
Page | 1 Page | 1

S U R P  8 2 5 :  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  S E R V I C E S  P R O J E C T  C O U R S E

DEVELOP ING  DES IGN  S TANDARDS  FOR  THE  V I L L AGE 
OF  MARY S V I L LE  ​ON  WOLFE  I S L AND​
DEVELOP ING  DES IGN  S TANDARDS  FOR  THE  V I L L AGE 
OF  MARY S V I L LE  ​ON  WOLFE  I S L AND​



Page | 2

Disclaimer: 

(1) The contents of this document reflect solely the advice and views of the Queen’s University School of 

Urban and Regional Planning authors as part of the SURP 825 Project Course. 

(2) This version of the Design Standards Report has not yet been approved by the Council of the Township 

of Frontenac Islands. 

(3) Unless otherwise indicated, photographs and images within this report were taken or produced by mem-

bers of the Project Team. 



Page | 2 Page | 3

Developing Design Standards for the Village of 
Marysville on Wolfe Island

Presented by:
Simon Popescu | Homa Jalili Safarian | Cameron Law

Ivy Liang | Mike Kelly | Grace Pearce

In Partnership with:
Frontenac County and Township of Frontenac Islands

School of Urban and Regional Planning
Department of Geography and Planning

Queen’s University

SURP 825: Environmental Services Project Course
Dr. John Meligrana

December 2023



Page | 4

This page has been left intentionally blank. 



Page | 4 Page | I

LAND ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
Our project team acknowledges that we have been privileged to 
have visited the Village of Marysville on Wolfe Island which is sit-
uated on land that has been under the stewardship of the Anishi-
naabe, Haudenosaunee, and Huron-Wendat since time immemo-
rial. As settlers, we are grateful for the opportunity to meet, live 
and play on this land and we thank all generations of Indigenous 
Peoples from the past to the present who currently continue to 
extend the sharing of this land with us. We recognize and deeply 
appreciate their ongoing connection to this place. We also recog-
nize the contributions of Metis’, Inuit and other Indigenous Peo-
ples who now make this region their home, and who have both 
shaped and strengthened this community, and our province and 
country.   

We are grateful to have the opportunity to present to you, our 
reader, with what we have learned this semester about the Village 
of Marysville. As we look forward to what the future of Marysville 
may look like, we recognize that the contributions and ongoing 
importance of Indigenous Peoples to the area must also be clear-
ly and overtly connected to our collective commitment to make 
the promise, and the challenge, of Truth and Reconciliation real in 
our communities, and to bring justice for murdered and missing 
Indigenous women and girls across our country. 



Page | II

PROJECT ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The project team would like to thank our clients from the County of Frontenac, Joe Gallivan 
(Director, Planning & Economic Development), Sonya Bolton (Manager of Community Planning, 
Planning and Economic Development) and Dimitry Kurylovich (Community Planner, Planning 
and Economic Development) for their expertise and guidance throughout the project, constant 
encouragement, and role in making the project course an invaluable learning experience. We 
also appreciate the Township of Frontenac Islands’ consideration of our ideas and work. 

We wish to thank Dr. John Meligrana (Director of the School of Urban and Regional Planning, 
Queen’s University) for his supervision, expertise, and mentorship throughout the duration of 
the project. 

The project team would also like to express our appreciation for Tom Carpenter and Chris 
Brown from the Wolfe Island Hotel and the Marysville Historical Society for their willingness 
to share their knowledge and expertise on Marysville. 

We also extend our gratitude to the residents of Marysville for their warm welcome during 
the site inventory. We appreciate their openness in sharing concerns, knowledge, and opinions 
during the community workshop.



Page | II Page | III

QUEEN’S UNIVERSITY MASTER OF URBAN AND REGIONAL 
PLANNING PROJECT COURSE

This report is the culmination of SURP 825: Developing Design Standards for the Village of Marysville on Wolfe Island, 
Township of Frontenac Islands, Frontenac County. This studio-style course is designed to give second-year students ex-
perience in preparing a plan under conditions that stimulate those they will experience in professional practice. For this 
project, the School of Urban and Regional Planning partnered with the County of Frontenac to develop design standards 
to best implement the Secondary Plan, which will be captured in a future amendment to the Township’s Zoning By-Law. 



Page | IV

Simon Popescu
Project Manager

BEs in Geography & Environmental 
Management

Homa Jalili Safarian
Production Editor

MSc in Regional Planning
Bsc in Urban Studies

Cameron Law
Editor

BA Hon. in Anthropology

Ivy Liang
Treasurer

BSc in Human Geography & Statistics

Mike Kelly
Editing and Production Support

BA Hon. in History

Grace Pearce
Editing and Production Support

BA Hon. in Geography & Environmental 
Studies

Concurrent Certificate in Urban Studies 
& Planning

PROJECT TEAM



Page | IV Page | I

EXECUTIVE 
SUMMARY
Marysville is expected to accommodate 300 new residents 
and 157 residential units by 2047. Managing this growth 
presents Marysville with several planning and develop-
ment challenges to consider over the next twenty-five 
years, including how to maintain and enhance the village’s 
rural character in the face of change.  

Marysville is a village community located on Wolfe Island, 
south-east of the City of Kingston. The village is governed 

by the Township of Frontenac Islands and the County of 
Frontenac under a two-tier municipality system. Marys-
ville retains an important role in the social, economic, and 
cultural life of Wolfe Island and serves as the Township’s 
only settlement area. In addition to these functions, the vil-
lage also serves as a residential community supported by 
several commercial and institutional uses, as well as parks 
and open spaces. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

To accommodate the expected growth of the village, the 
Township has established an “Expansion Area” of 36 hec-
tares (89 acres) to direct the bulk of new development to-
ward. The intent of this designated area is to ensure that 
new development in Marysville will create a fit with the 
existing village and contribute to a complete community. 
However, this goal is challenged by diminishing economic 
importance of the village, an aging population, lack of key 
services, and reliance on individual well and septic sys-
tems preventing infill development, smaller lot sizes, and 
increased densities. As a result of these constraints, new 
development may struggle to achieve the Township’s ob-
jective of protecting and enhancing rural character as de-
velopment occurs. 

