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Gonzales Neighbourhood Plan 
Engagement Summary:  
Plan revisions and Official Community Plan Amendments 
 

 

Community engagement on the proposed Gonzales neighbourhood 

plan was held between October 10 and October 29, 2017. The 

community was invited to attend an open house and complete an 

online survey on revisions to the draft plan and amendments to the 

Official Community Plan to align with the new plan. 60 people 

attended the open house and 69 survey responses were received. 

Homeowners in the three areas proposed Heritage Conservation 

Area were also brought together to gather input. The information 

about heritage conservation areas is summarized below. 

 
*The following support levels combine “very” and “somewhat” supportive rankings.  

 

FEEDBACK ON REVISIONS TO THE DRAFT PLAN 

Many people were pleased with the engagement process and the content of the plan. They felt that it struck a 

good balance of new housing and services, while maintaining the character of the neighbourhood. Some 

community members continue to have concerns about the plan and its impact to the ambiance of the 

neighbourhood, traffic management and parking. Others were concerned that the plan does not go far enough 

in its support for new housing types, future housing for families and people with lower incomes. There was 

concern expressed that the plan does not do enough to support people with restricted mobility. Some expressed 

concern about not being made aware of the process early enough. 

 

FEEDBACK ON PROPOSED OFFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAN AMENDMENTS 

 

Fairfield Corridor 

We asked the community’s level of support for updating the Official Community Plan to support small 

apartment buildings and townhouses along Fairfield Road (between St Charles & Foul Bay Rd), establishing a 

new Development Permit Area, and adopting new design guidelines. 

 63% of survey respondents were supportive (22% not in support) and 82% of open house participants 

were supportive.  

 

While the majority of people felt that this was an appropriate plan for this corridor, there were concerns about 

loss of character, green space, parking, and increased traffic, particularly in proximity to schools and parks. 

Suggestions included only allowing one row of townhouses, increasing the height limit and decreasing the height 

limit on buildings, and requiring that Council approve development applications (not staff).  

 

Commercial Area at Fairfield Road/Wildwood Avenue/Lillian Road 

We asked the community’s level of support for updating the Official Community Plan to designate this area as a 

small urban village, as part of Development Permit Area 6A and apply the revitalization guidelines for corridors, 

villages and town centres. 59% of survey respondents were supportive (17% not in support) and 73% of open 

house participants were supportive.  
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Some commented that this is an ideal location for housing on the 

upper floors. Concerns included impact to traffic and parking, tall 

buildings overshadowing neighbours and height limits being too 

tall or too restrictive. There was mixed feedback on the heritage 

value of Montague Court. 

 

Fairfield Road at Irving Road 

We asked the community’s level of support for updating the 

Official Community Plan to add this area to Development Permit 

Area 6A and apply the revitalization guidelines for corridors, villages and town centres.  This area is already 

designated as a small urban village in the Official Community Plan. 48% of survey respondents were supportive 

(26% not in support) and 92% of open house participants were supportive. While we heard support for the new 

development permit area, concerns included impact to traffic, overly restrictive policy and too small of an area 

to designate.  

 

New guidelines for townhouse and rowhouse 

44% supportive of survey respondents were supportive (34% not in support) and 74% of open house 

participants were supportive of the new guidelines for townhouse and rowhouse. While we heard support for 

more family friendly housing, a few people were concerned about allowing two rows of housing. Others were 

concerned that the guidelines and neighbourhood plan policies for townhouses are too restrictive and should be 

more flexible. We heard that there needs to be good design tools to ensure they are built using high quality 

materials. 

 

Correcting Urban Place Designation for the Glengarry Hospital 

60% of survey respondents were supportive of correcting the Urban Place Designation for the Glengarry Hospital 

and 100% of open house participants were completely supportive. There were a few concerns raised about what 

type of future development could happen on the site. 

 

Heritage Conservation Areas 

The City hosted a meeting with the homeowners in the proposed Gonzales Heritage Conservation Area, 

including new homeowners from the expanded boundaries on Redfern. The 24 neighbours in attendance 

engaged in a very passionate discussion about their shared love of the neighbourhood and character of the 

homes, as well as their individual rights as property owners.  

 

Each homeowner was supplied with a form to take home and return. Of the 15 forms that were received, 4 were 

very supportive, 4 somewhat supportive, 1 not very supportive and 6 not at all supportive of establishing a 

Gonzales Heritage Conservation Area. The online survey results were also split with 42% supportive and 49% not 

supportive. 71% of open house participants were in support.  

 

Feedback in support of the Heritage Conservation Area included protecting the character and history of the 

area. Concerns included limiting property owner rights, impacting property values and insurance and property 

tax costs. Several people felt that homeowners in a Heritage Conservation Area should be able to access funding 

for upgrades.  

 

Some homeowners in the expanded Redfern Street boundaries were upset at being included late in the process 

and were concerned that it was impacting relationships between neighbours. 


