
From: Jeffrey @ LAND LAW [mailto:jeffrey@landplanlaw.com]  
Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2019 3:46 PM 
To: Clerks Richmondhill <clerks@richmondhill.ca> 
Cc: Stephen Huycke <stephen.huycke@richmondhill.ca>; Tom Muench 
<tom.muench@richmondhill.ca>; David West <david.west@richmondhill.ca>; Joe DiPaola 
<joe.dipaola@richmondhill.ca> 
Subject: Council Public Meeting - April 3, 2019 - Repeal of Downtown Local Centre Secondary Plan 
(submission to public meeting) 
 
Dear Members of "City" Council: 
 
I represent several landowners within the DLC who are in support of the repeal of the "entire secondary 
plan" as noted on page 2 of the Staff Report. 
 
We had urged the former Town Council not to adopt it because it is not a workable planning document 
and, most importantly, the landowners whose lands are required to support redevelopment and 
reinvestment do not support the plan. 
 
The numerous problems with the plan are a matter of public record and are on file with the OMB/LPAT. 
 
Indeed, the problems with the Secondary Plan stem from section 4.3.1 of the Part 1 Plan and related 
definitions - matters that we urged the former Town Council and OMB not to approve.  No one was 
listening. 
 
The Town's OP was developed in 2009 and adopted in 2010.  That process itself which includes this 
Secondary Plan process has been very expensive for the Town and its taxpayers.  Little if any new and 
affordable housing units have been created in the Town (now City) particularly within the Downtown 
area.   The Tridel building is shown as a model development in the City's OP and related documents yet 
achieving 8 - 9 storeys in height in the Downtown has been rejected by former Town Council members.   
 
The linked system of courtyards was never workable - certainly not for vehicles - and has been rejected 
by landowners.  Protecting view corridors relating to the Church Steeples is outdated amongst other 
matters which must be deleted from all planning documents going forward. 
 
It should come as no surprise that some residents feel that "our "downtown" is unwelcoming and offers no 
reason for me to take my family there, support the local businesses, etc.".    
 
The approvals process in the Town is cumbersome and expensive.  Nothing gets done - little if anything 
gets built and yet calls are made for a subway.   
 
Clearly prompt and swift corrective action and leadership is required from the new City Council.  The 
focus should be on fulfilling the 3 important principles set out in the DDLUS (excerpted below) which are: 
 
1.     Establish the environment for change 
2.     Reduce the cost of development 
3.     Reduce the risk of the approvals process 
 
 



 



 
I, along with a number of experienced professional consultants and landowners are able assist the City in 
order to achieve a new vision and ultimately revitalize the Downtown. 
 
Please provide me with notice of any decision taken on this matter. 
 
 
P.S.- a new parking strategy and reduced parking rates are required in order to promote transit use and 
other more sustainable mobility options.   
 
 
 
 
 
Thank you. 
  
Jeffrey E Streisfield, BA LLB MES  
Land Lawyer & Land Development Manager 
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tel: 416 460 2518 

Almost 30 years experience in: 
 
Planning & Development Approvals   
Municipal & Environmental Law 
Boundary & Property Disputes 
Trials, Hearings, OMB (LPAT) and Court Appeals 
 
Creating and Protecting Land Value in Ontario and Advocate for Housing Options Choice and 
Affordability TM 
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