In response to these issues, this document outlines a series 
of design standards which seek to preserve Marysville’s 
rural character and to help achieve community objectives 
for new development. These design standards were creat-
ed using 5 main methods: 

•	 Analysis of Case Studies; 

•	 Policy Review; 

•	 Literature Review; 

•	 Public Consultation; and 

•	 Observation.

The review and evaluation of case studies within the con-
text of rural design guidelines informed the project through 
the provision of evidence-based insights. This process also 
guided the project in developing a procedural and contex-
tual understanding of rural design guidelines and devel-
oping effective strategies and policies that align with the 
unique opportunities and challenges of the Village of Mar-
ysville. A theoretical sampling framework was employed to 
select case studies based on their relevance to the context 
of Wolfe Island and the specific objectives of the project. 
Accordingly, a total of 54 case studies were selected. An 
evaluation framework was then applied to assess each 
case based on their procedural and substantive content. 
Cases were ranked out of 5 across a suite of criteria with 
the top 20 highest scoring cases selected for more thor-
ough analysis. 

The policy review consisted of an examination of provin-
cial planning policies, as well as policies at the County 
and Township level. The Marysville Secondary Plan is the 
most recent and relevant policy document, enabling the 
expansion of the Marysville Settlement Area, and providing 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

the vision, goals, and policies that new development must 
adhere to. The Marysville Secondary Plan was adopted in 
May of 2020 to guide the detailed planning and future de-
velopment of Marysville for the next 25 years, up to the 
year 2046. The Marysville Secondary Plan lays out a series 
of goals for the future Marysville. Key goals related to the 
design standards include: 

•	 Develop a land use framework and guiding poli-
cies that will implement the vision; 

•	 To encourage the development of a range and mix 
of housing types; 

•	 To encourage development of accessible and af-
fordable housing that remain consistent with the 
Village character; 

•	 To encourage and promote best practices in envi-
ronmental design and energy conservation; 

•	 Provide a framework for development that is pe-
destrian-oriented and incorporates parks, open 
spaces, and trails and provides linkages to the 
waterfront, wherever possible; 

•	 To promote active transportation by providing 
connectivity for pedestrians and cyclists to the 

Village Core and elementary schools and by en-
couraging the inclusion of pedestrian and cycling 
infrastructure on key existing streets, wherever 
possible; 

•	 Provide housing choice with designs that reflect 
and are compatible with the existing Village char-
acter; 

•	 Provide a neighbourhood design concept within 
the Expansion Area that considers safety and miti-
gates impacts of nearby natural and human-made 
physical features (wetlands, quarry, wind turbines 
and agricultural uses);

•	 Develop a well-connected network and hierarchy 
of streets, paths and active transportation trails 
that enhance connectivity around the Village, in-
cluding the Expansion Area while safely accom-
modating various modes of transportation, in-
cluding walking, cycling, and automobiles;

•	 Promote compatibility of building scale and form 
between new and existing adjacent development; 

•	 Establish Gateways to the Village area to empha-
size Marysville’s identity.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Observations of Marysville were taken using a combination 
of site visits and Geographic Information Software (GIS) 
analysis. Three separate site visits were completed to un-
derstand the village’s overall design characteristics. Ob-
servations were gathered by taking notes and photos of 
important areas in the village. Accordingly, a site inventory 
was created for the village’s 179 lots with a total of 37 ob-
servational characteristics collected identifying the design 

characteristics of each of these lots. This data was import-
ed into an Excel spreadsheet and merged into GIS soft-
ware to analyze the design characteristics of the village.

This contextual analysis identified 3 key areas of Marysville 
which were used to define the application of the design 
standards across the village: 

VILLAGE CORE EXPANSION AREAEXISTING NEIGHBOURHOOD

The Village Core serves as the 
high-density area of the village, 
containing several commercial, 
institutional, residential, and 
mixed-use buildings, providing 
a unique and engaging street-
scape not found elsewhere in 
Marysville or Wolfe Island. 

The Existing Neighbourhood area serves as 
the lower density area of the village and is 
oriented toward single detached residential 
uses. 

The Expansion Area provides a 
relatively blank canvas for future 
development with few pre-ex-
isting buildings. 

1 32
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A Strengths, Weaknesses, Opportunities, and Constraints 
analysis was also performed for the village. Marysville has 
notable strengths such as its well defined Main Street that 
supports a tourism economy, as well as the eclectic use 
of different architectural styles and layouts that contribute 
to a strong sense of rural character. As the village grows, 
an increased number of residents provides opportunities 
to stabilize and attract services to the island and promote 
further economic development.However, reliance on the 
ferry, lack of emergency services, and the current housing 
supply made almost exclusively of single detached hous-
es were seen as weaknesses. Consequently, development 
faces constraints on Marysville, particularly due to a reli-
ance on individual water and septic systems that prevent 

building at higher densities or opportunities for infill devel-
opment. 

The Project Team, under the guidance of the Planning De-
partment from the Township of Frontenac Islands, hosted 
a community workshop at the Wolfe Island community hall. 
The objectives of the workshop were to:  

•	 Understand how residents perceive and define 
the “character” of Marysville; 

•	 Identify key areas and locations of the Village and 
their defining characteristics; and, 

•	 Identify residents’ desired futures for Marysville 
and the Expansion Area.  
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Two workshop sessions were held on November 7th, 2023, 
at the Wolfe Island community hall. The first workshop 
session was from 2:00-4:00 pm, with the second session 
occurring from 6:00-8:00 pm. The workshop included 
residents of the Village, Wolfe Island Hotel Owners, and 
the planning team from the County of Frontenac Islands. 
Forty-five residents registered for the workshops and were 
open to the public. An introductory presentation gave an 
overview of the project, what the project team hoped to 
achieve, and described the workshop activities. Following 
the presentation, the attendants were divided into smaller 
groups at individual tables, each facilitated by one of the 
project team members, to work on the activities. The two 
activities included a visioning exercise and a photo ques-
tionnaire. 

