






























5.  1.2 Compliance With This By-
law 

Who understands the magnitude of this doc.  Certainly not 
any ordinary citizen.  How can one possible be connected 
to this.   

6.  Jul. 3, 2025  General Comment Upon scanning the draft of the Burlington Residential 
Zoning Bylaw, as well as the Housing Strategy I'm unable 
to see the alignment  to the City's Climate Action Plan, 
Climate Resilient Plan or the Urban Forest Management 
Plan - how is this possible? I found a single reference to 
'complete communities" in the Housing Strategy. 
Burlington must plan for growth that respects a healthy 
environment for future generations. Retrofiting homes in 
the future to be more climate resilient versus advancing a 
strategy that builds green and affordable from the start, is 
irresponsible. I hope the next version is accountable to 
these key Plan's that support the City's Vision to Focus 
commitment.. Thank you  

7.  Jul. 3, 2025  General Comment City of Burlington is one of the best places to live in 
Canada because it is not so condensed. Current tax 
paying residents do not want all these new developments 
in our city, destroying all our open green spaces. We love 
it the way it is and choose Burlington as our home 
because of this.  Developing more and more housing and 
condensing our traffic and infrastructure will definitely 
make our city less desirable, not more.  

8.  Jul. 9, 2025  General Comment Parking, and traffic is already very bad and adding 
fourplex's and ARUs everywhere in the community will 
make it worse. The proposal to bring more growth to 
stable neighborhoods all while continuing to raise property 
taxes each year is a flawed approach - we pay high 
property taxes because we don't want to live next to a 
fourplex... ARUs or "gentle" density will shift growth from 
the urban areas served by transit into low rise 



neighborhoods. This will not solve the housing crises - it 
will simply change the character of our community.   

9.  Jul. 13, 2025  General Comment There should be no allowance for four units as of right. If 
more housing is needed it should be focused on 
intensification in the downtown area or on lands today that 
have little value to the community such as many areas 
along Fairview which maintain businesses that are seem 
to be falling apart and or are desolate. These proposed 
allowances should not occur in already established 
subdivisions. If the city is opposed to the above the only 
option should be to develop lands north of dundas on the 
greenbelt. The pressure, increased issues that will result 
should not come at the expense of homeowners and the 
communities they have bought into and developed.  
 
Does the city have a plan to deal with increased 
intensification outside of this option? Will it tax those 
homeowners who operate more than one unit more?  
 
This is not a good idea, and Brampton is a perfect 
example of this. 
 
Do not allow for intensfication of existing communities at 
all. 
 
Horrible map to depict what you are proposing and 
provides no value to visualize what you are trying to 
propose. 

10.  Jul. 14, 2025  General Comment Can you make it so corner stores are allowed in 
residential areas? 



11.  Jul. 22, 2025 General comment It maybe my phone but I found it hard to navigate - the 
site disappeared on a regular basis and I had to restart 
everything from the beginning. 
Also the background music is very annoying after being 
on the site for a half hour reading the proposed zoning by-
law and going through the zoning map. 
  

12.  Proposed Zoning Map 
comment 

I looked around the map quite a bit and I may be blind but 
I could not catch sight of a colour index for the residential 
zone legend.  The map shows all existing development, is 
there nothing pre-zoned like the Millcroft redevelopment? 
Again I may have missed it, but is this bylaw is for the 
"Urban boundary" only?  If not, where are the zoning 
classes for all the rural estate subdivisions and small 
villages north of Dundas. 
  

13.  Part 4: Definitions Just a dumb question, why are the definition list at the 
beginning of the bylaw and not at the end? 
  

14.   Aug. 3, 2025  General Comment Are you able to advise when the by laws will be effective if 
passed?  

15.  Aug. 5, 2025 Part 5: General Provisions: 
(5.2 Accessory Buildings And 
Structures And Unitary 
Equipment) 

Dear Planning Staff and Council, 
 
I am writing as a resident of Burlington to provide input on 
the proposed zoning bylaw revisions. I respectfully urge 
the City to exclude non-compliant sheds and accessory 
structures from grandfathering, unless they meet current 
setback and construction standards. 
 
These smaller structures can still pose significant 
problems for neighbouring properties — especially in 
older neighbourhoods where homes are close together 



and lot sizes are modest. The updated bylaw is a key 
opportunity to address these long-standing issues. 
 

   Safety and Fire Risk 

 
Sheds near lot lines can pose fire spread risks, especially 
if constructed with flammable materials or placed too 
close to fences and homes. I recommend that no 
grandfathering be granted unless the structure meets 
modern setback and construction safety standards. This is 
particularly important in residential zones where 
emergency access and fire separation distances are 
critical. 
 

