 

The recommendations of an approved site-specific Environmental Impact Study will 
prescribe appropriate buffer widths. 
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# Comment/Question (Environmental Stewardship and Sustainability) City’s Response / What We Did 

77 The Official Plan appears to grant a lot of power to Otonabee Conservation 
Authority. 

The policies require that the City consult with the Conservation Authority with respect to 
matters such as scoping/waiving study requirements, data collection for natural heritage 
feature, and satisfaction of Level B criteria. 

78 While there may be times that wetlands need to be developed for building 
infrastructure where no alternative sites are available it is not clear that 
compensation of wetlands is a last step in section 4.6.2(b)(ii) because the 
section treats mitigation and compensation equally with the “or” statement. 

Section 4.6.2 (Natural Heritage Designation) states that where a negative impact is 
unavoidable within a Level B Natural Heritage System feature, then the City may accept a 
compensatory mitigation approach. Where compensatory mitigation is proposed, 
development and site alteration will only be considered if it can be demonstrated that a net 
gain of Natural Heritage System function will be achieved through compensation (e.g., 
replacement, restoration, and/or enhancement) as well as conformity with provincial and 
federal policies/regulations. 

79 I like in the Level B natural heritage feature that there is a commitment to 
conserve biodiversity and a commitment to a net gain in wetland functions in 
Sections 4.6.2(a)(ii) and (b)(ii), respectively. 

No changes made – comment is in support of the proposed policies. 
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# Comment/Question (Environmental Stewardship and Sustainability) City’s Response / What We Did 

80 On the Official Plan Schedule D Transportation Plan it has Maniece Avenue as 
a High Capacity Collector which widens the road to 26 metres and would result 
in the removal of many trees. On Maniece Avenue there are 4 trees that meet 
the size requirements to be considered as heritage trees. There is a sugar 
maple, 2 silver maples, and a honey locust. The size requirements for a 
heritage tree based on diameter at breast height (dbh) for these types of trees 
are: Sugar= 90cm, Silver= 100cm and Honey Locust= 90cm. Please see the 
document "Securing the Future of Heritage Trees: A Protection Toolkit for 
Communities" pages 100-103 for the ages of the trees/ size requirements. On 
Maniece Aveue there are 2 silver maples with a dbh of=152cm and 102cm. A 
sugar maple at 109cm and a honey locust at 117cm. The largest honey locust 
presently in the city has a dbh of 74cm (not meeting the size standard for a 
heritage tree). Given this information, the honey locust on Maniece Avenue is 
the largest in the City. Perhaps it may be considered a 'notable tree." There are 
also 3 other Sugar maple trees just shy of the size requirements & they are the 
following: 81cm, 74 cm & 71cm. This street has many large, older trees that 
would help the forest canopy targets for the city and they would assist with 
climate change mitigation. 
Old Norwood Road is deemed a Low Capacity Collector & there aren't any large 
trees on this street. As well, the Maria St. extension would be a High Capacity 
Collector which is just south of Maniece Avenue to move traffic east/west & vice 
versa. 

The implementation of a heritage tree identification, designation and protection program is 
occurring as part of the Urban Forest Strategic Plan (i.e., outside the Official Plan Update 
process).  
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# Comment/Question (Environmental Stewardship and Sustainability) City’s Response / What We Did 

81 For the designation of heritage tree status there needs to be a historical/cultural 
significance for a tree. The book I referenced yesterday on page 101 has the 
size requirement for honey locust= 90cm dbh (diameter at breast height) which 
corresponds to an age of 120 years. The honey locust on Maniece Avenue has 
a dbh of 117cm. This book is a guide only. If the honey locust is about 120 
years old then that puts it around the construction of the Lift Lock which was 
finished in 1904 & is a very prominent piece of Peterborough's history. For the 
Sugar maple page 103 has the dbh of 90 cm which puts the tree about 200 
years old. The one on Maniece has a dbh of 109cm. If this tree is about 150-
200 years old the Burnhams owned Maniece Avenue (historically Lot 29, 
Concession 12) in the 1800"s & they were a very influential family in 
Peterborough's history. Their ownership can be traced in the 
abstract registers for Otonabee Township. The largest Silver Maple in 
Peterborough has a dbh of 163cm. In comparison the one Silver Maple on 
Maniece Avenue has a dbh of 152cm which may also be one of the larger ones 
in the city. 