The goal of the visioning exercise was to provide an op-
portunity for the participants to describe the types of uses, 
buildings, and public spaces they want to see within their 
community, both in the existing village and the expansion 
area in the future. Using maps of the town and expansion 
area, participants were instructed to discuss, draw, or label 
what they would want to see in their ideal Marysville. The 
second activity of the workshop was a photo question-
naire. Using photo questionnaires as a visual approach to 
identify rural character was an important strategy identified 
in the literature. Following the photo questionnaire, each 
table had the opportunity to share their recommended de-
sign standards for the village with other groups.  
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The development of the design standards and recommen-
dations was guided by the creation of a design framework 
that described the character of Marysville and presented 
the development vision for the area. This design frame-
work was informed by a literature review of rural planning 
practice, a policy review, observations made by the Project 
Team, and the outcomes of a public workshop. Utilizing 

these inputs, the design framework consists of a vision, 
set of guiding principles and themes, and a series of goals 
that were employed in the process of creating the design 
standards. The Vision for Marysville was adapted from the 
vision statement of the Marysville Secondary Plan: 

Page | VII

“Marysville shall retain its small town, unique village character and provide an attractive, 

high-quality, safe, sustainable, interconnected, and pedestrian-friendly community for ex-

isting and future residents of all ages and abilities to enjoy. New development will be inte-

grated with the existing village and the waterfront through efficient and adaptable design, 

and a road pattern that enables continued connectivity while retaining the Village’s unique 

character. New development will also meet standards of health, safety, and comfort and 

promote a sustainability approach. New development will contribute to a well-designed 

Village form that will respond to the priorities and needs of Marysville, residents, and devel-

opers.” 
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Guiding principles guide and inform the design standards 
throughout the project’s life in all circumstances, regard-
less of changes in the goals, and design standards. Ac-
cordingly, six guiding principles have been formed based 
on the vision and community input.  

•	 Preserving unique village character;

•	 Promoting a safe, inclusive, and attractive commu-
nity;

•	 Enhancing walkability and connectivity;

•	 Integrating new development thoughtfully;

•	 Fostering sustainability, efficiency, and adaptability; 
and,

•	 Responding to the needs of the Village, residents, 
and developers.

Based on the guiding principles for Marysville, 4 themes 
are developed as the key focus areas of the vision and 
guiding principles. These themes include:

THEME 3 |
SUSTAINABILITY (S)

THEME 2 | 
VIBRANCY AND INCLUSIVITY (VI)

THEME 4 | 
ACCESSIBILITY AND CONNECTIVITY (AC)

THEME 1 |
CHARACTER AND IDENTITY (CI)

Integrating historical and cultural character ele-
ments into the built environment in order to pre-
serve the unique identity of Marysville. 

Ensuring that development and re-development 
occur in a manner that supports environmental 
integrity, sustainability, and energy conservation.  

Promoting a lively, safe, and inclusive community 
that retains and enhances the character of Mar-
ysville   

Prioritizing ease of movement and connectivity by 
designing an accessible and well-connected net-
work of streets, pathways, and public spaces that 
promote walkability. 
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Goals are specific and measurable objectives derived from 
guiding principles, outlining the desired outcomes and 
achievements in different aspects of the project. Accord-
ingly, 24 design goals were defined within the four main 
design themes. 

The design standards are presented in 13 design catego-
ries related to the built form of Marysville.  

•	 Streets & Active Transportation;

•	 Parking;

•	 Building Style;

•	 Building Form;

•	 Site Layout;

•	 Mixed-Use & Commercial Developments;

•	 Open Space;

•	 Waterfront Areas;

•	 Landscaping;

•	 Green Infrastructure;

•	 Lighting;

•	 Signage & Wayfinding; and,

•	 Gateway Areas.

For each category, a collection of standards is presented 

which seeks to provide design guidance on built form el-
ements. The design standards within and across catego-
ries should be implemented with regard for one another 
to provide an overall design direction consistent with the 
Marysville Secondary Plan and the design goals present-
ed in the report’s design framework. Connections between 
each design standard and the policies and goals they help 
to achieve, as well as their application within specific areas 
of the village are provided. 

These standards are intended for use by the Township, 
County, and developers as a starting point to discuss the 
design of development and re-development and ensure 
it maintains fit with the existing village. These standards 
have been written in a manner that focuses on the inten-
tion underlying each standard to allow for flexibility and en-
able innovative design solutions. Having been developed 
in consultation with residents, the Township Council, and 
the County of Frontenac, these design standards serve as 
a snapshot of community expectations for new develop-
ment which developers can use to inform the design of 
new projects. 

As part of efforts to implement these standards going for-
ward, the Project Team recommends that the Township, 
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in coordination with the County of Frontenac, incorporate 
these standards through new zoning for the village and fu-
ture official plans, as well as through site plan control, zon-
ing by-law amendment, minor variance, community plan-
ning permitting system, community improvement plans, 
and subdivision consent and design review processes. 
The Team also recommends the Township develop a pe-
riodic review process to monitor the compatibility of the 
standards as new policies for the village emerge. Transi-

tioning from individual to communal water and wastewa-
ter services is also recommended in this report to feasi-
bly implement the intent and vision of the recommended 
design standards. With benefits for developing greater 
water treatment capacities and promoting denser spatial 
forms, these servicing arrangements can meet goals of the 
Marysville Secondary Plan related to enabling a variety of 
housing forms, walkability, infill development, and creating 
new green spaces and an open space network. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

During the course of this project, several recommendations 
surfaced from the public workshops and research that, 
while highly valuable, fall outside the immediate scope of 
our current project. These recommendation could contrib-
ute to the broader understanding of the studied context but 
may require dedicated attention in future studies. These 
recommendations include developing new parking areas 
throughout the village and on the Kingston side of the ferry, 
working with landowners adjacent to Lake Ontario to ac-
quire land for a public marina and waterfront access, and 
developing servicing plans for collections of village lots to 
implement communal services. We therefore recommend 
that the Township allocate future planning efforts to exam-
ine these initiatives. 

