COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT

THURSDAY FEBRUARY 14, 2013 - 6:00 P.M.

SOLDIERS MEMORIAL HALL, SHARBOT LAKE

\l/{ Call to order (Chair)
W/ Approval of Agenda
@/ Disclosure of pecuniary interest

40/ Minutes of previous meetings — March 8", April 12" , May 24", August 9",
November 15" and December 13“‘, 2012

'§/ Unfinished/Old business and business arising from the minutes

B/Applications for consent:

l/B-17-12-HI — Tom Karlson— lot addition

i./B-18-12-HI — Tom Karlson — lot addition

7 Applications for minor variance
'\/A-Z 1-12 - Barrie: Chalmers
\/ -1-13 — Daniel & Margaret Keere — to be deferred
\Z;-Z—IS — Doug & Marilynn Dee — to be deferred
\/A—3-13 -~ Sandy Kappa — to be deferred

A-4-13 — George Yuhanov — to be deferred

8) Other planning business

9) Adjournment



Township of Central Frontenac Committee of Adjustment Minutes — February 14, 2013

Committee of Adjustment met on February 14, 2012 at 6:00 p.m. at the Municipal Office in
Sharbot Lake.

Present: Frances Smith, Tom Dewey, Jeff Matson, Wayne Millar, John Purdon, Janet Gutowski
and Heather Fox

Absent: William Snyder, Normand Guntensperger

Staff in attendance: Cathy MacMunn, Planning Coordinator/Secretary Treasurer and Jeremy
Neven, Chief Building Official

Public in attendance: Tom MacDonald, Keith Ball

The purpose of the meeting is to discuss two (2) consent applications and five (5) minor variance
applications.

The first order of business is to elect a chair for 2013.

Resolution #1

Moved by Wayne Millar Seconded by John Purdon
That Frances Smith be elected Chair of the Committee of Adjustment for 2013.
Carried
Frances Smith, chair called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m.
The agenda was then introduced.
Resolution #2
Moved by John Purdon Seconded by Wayne Millar
That the agenda be adopted as presented.
Carried

There were no declarations of pecuniary interest noted by any member.

Resolution #3
Moved by Wayne Millar Seconded by John Purdon
That the minutes of March 8", April 12", May 24", August 9", November 15" and
December 13", 2012 be adopted as presented.
Carried

The first and second applications being heard were consent applications B-17-12-HI and
B-18-12-HI, Pt. Lot 26, Concession 2, Tom Karlson who is severing two parcels of land as lot
additions which will be added to two existing waterfront lots to the north. Tom MacDonald who
is the agent for Mr. Karlson along with Keith Ball was present for the discussion.

Jeremy Neven led the committee through the applications. Consent application B-17-12-HI is
being severed as a lot addition and will be added to an existing undersized waterfront lot owned
by Judy Valiquette. The severed parcel is 0.6 ha (1.48 ac) and by adding this to the existing
waterfront lot it will increase the size to 0.76 ha (1.89 ac) which will bring it closer into
conformity with the Official Plan and Zoning By-law.
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There was a discussion regarding the right of way known as South Shore Lane and when it was
created. Keith Ball explained when the right of way known as South Shore Lane was created.

The committee approved the application with conditions.

Resolution #4

Moved by Wayne Millar Seconded by John Purdon

That Severance Application B-17-12-HI, Pt. Lot 26, Conc. 2, Tom Karlson be approved

subject to the following conditions:

1.

7.

That all conditions are satisfied and the draft deeds for the severed parcel be presented to the
Township of Central Frontenac in order to have the Certificate of Official of the Committee issued.
The applicant’s lawyer must submit an undertaking to the municipality to register the electronic
certificate on title within a period of one year after the “Notice of Decision” is given under Section
51 (17) or (24) of the Planning Act.

That the applicant provides two copies of a deposited plan of reference of the entire land which
conforms substantially to the application as submitted, or an exemption is obtained from the Land
Registry Office, waiving the need for a reference plan.

That the description of the parcel being severed and the names of the transferor and transferee are
included on the schedule attached to the deed of land.

That payment of the balance of any outstanding taxes is made to the Township Treasurer.

That the Township of Central Frontenac receives an amount satisfactory to the Township of up to
5% of the value of the land, pursuant to Section 51.1 of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990, Chapter
P.13, as amended.

In accordance with section 50(12) of the Planning Act, the deed to be stamped shall state that
subsection 50(3) or subsection 50(5) of the Planning Act, as applicable, shall apply to any
subsequent conveyance or transaction involving these lands.

In addition to Condition No. 6 above, if the lands to which the subject lands are being
added as a lot addition are themselves a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision or were
created by severance approval to which the provisions of subsection 50(3) do not apply to any
subsequent conveyance or transaction, the following additional conditions shall apply:

In the case of a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision, the applicant and
Transferee shall jointly apply for and Council shall pass a bylaw under subsection 50(4)
deeming the whole lot or block not to be within a plan of subdivision, which by-law shall be
registered against title to the land to which the lot addition will be added; or

In the case of a previously severed parcel, the Transferee shall enter into a Restrictive
Covenant Agreement with the municipality in a form satisfactory to it that shall be registered
against title to the two parcels immediately after registration of the stamped deed that will
prohibit the two parcels from being conveyed or transferred independently of each other.

That the applicant applies for and obtains an amendment to the Zoning By-law to place the lands
in a Waterfront Residential Zone. All costs associated with the Zoning Amendment are the
responsibility of the applicant.
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Resolution # 4 cont’d:

8. That all those parties that have access over the right of way continue to as it presently exists.

9. That confirmation is filed with each application file that conditions have been fulfilled to the
municipality’s satisfaction.

Carried

Consent application B-18-12-HI is being severed as a lot addition and will be added to an
existing undersized waterfront lot owned by Keith Ball. The severed parcel is 0.5 ha (1.23 ac)
and by adding this to the existing waterfront lot it will increase the size to 0.76 ha (1.9 ac) which
will bring it closer into conformity with the Official Plan and Zoning By-law.

The committee approved the application with conditions.

Resolution #5

Moved by John Purdon Seconded by Wayne Millar

That Severance Application B-18-12-HI, Pt. Lot 26, Conc. 2, Tom Karlson be approved

subject to the following conditions:

1.

That all conditions are satisfied and the draft deeds for the severed parcel be presented to the
Township of Central Frontenac in order to have the Certificate of Official of the Committee
issued. The applicant’s lawyer must submit an undertaking to the municipality to register the
electronic certificate on title within a period of one year after the “Notice of Decision” is given
under Section 51 (17) or (24) of the Planning Act.

That the applicant provides two copies of a deposited plan of reference of the entire land which
conforms substantially to the application as submitted, or an exemption is obtained from the
Land Registry Office, waiving the need for a reference plan.

That the description of the parcel being severed and the names of the transferor and transferee
are included on the schedule attached to the deed of land.

That payment of the balance of any outstanding taxes is made to the Township Treasurer.

That the Township of Central Frontenac receives an amount satisfactory to the Township of
up to 5% of the value of the land, pursuant to Section 51.1 of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990,
Chapter P.13, as amended.

In accordance with section 50(12) of the Planning Act, the deed to be stamped shall state that
subsection 50(3) or subsection 50(5) of the Planning Act, as applicable, shall apply to any
subsequent conveyance or transaction involving these lands.

In addition to Condition No. 6 above, if the lands to which the subject lands are being
added as a lot addition are themselves a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision or were
created by severance approval to which the provisions of subsection 50(3) do not apply to any
subsequent conveyance or transaction, the following additional conditions shall apply:

In the case of a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision, the applicant and
Transferee shall jointly apply for and Council shall pass a bylaw under subsection 50(4)
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Resolution # 5 cont’d

deeming the whole lot or block not to be within a plan of subdivision, which by-law shall be
registered against title to the land to which the lot addition will be added; or

In the case of a previously severed parcel, the Transferee shall enter info a Restrictive
Covenant Agreement with the municipality in a form satisfactory to it that shall be registered
against title to the two parcels immediately after registration of the stamped deed that will
prohibit the two parcels from being conveyed or transferred independently of each other.

7. That the applicant applies for and obtains an amendment to the Zoning By-law to place the
lands in a Waterfront Residential Zone. All costs associated with the Zoning Amendment are
the responsibility of the applicant.

8. That all those parties that have access over the right of way continue to as it presently exists.

9. That confirmation is filed with each application file that conditions have been fulfilled to the
municipality’s satisfaction.

Carried

The next application being heard was minor variance application A-21-12, Pt. Lot 10,
Concession 1, Barrie Chalmers who is requesting a reduction from the wetland from 30 metres to

20 metres to allow for the existing structure to be removed and a mobile home be erected on the
lot.

Jeremy Neven reviewed the application with the committee. There was a question as to whether
or not the County of Frontenac was notified of this application as they are the owner of the trail.

Cathy MacMunn stated that all adjacent properties were notified but would have to check
further. An answer will be brought back to the next meeting.

The committee approved the application with conditions.

Resolution #6
Moved by John Purdon Seconded by Wayne Millar

In making the decision upon this application, the committee considered whether or not the
variance requested was minor and desirable for the appropriate development or use of the
land, building or structure, and that the general intent and purpose of the zoning by-law and
the official plan will be maintained or, in the case of a change in a use of property which is
lawfully non-conforming under the by-law, as to whether or not this application has met the
requirements of subsection 45(2) of the planning act, concur in the following decision and
reasons for decision.

That Minor Variance Application A-21-12, Pt. Lot 10, Concession 1, Barrie Chalmers to
reduce the setback from the wetland from 30 m to 20 m to allow for the existing structure to be
removed and a mobile home to be erected on the lot be approved for the following conditions
and reasons:

That the applicant enters into a site plan development agreement with the municipality to
address the following and, further that all legal fees associated with the agreement including
registration is the responsibility of the applicant.
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Resolution #6 cont’d

1.

6.

The wetland vegetated buffer shall be retained to a minimum depth of 15 metres,
to mitigate the effects of erosion and surface runoff into the wetland.

Sediment control measures shall be implemented throughout the construction
process (mainly the placement of a sediment barrier such as staked straw bales
between exposed soil and the wetland). The sediment barrier shall remain in
place until all disturbed areas have been stabilized and re-vegetated.

Excavated material shall be disposed of well away from the water.

Regular pick-up of construction debris is also encouraged to prevent
construction debris from blowing into the lake.

Natural drainage patterns on the site shall not be substantially altered such that
additional run-off is directed into the wetland or onto neighbouring properties.
In order to achieve this, eaves troughing shall be installed and outlet away from
the wetland to a leach pit or well-vegetated area to maximize infiltration.

That the entrance be off of Brewer Road and that a civic address be obtained.

FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. General intent and purpose of the Official Plan is to conserve the first 30 metres
from the wetland in its natural state or reinstate the wetland to a naturalized state.
It is recognized that this is an existing lot of record occupied by an existing dwelling;

given that there is no alternative location for the mobile home and given that the
wetland has been retained in a naturalized state, the general intent of the official
plan has been maintained and consequently, the application meets the first test.

2. General intent and purpose of the zoning by-law is comparable to the official plan,
which is to conserve the wetland in its natural state by establishing a 30 m area back
from the wetland to be retained for a vegetation buffer within which no buildings or
sewage disposal systems are permitted. The lot is undersized and the lot constraints
of the lesser depth from the wetland make development physically impossible in
meeting the requirements of the by-law. However, the wetland has been retained in
its natural state as is most of the lot save the developed area. The general intent of
the by-law in protecting the wetland is met; however the proviso for entering into a
site plan agreement designed to retain the existing vegetation buffer will reinforce
the retention of the naturalized wetland or what is commonly referred to as the
‘Ribbon of Life’. To this extent the second test will be met.

3. The continued retention of the buffer through a site plan agreement will avoid
further impacts and consequently the variance can be considered minor and thus
meets the third test.
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4. Is the building or structure desirable for the appropriate development or use of
land? The modest development of this property coupled with the retention of a
naturalized shoreline is appropriate development and meets the fourth test.

Carried

Jeremy then explained that we have four minor variance applications which have to be deferred
to allow the staff and required agencies the opportunity to conduct the site visits when the
weather permits.

The committee approved the deferrals.

Resolution #7
Moved by Tom Dewey Seconded by Jeff Matson

In making the decision upon this application, the committee considered whether or not the
variance requested was minor and desirable for the appropriate development or use of the
land, building or structure, and that the general intent and purpose of the zoning by-law and
the official plan will be maintained or, in the case of a change in a use of property which is
lawfully non-conforming under the by-law, as to whether or not this application has met the
requirements of subsection 45(2) of the planning act, concur in the following decision and
reasons for decision.

THAT Minor Variance Application A-1-13, Pt. Lot 13, Concession 5 — Daniel &
Margaret Keere to reduce the front yard setback (with shoreline frontage) from 27 metres to 20.1
metres to the new deck be deferred to allow the staff and required agencies to conduct the site
visit.

Carried

Resolution #8
Moved by Jeff Matson Seconded by Tom Dewey

In making the decision upon this application, the committee considered whether or not the
variance requested was minor and desirable for the appropriate development or use of the
land, building or structure, and that the general intent and purpose of the zoning by-law and
the official plan will be maintained or, in the case of a change in a use of property which is
lawfully non-conforming under the by-law, as to whether or not this application has met the
requirements of subsection 45(2) of the planning act, concur in the following decision and
reasons for decision.

THAT Minor Variance Application A-2-13, Pt. Lot 7, Concession 11 —Doug & Marilynn
Dee to allow for a sleep cabin to be larger than the required 400 square feet be deferred to allow
the staff and required agencies to conduct the site visit.

Carried
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Resolution #9
Moved by Tom Dewey Seconded by Jeff Matson

In making the decision upon this application, the committee considered whether or not the
variance requested was minor and desirable for the appropriate development or use of the
land, building or structure, and that the general intent and purpose of the zoning by-law and
the official plan will be maintained or, in the case of a change in a use of property which is
lawfully non-conforming under the by-law, as to whether or not this application has met the

requirements of subsection 45(2) of the planning act, concur in the following decision and
reasons for decision.

THAT Minor Variance Application A-4-13, Pt. Lot 13, Concession 5 — Sandy Kappa be

deferred until the application is deemed complete and to allow the staff and required agencies to
conduct the site visit.

Carried

Resolution #10
Moved by Jeff Matson Seconded by Tom Dewey

In making the decision upon this application, the committee considered whether or not the
variance requested was minor and desirable for the appropriate development or use of the
land, building or structure, and that the general intent and purpose of the zoning by-law and
the official plan will be maintained or, in the case of a change in a use of property which is
lawfully non-conforming under the by-law, as to whether or not this application has met the

requirements of subsection 45(2) of the planning act, concur in the following decision and
reasons for decision.

THAT Minor Variance Application A-4-13, Pt. Lot 8, Concession 5 — George Yuhanov
be deferred to allow the staff and required agencies to conduct the site visit.

Carried

No further planning business was brought forth.

Resolution #11
Moved by Tom Dewey Seconded by Jeff Matson

That this meeting be adjourned until 6:00 p.m. March 14, 2013 at the Soldiers
Memorial Hall, Sharbot Lake.

Carried

Chairperson
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THAT Frances Smith be elected Chair of the Committee of Adjustment for 2013.

Resolution # |

Moved by

Carried /

Deferred

.\\’

Refused

Chairperson %@(/f ~ ¢LDIQ ~

]



Corporation of the Township of Central Frontenac

COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT

Resolutions for February 14, 2013
(Sharbot Lake)

Resolution # o .

Moved b)& M 9»4__— Seconded by

THAT the agenda be adopted as

Presented [

Amended

Carried e

Deferred

Refused '
Chairperson %:\ 7//;&

L <

0

-

A 2
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Resolution # w /JL@/‘\
S
=/

Moved “Seconded by SO ((’l

THAT the minutes of March 8", April 12", May 24", August 9", November 15" and
December 13" 2012 be adopted as

Presented | /

Amended

Carried 1/ :

Deferred S
Refused ' Chairperson D/é,ovr\ “&
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Resolution # °© W @
Moved by @ Rﬁ,& / conded by \\\ \_}nfeQ/v-\/~
= )

That Severance A licat/ioi; B-17-12-HI, Pt. Lot 26, Conc. 2, Tom Karlson be approved subject
fo the following conditions:

1. That all conditions are satisfied and the draft deeds for the severed parcel be presented
to the Township of Central Frontenac in order to have the Certificate of Official of the
Committee issued. The applicant’s lawyer must submit an undertaking to the
municipality to register the electronic certificate on title within a period of one year

after the “Notice of Decision” is given under Section 51 (17) or (24) of the Planning
Act.

2. That the applicant provides two copies of a deposited plan of reference of the entire land which
conforms substantially to the application as submitted, or an exemption is obtained from the
Land Registry Office, waiving the need for a reference plan.

3. That the description of the parcel being severed and the names of the transferor and transferee
are included on the schedule attached to the deed of land.

4. That payment of the balance of any outstanding taxes is made to the Township Treasurer.

5. That the Township of Central Frontenac receives an amount satisfactory to the Township of
up to 5% of the value of the land, pursuant to Section 51.1 of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990,
Chapter P.13, as amended.

6. In accordance with section 50(12) of the Planning Act, the deed shall state
that subsection 50(3) or subsection 50(5) of the Planning Act, as applicable, shall apply to
any subsequent conveyance or transaction involving these lands.

In addition to Condition No. 6 above, if the lands to which the subject lands are being added
as a lot addition are themselves a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision or were created
by severance approval to which the provisions of subsection 50(3) do not apply to any
subsequent conveyance or transaction, the following additional conditions shall apply:

In the case of a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision, the applicant and Transferee
shall jointly apply for and Council shall pass a bylaw under subsection 50(4) deeming the
whole lot or block not to be within a plan of subdivision, which by-law shall be registered
against title to the land to which the lot addition will be added; or

In the case of a previously severed parcel, the Transferee shall enter into a Restrictive
Covenant Agreement with the municipality in a form satisfactory to it that shall be
registered against title to the two parcels immediately after registration of the stamped deed
that will prohibit the two parcels from being conveyed or transferred independently of each
other. :

7. That the applicant applies for and obtains an amendment to the Zoning By-law to place the
lands in a Waterfront Residential Zone. All costs associated with the Zoning Amendment are
the responsibility of the applicant.

C] 8. That confirmation is filed with each application file that conditions have been fulfilled to the
municipality’s satisfaction. over
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Resolution # 5 k%) M/&LX@ LA
‘Moved by N~ A~ Seconded by/ \ =

That Severance Application B-18-12-HI, Pt. Lot 26, Coc. 2, Tom Karlson be approved subject
to the following conditions: -

1. That all conditions are satisfied and the draft deeds for the severed parcel be presented
to the Township of Central Frontenac in order to have the Certificate of Official of the
Committee issued. The applicant’s lawyer must submit an undertaking to the
municipality to register the electronic certificate on title within a period of one year
after the “Notice of Decision” is given under Section 51 (17) or (24) of the Planning
Act.

2. That the applicant provides two copies of a deposited plan of reference of the entire land which
conforms substantially to the application as submitted, or an exemption is obtained from the
Land Registry Office, waiving the need for a reference plan. g

3. That the description of the parcel being severed and the names of the transferor and transferee
are included on the schedule attached to the deed of land.

4. That payment of the balance of any outstanding taxes is made to the Township Treasurer.

5. That the Township of Central Frontenac receives an amount satisfactory to the Township of
up to 5% of the value of the land, pursuant to Section 51.1 of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990,
Chapter P.13, as amended.

6. In accordance with section 50(12) of the Planning Act, the deed shall state
that subsection 50(3) or subsection 50(5) of the Planning Act, as applicable, shall apply to
any subsequent conveyance or transaction involving these lands.

In addition to Condition No. 6 above, if the lands to which the subject lands are being added
as a lot addition are themselves a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision or were created
by severance approval to which the provisions of subsection 50(3) do not apply to any
subsequent conveyance or transaction, the following additional conditions shall apply:

In the case of a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision, the applicant and Transferee
shall jointly apply for and Council shall pass a bylaw under subsection 50(4) deeming the
whole lot or block not to be within a plan of subdivision, which by-law shall be registered
against title to the land to which the lot addition will be added; or

In the case of a previously severed parcel, the Transferee shall enter into a Restrictive
Covenant Agreement with the municipality in a form satisfactory to it that shall be
registered against title to the two parcels immediately after registration of the stamped deed
that will prohibit the two parcels from being conveyed or transferred independently of each
other.

7. That the applicant applies for and obtains an amendment to the Zoning By-law to place the
lands in a Waterfront Residential Zone. All costs associated with the Zoning Amendment are
the responsibility of the applicant.

(_} & That confirmation is filed with each application file that conditions have been fulfilled to the
municipality’s satisfaction.
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o
//VL S
Chairperson XA, A h&—/
vV 7 A" A~



€ Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment February 14, 2013

Moved by A T Q\m Seconde;l/
7

In making the decision upon this application, the committee considered whether or not the
variance requested was minor and desirable Jor the appropriate development or use of the
land, building or structure, and that the general intent and purpose of the zoning by-law and
the official plan will be maintained or, in the case of a change in a use of property which is
lawfully non-conforming under the by-law, as to whether or not this application has met the
requirements of subsection 45(2) of the planning act, concur in the following decision and
reasons for decision.

That Minor Variance Application A-21-12, Pt. Lot 10, Concession 1, Barrie Chalmers to
reduce the setback from the wetland from 30 m to 20 m to allow for the existing structure to be
removed and a mobile home to be erected on the lot be approved for the following conditions
and reasons:

That the applicant enters into a site plan development agreement with the municipality to address
the following and, further that all legal fees associated with the agreement including registration is
the responsibility of the applicant.

1. The wetland vegetated buffer shall be retained to a minimum depth of 15 metres,
to mitigate the effects of erosion and surface runoff into the wetland.