See response above to comment #80. 

82 Please add consideration for district heating and cooling in all new plans of 
subdivision. Not only are they more efficient regardless of energy source but 
that energy source can be changed out, including to 100% 
carbon neutral heating and cooling. These are hard to install post-development 
but easy to include in 
design of greenfield proposals. 

This consideration is included in Section 5.4.3 (Buildings and Sustainable Design), which 
states that the City will work with the private sector to consider the inclusion of on-site 
renewable or alternative energy systems or identify opportunities for the provision of 
centralized, integrated energy systems, such as district energy for heating and cooling. 
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6.0 Well-Connected with Options for Mobility 

# Comment/Question (Well-Connected with Options for Mobility) City’s Response / What We Did 

1 Consider closing George Street to traffic during the summer months and making 
Water Street open to two-way traffic. 

This is outside the scope of the Official Plan. This may be considered as part of the 
Transportation Master Plan. 

2 The Official Plan lacks a real transportation plan for the future of the City. The 
Schedule only reflects the existing condition and is not forward looking. 

A City-wide Transportation Master Plan is to be completed by 2022 and will be reflected in 
the Official Plan through an Amendment, once approved. 

3 Connectivity and capacity of the existing road network is a concern. This will be assessed through the Transportation Master Plan. 

4 Sidewalks need to be built on both sides of the street and properly maintained 
once constructed. 

As part of developing complete streets, the City will require sidewalks on public streets 
subject to the policies in Section 6.2.4 (Complete Streets). 

5 Many bike lanes just end which puts cyclists in danger. Connectivity of the cycling network to be reviewed in the Transportation Master Plan. 
6 Rethink the use of Maria Street high capacity arterial as an egress. This will be reviewed through the East Side Transportation Study and incorporated into the 

Transportation Master Plan. 
7 More connections to the downtown required to spur revitalization. This will be reviewed through the East Side Transportation Study and incorporated into the 

Transportation Master Plan. 
8 Downtown focus should be on pedestrian movements, not cars. Within the Central Area, it is required that all new development is transit-supportive and 

pedestrian-oriented (Section 4.3.1).  
9 One-way street system needs to be removed. Policy with specific reference to the George Street and Water Street two-way configuration 

(Section 6.2.6 (Road Network)) was removed. Changes to the existing road network will be 
assessed through the Transportation Master Plan. 

10 Existing access from the east across the canal are insufficient. This will be reviewed through the East Side Transportation Study and incorporated into the 
Transportation Master Plan. 

11 A progress report on the 2012 Transportation Plan should be prepared. This may be completed as part of the Transportation Master Plan. 
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# Comment/Question (Well-Connected with Options for Mobility) City’s Response / What We Did 

12 The Parkway needs to be reintroduced to Schedule D as a High Capacity 
Arterial. 

This will be assessed through the Transportation Master Plan. Changes will be made 
accordingly to the Draft Official Plan - it is not the intent of the Official Plan policies to 
preconceive the outcomes of the Transportation Master Plan. 

13 Removal of the Parkway from the Official Plan is long-overdue. (Note: the City 
received over 70 written submissions from the public in objection to any inferred 
reference to the Parkway. The submissions requested the removal of any 
reference to the "Future High Capacity Arterial", designation of the Parkway 
extension as a greenway/open space, and asked that alternatives such as a ring 
road and investments to public transit, active transportation, transportation 
demand management and smart traffic management systems are explored.) 

The need for a “Future High Capacity Arterial” will be assessed through the Transportation 
Master Plan and changes will be made accordingly to the Official Plan. It is not the intent of 
the Official Plan policies to preconceive the outcomes of the Transportation Master Plan. 

14 New investments in public transportation must include provisions for electric 
transit vehicles. 

The particulars of transit vehicle operations are not within the scope of the Official Plan 
update. 