This report provides a valuable resource to the Township by 
providing a series of recommendations informed by local 
context, research, and community input. The deliverables 
produced during this report can also be used to assess 
and guide the design of new development and re-develop-
ment in Marysville in concert with the collection of design 
standards. As our basis for understanding the design char-
acteristics of Marysville, the site inventory can be used by 
the Township for analyzing and communicating the fit of 
new development across the 37 examined design char-

acteristics. Through the workshop, resident values and 
expectations related to the design of new development 
have been assessed and can be used to assess unique 
development proposals against the intent of the design 
standards and enable their flexible application in regard to 
community priorities. Consequently, these resources help 
to support the implementation of the 303 design standards 
and ensure that new development and re-development is 
in keeping with the village’s rural character. We therefore 
recommend that Council consider the contents of this re-
port as the Township begins to develop new zoning, future 
official plans, and other policies for the village of Marysville. 
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Accessible 

Public spaces, buildings, and facilities which accom-
modate people with special needs or disabilities.   

Accessory Building or Structure 

Shall mean a detached building or structure that is 
not used for human habitation and the use of which is 
customarily incidental and subordinate to a principal 
use, building or structure and located on the same lot 
therewith. 

Accessory Use 

A use incidental to, and on the same lot as, a princi-
pal use, such as a detached garage apartment on a 
residential lot.  

Active Transportation 

Means human-powered travel, including but not lim-
ited to, walking, cycling, inline skating and travel with 
the use of mobility aids, including motorized wheel-
chairs and other power-assisted devices moving at a 
comparable speed. 

Adaptive Reuse 

Conversion of a building into a use other than that 
for which it was designed, such as changing a ware-
house into gallery space or housing.  

Amenity 

Design features which are valued by the users of a 
building or public space; examples of amenities in-
clude good architecture, open space, landscaping, 
seating, and public art. 

Architectural Drawings 

Used by architects and other design professionals 
during the design process: 

(1) an axonometric drawing appears three-di-
mensional and is generally an overhead view. 

(2) an elevation is a two-dimensional drawing 
which shows a facade or side of a structure. 

(3) a perspective also creates the illusion of 
three-dimensionality, but with reference to rela-
tive depth or distance. 

(4) the plan illustrates the room layout, as well as 
the placement of windows and doors. 

(5) a section cuts through the structure, illustrat-
ing wall thickness and ceiling heights. 

Articulation 

The layout of pattern of building elements and archi-
tectural detail that gives a building interest and added 
richness. Typically includes walls, doors, roofs, win-
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dows, cornices, belt course and other architectural 
features. 

Axis 

A real or imaginary straight line around which the 
parts of a structure or space are symmetrically or 
evenly arranged or composed. 

Balcony 

A small outside private space, usually attached to the 
main volume of a building, similar to but distinct from 
a terrace. 

Bikeway 

A facility intended to accommodate bicycle travel for 
recreational or commuting purposes. 

Bioswale 

A vegetated, shallow, landscaped depression de-
signed to capture, treat, and infiltrate stormwater run-
off as it moves downstream. 

Buffer 

A strip of land established to provide separation be-
tween land uses typically as an intensive landscaped 
area. 

Build To Line 

Minimum amount of building frontage located along 

the minimum or maximum building setback line to 
create an urban street enclosure. 

Buildout  

The maximum allowable buildable area as stipulated 
by land use controls like zoning or a building cap. 

Built Form 

The location and massing of buildings along a street. 

Charrette 

A French term used to describe an intensive, collabo-
rative design exercise that generates ideas for a pro-
ject or plan. 

Character 

A place, including a street, streetscape or neighbour-
hood, with its own identity. 

Circulation 

Movement patterns of pedestrians and vehicular traf-
fic. 

Collaboration  

A team effort with contributions from professionals in 
different fields, such as architects, landscape archi-
tects, engineers, artists, and other interested parties.
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Compatibility 

The characteristics of different uses or activities which 
allow them to be located near each other in harmony; 
some elements affecting compatibility include inten-
sity of occupancy as measured by dwelling units per 
acre, floor area ratio, pedestrian or vehicular traffic; 
also, complimenting uses may be compatible, like 
residential and retail uses. 

Complete Streets 

Streets that are designed and operated to enable safe 
access for all users, including pedestrians, bicyclists, 
motorists and transit riders of all ages and abilities. 

Courtyard 

A private garden space usually enclosed by dwelling 
on at least two sides. 

Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design (CPT-
ED) 

Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design 
(CPTED) is a multi-disciplinary approach of crime 
prevention that uses urban and architectural design 
and the management of built and natural environ-
ments. CPTED strategies aim to reduce victimization, 
deter offender decisions that precede criminal acts, 
and build a sense of community among inhabitants 

so they can gain territorial control of areas, reduce 
crime, and minimize fear of crime (The International 
Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design As-
sociation, n.d.).

(1) Define Territoriality- All proposed building 
entrances, parking areas, pathways and other 
use areas shall be defined with appropriate fea-
tures that express ownership and boundaries. 
For example, landscaping, fences, pavement 
treatments, and art can be used to delineate dif-
ferent areas. The arrangement, dimensions and 
scale of spaces and elements shall be designed 
to encourage comfortable interactions among 
people, avoiding spaces that appear confined; 
dark; isolated or unconnected with neighbour-
ing uses; or without a clear purpose or function

(2) Integrate Natural Surveillance – Visibility, light 
and openness shall be considered in design. 
Physical features and activities shall be oriented 
and designed in ways that maximize the ability 
to see throughout the site. This includes atten-
tion to such things as: the placement of win-
dows to provide visual access to areas of the 
site and create window streets; location of walk-
ways, entrances, landscape materials, and site 
features to avoid areas for hiding; appropriate 
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lighting that does not produce glare; avoiding 
excessive lighting in areas that in turn creates 
darken spaces in others; and wayfinding cues 
that make a site easily understood and naviga-
ble.  