2. Sediment control measures shall be implemented throughout the construction
process (mainly the placement of a sediment barrier such as staked straw bales
between exposed soil and the wetland). The sediment barrier shall remain in place
until all disturbed areas have been stabilized and re-vegetated.

3. Excavated material shall be disposed of well away from the water.

4. Regular pick-up of construction debris is also encouraged to prevent construction
debris from blowing into the lake.

5. Natural drainage patterns on the site shall not be substantially altered such that
additional run-off'is directed into the wetland or onto neighbouring properties. In
order to achieve this, eaves troughing shall be installed and outlet away from the
wetland to a leach pit or well-vegetated area to maximize infiltration.

b gt e entrance bo of+F of Brewer Coad and U a cluc

FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS: 4 f/liocs fe o betnig sl

1. General intent and purpose of the Official Plan is to conserve the first 30 metres
from the wetland in its natural state or reinstate the wetland to a naturalized state.
It is recognized that this is an existing lot of record occupied by an existing dwelling;
given that there is no alternative location for the mobile home and given that the
wetland has been retained in a naturalized state, the general intent of the official
plan has been maintained and consequently, the application meets the first test.



2. General intent and purpose of the zoning by-law is comparable to the official plan,
which is to conserve the wetland in its natural state by establishing a 30 m area back
from the wetland to be retained for a vegetation buffer within which no buildings or
sewage disposal systems are permitted. The lot is undersized and the lot constraints
of the lesser depth from the wetland make development physically impossible in
meeting the requirements of the by-law. However, the wetland has been retained in
its natural state as is most of the lot save the developed area. The general intent of
the by-law in protecting the wetland is met; however the proviso for entering into a
site plan agreement designed to retain the existing vegetation buffer will reinforce
the retention of the naturalized wetland or what is commonly referred to as the
‘Ribbon of Life’. To this extent the second test will be met.

3. The continued retention of the buffer through a site plan agreement will avoid
further impacts and consequently the variance can be considered minor and thus
meets the third test.

4. Is the building or structure desirable for the appropriate development or use of

land? The modest development of this property coupled with the retention of a
naturalized shoreline is appropriate development and meets the fourth test.

Vi
/

Carried \/

Deferred

Refused /

Chairperson M 2N
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Resolution # 0 ’ ./ . ,59’@ y‘&
Moved by[ gz, .\ e 5 Seconded by g
e ( (@)

In making the decision upon this application, the committee considered whether or not the
variance requested was minor and desirable for the appropriate development or use of the
land, building or structure, and that the general intent and purpose of the zoning by-law and
the official plan will be maintained or, in the case of a change in a use of property which is
lawfully non-conforming under the by-law, as to whether or not this application has met the
requirements of subsection 45(2) of the planning act, concur in the following decision and
reasons for decision.

THAT Minor Variance Application A-1-13, Pt. Lot 13, Concession 5 — Daniel &
Margaret Keere to reduce the front yard setback (with shoreline frontage) from 27 metres to 20.1
metres to the new deck be deferred to allow the staff and required agencies to conduct the site
visit.

Carried ‘)((

Deferred

‘2

Refused — )
Chairperson ¢ 73/1,4 ~ Yl ﬁ/
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9, g

Resolution # g % ‘ 7
Moved by N@M nded by | :;3,./? 2 ¢, o - )

In making the decision upon this application, the committee considered whether or not the
variance requested was minor and desirable for the appropriate development or use of the
land, building or structure, and that the general intent and purpose of the zoning by-law and
the official plan will be maintained or, in the case of a change in a use of property which is
lawfully non-conforming under the by-law, as to whether or not this application has met the
requirements of subsection 45(2) of the planning act, concur in the following decision and
reasons for decision.

THAT Minor Variance Application A-2-13, Pt. Lot 7, Concession 11 — Doug &
Marilynn Dee to allow for a sleep cabin to be larger than the required 400 square feet be deferred
to allow the staff and required agencies to conduct the site visit.

Carried 7/
Deferred

Refused

.//-—\' < f)
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Chairperson W/\ém /44/)4&
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Resolution # 7 % / £

{ = e
Moved by . {5 <y <[/ —'Seconded by =
=) g, @)

S

In making the decision upon this application, the committee considered whether or not the
variance requested was minor and desirable for the appropriate development or use of the
land, building or structure, and that the general intent and purpose of the zoning by-law and
the official plan will be maintained or, in the case of a change in a use of property which is
lawfully non-conforming under the by-law, as to whether or not this application has met the

requirements of subsection 45(2) of the planning act, concur in the following decision and
reasons for decision.

THAT Minor Variance Application A-4-13, Pt. Lot 13, Concession 5 — Sandy Kappa be
deferred until the application is deemed complete and to allow the staff and required agencies to
conduct the site visit.

Carried /

Deferred

A\

Refused ,
£
/4 _pn ﬂg(%‘ /

Chairperson
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Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment February 14, 2013

)

Resolution # /’ 0 m |
Moved by >OO S %{dEd b'},’ /j.‘) C‘A/ A 2 ) C _(g = /L‘)

7

In making the decision upon this application, the committee considered whether or not the
variance requested was minor and desirable for the appropriate development or use of the
land, building or structure, and that the general intent and purpose of the zoning by-law and
the official plan will be maintained or, in the case of a change in a use of property which is
lawfully non-conforming under the by-law, as to whether or not this application has met the
requirements of subsection 45(2) of the planning act, concur in the following decision and
reasons for decision.

THAT Minor Variance Application A-4-13, Pt. Lot 8, Concession 5 — George Yuhanov
be deferred to allow the staff and required agencies to conduct the site visit.

I/ .
Carried V
Deferred

Refused

Chairperson P/Vﬂ A ﬂ

I3}



Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment, February 14, 2013

Resolution # [/ / 7z 5
o el —
Moved by ) (/; oty I ,myonded by >Q%®\

That this meeting be adjourned until 6:00 p.m. March 14, 2013 at the Soldiers
Memorial Hall, Sharbot Lake.

/

Carried |/

Deferred

)
Refused 7 // 5 / /

Chairperson {% L, %/
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Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment March 14, 2013

Resolution # | :
Moved by 3-9@ Yv\g\Seconded b‘w W W—j
= a=rr |

—_—

In the absence of the Chair Frances Smith that \ BYA Dewf j be elected

Chair for this evenings meeting.

Carried

Deferred

Refused

Chairpe@)zﬁ TAE el Iz -/tf\/
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Corporation of the Township of Central Frontenac

COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT
Resolutions for March 14, 2013

(Sharbot Lake)
Resolution # | 3 & W
Move’(} &5\/\5\) l%ﬂu M =
p S ! R

THAY the agenda be adopted as

Present-eg/l/j Lo —=2=

Amended

Carried
Deferred

Refused

Chairperso ﬁf 4 ”‘/LQW



Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment March 14, 2013

Resolution #/° %S Q/;\Q A
Moved by '\9@\ : \Secon edDy

In making the decision upon this application, the rﬁnittee\éonsidered whether or not the
variance requested was minor and desirable for the appropriate development or use of the
land, building or structure, and that the general intent and purpose of the zoning by-law and
the official plan will be maintained or, in the case of a change in a use of property which is
lawfully non-conforming under the by-law, as to whether or not this application has met the
requirements of subsection 45(2) of the planning act, concur in the following decision and
reasons for decision.

s

That Revised Minor Variance Application A-12-10, Part of east half of Lot 8,
Concession 2 — Part 3 on plan 13R10316, Robert Patten to reduce the front yard setback (with
water frontage) from 30 m to 25.7 m for an addition to be built to an existing dwelling and to
increase the maximum dock area from 27 sq m to 39 sq m be approved with the following
conditions and reasons:

That the applicant enters into a site plan development agreement with the municipality to address
the following and, further that all legal fees associated with the agreement including registration is
the responsibility of the applicant.

1. No additional encroachment into the 30 metre water body setback with any
additional hardened structures, including porches and decks.

2. Sediment control measures shall be implemented throughout the construction
process (mainly the placement of a sediment barrier such as staked straw bales
between exposed soil and the lake). The sediment barrier shall remain in place
until all disturbed areas have been stabilized and revegetated.

2. Excavated material shall be disposed of well away from the lake.

3. Regular pick-up of construction debris is also encouraged to prevent construction
debris from blowing into the lake.

4. Natural drainage patterns on the site shall not be substantially altered such that
additional run-off is directed into the lake. In order to achieve this, eaves troughing
shall be installed and outlet away from the lake to a leach pit or well-vegetated area
to allow for maximum infiltration.

e

That additional planting of an area equivalent to the size of the building area
encroaching on the 30 m setback be enhanced with native plants and further that
the naturalized shoreline be retained.



Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment March 14, 2013

THA Tthe minutes of Fi ebruary 14, 2013 be adopted as
S

Presented

Amended

Carried
Deferred

Refused

Chairpersonf% Y Z i /




Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment, March 14, 2013

/ Wi A

Tha z{s meeting be adjourned until 6:00 p.m. Aprtl 1 1 2013 at the Soldiers Memorial
Hall, Sharbot Lake.

Resolution #

Movy y

Carried

Deferred

Refused o

v
Chairperson > thi e




1)
2)
3)
4)
3)

6)

7)

8)

9

COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT

THURSDAY MARCH 14, 2013 - 6:00 P.M.

SOLDIERS MEMORIAL HALL, SHARBOT LAKE

Call to order (Chair)

Approval of Agenda

Disclosure of pecuniary interest

Minutes of previous meeting — February 14, 2013
Unfinished/Old business and business arising from the minutes
Applications for consent:

Nil

Applications for minor variance

A-12-10 — Robert Patten

Other planning business

Adjournment



Township of Central Frontenac Committee of Adjustment Minutes — March 14, 2013

Committee of Adjustment met on February 14, 2012 at 6:00 p.m. at the Soldiers Memorial Hall
in Sharbot Lake.

Present: Tom Dewey, Jeff Matson, Wayne Millar, John Purdon, Janet Gutowski and Heather Fox
Absent: William Snyder, Normand Guntensperger, and Frances Smith.

Staff in attendance: Cathy MacMunn, Planning Coordinator/Secretary Treasurer.

Public in attendance: Robert Patten

The purpose of the meeting is to discuss one (1) minor variance application.

The first order of business is to elect a chair the March 14, 2013, due to the absence of Chair
Frances Smith.

Resolution #12
Moved by Jeff Matson Seconded by Wayne Millar
In the absence of the Chair Frances Smith that Tom Dewey be elected Chair for this
evenings meeting.

Carried
Tom Dewey, chair called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m.
The agenda was then introduced.
Resolution #13
Moved by Wayne Millar Seconded by Jeff Matson
That the agenda be adopted as presented.
Carried

There were no declarations of pecuniary interest noted by any member.
The minutes were introduced.

Cathy MacMunn mentioned that there was a question regarding whether or not the County of
Frontenac was notified of the minor variance application for Chalmers at the last meeting. Cathy
informed the committee that in fact Anne Howes owns the trail near the Chalmers property and
therefore the County of Frontenac was not notified of the application since they are not the
owner the trail.

Resolution #14
Moved by Wayne Millar Seconded by Jeff Matson
THAT the minutes of February 14, 2013 be adopted as presented.
Carried



Committee of Adjustment Minutes — March 14, 2013 — page 2

The revised Minor Variance Application A-12-10, Part of east half of Lot 8,

Concession 2 — Part 3 on plan 13R10316, Robert Patten to reduce the front yard setback (with
water frontage) from 30 m to 25.7 m for an addition to be built to an existing dwelling and to
increase the maximum dock area from 27 sq m to 39 sq m was discussed.

The committee approved the application with conditions.

Resolution #15
Moved by Jeff Matson Seconded by Wayne Millar

That the applicant enters into a site plan development agreement with the municipality to address
the following and, further that all legal fees associated with the agreement including registration is
the responsibility of the applicant.

1. No additional encroachment into the 30 metre water body setback with any
additional hardened structures, including porches and decks.

2. Sediment control measures shall be implemented throughout the construction
process (mainly the placement of a sediment barrier such as staked straw bales
between exposed soil and the lake). The sediment barrier shall remain in place
until all disturbed areas have been stabilized and revegetated.

2. Excavated material shall be disposed of well away from the lake.

3. Regular pick-up of construction debris is also encouraged to prevent construction
debris from blowing into the lake.

4. Natural drainage patterns on the site shall not be substantially altered such that
additional run-off is directed into the lake. In order to achieve this, eaves troughing
shall be installed and outlet away from the lake to a leach pit or well-vegetated area
to allow for maximum infiltration.

gl

That additional planting of an area equivalent to the size of the building area
encroaching on the 30 m setback be enhanced with native plants and further that
the naturalized shoreline be retained.

FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. General intent and purpose of the Official Plan is to ensure that development meets
the 30 m setback a policy that is further reinforced by the requirement for a 30 m
vegetation buffer. Given that the lot is an existing lot of record occupied by an
existing building (cottage) and an existing sewage disposal field (leaching bed); given
that the reconfiguration of the building will minimize the encroachment into the 30
m setback and given that the shoreline has been retained in a naturalized state,
particularly the slope, the general intent of the official plan will be maintained. The
applicant should be required to enter into a development agreement to further
enhance the vegetation cover to comply with the intent of the Plan in replanting an
area equivalent or greater than the area required for the expansion encroachment
on the 30 m.



Committee of Adjustment Minutes — March 14, 2013 — page 3

For these reasons, the application for a variance to reduce the setback of the
proposed addition to the seasonal dwelling to 25.7 m [84.7 ft.] meets the first test.

With respect to the variance for the dock, we are satisfied that the intent of the Plan
is also met given the improvement in the use of environmentally friendly
construction materials, the cantilever construction method to be used and the
distance separation that will be maintained from the neighbouring property. For
these reasons, the application for a variance to the increase in size of the proposed
dock to 39 m* [420 ft.z] meets the first test.

2. General intent and purpose of the zoning by-law is to conserve the shoreline in its
natural state by establishing a 30 metre setback from the shoreline to be retained for
a vegetation buffer within which no buildings or sewage disposal systems are
permitted. As indicated, however, the location of the sewage disposal system, access
and side lot line make development physically impossible in meeting the
requirements of the by-law. The applicant has agreed to reconfigure the shape of the
expansion to minimize the encroachment into the required shoreline setback. The
shoreline has been largely retained in its natural state. The general intent of the by-
law in protecting the shoreline is met; however the proviso for entering into a
development agreement designed to retain and enhance the vegetation buffer will
reinforce the retention of the naturalized shoreline or what is commonly referred to
as the ‘Ribbon of Life’. To this extent the second test for the extension of the cottage
will be met.

The second test will be met with respect to an enlarged dock designed to provide
access to one or more boats with the need for an off-shore mooring location.

3. The impact is minor and the continued retention of the buffer through a site plan
agreement will avoid further impacts and consequently the variance can be
considered minor for the cottage. The development agreement should also extend to
regulating the dock by requiring compliance with the proposed design and the
concurrent removal of the existing dock. With the fulfillment of these requirements,
the application meets the third test.

4. Is the building or structure desirable for the appropriate development or use of
land? The intent of the planning documents (official plan and zoning by-law) is to
permit shoreline development that minimizes the impact of buildings and structures
on the ecological functions of the natural environment. The proposed expansion of
the cottage and the redesign of the dock are appropriate shoreline uses and the
design principles to be used in the development of these uses will conserve the
ecological values of the shoreline. Allowing uses appropriate for a shoreline
environment that conserves ecological values will meet the fourth test.

Carried

No further planning business was brought forth.



Committee of Adjustment Minutes — March 14, 2013 — page 4

Resolution #16
Moved by Wayne Millar Seconded by Jeff Matson

That this meeting be adjourned until 6:00 p.m. April 11, 2013 at the Soldiers Memorial Hall,
Sharbot Lake.

Carried

(it yx“m

Chairperson Secretfry ~Trea




COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT

THURSDAY APRIL 11, 2013 - 6:00 P.M.

SOLDIERS MEMORIAL HALL, SHARBOT LAKE

lz)/Call to order (Chair)

Z//Approval of Agenda

»3/{ Disclosure of pecuniary interest

,_40/  Minutes of previous meeting — March 14, 2013

5/ Unfinished/Old business and business arising from the minutes

‘§/Applications for consent:

Nil

V/Applications for minor variance

s A-5-13 — Warren Gee — reduction from front yard (with shoreline frontage)
/ A-6-13 — Kalman Tengelics — reduction from front yard (with shoreline frontage)
/A-7—13 — David Galinas — reduction from front yard (with shoreline frontage)

u/A/-8-13 — Mike Dean Butcher Ltd. — reduction of rear yard

8) Other planning business

9) Adjournment



Township of Central Frontenac Committee of Adjustment Minutes — April 11, 2013

Committee of Adjustment met on April 11,2013 at 6:00 p.m. at the Soldiers Memorial Hall in
Sharbot Lake.

Present: Wayne Millar, John Purdon, Jeff Matson, Janet Gutowski, Tom Dewey, and Heather
Fox

Absent: William Snyder, Normand Guntensperger, and Frances Smith.

Staff in attendance: Cathy MacMunn, Planning Coordinator/Secretary Treasurer, Jeremy Neven
Chief Building Official.

Public in attendance: Corey Shea, Kalman Tengelics, Warren Gee, Gordon Dean, Mike Dean,
Mary Bartges, Carl & Christina Kent and Dean Walsh.

The purpose of the meeting is to discuss four (4) minor variance applications.

The first order of business is to elect a chair for April 1 1™ 2013, due to the absence of Chair
Frances Smith.

Resolution #17
Moved by Wayne Millar Seconded by John Purdon
In the absence of the Chair Frances Smith that Tom Dewey be elected Chair for this
evenings meeting.

Carried
Tom Dewey, chair called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m.

The agenda was then introduced.

Resolution #18
Moved by John Purdon Seconded by Wayne Millar
That the agenda be adopted as presented.
Carried

There were no declarations of pecuniary interest noted by any member.
The minutes were introduced, a couple of items needed to be amended.

Resolution #19
Moved by Wayne Millar Seconded by John Purdon
THAT the minutes of March 14, 2013 be adopted as presented.
Carried

First application discussed was minor variance A-5-13, Warren Gee.
Cathy MacMunn reviewed the staff report with the committee.

Mr. Warren Gee addressed the committee and mentioned that he spoke to Ian Trickett sometime

ago regarding a building permit and was told he did not need one for a building less than 108 sq
ft.



During the discussion Mr. Gee is receptive to relocate the sleep cabin to meet the 15m setback as
recommended but would like to keep the deck on the side of the cottage (the one that projects out
10’). Mr. Gee also mentioned that if the beaver dam was blown that in fact the deck would be
further away from the shoreline, the committee agreed to defer the application to allow Quinte
Conservation Authority to do a site visit and get the location of the high water mark and the
beaver dam.

Resolution #20
Moved by John Purdon Seconded by Wayne Millar

That Minor Variance Application A-5-13, Part Lot 13, Concession 5 — Warren Gee to
reduce the front yard setback (with water frontage) from 30 m to 15 m and 10 m respectively to
the deck; from 30 m to 20 m to the addition; and from 30 m to 10 m for the accessory structure
be approved with the following conditions and reasons:

That the applicant enters into a site plan development agreement with the municipality to address
the following and, further that all legal fees associated with the agreement including registration
is the responsibility of the applicant.

1. That the sleep cabin be relocated to provide for a minimum setback from the high water
mark of 15 metres.

2. That the front deck be removed.
3. That no storage of fuels or other petroleum products be permitted in the sleep cabin.

4. That no further development be permitted within the 30 metre setback including any
hardened surfaces such as decks to avoid further impacts to the shoreline.

FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. General intent and purpose of the Official Plan is to ensure that development meets
the 30 m setback a policy that is further reinforced by the requirement for a 30 m
vegetation buffer. Given that the lot is an existing lot of record occupied by an
existing building (cabin) and the addition will not encroach any further into the
water setback and given that the front deck be removed and the sleep cabin be
relocated to provide for a minimum setback from the high water mark of 15 metres
will minimize the encroachment into the 30 m setback and given that the shoreline
has been retained in a naturalized state the general intent of the official plan will be
maintained. The applicant will be required to enter into a development agreement
as a means to protect the shoreline to comply with the intent of the Plan. For these
reasons, the application for a variance to reduce the setback of the proposed
addition to the cabin meets the first test.

2. General intent and purpose of the zoning by-law is to conserve the shoreline in its
natural state by establishing a 30 metre setback from the shoreline to be retained for
a vegetation buffer within which no buildings or sewage disposal systems are
permitted. As indicated, however, the location of the sleep cabin is too close to the
water and needs to be relocated to provide for a minimum setback from the high
water of 15 metres which will minimize the encroachment into the 30 m setback.
The shoreline has been largely retained in its natural state. The general intent of the
by-law will be met once the front deck has been removed and the sleep cabin is

2



relocated and to that extent the second test will be met.

3. The impact is minor given that the cabin is already existing provided the sleep cabin
is relocated to achieve a 15 metre setback, the front deck be removed and that no
further development be permitted within the 30 metre setback including any
hardened surfaces this will avoid further impacts and consequently the variance can
be considered minor and thus meets the third test.

4. Is the building or structure desirable for the appropriate development or use of
land? The intent of the planning documents (official plan and zoning by-law) is to
permit shoreline development that minimizes the impact of buildings and structures
on the ecological functions of the natural environment. The removal of the front
deck and relocating of the sleep cabin will conserve the ecological values of the
shoreline and to that extent, will meet the fourth test.

Deferred

Minor Variance A-6-13, Kalman Tengelics, Cathy MacMunn reviewed the staff report with the
committee. '

Kalman Tengelics addressed the committee regarding his minor variance.