15 All major arterial roads in the City should be designed to include cycling 
infrastructure. 

As part of the complete streets policies (Section 6.2.4), the design of all roads will have 
regard for the provision of adequate space for pedestrian, cycling and transit infrastructure. 

16 An Active Transportation Schedule should be made separate from the current 
Schedule D. 

A separate Schedule for active transportation has been created and is consistent with the 
Province-Wide Cycling Network identified by the Ministry of Transportation 

17 Accessibility and connectivity in the City need to be improved. This will be assessed through the Transportation Master Plan. 
18 Problematic intersections need to be reviewed (e.g. Water/George/Parkhill) to 

see if roundabouts can be utilized as improvements. 
This will be assessed through the Transportation Master Plan. 

19 Needs further direction on how the existing transportation system can 
accommodate the new development and intensification that is expected. 

This will be assessed through the East Side Transportation Study and City-wide 
Transportation Master Plan process. Site-specific development proposals may be required 
to complete a Traffic Impact Study under Section 7.21.2 (Complete Application 
Requirements). 

20 Existing transit system needs to be redesigned to make routes more efficient 
and user friendly. 

This will be assessed through the Peterborough Transit Study. 

21 Standards need to be established for a minimum level of service for public 
transportation. 

This will be assessed through the Peterborough Transit Study. 

22 When will the Transportation Master Plan be completed? Why was it not done 
concurrently with the Official Plan? 

The Transportation Master Plan process will be completed in 2022. There was a need to 
complete the Official Plan process that has been underway since 2011. 
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# Comment/Question (Well-Connected with Options for Mobility) City’s Response / What We Did 

23 How will East Side Transportation Plan and Transportation Master Plan be 
incorporated into the Official Plan? 

The recommendations of the transportation plans will be brought into the Official Plan 
through the Official Plan Amendment process. 

24 A bike lane or path needs to be created to get from the southwest part of the 
City to downtown safely. 

This will be assessed through the Transportation Master Plan. 

25 More details on traffic plan for Lily Lake need to be available or established. This will be assessed through the Transportation Master Plan. 

26 Transit investment needs to be done to place it on a more level playing field with 
driving. 

This will be assessed through the Transportation Master Plan and Peterborough Transit 
Study. 

27 Metrics (e.g. travel time) need to be established for how vehicles and transit 
operates on the roads. 

Standards may be established through the Transportation Master Plan and Peterborough 
Transit Study. 

28 Section 6.2.5(b) could be used to avoid road improvements, leading to 
increased maintenance cost for transit vehicles. 

The second sentence of this policy has been deleted. 

29 Existing Heritage Trail should be shown to extend to the planned Medium 
Capacity Arterial further west. 

Schedule D: Road Network Plan has been revised to extend Heritage Trail to the proposed 
Medium Capacity Arterial to the west. 

30 How will the Medium Capacity Arterial north of Cumberland be implemented if 
the surrounding lands are identified as Rural Transition Area? 

This will be assessed through the Transportation Master Plan. 

31 Will the City be identifying a Major Transit Station Area? This will be assessed through the Transportation Master Plan and Peterborough Transit 
Study. 

33 In section 6.2.6. Road Network, streets are only defined by speed, vehicle lanes, 
vehicle volume, and right-of-way allowance. The definitions generally speak to 
flow of vehicle traffic and occasionally mention bikes and parking. There is no 
reference to: pedestrian, cyclist, or transit volume; how people are using the 
street; or function of adjacent properties. 

Added policy that the City will prepare road or area-specific cross-sections to illustrate 
required components of the right-of-way, where appropriate. Section 6.2.4 (Complete 
Streets) speaks to the design of all roads providing regard to adequate space and safety 
measures for pedestrians and cyclists, and for safe transfers on and off transit vehicles. 

45 More inclusion of mobility device users in Transportation sections.  The General Policies under the Transportation Section 6.2.2 states that the City’s 
transportation system will be planned to be safe, energy efficient and fully accessible.  

46 Peterborough needs a ring road to keep up with building boom. Can’t abandon 
effective vehicular traffic movement when committing to low carbon future. 

