Plan de conception communautaire de Kanata-Nord
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Options sanitaires
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Plan de conception communautaire de Kanata-Nord
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Plan de conception communautaire de Kanata-Nord
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Kanata North
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Open House 1: June 2013

e Over 100 attendees

* Infroduced project 0
background i

e Existing conditions within the
Study Area

e Parficipant feedback on

proposed Guiding Principles of :_

the Community Design Plan = - - e
« Comments, questions and Wil Ry w2

new ideas received from wide g A, TR

group pil ol

patersongroup Delca"
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Guiding Principles

el s B

. Respect existing adjacent communities and

neighbourhoods
Create a sustainable, resilient, and livable community
Respect existing significant natural heritage features

Create distinct livable neighbourhoods within Kanata
North that are connected

Provide an opportunity for a mix of residential housing
types and densities

Ensure timely and efficient of phasing of future
infrastructure

Provide a development pattern and efficient
transportation system that accommodates and
encourages walking cycling, and transit over
automobile use
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Workshop: October 2013

e 68 community participants " ST
 Parficipants organized info 49K ¥ £
13 tables of 4 1o 6

e Produced community
concept plans based on
guiding principles and
required community
facilifies S

e Concepts and ‘idea books’ <
were basis of the Study S
Team's four concepts
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Open House 1: Feedback

Kanata North CDP: Issues Raised by Citizens

Major Themes

protecting & integrating natural features into community
{ex: creeks, woodlots, trees, hedgerows)

buffer between new and exisithg communities
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Workshop: Feedback

Kanata North CDP Worksho nt Book and Concept Review
Workshop Feedback Summary
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Workshop: Feedback

Kanata North CDP Workshop: Participant Book and Concept Review
Workshop Feedback Summary

Proportion of

Tables with
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Kanata North Community Design Plan

EXISTING FEATURES

.~ Existing Watercourse
Wooded Area
Coniferous Hedgerow

Deciduous Hedgerow

Existing Church

Existing Cemetery
Existing Heritage Interest
Existing School

Existing Ridge
Existing Culvert Location
Potential Pedestrian/Cycling Linkage

Potential Pedestrian/Cycling/Road
Linkage

Railway Approved Farm Crossing
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Kanata North Community Design Plan

EXISTING CONSTRAINTS

Proposed Natural Heritage System
(40m Creek Corridor)

Existing Watercourse

March Road
Widening to 44.5m
(from Centreline)

Permissible Grade Raise:
Up to 2.0m

Existing Church

Existing Cemetery

Existing Heritage
Interest

Existing School

Approximate Intersection Locations

Test Pit Location by others
Ground Elevation (m)

Bedrock Elevation (m)
Practical Refusal to Excavation
Elevation (m)

100-yr Floodplain (per NECL
Analysis 2013)

100-yr Floodplain (per MVCA 1989)
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Net Residential Density: What Does it Look Like? (Brookside)

What is Net Residential Density?
Many people find it challenging to
conceptualize what communities of different
densities look like “on the ground”. Net
Residential Density is based on the area of
land used exclusively for residential purposes,
| including lanes and parking areas internal to
| developments but excluding public streets,
rights-of-way, and all non-residential uses.

Why Does Net Residential Density

Matter?

The Official Plan of the City of Ottawa, the
document which guides how the City will develop
and grow into the future, states that all new
developments must have a minimum net
residential density of 34 units per hectare. This is
the standard that the Kanata North Community
Design Plan must achieve, according to Section
3.11 of the Official Plan.

The Brookside community achieves an overall net residential density of 30 dwellings/hectare.

f

Townhouse Residential (Single Storey) (Lot Width: £9.7m)
Average Net Density: 24 dwellings/hectare
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