Resolution #21
Moved by Jeff Matson Seconded by Janet Gutowski

That Minor Variance Application A-6-13, Part Lot 13, Concession 5 — Kalman Tengelics
to reduce the front yard setback (with water frontage) from 30 m to 28.6 m and 30 m to 23.7 m to
on the wetland side to the cabin be denied for the following reasons:

1. The intent and purpose of the Official Plan is to conserve the first 30 m from the
shoreline in its natural state or to reinstate the shoreline to a natural state; and
further that development meets the 30 m setback a policy that is further
reinforced by the requirement for a 30 m vegetation buffer. The configuration of
the lot does permit the building to be relocated to comply with the 30 m setback.
Maintaining the setbacks improves the ecological and visual quality of the
shoreline and reduces or eliminates the flow of building run-off going directly
into the water. To this extent, the first test of conformity to the general intent of
the Plan would not be met.

2. The intent and purpose of the zoning by-law is to conserve the shoreline in its
natural state by establishing a 30 metre setback from the shoreline to be retained
for a vegetation buffer within which no buildings or sewage disposal systems are
permitted. The use does not comply with the requirements of Section 4.23 (e )
regarding Water Bodies and Wetlands which states that the minimum setback
from the high water mark and the exterior boundary of a wetland for a
habitable structure shall be 30 metres and to this extent the second test of
conformity to the general intent of the by-law would not be met.

3. The impact is not minor and if approved, would not be considered minor due to the

increase impact on the water body within 30 metres and therefore it does not meet the
test.



4. The intent of the official plan and zoning by-law is to minimize the impact of
buildings and structures on the landscape in order to conserve the shoreline
areas for their ecological values. The location of the cabin is not appropriate for
the development of the land given the intent of the policies and regulatory
controls of the municipality’s planning documents to ensure that development is
well setback from the shoreline of water bodies in the Township.

Deferred

Minor Variance A-7-13, David Galinas, Cathy MacMunn reviewed the staff report with the
committee.

Corey Shea represented Mr. Galinas and addressed the committee regarding minor variance A-7-
13.

Resolution #22
Moved by Janet Gutowski Seconded by Jeff Matson

That Minor Variance Application A-7-13, Part Lot 2, Concession 4 — David Galinas to
reduce the front yard setback (with water frontage) from 30 m to 26.5 m to replace/update the
sewage disposal system.

That the applicant enters into a development agreement with the municipality to address the
Rideau Valley Conservation Authority as follows and, further that all legal fees associated with
the agreement including registration is the responsibility of the applicant.

1. The removal of existing vegetation shall be limited to only that which is necessary for the
installation and long-term operation of the sewage disposal system.

2. Prior to commencement of construction, the area of disturbance shall be isolated by the use of
a suitable erosion and sediment control fence to prevent the inadvertent discharge of sediment
and nutrients to Crow Lake. The erosion and sediment control fence shall be maintained and
remain in place until such time as construction is complete and the disturbed areas have been
revegetated,

3. Excavated material shall be disposed of well away from the lake.

4. Regular pick-up of construction debris is also encouraged to prevent construction debris
from blowing into the lake.

5. Subject to the approval of the Ministry of Environment.

6. The shoreline of Crow Lake is subject to the “Development, Interference with Wetlands and
Alteration to Shorelines and Watercourses Regulation” (Ontario Regulation 174/06 under
Section 28 of the Conservation Authorities Act). The regulation requires that the owner of the
property obtain the approval of the Rideau Valley Conservation Authority prior to undertaking
any alteration to the shoreline. Any applications received in this regard would be assessed
within the context of the approved policies for the administration of the regulation, including
those for the protection of fish habitat.

FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:



1. General intent and purpose of the Official Plan is to that wherever possible, new
development or conversions shall take place on an approved Class 4 sewage
disposal system. Holding tanks will only be permitted as an upgrade to an
existing holding tank installation or to remedy an unsafe system or where no
other servicing option is feasible.

With the replacement of the existing leaching beds with Ecoflo treatment units
will provide a higher level of phosphorous removal and to this extent it will meet
the first test.

2. General intent and purpose of the zoning by-law is comparable to the official
plan. Permitted uses include a Tourist Establishment and a Tourist Cabin
Establishment which complies with this development since there is a lodge and 9
cabins. The lot complies with the minimum lot area and frontage requirements
of the by-law. Section 4.36 “Sensitive Bodies of Water” states that despite any
part of this by-law to the contrary, within 300 m of the high water mark of Eagle
Lake, Crow Lake, Silver Lake and the west basin of Sharbot Lake, the following
provisions shall apply: a) Where a permitted use is proposed, such use shall only
be permitted on lots of record in existence as of the date of passing this by-law;
and therefore to this is an existing use and to this extent it meets the second test.

3. The application, if approved, would be considered minor as the Ecoflo treatment
units are tertiary systems that provide a better effluent quality than
conventional systems and will have more capacity for treatment when compared
to the existing system.

4. The intent of the official plan and zoning by-law is to minimize the impact of
buildings and structures on the landscape in order to conserve the shoreline
areas for their ecological values. The location of the new Ecoflo treatment units
in the same location as the existing system will maintain the same setback to the
high water mark and will not impact the water body any further. It will also
provide a higher level of protection to a lake that is already classified as Sensitive
and is considered At-Capacity.

Carried

Minor Variance A-8-13, Mike Dean Butcher Ltd. was the last application heard.

Gordon and Mike Dean appeared before the committee; Cathy MacMunn reviewed the staff
report with the committee.

Resolution #23
Moved by Jeff Matson Seconded by Janet Gutowski

That Minor Variance Application A-8-13, Part Lot 13, Concession 1, Lots 3-5 on plan
113 — Mike Dean Butcher Limited to reduce the rear yard setback from 7 m to 1.9 m to for an
addition to be built to an existing commercial building be approved for the following condition
and reasons:

Condition: That approval is obtained by the KFL&A Public Health regarding the existing
sewage disposal system.

FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:



1. General intent and purpose of the Official Plan is to ensure that the lot is adequate
for the proposed use, that the land can be serviced with on-site water and that the
lot is eligible for a Building Code approval or a Certificate of Approval for an on-site
sewage disposal system, whichever is applicable provided site conditions are suitable
for the long-term provision of such services and sufficient reserve sewage system
treatment capacity for hauled sewage is available and that it has frontage on and
direct access to a public road. The subject lands conform to the lot area and
frontage, there is an existing sewage system it has frontage on and direct access to a
public street and that there is a natural vegetative buffer adjacent to the residential
lot at the rear lot line and to this extent it meets the first test.

2. General intent and purpose of the zoning by-law is comparable to the official plan.
The subject lands are zoned General Commercial in By-law 2011-52, Section 5.7.2.
Permitted uses include a Convenience Store which this application complies. The lot
also complies with the minimum lot area and frontage requirements of the by-law.
Section 5.7.3 additional provisions speak to where a commercial zone abuts a
residential zone or a residential use or a sensitive land use a planting strip shall be
provided along the abutting lot line. The minimum yard requirements may be
reduced in the General Commercial Zone where the lands are located in a built-up
area and there is an established building line in accordance with Section 4.10 and to
that extent it meets the second test.

3. The application, if approved, would be considered minor as the addition is
reasonable for the use of subject lands and continued use as a commercial property
and therefore meets the third test.

4. The proposed expansion of the convenient store is an appropriate commercial use
and will continue as a Grocery Store which meets the requirements set out in the
zoning by-law and to this extent will meet the fourth test.

Carried

No further planning business was brought forth.

Resolution #14
Moved by Janet Gutowski Seconded by Jeff Matson

That this meeting be adjourned until 6:00 p.m. May 9, 2013 at the Soldiers Memorial Hall,
Sharbot Lake.

Carried

Chairperson

Meeting adjourned at 7:30p.m.



Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment April 11, 2013
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Carried

Deferred

Refused Chairperson



Corporation of the Township of Central Frontenac

COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT
Resolutions for April 11, 2013

(Sharbot Lake)
Resolution # |7] / ' n
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/

In the absence of the Chair Frances Smith that ] oM DL s be elected

Chair for this evenings meeting.

//@m /O@W & u]

Carried
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Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment April 11,2013

Resolution # [§ p
Moved by ...\ . Seconded b M ,

THAT the agenda be adopted as

Presented ZZ T C =
Amended

Carried

Deferred

Refused

Chairperson




Moved by O X Seconded

Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment April 11, 2013 »
Resolution # 5.0 N ; /[ //

In making the decision upon this application, the com;éittee /5' nsidered whether or not the
variance requested was minor and desirable for the a riatg development or use of the
land, building or structure, and that the general intent and purpose of the zoning by-law and
the official plan will be maintained or, in the case of a change in a use of property which is
lawfully non-conforming under the by-law, as to whether or not this application has met the
requirements of subsection 45(2) of the planning act, concur in the following decision and
reasons for decision.

That Minor Variance Application A-5-13, Part Lot 13, Concession 5 — Warren Gee to
reduce the front yard setback (with water frontage) from 30 m to 15 m and 10 m respectively to
the deck; from 30 m to 20 m to the addition; and from 30 m to 10 m for the accessory structure
be approved with the following conditions and reasons:

That the applicant enters into a site plan development agreement with the municipality to address
the following and, further that all legal fees associated with the agreement including registration
is the responsibility of the applicant.

1. That the sleep cabin be relocated to provide for a minimum setback from the high water
mark of 15 metres.

2. That the front deck be removed.

3. That no storage of fuels or other petroleum products be permitted in the sleep cabin.

4. That no further development be permitted within the 30 metre setback including any
hardened surfaces such as decks to avoid further impacts to the shoreline.

FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. General intent and purpose of the Official Plan is to ensure that development meets
the 30 m setback a policy that is further reinforced by the requirement for a 30 m
vegetation buffer. Given that the lot is an existing lot of record occupied by an
existing building (cabin) and the addition will not encroach any further into the
water setback and given that the front deck be removed and the sleep cabin be
relocated to provide for a minimum setback from the high water mark of 15 metres
will minimize the encroachment into the 30 m setback and given that the shoreline
has been retained in a naturalized state the general intent of the official plan will be
maintained. The applicant will be required to enter into a development agreement
as a means to protect the shoreline to comply with the intent of the Plan. For these
reasons, the application for a variance to reduce the setback of the proposed
addition to the cabin meets the first test.

2. General intent and purpose of the zoning by-law is to conserve the shoreline in its
natural state by establishing a 30 metre setback from the shoreline to be retained for
a vegetation buffer within which no buildings or sewage disposal systems are
permitted. As indicated, however, the location of the sleep cabin is too close to the
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FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. General intent and purpose of the Official Plan is to ensure that development meets
the 30 m setback a policy that is further reinforced by the requirement for a 30 m
vegetation buffer. Given that the lot is an existing lot of record occupied by an
existing building (cottage) and an existing sewage disposal field (Ieaching bed); given
that the reconfiguration of the building will minimize the encroachment into the 30
m setback and given that the shoreline has been retained in a naturalized state,
particularly the slope, the general intent of the official plan will be maintained. The
applicant should be required to enter into a development agreement to further
enhance the vegetation cover to comply with the intent of the Plan in replanting an
area equivalent or greater than the area required for the expansion encroachment
on the 30 m. For these reasons, the application for a variance to reduce the setback
of the proposed addition to the seasonal dwelling to 25.7 m [84.7 ft.] meets the first
test.

With respect to the variance for the dock, we are satisfied that the intent of the Plan
is also met given the improvement in the use of environmentally friendly
construction materials, the cantilever construction method to be used and the
distance separation that will be maintained from the neighbouring property. For
these reasons, the application for a variance to the increase in size of the proposed
dock to 39 m* [420 ft.z] meets the first test.

2. General intent and purpose of the zoning by-law is to conserve the shoreline in its
natural state by establishing a 30 metre setback from the shoreline to be retained for
a vegetation buffer within which no buildings or sewage disposal systems are
permitted. As indicated, however, the location of the sewage disposal system, access
and side lot line make development physically impossible in meeting the
requirements of the by-law. The applicant has agreed to reconfigure the shape of the
expansion to minimize the encroachment into the required shoreline setback. The
shoreline has been largely retained in its natural state. The general intent of the by-
law in protecting the shoreline is met; however the proviso for entering into a
development agreement designed to retain and enhance the vegetation buffer will
reinforce the retention of the naturalized shoreline or what is commonly referred to
as the ‘Ribbon of Life’. To this extent the second test for the extension of the cottage
will be met.

The second test will be met with respect to an enlarged dock designed to provide
access to one or more boats with the need for an off-shore mooring location.

3. The impact is minor and the continued retention of the buffer through a site plan
agreement will avoid further impacts and consequently the variance can be
considered minor for the cottage. The development agreement should also extend to
regulating the dock by requiring compliance with the proposed design and the
concurrent removal of the existing dock. With the fulfillment of these requirements,
the application meets the third test.



4. TIs the building or structure desirable for the appropriate development or use of
land? The intent of the planning documents (official plan and zoning by-law) is to
permit shoreline development that minimizes the impact of buildings and structures
on the ecological functions of the natural environment. The proposed expansion of
the cottage and the redesign of the dock are appropriate shoreline uses and the
design principles to be used in the development of these uses will conserve the
ecological values of the shoreline. Allowing uses appropriate for a shoreline
environment that conserves ecological values will meet the fourth test.

N

=~
Carried

Deferred

Refused = / A
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Resolution # :Q/‘ ¥ [/';‘! = '
Moved by > = C Seconded by AR {VA»‘*S 7 \\ >

In making the decision upon this application, the committee considered whether or not the
variance requested was minor and desirable for the appropriate development or use of the
land, building or structure, and that the general intent and purpose of the zoning by-law and
the official plan will be maintained or, in the case of a change in a use of property which is
lawfully non-conforming under the by-law, as to whether or not this application has met the
requirements of subsection 45(2) of the planning act, concur in the following decision and
reasons for decision.

That Minor Variance Application A-6-13, Part Lot 13, Concession 5 — Kalman Tengelics
to reduce the front yard setback (with water frontage) from 30 m to 28.6 m and 30 m to 23.7 m to
on the wetland side to the cabin be denied for the following reasons:

1. The intent and purpose of the Official Plan is to conserve the first 30 m from the
shoreline in its natural state or to reinstate the shoreline to a natural state; and
further that development meets the 30 m setback a policy that is further
reinforced by the requirement for a 30 m vegetation buffer. The configuration of
the lot does permit the building to be relocated to comply with the 30 m setback.
Maintaining the setbacks improves the ecological and visual quality of the
shoreline and reduces or eliminates the flow of building run-off going directly
into the water. To this extent, the first test of conformity to the general intent of
the Plan would not be met.

2. The intent and purpose of the zoning by-law is to conserve the shoreline in its
natural state by establishing a 30 metre setback from the shoreline to be retained
for a vegetation buffer within which no buildings or sewage disposal systems are
permitted. The use does not comply with the requirements of Section 4.23 (e )
regarding Water Bodies and Wetlands which states that the minimum setback
from the high water mark and the exterior boundary of a wetland for a
habitable structure shall be 30 metres and to this extent the second test of
conformity to the general intent of the by-law would not be met.

3. The impact is not minor and if approved, would not be considered minor due to the
increase impact on the water body within 30 metres and therefore it does not meet the
test.

4. The intent of the official plan and zoning by-law is to minimize the impact of
buildings and structures on the landscape in order to conserve the shoreline
areas for their ecological values. The location of the cabin is not appropriate for
the development of the land given the intent of the policies and regulatory
controls of the municipality’s planning documents to ensure that development is
well setback from the shoreline of water bodies in the Township.



Carried

.

Deferred

Refused

Chairperson
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Township of Central Frontenac, Committee /of/Adjustment April 11, 2013

Resolution # 29— / = ,f/: —_— \
Moved by /)«»x r.(\\\l/‘f’{k \!/\Secomled by b‘l@\'\/\b‘ s

In making the deciﬁon/t:mn this’\appﬁcation, the commiittee considered whether or not the
variance requested was minor and desirable for the appropriate development or use of the
land, building or structure, and that the general intent and purpose of the zoning by-law and
the official plan will be maintained or, in the case of a change in a use of property which is
lawfully non-conforming under the by-law, as to whether or not this application has met the
requirements of subsection 45(2) of the planning act, concur in the following decision and
reasons for decision.

That Minor Variance Application A-7-13, Part Lot 2, Concession 4 — David Galinas to
reduce the front yard setback (with water frontage) from 30 m to 26.5 m to replace/update the
sewage disposal system.

That the applicant enters into a development agreement with the municipality to address the
Rideau Valley Conservation Authority as follows and, further that all legal fees associated with
the agreement including registration is the responsibility of the applicant.

1. The removal of existing vegetation shall be limited to only that which is necessary for the
installation and long-term operation of the sewage disposal system.

2. Prior to commencement of construction, the area of disturbance shall be isolated by the use of
a suitable erosion and sediment control fence to prevent the inadvertent discharge of sediment
and nutrients to Crow Lake. The erosion and sediment control fence shall be maintained and
remain in place until such time as construction is complete and the disturbed areas have been
revegetated,

3. Excavated material shall be disposed of well away from the lake.

4. Regular pick-up of construction debris is also encouraged to prevent construction debris
Sfrom l’)low‘in into the lake. ,
5& \S{,LZ’ CCTm “71//\-4 0(/) /U\/[L/L' Uf \%/LQ /7((_/< (&717L [)‘(’\ [:-/”/,Llro/} Vi C"/Lt-
FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS: = . \Z ~ ( ' Pl
é‘ %\6’/{0/\{ (/‘_/‘L‘/L/ » J C‘tﬁpLJ' L L AE S AS SE’JCC%%D\Mé(\A‘CVﬁ/Of’mC/L:ﬁJ //t&/‘/@/d/lud Ol/@’
a2 " 1. General intent and purpose of the Official Plan is to that wherever possible, new
development or conversions shall take place on an approved Class 4 sewage
disposal system. Holding tanks will only be permitted as an upgrade to an
existing holding tank installation or to remedy an unsafe system or where no
other servicing option is feasible.
With the replacement of the existing leaching beds with Ecoflo treatment units
will provide a higher level of phosphorous removal and to this extent it will meet
the first test.

2. General intent and purpose of the zoning by-law is comparable to the official
plan. Permitted uses include a Tourist Establishment and a Tourist Cabin
Establishment which complies with this development since there is a lodge and 9
cabins. The lot complies with the minimum lot area and frontage requirements
of the by-law. Section 4.36 “Sensitive Bodies of Water” states that despite any



part of this by-law to the contrary, within 300 m of the high water mark of Eagle
Lake, Crow Lake, Silver Lake and the west basin of Sharbot Lake, the following
provisions shall apply: a) Where a permitted use is proposed, such use shall only
be permitted on lots of record in existence as of the date of passing this by-law;
and therefore to this is an existing use and to this extent it meets the second test.

3. The application, if approved, would be considered minor as the Ecoflo treatment
units are tertiary systems that provide a better effluent quality than
conventional systems and will have more capacity for treatment when compared
to the existing system.

4. The intent of the official plan and zoning by-law is to minimize the impact of
buildings and structures on the landscape in order to conserve the shoreline
areas for their ecological values. The location of the new Ecoflo treatment units
in the same location as the existing system will maintain the same setback to the
high water mark and will not impact the water body any further. It will also
provide a higher level of protection to a lake that is already classified as Sensitive
and is considered At-Capacity.

&
Carried

Deferred
Refused )
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Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment April 11,2013
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P /\/ / ,/'/’ -
Resolution # &-3*,__., ﬁ? Q Y-/ / <@ /
Moved by e AN Seconded by ] 39X ;u'(’ B
Y, '\‘- \j ,,
ot the

In making the decision upon this application, the committee considered whetlte‘r or
variance requested was minor and desirable for the appropriate development or use of the
land, building or structure, and that the general intent and purpose of the zoning by-law and
the official plan will be maintained or, in the case of a change in a use of property which is
lawfully non-conforming under the by-law, as to whether or not this application has met the
requirements of subsection 45(2) of the planning act, concur in the following decision and
reasons for decision.

That Minor Variance Application A-8-13, Part Lot 13, Concession 1, Lots 3-5 on plan
113 — Mike Dean Butcher Limited to reduce the rear yard setback from 7 m to 1.9 m to for an
addition to be built to an existing commercial building be approved for the following condition
and reasons:

Condition: That approval is obtained by the KFL&A Public Health regarding the existing
sewage disposal system.

FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. General intent and purpose of the Official Plan is to ensure that the lot is adequate
for the proposed use, that the land can be serviced with on-site water and that the
lot is eligible for a Building Code approval or a Certificate of Approval for an on-site
sewage disposal system, whichever is applicable provided site conditions are suitable
for the long-term provision of such services and sufficient reserve sewage system
treatment capacity for hauled sewage is available and that it has frontage on and
direct access to a public road. The subject lands conform to the lot area and
frontage, there is an existing sewage system it has frontage on and direct access to a
public street and that there is a natural vegetative buffer adjacent to the residential
lot at the rear lot line and to this extent it meets the first test.

2. General intent and purpose of the zoning by-law is comparable to the official plan.
The subject lands are zoned General Commercial in By-law 2011-52, Section 5.7.2.
Permitted uses include a Convenience Store which this application complies. The lot
also complies with the minimum lot area and frontage requirements of the by-law.
Section 5.7.3 additional provisions speak to where a commercial zone abuts a
residential zone or a residential use or a sensitive land use a planting strip shall be
provided along the abutting lot line. The minimum yard requirements may be
reduced in the General Commercial Zone where the lands are located in a built-up
area and there is an established building line in accordance with Section 4.10 and to
that extent it meets the second test.

3. The application, if approved, would be considered minor as the addition is

reasonable for the use of subject lands and continued use as a commercial property
and therefore meets the third test.

10



4. The proposed expansion of the convenient store is an appropriate commercial use
and will continue as a Grocery Store which meets the requirements set out in the
zoning by-law and to this extent will meet the fourth test.

Carried

Deferred

Refused g

Chairperson 8§ A A \7
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Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment, April 11, 2013

Moved%yby‘%\{ / M%conded by Be@&

That this me/mg be adjoumed until 6:00 p.m. May 9, 2013 at the Soldiers Memorial
Hall, Sharbot Lake.