This will be assessed through the Transportation Master Plan. 
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# Comment/Question (Well-Connected with Options for Mobility) City’s Response / What We Did 

47 Open intersection of Royal Drive through to Heritage Park neighbourhood. 
Traffic light there would provide safe crossing for pedestrians and cyclists 
across Cumberland. 

This is a secondary planning issue and not within the scope of the Official Plan Update. 

48 Include more active transportation routes (including for mobility device users) in 
the Central Area/downtown 

Central Area policies and complete streets section does speak to active transportation 
routes and streetscape improvements.  

49 Page 149-152 Active Transportation explicitly includes mobility device (e.g., 
wheelchair users, walker devices) users in addition to pedestrians and cyclists. 

The General Policies under the Transportation Section 6.2.2 states that the City’s 
transportation system will be planned to be safe, energy efficient and fully accessible. 

50 Section 6.2. Transportation: A Linked Community – include explicit commitment 
for transportation and active transportation to be AODA compliant. Section 
6.2.1(a) excludes mobility device users – they are not the same as able bodied 
pedestrians 

Section 6.2.1 (Introduction to Transportation: A Linked Community) has been revised to 
state: Successful communities are supported by planning public streets, spaces and 
facilities to be safe, accessible, inclusive and equitable, to foster social interaction and 
health, to facilitate community connectivity, and to meet the needs of pedestrians, cyclists, 
transit users and motorists. 

51 There is no access from Clonsilla and Parkway to Medical Drive Transportation improvements will be assessed through the Transportation Master Plan. 

52 There is no continuous direct road from Parkway to Medical Dr to new 
subdivision on Lily Lake Rd.  

Transportation improvements will be assessed through the Transportation Master Plan. 

53 Repaving/upgrading of downtown streets and sidewalks needs to be a priority – 
they are in an embarrassing state. 

Section 6.2.1 (Introduction to Transportation: A Linked Community) states that the 
objective of the City’s transportation system is to develop, support and maintain a 
convenient and accessible transportation system that accommodates active transportation. 

54 Need more pedestrian crosswalks Section 6.2.3 (Active Transportation) states that signalized pedestrian crosswalks should 
be provided at locations where important civic destinations and/or significant walking traffic 
is anticipated. Section 6.2.4 (Complete Streets) states that the City shall prepare a 
Complete Street Guide, which will consider mid-block pedestrian crossings and the use of 
design features such as curb bump-outs, enhanced medians and boulevards and defined 
standing areas for pedestrians and/or cyclists at intersections. 

55 What we heard: add “mobility” to “Pedestrians/Walkability/’Mobility’’ This comment was in reference to the display panels at the Official Plan open houses and 
is not relevant to the wording of the Official Plan.  

56 All major arterial roads in the city should be designed to include cycling 
infrastructure (+mobility device) 

Sections 6.2.6 (Road Network) provides design considerations for separated bikeways 
and/or on-street bike lanes. 

57 Throughout well connected - mobility device users are excluded and they have 
the right to be included 

Mobility device users are included under the lens of accessible. 
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# Comment/Question (Well-Connected with Options for Mobility) City’s Response / What We Did 

58 Accessible transportation – need for berms between roads and bike lane to 
ensure safe, alternative transportation that also supports climate change 
initiatives 

The General Policies in the Transportation Section 6.2.2 states that the City’s 
transportation system will be planned to be safe, energy efficient and fully accessible. 
Section 6.2.3 (Active Transportation) states that active transportation routes, such as 
sidewalks, bike lanes and multi-use trails will have streetscaping elements that promote 
pedestrian and cyclist comfort and safety. A new policy in Section 6.2.3 was added to 
require the preparation of cross-sections by the City where appropriate. 

59 Build up a network of multi-use trails that allow small, motorized uses (scooters, 
etc) but with photo radar-enforced speed limits (25 km?). Get people out of cars 
but keep convenience and access. Low carbon transit means more small 
electric motor vehicles. Those can mix with cyclists and pedestrians at low 
speeds. 

Section 6.2.3 (Active Transportation) states that the City will strive to expand and enhance 
its trail systems to promote connectivity, mobility, accessibility and active transportation 
within and between neighbourhoods, employment areas, areas of major open space, parks 
and the waterfront. Traffic/speed enforcement is outside the scope of the Official Plan.  