      Drainage and Water Issues 

 
Older sheds built without proper setbacks may redirect 
runoff, snow melt, or rainwater onto neighbouring yards, 
causing erosion, pooling, or even foundation issues. 
These environmental impacts were not always addressed 
under earlier zoning rules or permit processes. 
 

         Neighbourhood Character 

 
Many legacy sheds were built with little regard for 
placement or impact. They may conflict with the City’s 
vision for open, green, and visually consistent residential 
areas. Allowing them to remain indefinitely would 
compromise the intent of the new zoning direction and 
could lead to a patchwork of non-compliant and potentially 
unsightly structures. 
 

    Minimal Burden to Comply 



 
Sheds are relatively low-cost and simple to move or 
replace, especially compared to larger structures. 
Requiring compliance either immediately or within a 
reasonable transition period (e.g., 2–5 years) would not 
place undue hardship on property owners, while 
improving both safety and neighbourhood cohesion. 
 

   Recommendation 

 
I respectfully recommend: 
 
Non-compliant sheds not be grandfathered unless they 
meet current setback and construction standards. 
 
The City consider a compliance timeline for older sheds 
that fall short of today’s safety and drainage expectations. 
 
Enforcement be prioritized in cases where sheds create 
risks or ongoing disputes between neighbours. 
 
 
Thank you for your work on this important review. I 
appreciate the City’s commitment to modern, safe, and 
neighbour-friendly zoning. 



16.  Aug. 5, 2025  General Comment Ammendments to current zoning to encourage or allow for 
more population density in the downtown Burlington core 
will negatively affect those living in Ward 2 by increasing 
local traffic, decreasing safety for pedestrians, increasing 
travel times, and increasing foot traffic through adjacent 
downtown neighbourhoods.  The increase in population 
density will reduce already scarce availability of 
community supports and services, further populate 
schools where there is no land to further expand 
education spaces, and increase crime in the core.  
Panhandling and homelessness will continue to increase 
due to the amount of foot traffic in the downtown area and 
the anticipated increase in donations from pedestrians.  
Petty crime will continue to rise.  We are already seeing 
items being stolen off of front yards in our neighbourhood, 
where this has never been a concern.  Without better 
transportation supports, creating dense housing by way of 
condos or apartment buildings, will congest the city and 
make it less desireable, in addition to clogging an already 
busy waterfront.  This will also reduce real estate values 
and create less safe spaces for our children to bike, walk, 
scooter, etc.  This sounds like a short-sighted bylaw that 
is in the best interest of developers and downtown 
business owners, not taxpaying home owners. 
  

17.  Aug. 5, 2025  General Comment We need better infrastructure prior to any new builds. 
Traffic is already over stressed through the city. Worst in 
the northeast.  
We should also protect all remaining green space. 
Overpopulating Burlington damages the quality of life.  



18.  Aug. 5, 2025 Part 7: Residential Zones 
(7.3 Provisions for Detached 
Dwellings and Duplex 
Dwellings in the Low-Rise 
Neighbourhood 1 to 6 Zones) 

The use of the words "to the garage door" in note 2 aka 
"Except that for the wall of a private garage containing an 
opening for a vehicle, the minimum front yard setback or 
exterior side yard setback to the garage door of the 
private garage shall be 5.5 metres." is confusing or 
assumes that the garage door is parallel with the front of 
the dwelling. As can be the case, the garage door can be 
perpendicular (90 deg) to the front wall of the dwelling. 
The front and and side setbacks are to a wall and not the 
garage door.  
  

19.  Aug. 5, 2025 General comment Please stop building and adding more people to our 
already over crowded city.. it was nice 10 years ago.. now 
it’s unrecognizable and not in a good way. 
 
Please stop building and adding more people to our 
already over crowded city.. it was nice 10 years ago.. now 
it’s unrecognizable and not in a good way. 

20.  Aug. 6, 2025  General Comment That City Staff consider including a as-of-right green roof 
addition to homes in the zoning by-law 

21.  Aug 24, 2025  General Comment The proposed changes to the existing R2.1 (proposed 
LN5) zone will favour the construction of larger detached 
dwellings through reduced setbacks and increased lot 
coverage without increasing the number of dwelling units 
on a property. There should be different requirements for 
detached dwellings as opposed to semi-detached and 
duplex dwellings. Hoping the City will add curbs and 
sidewalks to the residential streets in the proposed LN5 
zone as the increased number of dwelling units will 
increase traffic volumes. Hoping the City will upgrade 
approximately 70 year-old water & sewer infrastructure in 
the proposed LN5 zone to handle the increased number 



of dwelling units. Suggesting the parking requirement be 
reduced to 1 space per dwelling unit to not add to already 
increasing traffic congestion and motivate people to walk, 
cycle and/or use public transit. 

 