Carried {
Deferred
Refused

Chatrperson ZE 2 & ( AL/
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COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT
THURSDAY MAY 23,2013 - 6:00 P.M.

SOLDIERS MEMORIAL HALL, SHARBOT LAKE

ﬂ/ Call to order (Chair)

(/2)/ Approval of Agenda

Disclosure of pecuniary interest

&

\9/ ’ ;"ﬁ ook

Minutes of previous meeting —Mareh=14; 2013
\5/Unfmished/()ld business and business arising from the minutes
6) Applications for consent:

?-01-13-111 — George Derue — creation of a new lot
B-02-13-KE — Warren Walker — lot addition
;/l§-03-13—KE — Warren Walker — creation of a new lot
L/ B-04-13-08 — Estate of Mildred Harvey — creation of a new lot
«/B-05-13-0S — Estate of Mildred Harvey — creation of a new lot
/B-06-13-OL — Estate of Maude MacLean — lot addition
-07-13-OL - VicMac Holdings.Inc. — lot addition
-09-13-0OS — Akira Watanabe — granting of a right of way
B-10-13-OS — Angus Walker — creation of a new lot

7) Applications for minor variance

\/ -1-11 — Robert Douglas — previously deferred
i 4-12 — George & Cathy Gibson — previously deferred
A-5-13- Warren Gee — deferred at the March meeting
-6-13- Kalman Tengelics — deferred at the March meeting
A-9-13- Greg Sullivan — reduction from high water mark
\/ A-10-13- Johan Rudnick — reduction from high water mark 3 deferr cét
L/&l 1-13- Lori Ellerbeck — reduction from a water body (Creek
/—13-13 — Tim Reeves & Anne Hartford — increase of height of an accessory
building '

lX{ Other planning business

(ﬂ/ Adjournment



Township of Central Frontenac Committee of Adjustment Minutes — May 23, 2013

Committee of Adjustment met on May 23, 2013 at 6:00 p.m. at the Soldiers Memorial Hall in
Sharbot Lake.

Present: Frances Smith, Wayne Millar, Jeff Matson, William (Bill) Snyder, and Janet Gutowski
Absent: Normand Guntensperger, Tom Dewey, Heather Fox and John Purdon.
Staff in attendance: Cathy MacMunn, Planning Coordinator/Secretary Treasurer.

Public in attendance: Tom MacDonald, George Derue, Janet Lee, Angus Walker, Robert
Douglas, Warren Gee, and Kalman Tengelics, George and Cathy Gibson, Chris Grnak.

The purpose of the meeting is to discuss nine (9) applicatiohs for consent and eight (8) minor
variance applications.

The agenda was then introduced.

Resolution #25

Moved by Wayne Millar Seconded by Jeff Matson
That the agenda be adopted as presented.
Carried
There were no declarations of pecuniary interest noted by any member.
The minutes were introduced.
Resolution #26
Moved by Jeff Matson Seconded by Wayne Millar
THAT the minutes of April 11, 2013 be adopted as presented.
Carried

First application discussed was a severance application B-01-13-HI, Lot 7, Conc.3, George
Derue who is creating a new lot having a frontage of 137 metres on Clow Road and an area of
1.85 ha or 4.57 acres. Cathy MacMunn reviewed the staff report with the committee. Mr. Derue
and his agent Tom MacDonald were present for the discussion.

Resolution #27
Moved by Wayne Millar Seconded by Jeff Matson

That Severance Application B-01-13-HI, Lot 7, Conc.3, George Derue be approved subject to
the following conditions:

1. That all conditions are satisfied and the draft deeds for the severed parcel be presented to the
Township of Central Frontenac in order to have the Certificate of Official of the Committee
issued. The applicant’s lawyer must submit an undertaking to the municipality to register the
electronic certificate on title within a period of one year after the “Notice of Decision” is given
under Section 51 (17) or (24) of the Planning Act.



That the applicant provides two copies of a deposited plan of reference of the entire land which
conforms substantially to the application as submitted, or an exemption is obtained from the
Land Registry Office, waiving the need for a reference plan.

That the description of the parcel being severed and the names of the transferor and transferee
are included on the schedule attached to the deed of land.

That payment of the balance of any outstanding taxes is made to the Township Treasurer.

That the Township of Central Frontenac receives 5% of the value of land, pursuant to Section
51.1 of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990.

That the applicant shall enter into a development agreement under Section 51 (26) of the
Planning Act with the municipality in a form satisfactory to the municipality to be registered
against title to the severed lot wherein the owner will:

i) Maintain the sewage disposal system to be constructed on the property in good working
order and to have it pumped out and the sludge dzsposed of at regular intervals by a
licensed sewage hauler.

That the applicant(s) must ensure that an entrance permit and civic address is applied for
through the Public Works Department.

That confirmation is filed with each application file that conditions have been fulfilled to the
municipality’s satisfaction.

Carried

Severance application B-02-13-KE, Lot 32, Conc.7, Warren Walker, Cathy MacMunn reviewed
the staff report with the committee. This parcel is being severed as a lot addition to an existing
waterfront lot which is an existing lot of record on Big Gull Lake. It has 70 metres on Veley
Road and has an area of 0.152 ha or 0.375 acres. Tom MacDonald, agent for Mr. Walked was
present for the discussion.

Resolution #28

Moved by Jeff Matson Seconded by Wayne Millar

That Severance Application B-02-13-KE, Lot 32, Conc.7, Warren Walker be approved subject to
the following conditions:

1.

That all conditions are satisfied and that draft deeds for the severed parcel are presented to the
Township of Central Frontenac in order to have the Certificate of Official of the Committee issued.
The applicant’s lawyer must submit an undertaking to the municipality to register the electronic
certificate on title within a period of one year after the “Notice of Decision” is given under Section
53 (17) or (24) of the Planning Act.

That the applicant provides two copies of a deposited plan of reference of the entire land which
conforms substantially to the application as submitted, or an exemption is obtained from the Land
Registry Office, waiving the need for a reference plan.

That the description of the parcel being severed and the names of the transferor and transferee are
included on the schedule attached to the deed of land.

4. That payment of the balance of any outstanding taxes is made to the Township Treasurer.



5. That the Township of Central Frontenac receives $100.00 pursuant to Section 51.1 of the Planning
Act, R.S.0. 1990, Chapter P.13, as amended, and that the following covenants are registered on the
deed:

If the lands herein are conveyed to any other third party within 5 years of the
stamping of the deed by the Commiittee of Adjustment, the Township of Central
Frontenac shall receive the balance of the fee payable under Section 51.1 of the
Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990, Chapter P.13, as amended.

That if the lands herein are sold to any other party within 5 years of the
stamping of the deed by the Committee of Adjustment, an agreement of purchase
and sale shall bear notice of this condition.

6. In accordance with section 50(12) of the Planning Act, the deed to be stamped shall state
that subsection 50(3) or subsection 50(5) of the Planning Act, as applicable, shall apply to
any subsequent conveyance or transaction involving these lands.

In addition to Condition No. 6 above, if the lands to which the subject lands are being added as
a lot addition are themselves a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision or were created by
severance approval to which the provisions of subsection 50(3) do not apply to any subsequent
conveyance or transaction, the following additional conditions shall apply:

In the case of a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision, the applicant and Transferee shall
jointly apply for and Council shall pass a bylaw under subsection 50(4) deeming the whole lot or
block not to be within a plan of subdivision, which by-law shall be registered against title to the
land to which the lot addition will be added; or

In the case of a previously severed parcel, the Transferee shall enter into a Restrictive
Covenant Agreement with the municipality in a form satisfactory to it that shall be registered
against title to the two parcels immediately after registration of the stamped deed that will prohibit
the two parcels from being conveyed or transferred independently of each other.

7. That confirmation is filed with each application file that conditions have been fulfilled to the
municipality’s satisfaction.
Carried

Severance application B-03-13-KE, Lot 32, Conc.7, Warren Walker, Cathy MacMunn reviewed
the staff report with the committee. This parcel is being severed as a new lot having a frontage of
110 metres on Big Gull Lake and an area of 0.512 ha or 1.26 acres. Tom MacDonald agent for
Mr. Walker was present for the discussion. '

The adjacent land owner Janet Lee asked the committee on how the property will be put to use
after the severance takes place. She is concerned with the proposed dwelling and how the
construction might affect her property. She also wanted to know if she will be informed once a
building permit has been issued. The committee informed her that they have no mechanism to
control what Mr. Walker may erect in the future but that he will have to comply to all the
requirements of the Building Code and Zoning By-law.

Resolution #29
Moved by Wayne Millar Seconded by Jeff Matson

That Severance Application B-03-13-KE, Lot 32, Conc.7, Warren Walker be approved subject to
the following conditions:

1. That all conditions are satisfied and that draft deeds for the severed parcel are presented to
the Township of Central Frontenac in order to have the Certificate of Official of the
Committee issued. The applicant’s lawyer must submit an undertaking to the municipality to



register the electronic certificate on title within a period of one year after the “Notice of
Decision” is given under Section 53 (17) or (24) of the Planning Act.

2. That the applicant provides two copies of a deposited plan of reference of the entire land which
conforms substantially to the application as submitted, or an exemption is obtained from the Land
Registry Office, waiving the need for a reference plan.

3. That the description of the parcel being severed and the names of the transferor and transferee are
included on the schedule attached to the deed of land.

4. That payment of the balance of any outstanding taxes is made to the Township Treasurer.

5. That the Township of Central Frontenac receive 5% of the value of land, pursuant to Section 51.1
of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990.

6. That the applicant shall enter into a development agreement under Section 51 (26) of the Planning
Act with the municipality in a form satisfactory to the municipality to be registered against title to the
severed lot wherein the owner will:

i) Maintain the ribbon of life as set out in the Official Plan and Zoning By-law 2011-52.

7. That confirmation is filed with each application file that conditions have been fulfilled to the
municipality’s satisfaction.

Carried

Severance application B-06-13-OL, Lot 13, Conc.8, Estate of Maude MacLean, and severance
application B-07-13-OL, VicMac Holdings Inc were discussed together. Cathy MacMunn
reviewed the staff report with the committee in detail and explained that application B-06-13-OL
is currently a private lane known as Valley Lane and will be added to an existing waterfront lot.
All those individuals who have deed access over Valley Lane will continue until such time as the
owner provides a new access for the individuals. Application B-07-13-OL is a vacant parcel of
land adjacent to Valley Lane which will also be added as a lot addition to the waterfront lot.
Tom MacDonald agent for both applications was present for the discussion.

Chris Grnak addressed the committee concerning these applications. He is also a representing a
number of other owners as they were unable to attend the meeting. The following are what was
outlined by Chris in an email which he elaborated on at the meeting.

Zoning and Construction:

The new expanded lot will still require a “subsequent rezoning’ application to “residential
waterfront”. Another application will need to be filed and property owners will be notified again
to comment once a proposal for rezoning is submitted. Such rezoning would allow a building
(mobile home, seasonal dwelling, singular detached home, group home (handicapped etc subject
to studies/services etc), B&B, Garden suite. Not recreational rentals.

However, the Committee can restrict items dealing with planning matters and include conditions
such as a rezoning as the lot additions are in a rural zone while the existing waterfront lot is in
the Waterfront Residential Zone. The Committee’s Recommendation can include restrictions
such as.

Part 5 (shoreline lot) to be restricted but could build-on Parcel B (back lot) with
subsequent rezoning application and a building permit required.

The Committee can disallow a dock as existing by laws apply.



On the basis of this understanding, we respectfully request that the following conditions be
added to the Committee’s decision:

No building development be permitted on the new expanded lot and the new expanded lot be
reflected as rural consistent with the larger 2 parcels current classification.

No dock or water access be permitted on the waterfront lot due to ecological reasons.

No subsequent severance for another 21 years.

Resolution #30
Moved by Jeff Matson Seconded by Wayne Millar

That Severance Application B-06-13-OL, Lot 13, Conc.8, Estate of Maude MacLean be
approved subject to the following conditions:

1. That all conditions are satisfied and that draft deeds for the severed parcel are presented to the
Township of Central Frontenac in order to have the Certificate of Official of the Committee issued.
The applicant’s lawyer must submit an undertaking to the municipality to register the electronic
certificate on title within a period of one year after the “Notice of Decision” is given under Section 53
(17) or (24) of the Planning Act.

2. That the applicant provides two copies of a deposited plan of reference of the entire land which
conforms substantially to the application as submitted, or an exemption is obtained from the Land
Registry Office, waiving the need for a reference plan.

3. That the description of the parcel being severed and the names of the transferor and transferee are
included on the schedule attached to the deed of land and further that all those who have a right of
way over Valley Lane continue.

4. That payment of the balance of any outstanding taxes is made to the Township Treasurer.

5. That the Township of Central Frontenac receives $100.00 pursuant to Section 51.1 of the Planning
Act, R.S.0. 1990, Chapter P.13, as amended, and that the following covenants are registered on the
deed:

If the lands herein are conveyed to any other third party within 5 years of the stamping of the
deed by the Committee of Adjustment, the Township of Central Frontenac shall receive the balance of
the fee payable under Section 51.1 of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990, Chapter P.13, as amended.

That if the lands herein are sold to any other party within 5 years of the stamping of the deed
by the Commiittee of Adjustment, an agreement of purchase and sale shall bear notice of this
condition.

6. In accordance with section 50(12) of the Planning Act, the deed to be stamped shall state
that subsection 50(3) or subsection 50(5) of the Planning Act, as applicable, shall apply to
any subsequent conveyance or transaction involving these lands.

In addition to Condition No. 6 above, if the lands to which the subject lands are being added as
a lot addition are themselves a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision or were created by
severance approval to which the provisions of subsection 50(3) do not apply to any subsequent
conveyance or transaction, the following additional conditions shall apply:

In the case of a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision, the applicant and Transferee shall
jointly apply for and Council shall pass a bylaw under subsection 50(4) deeming the whole lot or
block not to be within a plan of subdivision, which by-law shall be registered against title to the
land to which the lot addition will be added; or

In the case of a previously severed parcel, the Transferee shall enter into a Restrictive
Covenant Agreement with the municipality in a form satisfactory to it that shall be registered
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against title to the two parcels immediately after registration of the stamped deed that will prohibit
the two parcels from being conveyed or transferred independently of each other.

7. That the applicant applies and obtains an amendment to the Zoning By-law to place the lands in
a Waterfront Residential Zone. All costs associated with the Zoning Amendment are the
responsibility of the applicant.

8. That confirmation is filed with each application file that conditions have been fulfilled to the
municipality’s satisfaction.

Carried

Resolution #31
Moved by Wayne Millar Seconded by Jeff Matson

That Severance Application B-07-13-OL, Lot 13, Conc.8, VicMac Holdings Inc. be approved
subject to the following conditions:

1. That all conditions are satisfied and that draft deeds for the severed parcel are presented to the
Township of Central Frontenac in order to have the Certificate of Official of the Committee issued.
The applicant’s lawyer must submit an undertaking to the municipality to register the electronic
certificate on title within a period of one year after the “Notice of Decision” is given under Section 53
(17) or (24) of the Planning Act.

2. That the applicant provides two copies of a deposited plan of reference of the entire land which
conforms substantially to the application as submitted, or an exemption is obtained from the Land
Registry Office, waiving the need for a reference plan.

3. That the description of the parcel being severed and the names of the transferor and transferee are
included on the schedule attached to the deed of land and further that all those who have a right of
way over Valley Lane continue.

4. That payment of the balance of any outstanding taxes is made to the Township Treasurer.

5. That the Township of Central Frontenac receives $100.00 pursuant to Section 51.1 of the Planning
Act, R.S.0. 1990, Chapter P.13, as amended, and that the following covenants are registered on the
deed:

If the lands herein are conveyed to any other third party within 5 years of the stamping of the
deed by the Commiittee of Adjustment, the Township of Central Frontenac shall receive the balance of
the fee payable under Section 51.1 of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990, Chapter P.13, as amended.

That if the lands herein are sold to any other party within 5 years of the stamping of the deed
by the Committee of Adjustment, an agreement of purchase and sale shall bear notice of this
condition.

6. In accordance with section 50(12) of the Planning Act, the deed to be stamped shall state
that subsection 50(3) or subsection 50(5) of the Planning Act, as applicable, shall apply to
any subsequent conveyance or transaction involving these lands.

In addition to Condition No. 6 above, if the lands to which the subject lands are being added as
a lot addition are themselves a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision or were created by
severance approval to which the provisions of subsection 50(3) do not apply to any subsequent
conveyance or transaction, the following additional conditions shall apply:

In the case of a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision, the applicant and Transferee shall
jointly apply for and Council shall pass a bylaw under subsection 50(4) deeming the whole lot or
block not to be within a plan of subdivision, which by-law shall be registered against title to the
land to which the lot addition will be added; or



In the case of a previously severed parcel, the Transferee shall enter into a Restrictive
Covenant Agreement with the municipality in a form satisfactory to it that shall be registered
against title to the two parcels immediately after registration of the stamped deed that will prohibit
the two parcels from being conveyed or transferred independently of each other.

7. That the applicant applies and obtains an amendment to the Zoning By-law to place the lands in
a Waterfront Residential Zone. All costs associated with the Zoning Amendment are the
responsibility of the applicant.

8. That confirmation is filed with each application file that conditions have been fulfilled to the
municipality’s satisfaction.

Carried

Severance application B-10-12-08, Lot 9 & 10, Conc.1, Angus Walker; Cathy MacMunn
reviewed the staff report with the committee. This parcel is being created as a new lot having a
frontage of 192 metres on Road 38 and an area of 1.6 ha or 4 acres. Angus Walker along with
his agent Tom MacDonald was present for the discussion.

Resolution #32
Moved by Wayne Millar Seconded by Jeff Matson

That Severance Application B-10-13-0S, Lot 9 & 10, Conc.1, Angus Walker be approved
subject to the following conditions:

1. That all conditions are satisfied and that draft deeds for the severed parcel are presented to the
Township of Central Frontenac in order to have the Certificate of Official of the Committee issued.
The applicant’s lawyer must submit an undertaking to the municipality to register the electronic
certificate on title within a period of one year after the “Notice of Decision” is given under Section 53
(17) or (24) of the Planning Act. '

2. That the applicant provides two copies of a deposited plan of reference of the entire land which
conforms substantially to the application as submitted, or an exemption is obtained from the Land
Registry Office, waiving the need for a reference plan.

3. That the description of the parcel being severed and the names of the transferor and transferee are
included on the schedule attached to the deed of land and further that all those who have a right of
way over Valley Lane continue.

4. That payment of the balance of any outstanding taxes is made to the Township Treasurer.

5. That the Township of Central Frontenac receives 3100.00 pursuant to Section 51.1 of the Planning
Act, R.S.0. 1990, Chapter P.13, as amended, and that the following covenants are registered on the
deed:

If the lands herein are conveyed to any other third party within 5 years of the stamping of the
deed by the Committee of Adjustment, the Township of Central Frontenac shall receive the balance of
the fee payable under Section 51.1 of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990, Chapter P.13, as amended.

That if the lands herein are sold to any other party within 5 years of the stamping of the deed
by the Committee of Adjustment, an agreement of purchase and sale shall bear notice of this
condition.

6. That the applicant shall enter into a development agreement under Section 51 (26) of the Planning
Act with the municipality in a form satisfactory to the municipality to be registered against title to the
severed lot wherein the owner will:



i) Maintain the sewage disposal system to be constructed on the property in good working

order and to have it pumped out and the sludge disposed of at regular intervals by a
licensed sewage hauler.

ii) No buildings or septic systems shall occur within 30 metres of the seasonal high water
mark of the unnamed watercourse.

iii) Natural drainage patterns on the site shall not be substantially altered such that
additional run-off is directed into the unnamed watercourse, or onto adjacent
properties.

iv) Vegetation along the shoreline of the unnamed watercourse shall be maintained to a
minimum depth of 30 metres. This effort will help mitigate the effects of erosion and

surface runoff on the watercourse. Removal of hazard trees and selective “limbing” of
trees is considered acceptable.

7. That the applicant(s) must ensure that an entrance permit and civic address is applied for through
the Public Works Department.

8. That confirmation is filed with each application file that conditions have been fulfilled to the
municipality’s satisfaction.

Carried

Severance applications B-04-13-08, and B-05-13-0S, Lot 28, 29 & 30, Conc.1, Estate of
Mildred Harvey were discussed together. Cathy MacMunn reviewed the staff report with the
committee and explained the reason these lots are being created is to settle Mildred Harvey’s

estate and each of her sons is to inherit a full township lot. Gerald Harvey, Executor was not
present for the discussion. :

Resolution #33
Moved by Jeff Matson Seconded by Wayne Millar

That Severance Application B-04-13-0S, Lot 28, 29 & 30, Conc.1, Estate of Mildred Harvey be
approved subject to the following conditions: '

1. That all conditions are satisfied and that draft deeds for the severed parcel are presented to the
Township of Central Frontenac in order to have the Certificate of Official of the Committee issued.
The applicant’s lawyer must submit an undertaking to the municipality to register the electronic

certificate on title within a period of one year after the “Notice of Decision” is given under Section 53
(17) or (24) of the Planning Act.

2. That the applicant provides two copies of a deposited plan of reference of the entire land which
conforms substantially to the application as submitted, or an exemption is obtained from the Land
Registry Office, waiving the need for a reference plan.

3. That the description of the parcel being severed and the names of the transferor and transferee are
included on the schedule attached to the deed of land.

4. That payment of the balance of any outstanding taxes is made to the Township Treasurer.

5. That the Township of Central Frontenac receives $100.00 pursuant to Section 51.1 of the Planning

Act, R.S.0. 1990, Chapter P.13, as amended, and that the following covenants are registered on the
deed:



If the lands herein are conveyed to any other third party within 5 years of the stamping of the
deed by the Committee of Adjustment, the Township of Central Frontenac shall receive the balance of
the fee payable under Section 51.1 of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990, Chapter P.13, as amended.