(3) Activity Support – The proposed site layout 
and building design shall encourage legitimate 
activity in public spaces. For example, locating 
outdoor uses in complementary arrangements 
or activity nodes, that create more activity than 
if separated. The arrangement of spaces, com-
bination of uses, and use of wayfinding and 
orienting techniques shall be integrated to fa-
cilitate people’s ability to understand and per-
ceive spaces, and their intended uses (Town of 
Collingwood, 2010).

Dark Sky Compliance 

The International Dark-Sky Association (IDA) “advo-
cates that any required lighting be used wisely. To 
minimize the harmful effects of light pollution, lighting 
should only be on when needed; only light the area 
that needs it; be no brighter than necessary; minimize 
blue light emissions; and be fully shielded (pointing 
downward).” 

Density 

Measurement of the number of units, e.g. housing, 
or persons per acre, which may indicate the level of 
activity in an area. 

Design Guidelines or Design Standards 

A tool which defines appropriate architectural and 
urban design responses in specific areas of a city; 
design guidelines have been used as the basis for 
the review of development proposals in historic are-
as, special districts, and planned unit developments. 

Edges 

Delineation of districts or areas which could be phys-
ical in nature (e.g. medieval walls or greenbelts) or 
physiological (e.g. major street joining residential and 
commercial districts); hard edges create a break be-
tween areas; freeways and busy thoroughfares are 
generally disruptive hard edges, which create a phys-
ical or psychological barrier; soft edges create a sub-
tle break or transition between areas or uses and, un-
like hard edges, are not particularly difficult to cross; 
for instance, a plaza, park, or non-offensive change in 
land use is considered a soft edge. 
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Extended Use 

Any process that increases the useful life of an old 
building, e.g., adaptive reuse or continued use. 

Expansion Area 

The village expansion area designation includes 
low-density residential and medium-density residen-
tial, as well as some supporting commercial and in-
stitutional uses  

Fabric or Urban Fabric  

The physical material of a building, structure, or city, 
connoting an interweaving of component parts. 

Façade 

The exterior wall of a building exposed to public view 
or that wall viewed by persons not within the building. 

Fenestration 

Design elements of the exterior (architectural) win-
dow treatments such as patterns, rhythm, and orna-
mentation. 

Figure/ground 

Drawing a drawing which shows only building foot-
prints, rendered in black, with the ground plane left 
white, providing an abstract representation of devel-
opment density and the extent that buildings define 

public spaces. 

Focal Point 

A prominent structure, feature or area of interest or 
activity. 

Grid  

A traditional method of land subdivision which results 
in the creation of square or rectangular blocks and 
public streets which intersect at right angles. 

Human Scale 

The proportional relationship of the physical environ-
ment to human dimensions. 

Imageability  

The quality in a physical object, building, or place 
which gives it a high probability of evoking a strong 
image (physical form or shape) in any given observer. 

Institutional 

The institutional designation includes places of wor-
ship, elementary schools, municipal uses, library, 
community and/or recreation buildings, cemeteries 
and emergency services. 
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Landmark 

A building, structure or space which creates distinct 
visual orientation points that provide a sense of lo-
cation to the observer within the neighbourhood or 
district. 

Land Use 

The land use designations of the village include vil-
lage residential, village expansion area, village core, 
institutional, and open space. 

Lot 

A parcel of land occupied or to be occupied by one 
main building, structure or use, with any accessory 
buildings or uses, and includes all yards, and open 
spaces required by this by-law. A lot may or may not 
be the lands shown as a lot on a registered Plan of 
Subdivision. 

Mapping Technique 

Used for communicating information about the phys-
ical environment; maps may represent physical fea-
tures such as land and climate conditions or abstract 
concepts such as view corridors and pedestrian 
nodes. 

Mass 

A term used to describe the three-dimensional form 

or bulk of an object or building. 

Massing 

The overall form/composition (including bulk, size, 
shape, height) of a building above grade. 

Mixed use 

A building or district which combines different land 
uses such as housing, retail, and office uses; vertical 
mixed use refers to a mix of uses on different floors in 
a single building; typical early 20th century commer-
cial buildings were designed to accommodate verti-
cal mixed uses- stores on the first floor and residenc-
es or offices on upper floors. 

Natural Environment 

The natural environment within Marysville forms a 
key component of the community. The preservation 
of the community’s natural heritage features and their 
related functions. There are limited lands in the ex-
isting village area or the expansion area that contain 
natural features. 

Node 

A hub of activity. 

Open Space 

Lands designated open space include lands intended 
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for public recreational use and lands that form part of 
the open space system, but which provide another 
function (e.g stormwater management ponds). 

Parklet 

A repurposed part of the street (usually 1-2 parking 
spaces) that provides seating area or other ameni-
ties for people; can either be temporary or permanent 
structure. 

Permeability 

The variety of routes and views through a site, block, 
district or neighbourhood. 

Preservation 

Providing for the continued use of deteriorated old 
and historic buildings, sites, structures, and objects; 
the means for preservation include restoration, reha-
bilitation, and adaptive reuse; according to the Secre-
tary of the Interior, it is “the act or process of applying 
measures to sustain the existing form, integrity, and 
material of a building or structure, and the existing 
form and vegetative cover of the site; it may include 
stabilization work, where necessary, as well as main-
tenance of the historic building materials.” 

Preserve 

A vulnerable area protected from development such 
as a natural area or an agricultural area. 

Proportion 

The ratio or relative size of two or more dimensions; 
the term can be used to refer to the ratio of the width 
to the height of a door or window opening, or to the 
ratio of the width of a street to the height of adjacent 
buildings. 

