












Schedule A  
Notice of Appeal regarding a new Official Plan 

 United Counties of Stormont, Dundas and Glengarry  

Section 2. Location Information 

Various legal descriptions found within the schedules of the Official Plan. These properties are located 
outside of the Settlement Areas and are generally within the rural and agricultural designations. The 
specific properties impacted by land use designation changes that will be subject to appeal can be 
narrowed in a scoping exercise if the Board accepts our recommendation for a mediation process.  

1. We are appealing the following schedules: 

Land Use Schedule A1 - Township of North Dundas 

Land Use Schedule A2 - Municipality of South Dundas 

Land Use Schedule A3 - Township of North Stormont 

Land Use Schedule A4 - Township of South Stormont 

Land Use Schedule A5 - Township of North Glengarry 

Land Use Schedule A6 - Township of South Glengarry 

Section 5. Appeal Specific Information 

The County prepared a detailed agricultural land review which informed the adopted rural and 
agricultural land designations throughout all the County. Extensive review and engagement with the 
Province took place prior to the Official Plan submission. The Ministry Decision changed thousands of 
properties from what was supported by the qualified professional retained by the County and adopted 
by County Council. The Province has not provided any rationale for the modifications of all amended 
Rural District and Agricultural Resource Lands designations from the submission. Similarly, to the best of 
our knowledge, no public consultation or notice regarding the modifications took place. 

While no rationale has been given for the changes, the County will raise its interpretations of the 
relevant sections of the Provincial Policy Statement with respect to the Rural District and Agricultural 
Resource Lands. 

Staff have also identified a number of errors in the schedules which we believe are related to 
overlapping layers in GIS files. For example, the rural designation appears to overlap a number of 
salvage yard districts. As a result, the approved schedules eliminated the salvage yard district. We 
believe this happened unintentionally. As such, the County is appealing these schedules in their entirety 
with the intention of scoping all errors and omissions through mediation. 

2. Constraints Schedule B5 - Geology 

We are appealing the Bedrock SDG constraint on the above-noted schedule. 



Pursuant to a string of emails occurring between Stephanie Morin (SDG), Lyn Garrah (MNRF), Richard 
Dyer (MNDM) and Prabin Sharma(MMA/MHO), the downloadable data from the province for the 
Bedrock Constraint on Constraints Schedule B5 - Geology was found to be incorrect one week prior to 
the decision. Some corrections have been made but at this time there are still errors within this layer. 
The County would like to ensure that the correct bedrock constraint is included within the schedules.  

3. Schedule A4b - St. Andrew's West and Schedule A4 - South Stormont 

We are appealing the MTO Encroachment Zone of Control as shown on both schedules noted above.  

The zone of control noted in this schedule is not the most updated version from the Ministry of 
Transportation. 

4. Section 3.5.2.9 Shoreline Development and Lake Development, Paragraph 2 in its entirety 

The County worked with the Ministry closely on the development of this policy. While the County 
supports the principle, the County and its local Municipal partners have concerns regarding the 
implementation of this policy in local zoning by-laws. The County would like to clarify the intent of this 
wording to ensure that future development is adequately evaluated and controlled.  

5. Section 3.5.4.1 Land Supply for Housing and Affordability, Ministry Decision Modification #8 

The County objects to the affordability target set by this modification and the assumed Ministry 
interpretation of the Provincial Policy Statement and the Planning Act.  

6. Section 4.3.3.7 Source Water Protection, Ministry Decision Modification #10 a) and b) 

The County submits that the requirements of this modification are not based on the best available 
science and are also not well defined. Based on recent discussions with local Source Protection experts, 
and other evidence, the County submits this policy is too prescriptive given the unreliable mapping and 
data for these areas.  

7. Section 5.3.4 Lot Sizes, Ministry Decision Modification # 13 

The County appeals the requirement for new agricultural lots created through consent be “generally 40 
ha”. The County has provided all rationale and requested information to OMAFRA to support a local size 
constraint for new lots. OMAFRA has not provided any policy guidance to support this prescriptive 
number proposed by the Ministry. The County appeals the Ministry’s interpretation of the relevant 
Provincial Policy Statements.  

8. Section 5.4.4 Zoning, Ministry Decision Modification #14 a) 

The County appeals modification a) as it removes the local Municipalities ability to appropriately restrict 
the areas of extraction to protect sensitive uses and natural features. 

9. Section 6.2.6 Karst, Ministry Decision Modification #18 

The County submits the word 'may' is more appropriate given the need for local ground-truthing for 
karst formations.  

10. Section 9.0 Introduction, Ministry Decision Modification #23 b) 



The County opposes the use of the term "legal non-conforming uses" at modification #23 b) in relation 
to the list of special land-use districts. 

 

11. The SDG Development Corridor contained on Schedules A2, A4, and A6 

The SDG Development Corridor includes all lands located south of the 401 highway as described in 
policy 3.2. The County will present its interpretation of this policy as it relates to the lands which were 
changed from Rural District to Agricultural Resource Land designation on Schedules A2, A4, and A6.  
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