That if the lands herein are sold to any other party within 5 years of the stamping of the deed
by the Committee of Adjustment, an agreement of purchase and sale shall bear notice of this
condition.

6. That the applicant applies and obtains an amendment to the Zoning By-law to place the severed and
retained lands described as Lot 28 and 29, Conc. 1 to a Rural holding zone — R (h) and Mineral
Aggregate Resource holding — MX (h) and also the condition that the holding zone could only be lifted
when a public road constructed to a municipal standard is constructed to provide access and frontage
JSor both Lot 28 and 29.

7. That confirmation is filed with each application file that conditions have been fulfilled fo the
municipality’s satisfaction.

Carried

Resolution #34
Moved by Wayne Millar Seconded by Jeff Matson

That Severance Application B-05-13-OS, Lot 28, 29 & 30, Conc.1, Estate of Mildred Harvey be
approved subject to the following conditions:

1. That all conditions are satisfied and that draft deeds for the severed parcel are presented to the
Township of Central Frontenac in order to have the Certificate of Official of the Committee issued.
The applicant’s lawyer must submit an undertaking to the municipality to register the electronic
certificate on title within a period of one year after the “Notice of Decision” is given under Section 53
(17) or (24) of the Planning Act.

2. That the applicant provides two copies of a deposited plan of reference of the entire land which
conforms substantially to the application as submitted, or an exemption is obtained from the Land
Registry Office, waiving the need for a reference plan.

3. That the description of the parcel being severed and the names of the transferor and transferee are
included on the schedule attached to the deed of land.

4. That payment of the balance of any outstanding taxes is made to the Township Treasurer.

5. That the Township of Central Frontenac receives 3100.00 pursuant to Section 51.1 of the Planning
Act, R.S.0. 1990, Chapter P.13, as amended, and that the following covenants are registered on the
deed:

If the lands herein are conveyed to any other third party within 5 years of the stamping of the
deed by the Commiittee of Adjustment, the Township of Central Frontenac shall receive the balance of
the fee payable under Section 51.1 of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990, Chapter P.13, as amended.

That if the lands herein are sold to any other party within 5 years of the stamping of the deed
by the Committee of Adjustment, an agreement of purchase and sale shall bear notice of this
condition.

6. That the applicant shall enter into a development agreement under Section 51 (26) of the Planning
Act with the municipality in a form satisfactory to the municipality to be registered against title to the
severed lot wherein the owner will:



i) Maintain the sewage disposal system to be constructed on the property in good working
order and to have it pumped out and the sludge disposed of at regular intervals by a licensed
sewage hauler.

7. That confirmation is filed with each application file that conditions have been fulfilled to the
municipality’s satisfaction.

Carried

Severance application B-09-13-0S, Pt. Lot 11, Conc.4, Akira Watanabe; Cathy MacMunn
reviewed the staff report with the committee. This application is to grant a right of way over an
existing laneway so that his other lot will have access. Mr. Watanabe or his agent was not
present for the discussion.

Resolution #35
Moved by Jeff Matson Seconded by Wayne Millar

That Severance Application B-09-13-0S, Pt. Lot 11, Conc.4, Akira Watanabe be approved
subject to the following conditions:

1. That all conditions are satisfied and that draft deeds for the severed parcel are presented to the
Township of Central Frontenac in order to have the Certificate of Official of the Committee issued.
The applicant’s lawyer must submit an undertaking to the municipality to register the electronic
certificate on title within a period of one year after the “Notice of Decision” is given under Section 53
(17) or (24) of the Planning Act.

2. That the applicant provides two copies of a deposited plan of reference of the entire land which
conforms substantially to the application as submitted, or an exemption is obtained from the Land
Registry Office, waiving the need for a reference plan.

3. That the description of the parcel being severed and the names of the transferor and transferee are
included on the schedule attached to the deed of land and further that all those who have a right of
way over Valley Lane continue.

4. That the right of way be registered on title to the property over which it passes and the property to
which it gives access.

5. That confirmation is filed with each application file that conditions have been fulfilled to the
municipality’s satisfaction.
Carried

Minor Variance A-1-11, Part Lot 21, Concession 4, Robert Douglas; Cathy MacMunn reviewed
the staff report with the committee. This application was deferred previously and now Mr.
Douglas has moved the cottage back the required side yard setback of 3 metres but cannot move
it back from the high water mark. Cathy further explained that the lot is only 0.47 acres and has
a depth of 125 feet with a slope behind the dwelling and with the rock outcrops it will make it
difficult to achieve the full 30 metre setback from the high water mark. Mr. Douglas was present
for the discussion. It was approved with conditions.

Resolution #36

Moved by Jeff Matson Seconded by Wayne Millar

That Minor Variance Application A-1-11, Part Lot 21, Concession 4 — Robert Douglas
which was previously deferred in 2011 to reduce the front yard setback (with water frontage)
from 30 m to 16.76 m be approved with the following conditions and reasons:
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That the applicant enters into a development agreement with the municipality to address the
following and, further that all legal fees associated with the agreement including registration is
the responsibility of the applicant.

1. That there will be no further encroachment into the 30 metre water body setback with any
additional hardened structures, including porches and decks.

2. With the exception of a maximum 9 metre wide clearing for access the existing shoreline vegetation
shall be retained and potentially enhanced with deeply rooted native vegetation on the slope and along
the shoreline. This effort will assist in mitigating the effects of erosion and surface runoff on Elbow
Lake.

3. Natural drainage patterns on the site shall not be substantially altered such that additional
run-off is directed into the lake. In order to achieve this, eaves troughing shall be installed and outlet
away from the lake to a leach pit or well-vegetated area to allow for maximum infiltration.

4. Sediment control measures shall be implemented throughout the construction process (mainly the
placement of a sediment barrier such as staked straw bales between exposed soil and the lake). The
sediment barrier should remain in place until all disturbed areas have been stabilized and revegetated,

5. Excavated material shall be disposed of well away from the lake.

6. Regular pick-up of construction debris is also encouraged to prevent construction debris from
blowing into the lake.

FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. General intent and purpose of the Official Plan is to ensure that development meets
the 30 m setback a policy that is further reinforced by the requirement for a 30 m
vegetation buffer. Given that the lot is an existing lot of record and that the existing
structure was destroyed by fire and that the replaced structure will not encroach
any further into the water setback than the original dwelling; and given; that the
applicant will be required to enter into a development agreement to protect the
shoreline by not allowing any further development within the 30 m setback then the
intent of official plan will be maintained. For these reasons, the application for a
variance to reduce the setback meets the first test.

2. General intent and purpose of the zoning by-law, comparable to the official plan, is
to conserve the shoreline in its natural state by establishing a 30 metre area back
from the shoreline to be retained for a vegetation buffer within which no buildings

or sewage disposal systems are permitted. However, the lot is undersized and the lot
constraints of the lesser depth from the lake make development physically
impossible in meeting the requirements of the by-law. However, the shoreline has
been retained in its natural state as is most of the lot save the developed area. The
general intent of the by-law in protecting the shoreline is met and to this extent the
second test will be met.

3. The variance is minor as the impact of this development is however minimal given
that the new dwelling is on the same footprint of the previous structure that was
destroyed by fire and has been constructed without significantly disrupting the
ecological values of the shoreline vegetation buffer. The impact is minor thus meets
the third test.
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4. Is the building or structure desirable for the appropriate development or use of
land? The intent of the planning documents (official plan and zoning by-law) is to
permit shoreline development that minimizes the impact of buildings and structures
on the ecological functions of the natural environment. The zoning by-law permits a
cottage and requires that the cottage be adequately serviced. The restriction of that
no further development is permitted within the 30 metre setback will conserve the
ecological values of the shoreline and to that extent, will meet the fourth test.

Carried

Minor Variance A-4-12, Pt. Lots 1 & 2, Concession 4 — George & Cathy Gibson. Cathy
MacMunn reviewed the staff report with the committee. This application was previously
deferred as the viewing deck did not meet the requirements of the zoning by-law. The applicants
reviewed their options agreed to reduce the size of the viewing deck to meet the size requirement
in the zoning by-law which is 179.7 sq feet. The location of the viewing deck is set substantially
above the crest of the slope, with little disturbance to the slope to the water. It was approved
with conditions.

Resolution #37
Moved by Jeff Matson Seconded by Wayne Millar

That Minor Variance Application A-4-12, Pt. Lots 1 & 2, Concession 4 — George &
Cathy Gibson which was previously deferred in 2012 to reduce the setback from the high water
mark from 15 metres to 4.26 metres for a shoreline structure (viewing deck) be approved with
the following conditions and reasons:

That the applicant enters into a development agreement with the municipality to address the
following and, further that all legal fees associated with the agreement including registration is
the responsibility of the applicant.

1. That the viewing deck be reduced from the current 233 sq. ft. to 179.7 sq. ft. to meet the
requirements of the zoning by-law.

2. That there will be no further encroachment into the 30 metre water body setback with any
additional hardened structures, including decks.

3. That the applicants re-naturalize the shoreline by planting down grade of the deck with native
hardy vegetation to reinstate and maintain the ecological values of the Ribbon-of-Life and that the
Rideau Valley Conservation Authority be consulted on the type of vegetation required.

FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. General intent and purpose of the Official Plan is to conserve the shoreline in its
natural state through establishing a minimum setback for structures that property owners
would typically wish to construct as accessory to a cottage or permanent residence. The
location of the viewing deck is set substantially above the crest of the slope, with little
disturbance to the slope to the water and it appears to have minimal impact on the erosion
and sedimentation to the lake; and given the reduction in size of the deck to meet the
requirements of the Zoning By-law along with re-naturalizing the shoreline by planting
hardy vegetation to maintain the ecological values of the Ribbon-of-Life will be met through
a development agreement and to this extent the first test will be met.
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Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment July 11,2013
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That Severance Application B-11-13-HI, Pt. Lot 14, Conc. 13, Robert Campsall be approved
subject to the following conditions:

1.

That all conditions are satisfied and that draft deeds for the severed parcel are presented to the
Township of Central Frontenac in order to have the Certificate of Official of the Commiittee issued.
The applicant’s lawyer must submit an undertaking to the municipality to register the electronic
certificate on title within a period of one year after the “Notice of Decision” is given under Section
53 (17) or (24) of the Planning Act.

That the applicant provides two copies of a deposited plan of reference of the entire land which
conforms substantially to the application as submitted, or an exemption is obtained from the Land
Registry Office, waiving the need for a reference plan.

That the description of the parcel being severed and the names of the transferor and transferee are
included on the schedule attached to the deed of land.

That the right of way be registered on title to the property over which it passes and the property to
which it gives access.

That payment of the balance of any outstanding taxes is made to the Township Treasurer.

That the Township of Central Frontenac receives $100.00 pursuant to Section 51.1 of the Planning
Act, R.S.0. 1990, Chapter P.13, as amended, and that the following covenants are registered on the
deed:
If the lands herein are conveyed to any other third party within 5 years of the
stamping of the deed by the Commiittee of Adjustment, the Township of Central
Frontenac shall receive the balance of the fee payable under Section 51.1 of the
Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990, Chapter P.13, as amended.
That if the lands herein are sold to any other party within 5 years of the stamping of the
deed by the Committee of Adjustment, an agreement of purchase and sale shall bear notice of
this condition.

That the applicant shall enter into a development agreement under Section 51 (26) of the Planning
Act with the municipality in a form satisfactory to the municipality to be registered against title to
the severed lot wherein the owner will:

i) Maintain the sewage disposal system to be constructed on the property in good working
order and to have it pumped out and the sludge disposed of at regular intervals by a
licensed sewage hauler.

That confirmation is filed with each application file that conditions have been fulfilled to the
municipality’s satisfaction.

Carried )/ AN

Deferred 4 .
Refused Chairperson % A 44@4/




Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment July 11,2013
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That Severance Ap}}liba?i(;n B-12-13-OL, Lot 6, Conc.2, Archie & Marilyn Meeks be approved
subject to thefollowing conditions:

1. That all conditions are satisfied and that draft deeds for the severed parcel are presented to the
Township of Central Frontenac in order to have the Certificate of Official of the Committee issued.
The applicant’s lawyer must submit an undertaking to the municipality to register the electronic
certificate on title within a period of one year after the “Notice of Decision” is given under Section 53
(17) or (24) of the Planning Act.

2, That the applicant provides two copies of a deposited plan of reference of the entire land which
conforms substantially to the application as submitted, or an exemption is obtained from the Land
Registry Office, waiving the need for a reference plan.

3. That the description of the parcel being severed and the names of the transferor and transferee
are included on the schedule attached to the deed of land.

4. That the right of way be registered on title to the property over which it passes and the property to
which it gives access.

5. That the right of way be surveyed at 20 metres and shown on the reference plan.
6.  That payment of the balance of any outstanding taxes is made to the Township Treasurer.

7. That the Township of Central Frontenac receives $100.00 pursuant to Section 51.1 of the
Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990, Chapter P.13, as amended, and that the following covenants are registered
on the deed:

If the lands herein are conveyed to any other third party within 5 years of the  stamping of the
deed by the Committee of Adjustment, the Township of Central Frontenac shall receive the balance of
the fee payable under Section 51.1 of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990, Chapter P.13, as amended.

That if the lands herein are sold to any other party within 5 years of the stamping of the deed by
the Committee of Adjustment, an agreement of purchase and sale shall bear notice of this condition.

8. That the applicant shall enter into a development agreement under Section 51 (26) of the
Planning Act with the municipality in a form satisfactory to the municipality to be registered against
title to the severed lot; wherein there are concerns that a dock could impact the wetland adjoining the
lake and fish habitat and will be required to install a minor boardwalk over the wetland area in
consultation with the Rideau Valley Conservation Authority and Ministry of Natural Resources as a
means to protect the wetland area.

9. That confirmation is filed with each application file that conditions have been fulfilled to the
municipality’s satisfaction.

Carried (/

i
Deferred //\ | iy
Refused Chairperson Qﬁém/\ DU /Z,L/




Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment July 11, 2013

_a0\D
Resolution #66 a

Moved by - \\\\X 77) fQ ~— Seconded by /M&W\_& @W/@@/\

That Severance Application B-13-13-HI, Pt. Lot 24, Cot c.6, Rubi Su lyma and John
Hoogendam be approved subject to the following conditions:

1. That all conditions are satisfied and that draft deeds for the severed parcel are presented to the
Township of Central Frontenac in order to have the Certificate of Official of the Committee issued.
The applicant’s lawyer must submit an undertaking to the municipality to register the electronic
certificate on title within a period of one year after the “Notice of Decision” is given under Section 53
(17) or (24) of the Planning Act.

2. That the applicant provides two copies of a deposited plan of reference of the entire land which
conforms substantially to the application as submitted, or an exemption is obtained from the Land
Registry Office, waiving the need for a reference plan.

3. That the description of the parcel being severed and the names of the transferor and transferee are
included on the schedule attached to the deed of land.

4. That payment of the balance of any outstanding taxes is made to the Township Treasurer.

5. That the Township of Central Frontenac receives $100.00 pursuant to Section 51.1 of the Planning
Act, R.S.0. 1990, Chapter P.13, as amended, and that the following covenants are registered on the
deed:
If the lands herein are conveyed to any other third party within 5 years of the
stamping of the deed by the Committee of Adjustment, the Township of Central
Frontenac shall receive the balance of the fee payable under Section 51.1 of the
Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990, Chapter P.13, as amended.
That if the lands herein are sold to any other party within 5 years of the stamping of the
deed by the Committee of Adjustment, an agreement of purchase and sale shall bear notice of
this condition.

6. That confirmation is filed with each application file that conditions have been fulfilled to the
municipality’s satisfaction.

Carried / 250

Thr
Deferred &

Refused Chairperson VZ\/\ TRV 47:(;;(




Township of Central Fr%;tenac Committee of djustryent July 11,2013

Resolution #6(€'
Moved

In making the d c1s10n upon this applzcatlon, the committee considered whether or not the
variance request, «w/as minor and desirable for the appropriate development or use of the
land, building or structure, and that the general intent and purpose of the zoning by-law and
the official plan will be maintained or, in the case of a change in a use of property which is
lawfully non-conforming under the by-law, as to whether or not this application has met the

requirements of subsection 45(2) of the planning act, concur in the following decision and
reasons for decision.

That Minor Variance Application A-14-13, Part Lot 13, Concession 5 — Paul & Rita
Ricciatti to reduce the water body (front yard) setback from 30 m to 6 m for the proposed
addition including the deck be approved with the following conditions and reasons.

That the applicant enters into a development agreement with the municipality and, further that all
legal fees associated with the agreement including registration is the responsibility of the
applicant.

1. That a landscaping plan be prepared by a professiol Evhich provides for the restoration of the
shoreline and further; that the plan stipulates the directional flow of the drainage from the roof so
that it is directed away from the lake to a leach pit or well-vegetated area which will avoid undue
erosion or sediment discharge. This can be achieved by installing eaves troughing.

2. That the replanting plan be reviewed by the Quinte Conservation Authority for their approval and
Sfurther that all required permits and approvals have been obtained from the Conservation Authority.

3. Sediment control measures shall be implemented throughout the construction process (mainly the
Pplacement of a sediment barrier such as staked straw bales between exposed soil and the lake). The
sediment barrier should remain in place until all disturbed areas have been stabilized and revegetated.

4. Regular pick-up of construction debris is also encouraged to prevent construction debris from
blowing into the lake.

= ~4- With the exception of a maximum C{ metre wide clearing for water access, the vegetation along
the shoreline shall be maintained to a minimum depth of 30 metres.

In addition, the vegetation on the slope leading to the lake shall be maintained in its entirety in order to
help maintain slope stability and mitigate the effects of erosion and surface runoff on the lake. The
removal of hazardous trees and the selective “limbing” of trees are considered acceptable.



FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. General intent and purpose of the Official Plan is to conserve the first 30 metres
from the shoreline in its natural state or reinstate the shoreline to a naturalized
state. “Itis the intent of Council to require the establishment and/or retention of a
natural vegetation buffer on lands within 30 m (98.4 ft.) of the shoreline of a lake or
a tributary. In situations where the natural vegetation buffer will be reduced to
accommodate the expansion of an existing building, the replanting of an area
equivalent or greater than the area required for the expansion, will be required.”

The first test will only be met through compensating measures to reduce the
impact of the additional hard surfaces within 30 m of the shoreline through the
provision of a detailed vegetation and naturalization program designed to restore
the ecological function of the Ribbon-of-Life.

2. The intent of the zoning by-law, comparable to the official plan, is to conserve the
shoreline in its natural state by establishing a 30 m area back from the shoreline to
be retained for a vegetation buffer within which no buildings or sewage disposal
systems are permitted. As indicated, the shoreline has not been retained in its
natural state and needs to be rehabilitated through a replanting or naturalization
program. In addressing the potential impacts of the expanded building, the
applicant should be required to enter into a site plan agreement to ensure that
drainage from roof run-off is directed away from the lake and that the revegetation
program is undertaken. The application will meet the second test if the measures for
naturalization are undertaken and other setback requirements are met.

3. The application, if approved, would provide for a variance that is 80% for the
expanded building from the lake. The impact of this development can only be
mitigated in meeting the test of minor if the applicant complies with the require to
restore the ecological function of the Ribbon-of-Life to the greatest extent possible.

4. Is the building or structure desirable for the appropriate development or use of
land? The expansion of the cottage is an appropriate form of development for a
lakeside residential use where measures are undertake to restore the ecological
balance of the property. The application is desirable for development where the on-
site sewage services have the capacity to service the development. We understand
that the Health Unit is satisfied that this criterion can be met.

/

Carried \/

Deferred
Refused S /Q
Chairperson ,;7/7 A_u~ SN ,H\-:Z

NTACam



Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment July 11, 2013

Resolution #5 Jé SZO'Z '3 i /{/%/L/
Moved by~ \\ \\, ,& J/\ ,\’ —_Seconded b}/ (/ /( >M’L\ W

That this meeting be adjourned until 6:00 p.m. A gust 8, 201 3 at the Soldiers
Memorial Hall, Sharbot Lake.

Carried l/

Deferred

Refused

Chairperson Uﬁ%




Township of Central Frontenac Committee of Adjustment - August 8, 2013
o N9

Resolution # W ﬁ %/\
Move Z econded by

That Severance. Appllcatton B-16-13-KFE, Pt. Lot 7, Conc.5, William See be approved subject to
the following conditions:

1. That all conditions are satisfied and that draft deeds for the severed parcel are presented to the
Township of Central Frontenac in order to have the Certificate of Official of the Commiittee issued.
The applicant’s lawyer must submit an undertaking to the municipality to register the electronic
certificate on title within a period of one year after the “Notice of Decision” is given under Section 53
(17) or (24) of the Planning Act.

24 That the applicant provides two copies of a deposited plan of reference of the entire land which
conforms substantially to the application as submitted, or an exemption is obtained from the Land
Registry Office, waiving the need for a reference plan.

3. That the description of the parcel being severed and the names of the transferor and transferee
are included on the schedule attached to the deed of land.

4.  That payment of the balance of any outstanding taxes is made to the Township Treasurer.

5. That the Township of Central Frontenac receives 5% of the value of land, pursuant to Section
51.1 of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990.

6.  In accordance with section 50(12) of the Planning Act, the deed shall state that subsection 50(3)
or subsection 50(5) of the Planning Act, as applicable, shall apply to any subsequent conveyance or
transaction involving these lands.

In addition to Condition No. 6 above, if the lands to which the subject lands are being added as a
lot addition are themselves a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision or were created by severance
approval to which the provisions of subsection 50(3) do not apply to any subsequent conveyance or
transaction, the following additional conditions shall apply:

In the case of a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision, the applicant and Transferee shall
Jjointly apply for and Council shall pass a bylaw under subsection 50(4) deeming the  whole lot or
block not to be within a plan of subdivision, which by-law shall be registered against title to the land
to which the lot addition will be added; or

In the case of a previously severed parcel, the Transferee shall enter into a Restrictive Covenant
Agreement with the municipality in a form satisfactory to it that shall be registered against title to the
two parcels immediately after registration of the stamped deed that will prohibit the two parcels from
being conveyed or transferred independently of each  other.

