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17 November 2017

To: Members of the Social Policy Committee,
Ontario Legislature

By Email: comm-socialpolicy@ola.org

Re: Bill 139 - Planning matters

Dear Members,

We submitted comments to staff last August and will not reiterate the reasons why we are in 
overall support of the changes to land use planning in Ontario that are contained in this Bill.  Our 
submission is attached.

We do wish to focus in this note on three aspects of the Bill that we believe should be amended.

1. Section 17(36.5) of the Planning Act, referring to Official Plans or Comprehensive OP 
Amendments, would state that "there is no appeal in respect of a decision of the approval authority 
under subsection (34), if the approval authority is the Minister." (Schedule 3, section 6(8); see also 
proposed section 21(3) -- Schedule 3, section 7).  I.e., in a single-tier municipality no such appeals 
would be allowed.

We firmly believe that these amendments are deeply misguided, undemocratic and unnecessary. 
They are misguided and undemocratic because the result would be that the Minister could be lobbied 
behind closed doors during a 210-day window.  The Minister would have to give no reasons and would 
in effect have arbitrary power far worse than the OMB has in the current system because at least an 
OMB hearing is an open process and is supposed to be based on evidence that is there for all to see and 
challenge.  Reverting back to final, closed-door decision making by the Minister would send the 
planning system back to the 1949 version of the Act, when the Minister used to be overwhelmed by 
lobbyists operating in private.

They are also unnecessary because the other provisions of the Bill are expected to make a very 
substantial change to the planning system, spelling the end of its dysfunction as exemplified in the 
interminable appeals of Comprehensive OPAs that Ottawa has experienced.
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2. Regarding the grounds for appeal under sections 17, 22 or 34 of the Planning Act, we submit 
that a fourth conformity test should be added, namely conformity to the Planning Act.  Certain 
violations in procedure could be alleged only with reference to the Act.  Section 2 of the Act offers, 
along with the Provincial Policy Statement (and Growth Plans in certain parts of the Province), a 
number of criteria that must guide land use planning.

3. The definition of "higher order transit" (Schedule 3, section 1(1) -- subsection 1(1) of the 
Planning Act) leaves it open to the interpretation that buses using priority lanes qualify. That in turn 
could extend the interpretation of "protected major transit station areas" to any bus stop along major 
routes. We suggest that the definition be tightened to ensure that the "protected areas" are limited to a 
given distance from stations on rail lines or truly separated roadways.

We look forward to the outcome of the Committee's deliberations.

Repectfully,

Paul Johanis
Paul Johanis. Ph.D.
Chair

Since 1997, the Greenspace Alliance has worked with community organizations and individuals to
preserve and enhance natural areas in the National Capital area, including public and private green
spaces, wetlands and waterways. We believe that urban greenness is essential for a community's
quality of life, contributing to our personal, social, economic, cultural and spiritual well-being. It also
connects us with the natural and cultural history of our region.