Public art 

works of art that are in public space; public art may 
exist in a variety of forms, from freestanding sculpture 
to well-crafted streetlights and benches. 

Public Realm 

The parts of the village (whether publicly or privately 
owned) that are available, without charge, for every-
one to use or see, including streets, squares and 
parks. Typically, Township owned lands, or publicly 
accessible lands secured through easements/rights 
of ways. 

Reconstruction 

The act or process of reproducing by new construc-
tion the exact form and detail of a vanished building, 
structure, or object, or a part thereof, as it appeared 
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at a specific time. 

Rehabilitation 

The act or process of returning a property to a state of 
utility through repair or alteration which makes pos-
sible an efficient contemporary use while preserving 
those portions or features of the property which are 
significant to its historical, architectural, and cultural 
values. 

Renovation 

Modernization of an old or historic structure; unlike 
restoration, renovation may not be consistent with 
the original design restoration the act or process of 
accurately recovering the form and details of a prop-
erty and its setting as it appeared at a particular pe-
riod of time by means of the removal of later work or 
by the replacement of missing earlier work. 

Rhythm and Pattern 

Relate to materials, styles, shapes, and spacing of 
building elements and the buildings themselves; the 
predominance of one material or shape, and its pat-
terns of recurrence, are characteristics of an area that 
need to be maintained. 

Rip-Rap

Shoreline “rip rap” is the use of graded, angular rock 

along a shoreline with the purpose of erosion control. 

Scale 

The apparent size of a building, window, or other el-
ement as perceived in relation to the size of a human 
being; scale refers to the apparent size, not actual 
size, since it is always viewed in relationship to an-
other building or element; for instance, the scale of 
one element may be altered simply by changing the 
size of an element nearby, such as windows, doors, 
or other architectural details; these relationships con-
tribute to the experience of a place as intimate, vast, 
“larger than life,” and daunting, etc.  

Scenic Corridor 

A strip of land on either side of a right-of-way or re-
source such as a stream that is generally visible to 
the public and is valued for its scenic qualities. 

 Sense of place 

Characteristics that make a place special or unique, 
often fostering a sense of authentic human attach-
ment and belonging.  

Setback  

The required distance from a street, property line or 
another structure, within which no building can be 
located typically established through Zoning By-law 
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definitions and regulations.  

Site Plan 

A plan prepared to scale, showing accurately and 
with complete dimensioning, the boundaries of a site 
and the location of all buildings, structures, uses, and 
principal site design features proposed for a specific 
parcel of land. 

Step-back (upper or lower storey building stepback) 

Horizontal shifting of building mass towards the cen-
tre of the building.  

Street furniture 

Municipal equipment placed along streets, including 
light fixtures, fire hydrants, police and fire call boxes, 
trash receptacles, signs, benches, newspaper boxes, 
and kiosks. 

Streetscape 

The distinguishing character of a particular street 
as created by its width, degree of curvature, paving 
materials, design of the street furniture, and forms of 
surrounding buildings. 

Style 

Architectural vocabulary and appearance. 

Subdivision 

The process of laying out a parcel of raw land into lots, 
blocks, streets, and public areas; its purpose is the trans-
formation of raw land into distinct building lots for recorda-
tion in local land records, sale, and development. 

Tactical Urbanism 

A small-scale, often temporary, low-cost project that 
enhances in the public realm and engages the com-
munity (e.g., painting a crosswalk or bike lane). 

Townscape 

The relationships among buildings, public spaces, 
and landforms that gives a town or area a distinct 
visual character or image. 

Transparency 

Refers to the interaction between observer and an 
activity in an environment; it allows the observer to 
“read” what is happening inside a structure or in 
another area; for example, a commercial building is 
considered transparent if the pedestrian can view the 
merchandise or interior activity from the street. 

Trombe Wall 

Equator facing, dark coloured wall used to absorb heat 
energy from sunlight. An insulating air gap is provided be-
tween the exterior windows and the wall of the building. 
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Urban Design 

A term used to describe a field of study focused on 
the design and analysis of the city and all its interre-
lated parts including, but not limited to, neighbour-
hoods, blocks, site development, exterior building 
design, spaces between buildings, circulation pat-
terns, and the built form. 

Universal Design 

Design which is accessible to “all” people, regardless 
of age, disability, etc. 

Vernacular 

Landscape, settlement patterns, and building types 
which result from local or regional building traditions 
and conventions (“low-style” rather than “high-style” 
architecture). 

View Corridor and View Shed 

Refers to the line or range of vision from an observa-
tion point to a viewpoint, often used in determining 
the extent of scenic easements. 

Village Core 

The Village Core designation is intended to estab-
lish a unique and specific land use designation for 
the core of the Village, generally located along Main 
Street, between Barret Street and Road 95/Hitch-

cock Street. The Village Core designation is intended 
to permit a broad range of commercial uses, mixed-
use buildings (buildings with residential units above 
ground floor commercial), government uses, hotels 
and marinas. 

Village Residential 

The village residential designation generally applies 
to the lands outside of the village core and expansion 
area unless another land use designation applies. 

Vista 

A line of vision, contained by buildings or landscap-
ing, to a building or other feature which terminates 
the view. 

Walkway 

A street level exterior publicly accessible pedestri-
an way through the middle of a city block or parking 
area. Or walking area that connects the public side-
walk to the front door of a building. 
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SECTION 1 | INTRODUCTION

1.1	 Purpose of the Document

This document outlines a series of design standards that 
are recommended to the Township of Frontenac Islands for 
incorporation into the Township’s Zoning By-Law. The re-
port details the process and rationale by which these rec-
ommendations have been developed. By entrenching the 
creation of these standards in a rigorous research meth-
odology detailed site and context assessment, and the 
examination of best practices in rural design, the recom-
mended design standards are intended to guide future de-
velopment and re-development of Marysville in a manner 
that retains the Village’s unique character while also meet-
ing residents’ goals for sustainability, inclusion, vibrancy, 
and connectivity.  