7. That confirmation is filed with each application file that conditions have been fulfilled to the
municipality’s satisfaction.

Carried /

Deferred
Refused Chairperson



Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment August 8, 2013

_go\D e
Resolution #(09 & 5 /

>4 7
\

Moved by .(‘Z 2l j 0o/ Seconded by Z/ 7 s e < /‘

rd

That Severance Application B-17-13-KFE, Pt. Lot 7, Conc. 5, William Ryan be approved subject
to the following conditions:

1. That all conditions are satisfied and that draft deeds for the severed parcel are presented to the
Township of Central Frontenac in order to have the Certificate of Official of the Committee issued.
The applicant’s lawyer must submit an undertaking to the municipality to register the electronic
certificate on title within a period of one year after the “Notice of Decision” is given under Section 53
(17) or (24) of the Planning Act.

2. That the applicant provides two copies of a deposited plan of reference of the entire land which
conforms substantially to the application as submitted, or an exemption is obtained from the Land
Registry Office, waiving the need for a reference plan.

3. That the description of the parcel being severed and the names of the transferor and transferee are
included on the schedule attached to the deed of land.

4. That payment of the balance of any outstanding taxes is made to the Township Treasurer.

5. That the Township of Central Frontenac receives 5% of the value of land, pursuant to Section 51.1
of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990.

6. In accordance with section 50(12) of the Planning Act, the deed shall state that subsection 50(3) or
subsection 50(5) of the Planning Act, as applicable, shall apply to any subsequent conveyance or
transaction involving these lands.

In addition to Condition No. 6 above, if the lands to which the subject lands are being added as a
lot addition are themselves a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision or were created by severance
approval to which the provisions of subsection 50(3) do not apply to any subsequent conveyance or
transaction, the following additional conditions shall apply:

In the case of a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision, the applicant and Transferee  shall
jointly apply for and Council shall pass a bylaw under subsection 50(4) deeming the  whole lot or
block not to be within a plan of subdivision, which by-law shall be registered against title to the land
to which the lot addition will be added; or

In the case of a previously severed parcel, the Transferee shall enter into a Restrictive Covenant
Agreement with the municipality in a form satisfactory to it that shall be registered against title to the
two parcels immediately after registration of the stamped deed that will prohibit the two parcels from
being conveyed or transferred independently of each  other.

7. That confirmation is filed with each application file that conditions have been fulfilled to the
municipality’s satisfaction.

Carried /
Deferred ; '

Refused Chairperson




Township of Central Frontenac, Comimittee of Adjustment August 8, 2013

Resolution # © 3~ 013 7 =/
Mo,ve(lfb'y‘) 022 L E 7, /) Seconded by - //,,‘LZLV /5’

In making the decision upon this application, the committee considered whether or not the
variance requested was minor and desirable for the appropriate development or use of the
land, building or structure, and that the general intent and purpose of the zoning by-law and
the official plan will be maintained or, in the case of a change in a use of property which is
lawfully non-conforming under the by-law, as to whether or not this application has met the
requirements of subsection 45(2)(a)(i) of the planning act, concur in the following decision.

That Minor Variance Application A-11-13, Part Lot 14, Concession 8 — Lori Ellerbeck

and Monty Fergus which was previously deferred in May 2013 to reduce the water body setback
from 30 m to 20.7 m for the proposed addition from the creek be approved.

Carried /

Deferred

Refused /7

Chairperson



Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment August 8, 20?/ ,,/

Resolution # (CL.\,—Q;O IS = >/ ( K//
Moved by . f /rzu -?/U/ Seconded by {g 72v.on _~° CC‘;/?

In making the decision upon this application, the committee considered whether or not the
variance requested was minor and desirable for the appropriate development or use of the
land, building or structure, and that the general intent and purpose of the zoning by-law and
the official plan will be maintained or, in the case of a change in a use of property which is
lawfully non-conforming under the by-law, as to whether or not this application has met the

requirements of subsection 45(2) of the planning act, concur in the following decision and
reasons for decision.

That Minor Variance Application A-1-13, Part Lot 13, Concession 5 — Daniel &
Margaret Keere to reduce the required front yard setback and water body setback from 30 m to
4.2 m to permit the construction of a new deck be deferred to allow for further consultation
between the applicants and the planning consultant — Glenn Tunnock.

Carried 24

Deferred

Refused %

Chairperson



Township of Central Frontenac, Co mittee of Adjustment August 8, 2013

Aok
Resolution # b st ,%20[3 : 7[
Movedji} (Ao, (’? . >~ Seconded by c.f{é;.(,,a,w Tt

In making the decision upon this application, the committee considered whether or not the
variance requested was minor and desirable for the appropriate development or use of the
land, building or structure, and that the general intent and purpose of the zoning by-law and
the official plan will be maintained or, in the case of a change in a use of property which is
lawfully non-conforming under the by-law, as to whether or not this application has met the

requirements of subsection 45(2) of the planning act, concur in the following decision and
reasons for decision.

That Minor Variance Application A-2-13, Part Lot 7, Concession 11, — Doug and
Marilynn Dee to request a variance from Section 4.2 (a) of the Zoning By-law requiring a
~ maximum gross floor area for a sleep cabin of 37 metres squared, and to permit a sleep cabin
which as a gross floor area of 40.13 metres squared be deferred to allow the applicant the

opportunity to review the planning report and their options before coming back to the committee
at the next meeting.

Carried (/

Deferred

Refused

)

Chairperson




Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment August 8, 2013 )

Resolution #( G- 019 2 PPl )/
Moved by ~+epin. Huf Seconded byl ey A o )

In making the decision upon this application, the committee considered whether or not the
variance requested was minor and desirable for the appropriate development or use of the
land, building or structure, and that the general intent and purpose of the zoning by-law and
the official plan will be maintained or, in the case of a change in a use of property which is
lawfully non-conforming under the by-law, as to whether or not this application has met the

requirements of subsection 45(2) of the planning act, concur in the following decision and
reasons for decision.

That Minor Variance Application A-4-13, Part Lot 8, Concession 5, — George Yuhanov
to reduce the water body (front yard) setback of Section 5.6.2 of the Zoning By-law from 30 m to
12 m to permit the construction of a seasonal dwelling be deferred to allow applicant the

opportunity to review the planning report and their options before coming back to the committee
at the next meeting.

Carried /
Deferred
Refused Chairperson ;’ YAV O~ v/

v

10



Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment August 8, 2013

> ‘)
Resolution # (0@“ 2013
Moved by_z ¥ 74

' A / Seconded by -~ s Tl ,5‘,7/

In making the decision upon this application, the committee considered whether or not the
variance requested was minor and desirable for the appropriate development or use of the
land, building or structure, and that the general intent and purpose of the zoning by-law and
the official plan will be maintained or, in the case of a change in a use of property which is
lawfully non-conforming under the by-law, as to whether or not this application has met the
requirements of subsection 45(2) of the planning act, concur in the following decision and
reasons for decision.

That Minor Variance Application A-16-13, Part Lot 13, Concession 9 — Nancy
McCutcheon to reduce the water body (front yard) setback of Section 4.23 (e ) (i) and 5.6.2 of
the Zoning By-law from 30 m to 12.7 m to allow for an addition to be built to an existing
dwelling be approved for the following conditions and reasons:

That the applicant enters into a site plan development agreement with the municipality to address
the following and, further that all legal fees associated with the agreement including registration
is the responsibility of the applicant.

1. That a restoration of the shoreline through the implementation of a professionally
prepared landscaping plan, more specifically the applicant must provide for the
replaning of an area equivalent or greater than the area required for the expansion of
the cottage. The area is 15.3 m squared or 165 square feet which represents the floor
area to be added to the existing cottage and further that the replanting be reviewed and
approved by the Quinte Conservation Authority.

2. Sediment control measures shall be implemented throughout the construction process
(mainly the placement of a sediment barrier such as staked straw bales between exposed
soil and the lake). The sediment barrier should remain in place until all disturbed areas
have been stabilized and revegetated.

3. Regular pick-up of construction debris is also encouraged to prevent construction debris
from blowing into the lake.

4. Natural drainage patterns on the site shall not be substantially altered such that
additional run-off is directed into the lake, onto the slope, or onto adjacent properties.
Eaves troughing shall be installed and outlet away from the lake and the slope to a leach
pit or well-vegetated area to allow for maximum infiltration.

FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. General intent and purpose of the Official Plan is to ensure that development meets
the 30 m setback a policy that is further reinforced by the requirement for a 30 m
vegetation buffer. Given that the lot is an existing lot of record and to reduce the
impact of the additional hard surfaces within 30 m of the shoreline through the
provision of a detailed vegetation and naturalization program designed to restore

11



the ecological function of the Ribbon-of-Life will need to be completed and therefore
the first test will be met.

2. General intent and purpose of the zoning by-law is to conserve the shoreline in its
natural state by establishing a 30 metre setback from the shoreline to be retained for
a vegetation buffer within which no buildings or sewage disposal systems are
permitted. As indicated, the shoreline has not been retained in its natural state and
needs to be rehabilitated through a replanting or naturalization program. In
addressing the potential impacts of the expanded building, the applicant should be
required to enter into a site plan agreement to ensure that drainage from roof run-
off is directed away from the lake and that the revegetation program is undertaken.
The application will meet the second test if the measures for naturalization are
undertaken and other setback requirements are met.

3. The application, if approved, would provide for a variance that is 58% for the
expanded building from the lake. The impact of this development can only be
mitigated in meeting the test of minor if the applicant complies with the require to
restore the ecological function of the Ribbon-of-Life to the greatest extent possible.

4. Is the building or structure desirable for the appropriate development or use of
land? The expansion of the cottage is an appropriate form of development for a
lakeside residential use where measures are undertaken to restore the ecological
balance of the property. The application is desirable for development where the on-
site sewage services have the capacity to service the development. We understand
that the KFL&A Public Health is satisfied that this criterion can be met.

Carried /

Deferred

Refused

Chairperson
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Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment August 8, 20 3/

—>
Resolution # (o 8 — 20

Moved by ~ Loy id.. J/ Secon‘déﬁ/ﬁbj;*{{f(‘ Fe sy A q ) )\
In making the decision upon this application, the committee considered whether or not the
variance requested was minor and desirable for the appropriate development or use of the
land, building or structure, and that the general intent and purpose of the zoning by-law and
the official plan will be maintained or, in the case of a change in a use of property which is
lawfully non-conforming under the by-law, as to whether or not this application has met the

requirements of subsection 45(2) of the planning act, concur in the following decision and
reasons for decision.

That Minor Variance Application A-17-13, Part Lot 20, Concession 6, Part 13 plan
13R3917 — Marilynn & Hendrikus Nicolaas Schwering to reduce the required front yard and
water setback from 30 m to 21.3 m be denied-as-there-is-suffictent tand-avaitable-onthesecond—
temeeieptheeensﬁﬂeﬁﬁn—eﬁa—dweﬂmg—foptheigﬂemmgfeam detrred 4o allow Hor comm exts
to he received from e KELEA Public HealH—

REASONS:

1. Noes the application meet the general intent and purpose of the Official Plan?

The intent of the official plan is to ensure that development meets the¢ 30 m setback a policy
that is further reinforced by the requirement for a 30 m vegetatiop’buffer under Section
3.6.3.11: “Itis the intent of Council to require the establishment and/or retention of a
natural vegetation buffer on lands within 30 m (98.4 ft.) of the shoreline of a lake or a
tributary.” No development has occurred on the lot and given that there is sufficient land to
build a dwelling without encroaching on the 30 m setbagk, a variance is not appropriate and

would not be in keeping with the intent of the official plan; hence the application fails the
first test.

2. Does the application meet the general intent and purpose of the zoning by-law?

The intent of the zoning by-law, comparable to the official plan, is to conserve the
shoreline in its natural state by establishing\a 30 m area back from the shoreline to be
retained for a vegetation buffer withinvwhich no buildings or sewage disposal systems are
permitted. The shoreline has been retained in its natural state and development within the 30 m
would contravene the intent of the by-law with respect tothis application since there is sufficient
land on this large lot to accommodate new development; hente the second test will not be met.

3. Is the variance minor?
The application, if appr6éved, would provide for a variance that is 29% (i.8,21.3 m vs. 30 m)
for the proposed seasonal dwelling from the lake. The impact of the variance~yould not be
minor since the ngéd to create a new building envelope within an undisturbed Rikbon-of-life
would represenpt’a major encroachment on the ecological function of the shoreline axga.
The encroaciment is not minor because of the potential disturbance to the naturalized

13



shoreline and as such, the third test ishot met.

4. Is the building or structuge desifable for the appropriate development or use of land?
The construction of a new Spdsonal dwelling is an appropriate form of development and is
anticipated by both the official plan and the zoning by-law; however, development is not
appropriate where it is ghnecessary i a naturalized shoreline area; hence the fourth test
would not be met.

Carried //

Deferred

Refused /

Chairperson
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Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment August 8, 2013

Resolution # /

Moveby.,_ (o0 Cop ) Seconded by_o ol i

That this meeting be adjourned until 6:00 p.m. September 12, 2013 at the Soldiers
Memorial Hall, Sharbot Lake.

Carried

Deferred

Refused /}

Chairperson
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THURSDAY AUGUST 8, 2013

6:00 P.M. COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT
SOLDIERS MEMORIAL HALL, SHARBOT LAKE

1) Call to order (Chair)

2) Approval of Agenda

3) Disclosure of pecuniary interest

4) Minutes of previous meeting — July 11,2013

S) Unfinished/Old business and business arising from the minutes
6) Applications for consent:

B-14-13-HI — Tim Calver — lot addition

B-15-13-OL — Ronald & Melanie Fyfe — preati
\/B-16-13-KE — Bill See — lot addition
B-17-13-KE — William Ryan- lot addition
7) Applications for minor variance:
\/&-1 1-13 — Lori Ellerbeck & Monty Fergus — previously deferred
\/A 1-13 — Daniel & Margaret Keere — reduction from the high water mark
AZ-B —Doug & Marilyn Dee — reduction from zoning by-law to permit a larger
sleep cabin
A-4-13 — George Yuhanov — reduction from the high water mark
l// A-16-13 — Nancy McCutcheon — reduction from the high water mark
A-17-13 — Marilyn & Hendrikus Schwering — reduction from the high water mark
8) Other planning business

o Moon—
9) Adjournment



Township of Central Frontenac Committee of Adjustment Minutes — August 8, 2013

Committee of Adjustment met on August 8, 2013 at 6:00 p.m. at the Soldiers Memorial Hall in
Sharbot Lake.

Present: Frances Smith, Heather Fox, Tom Dewey, Wayne Millar, John Purdon, Jeff Matson and
Janet Gutowski

Absent: Normand Guntensperger, and William (Bill) Snyder.

Staff in attendance: Cathy MacMunn, Planning Coordinator/Secretary Treasurer and Jeremy
Neven Chief Building Official.

Public in attendance: Tom MacDonald, Ron Fyfe and Monty Fergus.

The purpose of the meeting is to discuss four (4) application for consent and six (6) minor
variance application.

The agenda was then introduced.

Resolution #58-2013
Moved by Wayne Millar Seconded by John Purdon
THAT the agenda be adopted as amended.
CARRIED

There were no declarations of pecuniary interest noted by any member.

The first application was introduced, Severance Application B-14-13-HI, Pt. Lot 18 & 19, Conc.
3, Tim Calver. Cathy MacMunn explained that this application is a lot addition.

Resolution #59-2013
Moved by Wayne Millar Seconded by John Purdon

That Severance Application B-14-13-HI, Pt. Lot 18 & 19, Conc. 3, Tim Calver be approved
subject to the following conditions:

1. That all conditions are satisfied and the draft deeds for the severed parcel be presented to the
Township of Central Frontenac in order to have the Certificate of Official of the Committee
issued. The applicant’s lawyer must submit an undertaking to the municipality to register the
electronic certificate on title within a period of one year after the “Notice of Decision” is given
under Section 51 (17) or (24) of the Planning Act.

2. That the applicant provides two copies of a deposited plan of reference of the entire land which
conforms substantially to the application as submitted, or an exemption is obtained from the
Land Registry Office, waiving the need for a reference plan.

3. That the description of the parcel being severed and the names of the transferor and transferee
are included on the schedule attached to the deed of land.

4. That payment of the balance of any outstanding taxes is made to the Township Treasurer.



5.

6.

That the Township of Central Frontenac receives 5% of the value of land, pursuant to Section
51.1 of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990.

In accordance with section 50(12) of the Planning Act, the deed shall state
that subsection 50(3) or subsection 50(5) of the Planning Act, as applicable, shall apply to
any subsequent conveyance or transaction involving these lands.

In addition to Condition No. 6 above, if the lands to which the subject lands are being
added as a lot addition are themselves a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision or were
created by severance approval to which the provisions of subsection 50(3) do not apply to any
subsequent conveyance or transaction, the following additional conditions shall apply:

In the case of a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision, the applicant and Transferee
shall jointly apply for and Council shall pass a bylaw under subsection 50(4) deeming the
whole lot or block not to be within a plan of subdivision, which by-law shall be registered
against title to the land to which the lot addition will be added; or

In the case of a previously severed parcel, the Transferee shall enter into a Restrictive
Covenant Agreement with the municipality in a form satisfactory to it that shall be
registered against title to the two parcels immediately after registration of the stamped deed
that will prohibit the two parcels from being conveyed or transferred independently of each
other.

That the retained lands continue to grant a right of way over Part 3 on plan 13R-4987 to the
lands owned by Peter Mathew Kron and William John Pass.

That confirmation is filed with each application file that conditions have been fulfilled to the
municipality’s satisfaction.

CARRIED

Severance application B-15-13-OL, Pt. Lot 19 & 29, Conc. 9, Ronald & Melanie Fyfe was
discussed. Cathy MacMunn explained that this was a lot addition.

Resolution #60-2013

Moved by John Purdon Seconded by Wayne Millar

That Severance Application B-15-13-OL, Pt. Lot 19 & 29, Conc. 9, Ronald & Melanie Fyfe be
approved subject to the following conditions:

1.

That all conditions are satisfied and that draft deeds for the severed parcel are presented to the
Township of Central Frontenac in order to have the Certificate of Official of the Committee issued.
The applicant’s lawyer must submit an undertaking to the municipality to register the electronic
certificate on title within a period of one year after the “Notice of Decision” is given under Section
33 (17) or (24) of the Planning Act.

That the applicant provides two copies of a deposited plan of reference of the entire land which
conforms substantially to the application as submitted, or an exemption is obtained from the Land
Registry Office, waiving the need for a reference plan.

That the description of the parcel being severed and the names of the transferor and transferee are
included on the schedule attached to the deed of land.

4. That payment of the balance of any outstanding taxes is made to the Township Treasurer.



5. That the Township of Central Frontenac receives $100.00 pursuant to Section 51.1 of the Planning
Act, R.S.0. 1990, Chapter P.13, as amended, and that the following covenants are registered on the
deed:

If the lands herein are conveyed to any other third party within 5 years of the stamping
of the deed by the Commiittee of Adjustment, the Township of Central Frontenac shall
receive the balance of the fee payable under Section 51.1 of the  Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990,
Chapter P.13, as amended.
That if the lands herein are sold to any other party within 5 years of the stamping of the
deed by the Commiittee of Adjustment, an agreement of purchase and sale shall bear notice of
this condition.

6. In accordance with section 50(12) of the Planning Act, the deed shall state that subsection
50(3) or subsection 50(5) of the Planning Act, as applicable, shall apply to any subsequent
conveyance or transaction involving these lands.

In addition to Condition No. 6 above, if the lands to which the subject lands are being added as a
lot addition are themselves a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision or were created by
severance approval to which the provisions of subsection 50(3) do not apply to any subsequent
conveyance or transaction, the following additional conditions shall apply:

In the case of a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision, the applicant and Transferee shall
Jjointly apply for and Council shall pass a bylaw under subsection 50(4) deeming the whole lot or
block not to be within a plan of subdivision, which by-law shall be registered against title to the
land to which the lot addition will be added; or

In the case of a previously severed parcel, the Transferee shall enter into a Restrictive Covenant
Agreement with the municipality in a form satisfactory to it that shall be registered against title to
the two parcels immediately after registration of the stamped deed that will prohibit the two parcels
Jfrom being conveyed or transferred independently of each other.

7. That confirmation is filed with each application file that conditions have been fulfilled to the
municipality’s satisfaction.

CARRIED

The third application discussed, Severance Application B-16-13-KE, Pt. Lot 7, Conc.5, William
See. Cathy MacMunn explained that this application is a lot addition.

Resolution #61-2013
Moved by Wayne Millar Seconded by John Purdon

That Severance Application B-16-13-KE, Pt. Lot 7, Conc.5, William See be approved subject to
the following conditions:

1. That all conditions are satisfied and that draft deeds for the severed parcel are presented to the
Township of Central Frontenac in order to have the Certificate of Official of the Commiittee issued.
The applicant’s lawyer must submit an undertaking to the municipality to register the electronic
certificate on title within a period of one year after the “Notice of Decision” is given under Section 53
(17) or (24) of the Planning Act.

2. That the applicant provides two copies of a deposited plan of reference of the entire land which
conforms substantially to the application as submitted, or an exemption is obtained from the Land

Registry Office, waiving the need for a reference plan.

3. That the description of the parcel being severed and the names of the transferor and transferee
are included on the schedule attached to the deed of land.

4.  That payment of the balance of any outstanding taxes is made to the Township Treasurer.



5. That the Township of Central Frontenac receives 5% of the value of land, pursuant to Section
51.1 of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990.

