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Why are we reviewing the Uptown Core?

1. To meet provincial requirements, including growth area planning to 2051 and beyond per
the Provincial Planning Statement, 2024.

2. Torespond to population growth demand, housing supply challenges and increasing
market pressure to keep our planning decisions with the town.

3. To continue the development of a complete community that includes transit, people, jobs,
and sustainability in growth planning.

4. To study the Dundas and Trafalgar node as required by the town's official plan.

5. To fulfil the intent of the Trafalgar Road Corridor study to provide for the redevelopment of
properties along Trafalgar Road, between Dundas and the QEW, for transit supportive
development.

6. To complete the related action item in the Housing Strategy and Action Plan, to create
additional housing units that are transit supportive and offer greater housing diversity and
affordability.
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Uptown Core Growth Area Review Project Update
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Phase 1: Project Initiation,
Background Research

Phase 2: Scenario Development: Shaping the Uptown Core

Phase 3: Interested Parties Engagement

Phase 4: Technical Studies

Phase 5: Area Specific Plan - Final
Design Documentation
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Uptown Ore ExpanSIon * Including land already designated as a
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* Underutilized commercial plazas with
large surface parking areas

|| Existing Uptown Core Growth Area

|| Northern Expansion Area

|| Eastern Expansion Area
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Preliminary land use scenarios:
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Preliminary scenarios building heights
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Draft preferred scenario

* (Central retail and non-residential
focus

» Special street zone

* Interconnected, finer grain street
network
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Draft preferred building heights

Sl i - Transit supportive heights focused
il along higher order transit corridors

» Transitions from higher density
development to existing and planned
medium density development

« Accommodation of permitted and
approved heights
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Staff recommendation:

That the draft preferred scenario presented in the report titled “Uptown Core
Strategic Growth Area Review - Project Update, File No. 42.15.66" be the
subject of further public engagement.
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Land use comparison
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Land use comparison

Preliminary land use scenario 2
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Land use comparison

Draft preferred scenario
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Building height comparison

Draft preferred building heights Scenario 1 building heights
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Building height comparison

Scenario 2 bhuilding heights
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Building height comparison

Existing permitted building heights
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History

The concept of the Uptown Core has been considered in Oakuville’s official plans since the 1960s

The 1988 Official Plan The 1991 Official Plan The 2001 Official Plan
consolidation was the first to show consolidation revised the plan consolidation reflects the existing
the current location of the Uptown to a radial grid network and one plan for the Uptown Core Growth
Core with an extension east of large central park area. Area and included the area east
Trafalgar Road. It showed a grid of Trafalgar Road.

structure and several small parks.
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e UL In 2009, the Uptown Core Review was completed
¥ = T which informed the existing Uptown Core policies in
et the Livable Oakville Plan.
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H i Sto ry Uptown represents

this portion of the continuum.

Uptown'svisionwasbasedon kRURALI|IIIIIIIIIlllITRANSECTIIlll||||||||||l|||l|l|lURBANP|

the idea that cities grow L rf
gradually along a progression of | i ¥ 53 I
rural to urban areas over time. | — e o :

Source: Congress for New Urbanism (cnu.org)
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Where growth is anticipated
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What would a complete community look like in

Complete communities terms of density?

000000 OOO .
XXX Midtown
A “complete” community is one with community benefits such as transit < (upper limit)
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e o o o o o Uptown
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P h aS I n g exa m p I e (for illustrative purposes only - how a low scale plaza might intensify)
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