1.2	 Study Purpose

IIn 2022, the Township of Frontenac Islands and the Coun-
ty of Frontenac adopted the Marysville Secondary Plan 
into the Township’s Official Plan by way of an Official Plan 
Amendment. The purpose of the Secondary Plan is to 
guide the planning and development of new anticipated 
growth within the village to the year 2047. Population pro-
jections provided to the County of Frontenac indicate that 
Marysville is expected to accommodate 300 new residents 

and 157 residential units by this horizon. Consequent-
ly, managing this growth presents Marysville with several 
planning and development challenges to consider over the 
next twenty-five years.

One of the foremost challenges for the Village to consid-
er is how to maintain the rural and unique character of 
Marysville in the face of impending growth and change. 
In addition to projected growth and new development, the 
Wolfe Island ferry system is currently being upgraded with 
a higher-capacity boat that would dock exclusively in the 
Village, providing additional opportunities for both visitors 
and commuters to travel between Marysville and Kingston. 
As new visitors and residents arrive in Marysville, ensu-
ing development and re-development will cause additional 
change to the physical form of the Village. Consequently, 
the Township’s approach to urban design will play a sig-
nificant role in determining how this change takes place 
and what affect it will have on the form and character of 
Marysville.

The Township’s review of their Official Plan and Zoning By-
Law over the next coming years, provides an opportunity 
to ensure the objectives of the Secondary Plan are reflect-
ed in these policies. In support of this initiative, the pur-
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pose of this study was to develop a series of rural design 
standards which could be used to inform the Township’s 
new Zoning By-Law as well as be used by planning staff 
and developers to inform the design considerations of new 
development and re-development in Marysville.

To achieve this goal, the objectives of this study were to: 

•	 Undertake an inventory of existing uses in the 
Village and develop a summary of existing de-
sign characteristics; 

•	 Examine current Official Plan policies, Second-
ary Plans and related documents regarding the 
Marysville Village; 

•	 Identify challenges to the growth and develop-
ment of Marysville, specifically as it relates to 
servicing constraints, increased ferry capacity 
and other demographic trends; 

•	 Undertake case research of development stand-
ards developed for other villages similar to Mar-
ysville;  

•	 Develop maps, diagrams, and schematics that 
help to illustrate site design standards; and 

•	 Consult with knowledgeable persons, experts, 
and groups regarding the growth and develop-
ment of Marysville - including hosting a commu-

nity design workshop.

This report documents the process, research, and anal-
ysis undertaken by the Project Team to develop the rec-
ommended design standards. It covers the methodologies 
and results of the major research and analysis components 
used to inform the creation of the design standards, as well 
as information related to the public meeting. This is fol-
lowed by presenting the design standards according to 13 
design components. Considerations for implementation 
and recommendations outside the scope of this project 
are also provided.

1.3	 Study Area

Marysville is a village community located on the north-west-
ern coast of Wolfe Island, south-east of the City of King-
ston. The village is governed under a two-tier municipality 
system and is under the jurisdiction of both the Township 
of Frontenac Islands – which includes Wolfe Island & Howe 
Island – and the County of Frontenac. As a historic com-
munity, Marysville retains an important role in the social, 
economic, and cultural life of Wolfe Island. In recognition 
of this role, the village is designated as the only Settlement 
Area within the Township’s Official Plan. Marysville has 
been developed around the wider agricultural activities on 
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Wolfe Island as well as its unique waterfront which hosts 
a number of restaurants, shops, and accommodations. 
Consequently, agriculture and tourism are important com-
ponents of the local village economy. In addition to its larg-
er role for Wolfe Island and the Township, Marysville also 
serves as a residential community for many permanent, 
and some seasonal, residents. Complete with schools, a 
post office, library, churches, and parks, the Village strives 
to be a complete community for its residents.

Due to the economic growth of Kingston over recent years 
and its role for providing employment opportunities, the 
population of the County of Frontenac is projected to in-
crease to 64,200 by 2036, representing an increase of 
6,700 people from 2011. Of this total population increase, 
the Township of Frontenac Islands is expected to accom-
modate 9% of the County’s overall growth. Compared to 
seasonal housing, permanent housing is expected to be 
the predominant form of new growth in the Township of 
which 76% is expected to occur on Wolfe Island (Watson 
& Associates, 2019).

While Kingston’s economic growth will likely continue to 
contribute to the growth of the Township, another key fac-
tor is the upgraded ferry service between these two mu-

nicipalities. This upgraded service consists of both a new 
dock located directly in the village as well as a new ferry, 
the Wolfe Islander IV. Due to the increased capacity of the 
new ferry, which is double that of the previous Wolfe Is-
lander III, this upgraded service will allow for greater ac-
cess between Kingston and Wolfe Island. By locating the 
ferry terminal within the downtown of Marysville, the up-
graded ferry service also enables year-round foot traffic to 
and from the island, allowing greater access for pedestri-
ans. As a result of this increased access, the new ferry may 
stimulate growth in the village as travelling to and from 
Wolfe Island becomes easier, attracting new residents, vis-
itors, and investment.

Figure 1.1. Permanent and Seasonal Housing Growth (Watson 
& Associates Economists Ltd., 2020).
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Figure 1.2. Study Area (County of Frontenac, 2016).

Secondary Plan

Expansion Area
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In anticipation of this expected growth, the Marysville Sec-
ondary Plan has established an Expansion Area to receive 
the bulk of projected development. Measuring approxi-
mately 36 hectares (89 acres), the Expansion Area is locat-
ed to the south of the existing village between Road 95 and 
7th Line. This area contains few parcels of developed land 
with the Wolfe Island Emergency Services building and the 
medical clinic on Road 95, the senior’s housing develop-
ment on Division Street, and one residential building on 
7th Line. The intent of this designated area is to ensure 
that new development in Marysville will create a fit with 
the existing village as well as the surrounding landscape of 
Wolfe Island. Through guidance provided by the Marysville 
Secondary Plan, new development is intended to preserve 
and enhance the character of Marysville, including its roles 
as an economic centre and a complete residential com-
munity.