6.  In accordance with section 50(12) of the Planning Act, the deed shall state that subsection 50(3)
or subsection 50(5) of the Planning Act, as applicable, shall apply to any subsequent conveyance or
transaction involving these lands.

In addition to Condition No. 6 above, if the lands to which the subject lands are being added as a
lot addition are themselves a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision or were created by severance
approval to which the provisions of subsection 50(3) do not apply to any subsequent conveyance or
transaction, the following additional conditions shall apply:

In the case of a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision, the applicant and Transferee shall
Jjointly apply for and Council shall pass a bylaw under subsection 50(4) deeming the = whole lot or
block not to be within a plan of subdivision, which by-law shall be registered  against title to the land
to which the lot addition will be added; or

In the case of a previously severed parcel, the Transferee shall enter into a Restrictive Covenant
Agreement with the municipality in a form satisfactory to it that shall be registered against title to the
two parcels immediately after registration of the stamped deed that will prohibit the two parcels from
being conveyed or transferred independently of each  other.

7. That confirmation is filed with each application file that conditions have been fulfilled to the
municipality’s satisfaction

CARRIED

The fourth severance application was introduced, B-17-13-KE, Pt. Lot 7, Conc. 5, William Ryan,
by Cathy MacMunn who explained that the application is for a lot addition.

Resolution #62-2013
Moved by Heather Fox Seconded by Tom Dewey

That Severance Application B-17-13-KE, Pt. Lot 7, Conc. 5, William Ryan be approved subject
to the following conditions:

1. That all conditions are satisfied and that draft deeds for the severed parcel are presented to the
Township of Central Frontenac in order to have the Certificate of Official of the Commitiee issued.
The applicant’s lawyer must submit an undertaking to the municipality to register the electronic
certificate on title within a period of one year after the “Notice of Decision” is given under Section 53
(17) or (24) of the Planning Act.

2. That the applicant provides two copies of a deposited plan of reference of the entire land which
conforms substantially to the application as submitted, or an exemption is obtained from the Land
Registry Office, waiving the need for a reference plan.

3. That the description of the parcel being severed and the names of the transferor and transferee are
included on the schedule attached to the deed of land.

4. That payment of the balance of any outstanding taxes is made to the Township Treasurer.

5. That the Township of Central Frontenac receives 5% of the value of land, pursuant to Section 51.1
of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990.

6. In accordance with section 50(12) of the Planning Act, the deed shall state that subsection 50(3) or
subsection 50(5) of the Planning Act, as applicable, shall apply to any subsequent conveyance or
transaction involving these lands.

4



In addition to Condition No. 6 above, if the lands to which the subject lands are being added as a
lot addition are themselves a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision or were created by severance
approval to which the provisions of subsection 50(3) do not apply to any subsequent conveyance or
transaction, the following additional conditions shall apply:

In the case of a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision, the applicant and Transferee  shall
Jointly apply for and Council shall pass a bylaw under subsection 50(4) deeming the  whole lot or
block not to be within a plan of subdivision, which by-law shall be registered against title to the land
to which the lot addition will be added; or

In the case of a previously severed parcel, the Transferee shall enter into a Restrictive Covenant
Agreement with the municipality in a form satisfactory to it that shall be registered against title to the
two parcels immediately after registration of the stamped deed that will prohibit the two parcels from
being conveyed or transferred independently of each  other.

7. That confirmation is filed with each application file that conditions have been fulfilled to the
municipality’s satisfaction.

CARRIED

Cathy MacMunn introduced the first minor variance application, A-11-13, Part Lot 14,
Concession 8 — Lori Ellerbeck and Monty Fergus. This application was previously deferred in
May 2013 to reduce the water body setback from 30 m to 20.7 m for the proposed addition from
the creek.

Resolution #63-2013
Moved by Tom Dewey Seconded by Heather Fox

That Minor Variance Application A-11-13, Part Lot 14, Concession 8 — Lori Ellerbeck
and Monty Fergus which was previously deferred in May 2013 to reduce the water body setback
from 30 m to 20.7 m for the proposed addition from the creek be approved.

CARRIED

The second minor variance application was introduced, A-1-13, Part Lot 13, Concession 5 —
Daniel & Margaret Keere. Cathy MacMunn explained that this application dealt with the
reduction from the high water mark.

Resolution #64-2013
Moved by Heather Fox Seconded by Tom Dewey

That Minor Variance Application A-1-13, Part Lot 13, Concession 5 — Daniel &
Margaret Keere to reduce the required front yard setback and water body setback from 30 m to
4.2 m to permit the construction of a new deck be deferred to allow for further consultation
between the applicants and the planning consultant — Glenn Tunnock.

CARRIED

The third minor variance application was introduced, A-2-13, Part Lot 7, Concession 11, — Doug
and Marilynn Dee. Cathy MacMunn explained that this application dealt with the reduction
from zoning by-law to permit a larger sleep cabin.



Resolution #65-2013
Moved by Tom Dewey Seconded by Heather Fox

That Minor Variance Application A-2-13, Part Lot 7, Concession 11, — Doug and
Marilynn Dee to request a variance from Section 4.2 (a) of the Zoning By-law requiring a
maximum gross floor area for a sleep cabin of 37 metres squared, and to permit a sleep cabin
which as a gross floor area of 40.13 metres squared be deferred to allow the applicant the
opportunity to review the planning report and their options before coming back to the committee
at the next meeting.

CARRIED

The fourth minor variance application A-4-13, Part Lot 8, Concession 5, — George Yuhanov was
introduced. Cathy MacMunn explained that this application dealt with the reduction from the
high water mark.

Resolution #66-2013
Moved by Heather Fox Seconded by Tom Dewey

That Minor Variance Application A-4-13, Part Lot 8, Concession 5, — George Yuhanov
to reduce the water body (front yard) setback of Section 5.6.2 of the Zoning By-law from 30 m to
12 m to permit the construction of a seasonal dwelling be deferred to allow applicant the
opportunity to review the planning report and their options before coming back to the committee
at the next meeting.

CARRIED

The fifth minor variance application, A-16-13, Part Lot 13, Concession 9 — Nancy McCutcheon
was introduced. Cathy MacMunn explained that this application dealt with the reduction from
the high water mark.

Resolution #67-2013
Moved by Tom Dewey Seconded by Heather Fox

That Minor Variance Application A-16-13, Part Lot 13, Concession 9 — Nancy
McCutcheon to reduce the water body (front yard) setback of Section 4.23 (e ) (i) and 5.6.2 of
the Zoning By-law from 30 m to 12.7 m to allow for an addition to be built to an existing
dwelling be approved for the following conditions and reasons:

That the applicant enters into a site plan development agreement with the municipality to address
the following and, further that all legal fees associated with the agreement including registration
is the responsibility of the applicant.

1. That a restoration of the shoreline through the implementation of a professionally
prepared landscaping plan, more specifically the applicant must provide for the
replaning of an area equivalent or greater than the area required for the expansion of
the cottage. The area is 15.3 m squared or 165 square feet which represents the floor
area to be added to the existing cottage and further that the replanting be reviewed and
approved by the Quinte Conservation Authority.

2. Sediment control measures shall be implemented throughout the construction process
(mainly the placement of a sediment barrier such as staked straw bales between exposed



soil and the lake). The sediment barrier should remain in place until all disturbed areas
have been stabilized and revegetated.

3. Regular pick-up of construction debris is also encouraged to prevent construction debris
JSrom blowing into the lake.

4. Natural drainage patterns on the site shall not be substantially altered such that
additional run-off is directed into the lake, onto the slope, or onto adjacent properties.
Eaves troughing shall be installed and outlet away from the lake and the slope to a leach
pit or well-vegetated area to allow for maximum infiltration.

CARRIED

The sixth and final minor variance application, A-17-13, Part Lot 20, Concession 6, Part 13 plan
13R3917 — Marilynn & Hendrikus Nicolaas Schwering was introduced. Cathy MacMunn
explained that this reduction dealt with the reduction from the high water mark.

Resolution #68-2013
Moved by Heather Fox Seconded by Tom Dewey

That Minor Variance Application A-17-13, Part Lot 20, Concession 6, Part 13 plan
13R3917 — Marilynn & Hendrikus Nicolaas Schwering to reduce the required front yard and
water setback from 30 m to 21.3 m be deferred to allow for comments to be received from
KFL&A Public Health.

CARRIED

Cathy MacMunn gave a report regarding the Keen application.
No further planning business was brought forth.
Resolution #69-2013
Moved by Tom Dewey Seconded by Heather Fox
That this meeting be adjourned until 6:00 p.m. September 12, 2013 at the Soldiers

Memorial Hall, Sharbot Lake.
CARRIED

Chairperson

Meeting adjourned at 7:30 p.m.
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Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment August 8, 2013
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THAT the minutes of July 11, 2013 be adopté¢d as

Presented ~

Amended

Carried
Deferred

Refused Chairperson
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Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment August 8, 2013
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1. That all conditions are satisfied and the draft deeds for the severed parcel be presented to the
Township of Central Frontenac in order to have the Certificate of Official of the Committee
issued. The applicant’s lawyer must submit an undertaking to the municipality to register the
electronic certificate on title within a period of one year after the “Notice of Decision” is given
under Section 51 (17) or (24) of the Planning Act.

2. That the applicant provides two copies of a deposited plan of reference of the entire land which
conforms substantially to the application as submitted, or an exemption is obtained from the
Land Registry Office, waiving the need for a reference plan.

3. That the description of the parcel being severed and the names of the transferor and transferee
are included on the schedule attached to the deed of land.

4. That payment of the balance of any outstanding taxes is made to the Township Treasurer.

5. That the Township of Central Frontenac receives 5% of the value of land, pursuant to Section
51.1 of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990.

6. In accordance with section 50(12) of the Planning Act, the deed shall state
that subsection 50(3) or subsection 50(5) of the Planning Act, as applicable, shall apply to
any subsequent conveyance or transaction involving these lands.

In addition to Condition No. 6 above, if the lands to which the subject lands are being
added as a lot addition are themselves a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision or were
created by severance approval to which the provisions of subsection 50(3) do not apply to any
subsequent conveyance or transaction, the following additional conditions shall apply:

In the case of a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision, the applicant and Transferee
shall jointly apply for and Council shall pass a bylaw under subsection 50(4) deeming the
whole lot or block not to be within a plan of subdivision, which by-law shall be registered
against title to the land to which the lot addition will be added; or

In the case of a previously severed parcel, the Transferee shall enter into a Restrictive
Covenant Agreement with the municipality in a form satisfactory to it that shall be
registered against title to the two parcels immediately after registration of the stamped deed
that will prohibit the two parcels from being conveyed or transferred independently of each
other.

7. That the retained lands continue to grant a right of way over Part 3 on plan 13R-4987 to the
lands owned by Peter Mathew Kron and William John Pass.

8. That confirmation is filed with each application file that conditions have been fulfilled to the
municipality’s satisfaction.

i ——/ % GQ
Deferred
Refused Chairperson /Laj\/




Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment August 8, 2013
Resolution #( O -301 3
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Moved by< X7, O~ - Seconded by

That Severance Application B-15-13-OL, Pt. Lot 19 & 29, Conc. 9,Ronald & Melanie Fyfe be
approved subject to the following conditions:

1. That all conditions are satisfied and that draft deeds for the severed parcel are presented to the
Township of Central Frontenac in order to have the Certificate of Official of the Commiittee issued.
The applicant’s lawyer must submit an undertaking to the municipality to register the electronic
certificate on title within a period of one year after the “Notice of Decision” is given under Section
53 (17) or (24). of the Planning Act.

2. That the applicant provides two copies of a deposited plan of reference of the entire land which
conforms substantially to the application as submitted, or an exemption is obtained from the Land
Registry Office, waiving the need for a reference plan.

3. That the description of the parcel being severed and the names of the transferor and transferee are
included on the schedule attached to the deed of land.

4. That payment of the balance of any outstanding taxes is made to the Township Treasurer.

5. That the Township of Central Frontenac receives $100.00 pursuant to Section 51.1 of the Planning
Act, R.S.0. 1990, Chapter P.13, as amended, and that the following covenants are registered on the
deed:

If the lands herein are conveyed to any other third party within 5 years of the stamping
of the deed by the Committee of Adjustment, the Township of Central Frontenac shall
receive the balance of the fee payable under Section 51.1 of the  Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990,
Chapter P.13, as amended.
That if the lands herein are sold to any other party within 5 years of the stamping of the
deed by the Commiittee of Adjustment, an agreement of purchase and sale shall bear notice of
this condition.

tt/o Sectlon 51 of the ,/Pﬁmnmg
ere

that the following covenants are regi: d on the

onveyed toany other third'party wzthm 5 years of the
stamping of the deed by the Commiiftee of Adjustutent, the T 0wnshtp of Central
Frontenag/Shall regeive the bajance 0f the fee ayable under Sectzon 5141 of the

this condition. et e /Uu)(/

7. That confirmation is filed with each application file that conditions have been fulfilled to the
municipality’s satisfaction.

o ol

Refused Chairperson



6. In accordance with section 50(12) of the Planning Act, the deed shall state that subsection 50(3) or
subsection 50(5) of the Planning Act, as applicable, shall apply to any subsequent conveyance or
transaction involving these lands.
In addition to Condition No. 6 above, if the lands to which the subject lands are being added
as a lot addition are themselves a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision or were created
by severance approval to which the provisions of subsection 50(3) do not apply to any
subsequent conveyance or transaction, the following additional conditions shall apply:

In the case of a whole lot or block on a plan of subdivision, the applicant and Transferee
shall jointly apply for and Council shall pass a bylaw under subsection 50(4) deeming the whole lot
or block not to be within a plan of subdivision, which by-law shall be registered against title to the
land to which the lot addition will be added; or

In the case of a previously severed parcel, the Transferee shall enter into a Restrictive
Covenant Agreement with the municipality in a form satisfactory to it that shall be registered against
title to the two parcels immediately after registration of the stamped deed that will prohibit the two
parcels from being conveyed or transferred independently of each other.



THURSDAY SEPTEMBER 12, 2013

6:00 PM. COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT

1)
2)
3)
4)
3)

6)

7)

SOLDIERS MEMORIAL HALL, SHARBOT LAKE

Call to order (Chair)
Approval of Agenda
Disclosure of pecuniary interest
Minutes of previous meeting — July 11" and August 8th , 2013
Unfinished/Old business and business arising from the minutes
Applications for consent:

B-20-13-OL — Brenda & Ronald Price — creation of a new lot

B-21-13-HI — Peter Kron & William Pass creation of a new lot

Applications for minor variance:

A-1-13 — Daniel & Margaret Keere — (Glenn Tunnock will be speaking on this one)
a) to reduce setback from the high water mark

A-2-13 — Doug & Marilyn Dee — reduction from zoning by-law to permit a larger
sleep cabin :
A-3-13 — Sandy Kappa — (Glenn Tunnock will be speaking on this one)
a) to increase the maximum permitted floor area of a sleep
sleep cabin,
b) to reduce interior side yard
¢) to reduce the shoreline setback
d) to reduce the side yard for the boat house

A-4-13 — George Yuhanov — reduction from the high water mark

A-17-13 —~ Marilyn & Hendrikus Schwering —
a) to reduce the setback from the high water mark request to defer until
June 2014

A-18-13 — Robert Lee —
a) to reduce the setback from the high water mark —
replacement/reconfiguration of a deck



A-19-13- Linda J. Michie —
a) to reduce the setback from the high water mark - replacement and
extension of a deck

8) Other planning business

9) Adjournment
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Township of Central Frontenac Committee of Adjustment Minutes — September 12, 2013

Committee of Adjustment met on September 12, 2013 at 6:00 p.m. at the Soldiers Memorial Hall
in Sharbot Lake.

Present: Frances Smith, Heather Fox, Tom Dewey, Wayne Millar, John Purdon, and Jeff Matson.
Absent: Normand Guntensperger, Janet Gutowski and William (Bill) Snyder.

Staff in attendance: Donna Longmire Executive Assistant to CAO/Clerk and Jeremy Neven
Chief Building Official.

Public in attendance: Tom MacDonald, Marilyn Dee, Sandy Kappa, Mike Keene from Fotenn
and Linda Michie.

The purpose of the meeting is to discuss two (2) applications for consent and seven (7) minor
variance applications.

The agenda was then introduced.

Resolution #70-2013
Moved by Heather Fox Seconded by Jeff Matson
THAT the agenda be adopted as presented.
CARRIED

Heather Fox declared a pecuniary interest with application B-21-13-HI, no further declarations
of pecuniary interest were noted by any other members.

Resolution #71-2013
Moved by Jeff Matson Seconded by Heather Fox
THAT the minutes of July 11" and August 8, 2013 be adopted as presented
CARRIED

The first application was introduced, Severance Application B-20-13-OL, Pt. Lot 3 & 4, Brenda
and Ronald Price, Jeremy Neven explained that this application is a creation of a new lot.
Tom MacDonald was the agent for this application and spoke on this application.

Resolution #72-2013
Moved by Tom Dewey Seconded by Jeff Matson
That Severance Application B-20-13-OL, Pt. Lot 3 & 4, Conc. 2 - Brenda and Ronald
Price, be deferred until the October meeting to allow the applicant to review their
options further regarding the location of the barn on the subject property.
CARRIED

Heather Fox stepped out of the room as she had a pecuniary interest with the following
application.

Severance Application B-21-13-HI, Lot 19, Conc.3, Peter Kron and William Pass. Jeremy
Neven explained that the application is a creation of a new lot.



Tom MacDonald was the acting agent for this application. Glenn Tunnock from Tunnock
Consulting informed the committee of the usage for the two lots and that re-zoning is
appropriate.

Resolution #73-2013

Moved by Jeff Matson Seconded by Tom Dewey

That Severance Application B-21-13-HI, Lot 19, Conc. 3, Peter Kron and William Pass be
approved subject to the following conditions:

1.

6.

That all conditions are satisfied and that draft deeds for the severed parcel are presented to the
Township of Central Frontenac in order to have the Certificate of Official of the Commiittee issued.
The applicant’s lawyer must submit an undertaking to the municipality to register the electronic
certificate on title within a period of one year after the “Notice of Decision” is given under Section
33 (17) or (24) of the Planning Act.

That the applicant provides two copies of a deposited plan of reference of the entire land which
conforms substantially to the application as submitted, or an exemption is obtained from the Land
Registry Office, waiving the need for a reference plan.

That the description of the parcel being severed and the names of the transferor and transferee are
included on the schedule attached to the deed of land.

That payment of the balance of any outstanding taxes is made to the Township Treasurer.

That the Township of Central Frontenac receives 3100.00 pursuant to Section 51.1 of the Planning
Act, R.S.0. 1990, Chapter P.13, as amended, and that the following covenants are registered on the
deed:

If the lands herein are conveyed to any other third party within 5 years of the stamping
of the deed by the Committee of Adjustment, the Township of Central Frontenac shall
receive the balance of the fee payable under Section 51.1 of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990,
Chapter P.13, as amended.

That if the lands herein are sold to any other party within 5 years of the stamping of the

deed by the Commiittee of Adjustment, an agreement of purchase and sale shall bear notice of
this condition.

That the right of way be registered on title to the property over which it passes and the property to

which it gives access.

7.

That the applicant applies for and obtains an amendment to the Zoning By-law to place all the

lands in a Waterfront Residential Zone and address changes to Zone Standards. All costs associated
with the Zoning Amendment are the responsibility of the applicant.

8.

That the applicant enters into a development agreement under Section 51(26) of the Planning Act

to provide for a replanting program designed to re-naturalize the shoreline area.

9.

That confirmation is filed with each application file that conditions have been fulfilled to the

municipality’s satisfaction.

CARRIED

Heather Fox was asked to resume her chair with the committee.



Jeremy Neven introduced the first minor variance application, A-1-13, Part Lot 13, Concession
5, Daniel & Margaret Keere. This application is dealing with a setback reduction from the high
water mark.

Resolution #74-2013
Moved by Jeff Matson Seconded by Tom Dewey

That Minor Variance Application A-1-13, Part Lot 13, Concession 5 — Daniel &
Margaret Keere to reduce the required front yard setback and water body setback from 30 m to
11.3 m to permit the construction of a new deck be approved with the following conditions and
reasons:

1. That the applicant enters into a site plan development agreement with the municipality
which includes for the restoration of the shoreline through the implementation of a
professionally prepared landscaping plan that covers an area equivalent to the size of the main
deck (60.7 m2) plus the area covered by the stairway that extends from the deck to the
shoreline.

2. That the small deck be removed.

3. That the replanting plan is reviewed by the Conservation Authority prior to approval and
that the applicant obtains any required permits and approvals from the Quinte Conservation
Authority within 30 days of this date.

CARRIED

Minor Variance Application A-2-13, Part Lot 7, Concession 11 — Doug and Marilyn Dee was
introduced by Jeremy Neven. The application is a reduction from the zoning by-law to permit a
larger sleep cabin.

Glenn Tunnock reviewed his report with the committee, Marilyn Dee explained that she had
errored on measuring and has resent the application.

Committee agreed that the application will be recirculated and come forward to the committee
meeting scheduled for October 2013.

Minor Variance Application A-3-13, Part Lot 13, Concession 5 — Sandy Kappa was introduced
by Jeremy Neven. The application is to increase the maximum permitted floor area of a sleep
cabin, reduce interior side yard, reduce the shoreline setback, and reduce the side yard for the
boat house.

Sandy Kappa gave a brief history of the property.