60 If Peterborough gets passenger rail, where would the station be? How to 
connect passenger rail to local transit hub(s)? 

The location is to be determined in consideration of broader planning objectives. 

61 One-way streets should have bike lanes or wider sidewalks incorporated into 
streetscape. 

Section 4.3.1 (Introduction to the Central Area) states that the City will undertake action to 
improve the appearance of the public realm and the activities it accommodates, including 
through streetscape improvements. Section 4.4.1 (Introduction to the Mixed-Use Corridors) 
states that the City will undertake a program of ongoing improvements including through 
streetscape improvements, barrier-free design, and by building active transportation 
infrastructure and transit facilities. 

62 Downtown train station to connect City to Toronto and Ottawa. Section 6.2.2 states that The City shall coordinate with the Province, the County, the 
railway companies, inter-city bus companies and other authorities, in order to provide an 
effective regional transportation system, adequate external roadway capacity, suitable 
access to and from the City, and to preserve and enhance the urban environment and 
function of the City. 

63 One of Peterborough’s biggest challenges. Cars should be 4th on the planning 
priority list as we move towards the middle of this century. 1) Transit via bus 2) 
cycling 3) walking 4) cars 

The priorities of different roads needs to be context sensitive. 

64 It is impossible to be a pedestrian or use a mobility device in the winter, in the 
Central Area! 

Winter maintenance policy is under Section 6.2.3 (Active Transportation), which states that 
winter maintenance of active transportation facilities will be an important consideration, 
particularly along routes that connect pedestrians to key destinations such as schools. 
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# Comment/Question (Well-Connected with Options for Mobility) City’s Response / What We Did 

65 More bike lanes please – and I’m 61! Section 6.2.3 (Active Transportation) states that the City shall continue to provide for the 
development of bikeways by implementing the bikeway network as per the 
recommendations of the Transportation Plan and ensuring that all new development 
proposals and infrastructure works provide bikeways and support facilities. 

66 Please review Section 4.3.7(f) since no rear laneway exists for Lock St. The Peterborough Special Policy Area Official Plan Schedule J Land Use and Urban 
Design study envisioned that parking and loading are accessed through a rear public 
laneway system with entrance/egress points on Romaine, George and Lake Streets. 

67 To improve accessibility, active transportation and ability for more children to 
walk/bike to school, more cat walks/shortcuts should be encouraged between 
streets/sub neighborhoods (similar to one found between Wildlark Drive and Fair 
Avenue in west end of the city); these were more popular in the 1960's and 70's 
in some Cities. 

Section 6.2.3 (Active Transportation) states that particular regard will be given to adequate 
space and safety provisions for the movement of pedestrians and cyclists, with a clear 
system of through routes. 

68 Why does the "Future High Capacity Arterial" road not appear on Schedule D 
and the northern section of the Parkway appear as an "off road bikeway"? 

Schedule D indicates that any future high-capacity arterial will be determined through the 
Transportation Master Plan. It also currently shows the use as an off-road bikeway 
because that is the current use of the route. 

69 Yes, from The Parkway to Medical Drive makes sense, for 115 access to the 
hospital. Management/upgrading of present arterial roads would be helpful. 

This will be assessed through the Transportation Master Plan. 

70 Alternatives to car transportation should be stated planning priorities. Affordable 
housing close to downtown amenities would allow walking, cycling and public 
transit to reduce need for gas-fuelled vehicles. 

Support for transit and active transportation is an important component of the Official Plan; 
however general approach has been to limit additional explanatory text. We agree that all 
types of housing, including affordable housing supports active transportation and transit 
use. The Official Plan directs residential development and intensification to strategic 
growth areas, which includes the downtown. 

71 Several of the roads depicted as High-Capacity Arterial on Schedule D do not 
yet exist; check line types between High Capacity Arterial and Future High-
Capacity Arterial as these do not appear to be correctly symbolized on the 
schedule. 

A revised Road Network Schedule has been prepared to distinguish between existing and 
future roads. 

