Deputation before Ramara Tsp Council – Mon Jan 21, 2019
[bookmark: _GoBack]Bill 66 was introduced by the province on Dec. 6, with the public comment period ending on Jan. 20. I requested a deputation before Council, because it appeared that Ramara had not undertaken a proper study of the proposed reforms in Bill 66. I’m glad to see that today’s agenda will allow for a more fulsome discussions about Bill 66 & a better understanding of all potential impacts for Ramara, from a land use and planning perspective. Bill 66 is omnibus legislation. I will be restricting my comments to Schedule 10 and the “Open-For-Business” proposals. Schedule 10 aims to amend the Planning Act giving municipalities the power to create a new type of zoning tool, called an open-for-business planning bylaw. 
[bookmark: _Hlk535679052]Bill 66, should it be enacted, creates O4B provisions that will result in even greater acceleration of sprawl. Bill 66 amends Ontario’s Planning Act empowering municipal councils to pass O4B planning bylaws. This would enable Ramara council to permit developments that would ignore a range of provincial legislations that exist to protect specific environmental features. The Greenbelt Act, the Lake Simcoe Protection Act, the Oak Ridges Moraine Conservation Act and the Clean Water Act are all examples of legislation that were enacted to improve land use planning but could be overridden by reforms proposed Bill 66 O4B changes.
Instead of the coherent growth plan Ramara already has in adopted, with policies that puts an emphasis on growth in places already serviced or along key transportation networks or tourism features, I believe O4B will result in even greater urban sprawl, and as a result will place added burdens on future councils to operate & maintain these poorly planned developments. My father taught me, “if you measure twice, you’ll only have to cut once.” I found this to be prudent advice & should form the basis for sound public policy related to smart growth planning. Getting it right first, so you don’t have to fix later, is always the most cost-effective option, since it’s always more expensive doing the same thing twice. If we don’t get Ramara’s developments right, Council budgets, in the future we all pay a price. I’m sure Council is well aware of examples of past poor planning decisions that now place an added burden current budgets, so I see no need to list them now.
I have concerns with O4B reforms that place sound planning judgement behind the need for expediency. We now have a province that views current land-use tools & environmental protections as red tape, that is restricting economic growth & job creation. The province solution is O4B. I disagree. O4B presupposes there is a shortage of employment lands in the Province. This is not the case in Ramara. I believe we already have fully serviced employment lands currently sitting vacant in Brechin. We also have available commercial lands zoned on the Rama Road. I believe the township’s Official Plan is be updated in 2019 so there is no urgent need for Ramara to adopt any O4B expediency. Ramara already has good planning tools, in place.
Is it prudent now, given there is no demonstrated need for expediency, to allow existing environmental checks and balances in Ramara’s planning processes, which ensure each development is meeting its’ due diligence requirements and ensuring that developments are in the best interest of the public, should be set aside? I don’t think so. Ramara now has the free time to conduct a proper study of O4B in order to fully understand how it will impact Ramara. 
· What are the possible / probable / likely foreseen and unforeseen adverse effects from Bill 66 reforms?
· Will O4B adversely affect the health or rehabilitation of Lake Simcoe? 
· Will O4B allow proposed developments to bypass municipal plans such as official or site plans?
I am concerned O4B weakens Ramara’s democratic planning process. Firstly, Bill 66 is omnibus legislation that proposes numerous reforms to existing legislation. O4B will not likely receive any Opposition support when it finally is debated in the Legislature. As the government pushes this Bill through the Legislature, there won’t be sufficient time for a proper study. Given the potential reach of O4B impacts, Ontarians should be concerned the government isn’t seeking multi-partisan support. I will remind Council that during the last election the Ford government was only endorsed by 40% of those who voted and our voting system inflated their minority support into 60% of the seats in the Legislature. O4B will not be endorsed by a majority of Ontario’s voters. 
O4B allows planning to take place in secret. If Ramara were to adopt measures that would approve planning proposals using O4B, Ramara could no longer subject these proposals to the scrutiny of a public meeting. O4B weakens the public’s right to comment on development projects that might affect the environment including access to clean water, natural heritage systems and agricultural lands. O4B would prevent these secret planning deals from being appealed. Why would Ramara even consider using such undemocratic practices, as are being proposed by the province in O4B?
I, as all here assembled today understand Council has a difficult task. We understand Council has to provide so much, while your resources to do so, are few. We understand Council is subject to the immediate pressures of Developers wanting to get things done and the frustrations of what seem to be unnecessary delays. We understand the need to Ramara to be economically viable today, but at what costs in the future? Short term gain for long term pain is not a good decision-making model. Bill 66, if adopted gives Ramara greater powers. With greater powers come even greater responsibilities, accountability & potential liability. Should Ramara decide to make use these powers, does Council fully understand all inherent risks? I have concerns, specifically that the province seeks to absolve itself of all future liabilities. Council should direct staff to study this point. Why would Ramara want to assume all that risk?
I recognize the need for Ramara to have the tools necessary to react a rapidly changing and growing economy. That said it should be the goal for this Council to always find that balance between attracting businesses, accommodating growth and also making sure that we plan our cities and our communities in a smart and sustainable way. Decisions of Council should be viable in the short term, but must yield long term benefits. Ramara already has plenty of tools in their development approvals kit, to make sure proposed developments can be approved at a quick pace and at less cost. These existing tools don’t have the same inherent risks that O4B I believe will impose on the township.  
I hope Council will use this time now to give these O4B provisions in Bill 66 the due diligence it deserves. I hope Council will take all the necessary time it needs to ensure a proper vetting of Bill 66 in order to fully understand how it will impact Ramara not only now, but in the future. I hope Council will be open to inviting the many talented citizens who reside in Ramara, and stakeholders outside its borders, so they can participate in your study of Bill 66. We need to get land-use planning in Ramara right, the 1st time!
Please consider my “measure twice, cut once” approach. If you do, I’m sure you will conclude, as have I, that Ramara should reject Schedule 10 of Bill 66, ie O4B provisions, because: 
· Bill 66 makes it too easy for councils to ignore the long-term consequences and to grasp for simplistic exemptions in the form of O4B bylaws. That is why Ramara’s existing planning rules backed by current provincial legislation are essential to the integrity of good governance.
· Bill 66 will result in a stampede of arbitrary planning decisions, by poorly informed councils. The outcome will be divisive, with costly cycles of re-hashed conflicts over matters that have already been studied, debated and resolved by long-standing provincial legislation.
· Bill 66 can result in a patchwork of rules, where municipalities will be drawn into a perpetual “race to the bottom.” Whoever can show the weakest environmental safeguards will win the development project. The resulting chaos will not be good for the environment and it will certainly not be good for Ramara, on the long term.
I would like to close with a passage from Ontario’s 2018 throne speech:
 “The privilege of democracy is to temporarily occupy these seats on the people’s behalf. And in so doing, always be mindful, that the power exercised here must always be—and only be—exercised with the people’s best interest in mind.”  
For all the points I have highlighted, I strongly believe that Schedule 10 of Bill 66, O4B is not in the best interests for the Citizens of Ramara and should be rejected. 
Thank you for the privilege of your time.
Ken Szijarto
Background: twitter #stopbill66
"It is essential that the province of Ontario provide the necessary resources to protect the watersheds of Lake Simcoe and the Nottawasaga River before large-scale development proceeds,"- MPP Garfield Dunlop in 2006