Resolution #75-2013
Moved by Heather Fox Seconded by Wayne Millar

That Minor Variance Application A-3-13, Part Lot 13, Concession 5 — Sandy Kappa to
increase the maximum permitted floor area of a sleep cabin to 47.5 m2 from 37m2; to reduce the
interior side yard for the sleep cabin to 0.3 m from 3 m; by reducing the shoreline setback for the
sleep cabin to 13.66 m from 30 m and by reducing the side yard for the boat house to 1.54 m
from 5 m be approved with the following conditions and reasons:

1. That the sleep cabin be modified to provide for a minimum interior side yard of 1 m from
the east lot line of the applicant’s property to the nearest part of the main wall of the building.
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2. That the applicant be required to replace the equivalent gross floor area of the expanded
sleep cabin estimated to be 16 m2 (170 ft.2) with landscaping within any part of the Ribbon-of-
life (30 m) buffer area.

3. That the applicant converts the waterfront building back to a boathouse in compliance with
the definition of a boathouse.

4. That the applicant enter into a site plan agreement with the municipality to govern the
landscaping, drainage of the sleep cabin away from the lake and the conversion of the
waterfront building back to a boathouse.

And further that this approval is understood to permit:

1. The reduction of the required shoreline setback (front yard) from Bull Lake to 13.66m [44.8
Jt.] for the sleep cabin from 30 m [98.4 ft.];

2. An increase in the permitted maximum floor area of a sleep cabin to not exceed the
equivalent of the residual floor area which provides for an interior yard setback of 1 m to the
east lot line.

3. To reduce the required interior side yard adjacent to the sleep cabin to 1 m [3.28 ft.] from
3m [9.84 ft.], and

4. The reduction of the required interior yard setback for a boat house to 1.54m [5.0 ft.] from
Sm[16.4ft.].
CARRIED

Minor Variance Application A-4-13, Part Lot 8, Concession 5, — George Yuhanov, was -
introduced by Jeremy Neven. The application is a reduction from the high water mark.

Resolution #76-2013
Moved by Wayne Millar Seconded by Heather Fox

That Minor Variance Application A-4-13, Part Lot 8, Concession 5, — George Yuhanov
to reduce the water body (front yard) setback of Section 5.6.2 of the Zoning By-law from 30 m to
12 m to permit the construction of a seasonal dwelling be deferred for six months to allow the
applicant the applicant an opportunity to acquire abutting lands and add them to the current
holding as a lot addition.

CARRIED

Minor Variance Application A-17-13, Part Lot 20, Concession 6, Part 13 plan 13R3917 —
Marilynn & Hendrikus Nicolaas Schwering, was introduced by Jeremy Neven. The purpose of
this application is to reduce the setback from the high water mark.

Resolution #77-2013
Moved by Heather Fox Seconded by Wayne Millar

That Minor Variance Application A-17-13, Part Lot 20, Concession 6, Part 13 plan
13R3917 — Marilynn & Hendrikus Nicolaas Schwering to reduce the required front yard and



water setback from 30 m to 21.3 m be deferred until June 2014 to allow the applicant the
opportunity to investigate a new location for the dwelling as per the suggestion by the planning
consultant.

CARRIED

Minor Variance Application A-18-13, Part Lot 20, Concession 9 — Robert Lee was introduced by
Jeremy Neven. The purpose of this application is to reduce the setback from the high water mark
- replacement/reconfiguration of a deck.

Resolution #78-2013
Moved by Tom Dewey Seconded by John Purdon

That Minor Variance Application A-18-13, Part Lot 20, Concession 9 — Robert Lee to
reduce the required front yard setback and water body setback from 30 m to 18.47 m to permit
the construction of a new deck be approved with the following conditions and reasons:

That the applicant enters into a development agreement with the municipality to address the
following,

1. There shall be no additional footprint permitted within the 30 m water body setback with any
hardened structures, including decks and porches.

2. Sediment control measures shall be implemented throughout the construction process (mainly the
placement of a sediment barrier such as staked straw bales between exposed soil and the lake). The
sediment barrier should remain in place until all disturbed areas have been stabilized and revegetated.

3. Excavated material shall be disposed of well away from the lake.

4. Regular pick-up of construction debris is also encouraged to prevent construction debris from
blowing into the lake.

5. Natural drainage patterns on the site shall not be substantially altered such that additional run-off is
directed into the lake. In order to achieve this, eaves troughing shall be installed and outlet away from
the lake to a leach pit or well-vegetated area to allow for maximum infiltration.

And further that all legal fees associated with the agreement including registration is the
responsibility of the applicant:

CARRIED

The final Minor Variance Application A-19-13, Part Lot 7, Concession 5 — Linda J. Michie was
introduced by Jeremy Neven. The purpose of the application is to reduce the setback from the
high water mark — replacement and extension of a deck.

Resolution #79-2013
Moved by John Purdon Seconded by Tom Dewey

That Minor Variance Application A-19-13, Part Lot 7, Concession S — Linda J. Michie to
reduce the required front yard setback and water body setback from 30 m to 20 m to permit the
construction of a new deck be approved with the following conditions and reasons:

That the applicant enters into a development agreement with the municipality to address the
following,



1. There shall be no additional footprint permitted within the 30 m water body setback with any
hardened structures, including decks and porches.

2. Sediment control measures shall be implemented throughout the construction process (mainly the
placement of a sediment barrier such as staked straw bales between exposed soil and the lake). The
sediment barrier should remain in place until all disturbed areas have been stabilized and revegetated.

3. Excavated material shall be disposed of well away from the lake.

4. Regular pick-up of construction debris is also encouraged to prevent construction debris from
blowing into the lake.

5. Natural drainage patterns on the site shall not be substantially altered such that additional run-off is
directed into the lake. In order to achieve this, eaves troughing shall be installed and outlet away from
the lake to a leach pit or well-vegetated area to allow for maximum infiltration.

And further that all legal fees associated with the agreement including registration is the
responsibility of the applicant:
CARRIED

No further planning business was brought forth.

Resolution #80-2013
Moved by Tom Dewey Seconded by John Purdon

That this meeting be adjourned until 6:00 p.m. October 10, 2013 at the Soldiers
Memorial Hall, Sharbot Lake.

o Yo il it

Chairperson Secreta%':Tréasurer\

Meeting adjourned at 7:25 p.m.



Corporation of the Township of Central Frontenac

COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT

Resolutions for September 12, 2013
(Sharbot Lake)

Resolution #d? 70 ’020 / 5
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THAT the agenda be adopted as

Presented //

Amended

Carried [~ i

Deferred

Refused // s

Chairperson




Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment September 11, 2013

Resolution #o? 7/ '020 /3
Moved by —S_Qm&\ Seconded by \jﬁ\/ e j oe

THAT the minutes of July 11" and August 8, 2013 be adopted as

-

Presented /

Amended

Carried V A

Deferred

Refused Chairperson



Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment September 11, 2013
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That Severance Application B-20-13-OL, Pt. Lot 3 & 4, Conc. 2 - Brenda and Ronald Price, be
deferred until the October meeting to allow the applicant to review their options further
regarding the location of the barn on the subject property.

Resolution # 7& -

Carried /

Deferred
Refused Chairperson




Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment September 11, 2013

Resolution ﬂ7 5 "’&O, 5

Moved by T?@? \Y Secondm‘ﬂﬂw’(
N ‘ =

That Severance Application B-21-13-HI, Lot 19, Conc. 3, Peter Kron and William Pass be
approved subject to the following conditions:

1. That all conditions are satisfied and that draft deeds for the severed parcel are presented to the
Township of Central Frontenac in order to have the Certificate of Official of the Committee issued.
The applicant’s lawyer must submit an undertaking to the municipality to register the electronic
certificate on title within a period of one year after the “Notice of Decision” is given under Section
53 (17) or (24) of the Planning Act.

2. That the applicant provides two copies of a deposited plan of reference of the entire land which
conforms substantially to the application as submitted, or an exemption is obtained from the Land
Registry Office, waiving the need for a reference plan.

3. That the description of the parcel being severed and the names of the transferor and transferee are
included on the schedule attached to the deed of land.

4. That payment of the balance of any outstanding taxes is made to the Township Treasurer.

5. That the Township of Central Frontenac receives $100.00 pursuant to Section 51.1 of the Planning
Act, R.S.0. 1990, Chapter P.13, as amended, and that the following covenants are registered on the
deed:

If the lands herein are conveyed to any other third party within 5 years of the stamping
of the deed by the Commiittee of Adjustment, the Township of Central Frontenac shall
receive the balance of the fee payable under Section 51.1 of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990,
Chapter P.13, as amended.
That if the lands herein are sold to any other party within 5 years of the stamping of the
deed by the Committee of Adjustment, an agreement of purchase and sale shall bear notice of
this condition.

6. That the right of way be registered on title to the property over which it passes and the property to
which it gives access.

al/
7. That the applicant applies for and obtains an amendment to the Zoning By-law to place the lands

in a Waterfront Residential Zone, All costs associated with the Zoning Amendment are the

responsibility of the applicant. %addpagsc/iwvyps "7 2o S?Z‘IWR&(\“

8. That the applicant enters into a development agreement under Section 51(26) of the Planning Act
to provide for a replanting program designed to re-naturalize the shoreline area.

9. That confirmation is filed with each application file that conditions have been fulfilled to the
municipality’s satisfaction.

Carried |/ :
Deferred _)//7 # .
Refused Chairperson :ﬁﬁ e (W) 77[/,/




2. The intent of the zoning by-law, comparable to the official plan, is to conserve the
shoreline in its natural state by establishing a 30 m area back from the shoreline to be
retained for a vegetation buffer within which no buildings or sewage disposal systems are
permitted. As indicated, the shoreline has not been retained in its natural state and needs to
be rehabilitated through a replanting or naturalization program. In addressing the
potential impacts of the deck, the applicant should be required to enter into a site plan
agreement to provide for the revegetation program is undertaken. The size of the deck
represents a larger than permitted encroachment into the required front yard and is
further exacerbated by the smaller deck. While the marginal difference between an
encroachment of 3.3 m and 3 m is not unreasonable, the smaller deck must be removed as
an unacceptable additional encroachment.

The application will meet the second test if the measures for naturalization are
undertaken through the requirements for a site plan agreement and with the removal of
the smaller deck.

3. The impact of this development can only be mitigated in meeting the test of minor if the
applicant complies with the require to restore the ecological function of the Ribbon-of-Life
through a site plan agreement and with the removal of the smaller deck.

4. Is the building or structure desirable for the appropriate development or use of land?
The provision of a deck for an outdoor recreational amenity to a cottage is a reasonable
and conventional form of development for a lakeside residential use; however the
development should not compromise the objective of protecting the ecological function and
values of the Ribbon-of-Life. Consequently, the final test will only be met where measures
are undertaken to restore the ecological balance of the property.

Carried Z Z

Deferred

Refused P {F |
Z

‘Chairperson Wp ~ 8 /071(/
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The variance requested to the side yard of the boathouse from 5 m (16.4 ft.) to 1.54 m (5.0 ft.) has the
effect of recognizing an existing longstanding setback. The building, although modified appears to have
been reconstructed on the same footprint.

The second test is met provided that this waterfront building is reconverted to a boathouse
in compliance with the definition.

3. Is the variance minor?

The application for the variances to the sleep cabin, subject to the above, if approved,
would provide for a variance that is 66% for the side yard setback reduction, approximately 27%
for the floor area and approximately 54.4% for the shoreline setback. The impact of the variances
would not have a significant impact on the Ribbon-of-life and would not represent a major
encroachment on the ecological function of the shoreline area given the current vegetation
pattern. The applicant, as indicated must be required to provide compensating landscaping for
the increased building area computed to be in the order of 16 m2 (170 ft.2).

The third test will be met if the applicant provides for a landscaping plan to
compensate for the additional encroachment into the Ribbon-of-life and to ensure that the
interior side yard is reinstated at 1 m minimum. Drainage for the sleep cabin should be
directed away from the lake as per the Township’s standard condition.

4. 1Is the building or structure desirable for the appropriate development or use of land?

The construction of a sleep cabin and a boathouse is an appropriate form of development
and is anticipated by both the official plan and the zoning by-law. The expansion of the sleep
cabin increases its functionality for the occupants while a boathouse provides for a facility that
enhances the use of the lake.

The fourth test is met with respect to the application, again provided that the
integrity of the waterfront building is maintained for its use as a boathouse and the sleep
cabin is modified.

Carried

Deferred
Refused k) g
7 X ) .
Chairperson r)‘d P v.//’,/,\//VWZ\/

I
174
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FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. Since the property borders a water body, the property is subject to the policies of Section 3.6.3 —
Waterfront and the package of shoreline management policies of the official plan applies to the
application. The intent of the official plan is to ensure that development meets the 30 m setback a policy
that is further reinforced by the requirement for a 30 m vegetation buffer under Section 3.6.3.11:

“It is the intent of Council to require the establishment and/or retention of a natural
vegetation buffer on lands within 30 m (98.4 ft.) of the shoreline of a lake or a tributary. In
situations where the natural vegetation buffer will be reduced to accommodate the expansion of an
existing building, the replanting of an area equivalent or greater than the area required for the
expansion will be required.” Section 3.6.5 also specifies that “Requiring that all sewage disposal
systems (septic tanks and tile fields or filter beds), main buildings and recreational vehicles be set
back a minimum of 30 m (98 ft.) from the high water mark of any water body.”

The first test with respect to the addition to the sleep cabin will be met if the applicant is
required to enter into a site plan agreement with the municipality for a corresponding landscaping
plan.

The first test with respect to the boathouse will only be met with the conversion of the
building to a single storey facility with no provision for habitable accommodation and would be a
building used exclusively as a boathouse. A condition of approval of the minor variance would be to
require the conversion to a single storey boathouse.

2. The general intent of the zoning by-law is to ensure not only that specific uses including
accessory uses are permitted, but that setbacks are also respected.

The existing sleep cabin prior to the addition was non-complying with respect to the setback
from the lake. The side yard setback would appear to have been met (i.e. 4.5 m+) vs. the 3 m
required. The intent of the applicant was to add onto the existing structure by doubling its size. A
second sleep cabin, for example, would not be permitted as an option to increasing the available
floor area for sleeping purposes. The addition does not further reduce the shoreline setback;
rather the doubling of the size of the building increases the hardened surfaces within the buffer
area. The extension is not unreasonable within an area which is substantially treed
provided that drainage from the expanded structure is strictly controlled.

While there was no further reduction in the shoreline setback created by the addition, the
addition effectively eliminated the side yard setback and resulted in an encroachment onto the
municipal road allowance. The encroachment is not acceptable. The side yard is proposed to be
readjusted from the encroachment to 0.3 m vs. the 3 m required. The intent of a side yard is to
facilitate access from a front to a rear yard and to ensure a reasonable setback distance from
development on an adjacent property for a building that is a habitable structure. In this case the
lot is large enough that access from the rear yard to the front yard is not compromised while
there is no development anticipated on the adjacent road allowance that might otherwise interfere
with the use and enjoyment of the accessory building as a sleep cabin. However, the applicant
should be required to meet the general setback requirement for an accessory building of 1 m to
ensure that any drainage, eaves or service impacts are confined to the applicant’s property.

The addition to the floor area for multi-generational use is not unreasonable.

The second test would be met for the sleep cabin through a modification to the addition to
the building that eliminates the encroachment and provides for a minimum interior side yard
setback of 1m (3.28 ft.) from the side lot line to the nearest part of the main wall of the sleep cabin.

9
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Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment September H, 2013

@ WW / onded by x/'v e : ,471 '

In making the deczszohxms application, the committee considered whether or not the
variance reqhested was minor and desirable for the appropriate development or use of the
land, build, Structure, and that the general intent and purpose of the zoning by-law and
the official plan will be maintained or, in the case of a change in a use of property which is
lawfully non-conforming under the by-law, as to whether or not this application has met the
requirements of subsection 45(2) of the planning act, concur in the following decision and
reasons for decision.

Resolution #
Moved @

That Minor Variance Application A-2-13, Part Lot 7, Concession 11 — Doug and Marilyn
Dee to request a variance to the maximum gross floor area for a sleep cabin of 37 metres squared
and to permit a sleep cabin which has a gloss floor area of 40.13 metres squared be approved for
the following reason:

1. That the older sleep cabin has been removed and the property conforms with the zoning by-
law. £

Carried
Deferred

Refused

Chairperson
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Resolution W 4 A S}@i}
Moved by \ _Seconde s )

In making the decision upon this application, the committee considered wlzetlul or not the
variance requested was minor and desirable for the appropriate development or use of the
land, building or structure, and that the general intent and purpose of the zoning by-law and
the official plan will be maintained or, in the case of a change in a use of property which is
lawfully non-conforming under the by-law, as to whether or not this application has met the
requirements of subsection 45(2) of the planning act, concur in the following decision and
reasons for decision.

That Minor Variance Application A-1-13, Part Lot 13, Concession 5 — Daniel &
Margaret Keere to reduce the required front yard setback and water body setback from 30 m to
| #F m to permit the construction of a new deck be approved with the following conditions and
reasons:

1. That the applicant enters into a site plan development agreement with the municipality
which includes for the restoration of the shoreline through the implementation of a
professionally prepared landscaping plan that covers an area equivalent to the size of the main
deck (60.7 m2) plus the area covered by the stairway tlzat extends from the deck to the
shoreline.

2. That the small deck be removed.

3. That the replanting plan is reviewed by the Conservation Authority prior to approval and
that the applicant obtains any requtred permits and approvals from the Quinte Conservation

Authority w7 F0 )5‘0 M S dedfe -

FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

il The intent of the official plan is to allow for the development of waterfront
properties that provide a residential living environment. Exterior decks are a legitimate
and common accessory architectural addition or feature of a waterfront cottage; however
the size of the deck should be in reasonable proportion to the size of the cottage and should
be of a size that minimizes the impact on the natural environment. The deck as built, serves
to provide an exterior recreational area that is accessed from all of the waterfront exits to
the building; however, the area dedicated to this recreational area will more than suffice to
meet the needs of the users of the cottage without the need for the smaller deck. In our
opinion, the first test of conformity with the general intent of the official plan will only be
met through the removal of the smaller deck and through compensating measures designed
to reduce the impact of the additional hard surfaces within 30 m of the shoreline (i.e. deck
and stairs). Consistent with the Township’s practice, the applicant should be required to
submit a detailed vegetation and naturalization program designed to restore the ecological
function of the Ribbon-of-Life along the shoreline including the reinstatement of the
ground level below the small deck. The application should conditionally approved with the
submission of a professionally prepared landscape plan.
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Township of Central Frontenac, Committee of Adjustment September H1, 2013
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Resolution #)\76 ’(lm

Movedby\f'? Al ?”%

the official plan will be maintained or, in the case of a change in a use of property which is
lawfully non-conforming under the by-law, as to whether or not this application has met the
requirements of subsection 45(2) of the planning act, concur in the following decision and
reasons for decision.

That Minor Variance Application A-3-13, Part Lot 13, Concession 5 — Sandy Kappa to
increase the maximum permitted floor area of a sleep cabin to 47.5 m2 from 37m2; to reduce the
interior side yard for the sleep cabin to 0.3 m from 3 m; by reducing the shoreline setback for the
sleep cabin to 13.66 m from 30 m and by reducing the side yard for the boat house to 1.54 m
from 5 m be approved with the following conditions and reasons:

1. That the sleep cabin be modified to provide for a minimum interior side yard of 1 m from
the east lot line of the applicant’s property to the nearest part of the main wall of the building.

2. That the applicant be required to replace the equivalent gross floor area of the expanded
sleep cabin estimated to be 16 m2 (170 ft.2) with landscaping within any part of the Ribbon-of-
life (30 m) buffer area.

3. That the applicant converts the waterfront building back to a boathouse in compliance with
the definition of a boathouse.

4. That the applicant enter into a site plan agreement with the municipality to govern the
landscaping, drainage of the sleep cabin away from the lake and the conversion of the
waterfront building back to a boathouse.

And further that this approval is understood to permit:

1. The reduction of the required shoreline setback (front yard) from Bull Lake to 13.66m [44.8
ft.] for the sleep cabin from 30 m [98.4 ft.];

2. An increase in the permitted maximum floor area of a sleep cabin to not exceed the
equivalent of the residual floor area which provides for an interior yard setback of 1 m to the
east lot line.

3. To reduce the required interior side yard adjacent to the sleep cabin to 1 m [3.28 ft.] from
3m [9.84 ft.], and

4. The reduction of the required interior yard setback for a boat house to 1.54m [5.0 ft.] from
Sm[16.4 ft.].
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Township of Cent1a1 Frontenac, Committee of Adjustm%nt September +1, 2013
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the official plan will be maintained or, in the case of a change in a use of property which is
lawfully non-conforming under the by-law, as to whether or not this application has met the

requirements of subsection 45(2) of the planning act, concur in the following decision and
reasons for decision.

That Minor Variance Application A-4-13, Part Lot 8, Concession 5, — George Yuhanov
to reduce the water body (front yard) setback of Section 5.6.2 of the Zoning By-law from 30 m to
12 m to permit the construction of a seasonal dwelling be deferred for six months to allow the

applicant the applicant an opportunity to acquire abutting lands and add them to the current
holding as a lot addition.

Carried / 7~ i
72

Deferred s (

Refused Chairperson ;2///{,; AL (>¥;Z/ /\L/;/
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In making the decision upon this application, the com ittee%dered whetlier or not the
variance requested was minor and desirable for the appropriate tevelopment or use of the
land, building or structure, and that the general intefat and purpose of the zoning by-law and
the official plan will be maintained or, in the case of a change in a use of property which is
lawfully non-conforming under the by-law, as to whether or not this application has met the

requirements of subsection 45(2) of the planning act, concur in the following decision and
reasons for decision.

That Minor Variance Application A-17-13, Part Lot 20, Concession 6, Part 13 plan
13R3917 — Marilynn & Hendrikus Nicolaas Schwering to reduce the required front yard and
water setback from 30 m to 21.3 m be deferred until June 2014 to allow the applicant the
opportunity to investigate a new location for the dwelling as per the suggestion by the planning
consultant.

Carried )/ |

Deferred

Refused | /

Chairperson

1
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In making the decision upon this application, the committee considered whether or not the
variance requested was minor and desirable for the appropriate development or<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>