72 Ensure that accessibility and the needs of an aging population are addressed, 
especially since we have one of the nation’s highest proportion of seniors. 

Additional considerations were made for accessibility and universal design (e.g., 
Transportation, Community Improvement Plans, Site Plan Approval and development 
policies) 



SUMMARY OF PUBLIC FEEDBACK ON THE DRAFT OFFICIAL PLAN   `  

Page 47 of 50 
 

7.0 Strong and Diverse Economy 

# Comment/Question (Strong and Diverse Economy) City’s Response / What We Did 

1 Need further direction on where new employment lands will be located. The Growth Plan states that Municipalities should designate and preserve lands within 
settlement areas located adjacent to or near major goods movement facilities and 
corridors, including major highway interchanges, as areas for manufacturing, warehousing 
and logistics, and appropriate associated uses and ancillary facilities. 

2 City should revisit plans to annex portions of Cavan Monaghan and the Airport. This is not within the scope of the Official Plan update. Based on the Council motion 
passed on May 25, 2021, City staff have been directed to complete the Official Plan and 
focus land use designations within the City’s boundary. 

3 Develop policies for attracting new employers to the City. The City has an overall policy direction to support a strong and diverse economy (Section 
2.2.5). Opportunities for incentives for new employers include an exemption of 
development charges which would be established through the Development Charges By-
law (Section 7.15) or identify an area as a Community Improvement Project Area (Section 
7.16). Added policy language for the preparation of an Economic Development Strategy. 

4 There is an opportunity to attract and enhance the trades sector in the City if 
adequate space for tradespeople and artisans is made available. 

Artisans and workshops are permitted in the Employment Land designation and within the 
Central Area. Depending on the type of business, it may also be considered as a home-
based business or a neighbourhood supportive use. 

5 Seek creative industry as a potential re-use of the GE property. Flexibility on the types of uses is provided within the Employment Land designation. 
6 Support agricultural activity in industrial areas. No change recommended due to land use compatibility issues and potential contamination 

issues. 
7 Employment land should be identified within the existing City limits before 

seeking opportunities through annexation of farmland in the Townships for 
development. 

Based on the Council motion passed on May 25, 2021, City staff have been directed to 
complete the Official Plan and focus land use designations within the City’s boundary. 
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# Comment/Question (Strong and Diverse Economy) City’s Response / What We Did 

8 Some large uncertainties that planning could clearly address appear to be 
considered in a rather generic way. For example, the GE lands constitute both a 
major challenge and a potentially huge (albeit long‐term) opportunity for the city. 

A policy was added acknowledge key opportunity sites and investment areas and potential 
financial and planning tools. A policy was also added in both the Central Area and the 
Employment Lands Designation sections for the preparation of Urban Design Studies for 
lands with significant redevelopment potential. 

9 Introduce penalties or disincentives for vacant industrial property. This is not within the scope of the Official Plan update, however, the draft Official Plan 
encourages the reuse and/or conversion of greyfields, underutilized sites, and brownfields. 

10 Greater flexibility in the location of commercial development, especially food 
stores, within neighbourhoods is promising. 

No changes made – comment is in support of draft policies. 

11 Registered Blocks within Heritage Park have been identified as Rural Transition 
Area. 

Schedule A: Urban Structure and Schedule B: Land Use Plan have been revised 
accordingly to reflect the land needs assessment. 

12 Various requests for lands currently identified as Rural Transition Area to be 
changed to Designated Greenfield Area. 

Schedule A: Urban Structure and Schedule B: Land Use Plan have been revised 
accordingly to reflect the land needs assessment. 

13 How have auto-focused uses been defined? Term has been revised to “automobile-focused uses” for greater clarity and definition for 
automobile-focused uses has been added. 

14 How are the Rural Transition Areas treated for the purpose of calculating density 
and intensification? 

The Rural Transitional Area designation is not included in the calculations for density and 
intensification. 

15 Should identifiers of Trent, Fleming and PRHC be removed from Schedule A? Major Institutional identifiers have been removed from Schedule A. 

16 Are drive-thru businesses permitted? If so, are they appropriate? Drive-through facilities are specifically prohibited in the Central Area. Drive-thru facilities 
are considered a type of automobile-focused use and have locational and design criteria in 
the Major Mixed-Use Corridor and General Employment Designations. 

17 Will the draft Land Needs Assessment be made available to the public before 
the end of the commenting period? 

The Land Needs Assessment will be made available with the final draft Official Plan. 

18 How has the student population been accounted for and incorporated into the 
Land Needs Assessment? 

The student population was accounted for as “Units not Occupied by Usual Residents” and 
“Non-household Population”. 

19 Does a LTC facility count towards population and employment projections? Long-term care will count towards population projections as “Non-household Population”. 
Long-term care staff will be count towards employment projections. 

20 What steps has the City taken towards its assessment of employment area land 
needs? 

Staff have prepared a Land Needs Assessment according to the methodology approved by 
the Province. 
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# Comment/Question (Strong and Diverse Economy) City’s Response / What We Did 

21 Can some of the contaminated sites in central locations, e.g., GE, be re-used as 
municipally owned studios and community centre spaces? If corporate owners 
rehabilitate enough for temporary exposure, can spaces/buildings be re-used for 
community arts? Couldn’t be used for residential, likely, with contamination 
levels. 

This is outside the scope of the Official Plan; however, per Section 3.3 (Objectives for 
Growth Management) the City will encourage the remediation and redevelopment of 
brownfield sites to uses that revitalize neighbourhoods. 

22 The Official Plan incorporates a number of initiatives to enhance the City for 
businesses and residents alike. 

No changes made – comment is in support of proposed policies. 

23  The Official Plan should include partnering with local economic development 
organizations (e.g., PKED, etc) to build strong and diverse economy 

Added policy to direct the creation of an economic development strategy in consultation 
with key stakeholders/agencies. 

24 Dedicate resources to securing railway Section 6.2.7 (Railways) states that the City shall consider opportunities to share surplus 
lands to the railway company needs and consider the acquisition of such lines or lands for 
the City’s possible use for transportation. 

25 Non-commercial/non-profits should also be included as part of a healthy 
economy.  

The Official Plan does not distinguish between profit and non-for-profit businesses. 

26 Arts should especially be protected and encouraged as a driver of economic 
prosperity, not for their profitability  

The Official Plan is not the best mechanism for addressing these issues, besides through 
the provision of affordable housing. 

27 Bus development, economic growth, industrial lands cannot be taking priority 
over the value the land has as ecosystems, climate change mitigation, species 
protection, Peterborough really must change its attitude towards the destruction 
of the greenspace it has left. Economic growth and protecting the environment is 
2019 and beyond. 

The natural heritage system is protected pursuant to Section 4.6. 

28 Suggest discussions begin with General Electric on how they will clean up their 
mess in the centre of our city, and Little Lake while there at it! 

This is outside the scope of the Official Plan, however, per Section 3.3 (Planning for 
Growth in an Urban Structure) the City will encourage the remediation and redevelopment 
of brownfield sites to uses that revitalize neighbourhoods. 
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# Comment/Question (Strong and Diverse Economy) City’s Response / What We Did 

29 Peterborough’s commitment to a green city and economy should be declared, 
differentiating economic development strategy 

Section 2.2.5 (Strong and Diverse Economy) speaks to providing incentives for green and 
knowledges economies. Reference added to Section 2.2.5 to speak to the green economy 
and created a policy directing the completion of an economic development strategy in 
Section 7.3.3 (Planning Studies). 

30 General Electric site needs to be cleaned up and re-integrated into the 
community 

Per Section 3.3 (Planning for Growth in an Urban Structure), the City will encourage the 
remediation and redevelopment of brownfield sites to uses that revitalize neighbourhoods. 

31 Culture is not just about heritage. The OP should recognize the important part 
artists, art organizing, artisans, designers, etc. play in the local economy. 

Mention of ‘arts’ was added to Section 2.2.5 (Strong and Diverse Economy). 

32 Peterborough would have increased tourism as well as quality of life for 
residents if it adopts an environmentally friendly plan for the future. 

Leadership in environmental sustainability is included in the Plan’s vision statement. 
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