Despite these intentions, the roles of Marysville as an eco-
nomic centre and a complete community face challenges. 
While rural main streets have historically served as eco-
nomic centres throughout the County of Frontenac, growth 
in larger urban centres like Kingston have agglomerated 
many economic activities in these area, thus diminishing 
the economic function of smaller locales (County of Fron-

tenac, 2019). This diminishing role can be seen in commut-
ing patterns on Wolfe Island where the majority of commut-
er destinations are outside of Frontenac Islands, while only 
about one third of commuters travel within the Township 
(Figure 1.3). Similarly, while there are two schools in Mar-
ysville, there are no high schools on Wolfe Island, requiring 
students to travel by ferry on a daily basis.
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The reliance of Marysville on individual water and waste-
water servicing also adds to these risks by limiting the 
future village economy. As the capacity of individual ser-
vices are developed for individual lots, this can constrain 
options for new businesses, land uses, and economic de-
velopment opportunities that may require additional ca-
pacity than is currently available. Similarly, higher density 
forms of housing compared to single detached houses are 
also currently unable to be developed due to these servic-
ing constraints. This lack of adaptability in the built form 
means that Marysville, like many other rural areas, is less 
adaptable to changing market demands, creating further 
risk of receding economic importance. As a consequence, 
the loss of business and institutional uses is a risk faced 
by the village.

The relative aging of Wolfe Island also poses issues to 
achieving a complete community. In 2001, the proportion 
of the Island’s population aged 65 and older was 15%, in-
creasing to 35% by 2021. Over the same period, propor-
tions of the population aged 0-14 and 15-64 showed de-
creases from 16% to 11% and 80% to 66%, respectively. 
Consequently, the median age of the Wolfe Island popu-
lation has increased between 2001 and 2021 from 42.6 to 
58, representing a 36% increase (Figure 1.4). This relative 

aging of the island has implications for the future directions 
of Marysville. Decreases in the school-age population, for 
instance, may risk the closure of the village’s two schools. 
Conversely, the inability to develop at higher densities may 
prevent the creation of seniors housing which may be in 
demand in the village over the coming years. This may 
cause seniors to leave Marysville for other communities in 
order to find adequate housing, creating potential risks for 
loss of services, businesses, and affecting the overall char-
acter of the village. 

Figure 1.3. Commuting Destinations of Wolfe Island Residents 
(Statistics Canada, 2021).

Figure 1.4. Wolfe Island Population by Age Group (Statistics Cana-
da, 2001 & 2021).
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1.4	 Key Phases of the Project

In developing the proposed design standards for Marys-
ville and achieving the objectives for the project, the Pro-
ject Team employed a mixed-methods study using 5 main 
methods, consisting of:

1.	 Analysis of Case Studies,

2.	 Policy Review,

3.	 Literature Review,

4.	 Public Consultation, and

5.	 Observation

The mixed methods approach served to strengthen the 
quality and rigour of the recommendations provided by the 
Project Team by relying on multiple methods to facilitate 
data collection and analysis. These methods will be de-
scribed in greater detail throughout this report.

Figure 1.5. Key Phases of the Project.
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The development of the design standards and recommen-
dations was guided by the creation of a design framework 
that described the character of Marysville and presented 
the development vision for the area. This design frame-
work was informed by a literature review of rural planning 
practice, a policy review, observations made by the Project 
Team, and the outcomes of a public workshop. Utilizing 
these inputs, the design framework consists of a set of 
guiding principles that were employed in the process of 
creating the design standards. This ensures their relevance 
and quality in meeting the objectives of Marysville.

Multiple case studies and a literature review of academic 
and grey literature were employed for the Project, provid-
ing examples of good practice in developing design stand-
ards and financing communal services for rural planning 
contexts. Similarly, a policy review helped identify appli-
cable planning policies that could assist in implementing 
the design standards and provisioning communal services. 
To identify best practices from the case studies, literature 
review, and policy review, the Project Team employed a 
modified analytical framework based on the work of Punter 
(2007) and Connell & Daoust-Filiatrault (2018), which were 
designed to evaluate the quality of design and planning 
interventions, respectively. This analytical framework pro-

vided a systematic approach for comparatively evaluat-
ing potential design standards. Interpreting this analytical 
framework with reference to the principles and vision of the 
design framework, ensured that the report’s recommenda-
tions were defensible to the objectives for Marysville.

Beyond the literature review, the project team completed 
numerous field visits and facilitated public engagement 
workshops to consult the community members of Mar-
ysville. Public engagement included public consultation, 
an open house, and stakeholder interviews and meetings. 
Public and stakeholder consultation was completed with 
the purpose of understanding what residents’ ideal vision 
is for the future of Maryville.

After completing each of the methods outlined above, the 
Project Team utilized the results to shape and inform the 
proposed design standards for Marysville.

1.5	 Audience

This report is intended for use by developers, design pro-
fessionals, community members, municipal attorneys, 
elected officials, administrative staff, engineers, planners, 
businesses, County and town planning members and staff, 
and the public. Each has a role in ensuring that future de-
velopment fits within its context and contributes to the liv-
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ability of Marysville.

1.6	 How to Use These Standards

These standards are intended to be used by the Township, 
County, and developers as a starting point to discuss the 
design of development and re-development and ensure 
it maintains fit with the existing Village. These standards 
have been written in a manner that focuses on the inten-
tion underlying each standard rather than providing overly 
prescriptive direction. This has been performed to allow 
for flexibility and enable innovative design solutions that 
enhance and maintain the character of Marysville. Having 
been developed in consultation with residents, the Town-
ship Council, and the County of Frontenac, these design 
standards serve as a snapshot of resident expectations for 
new development which developers can use to inform the 
design considerations of new projects.

1.7	 Structure of the Design Standards

The recommended design standards are presented with-
in 13 broad design categories related to the built form of 
Marysville. For each category, a collection of standards is 
presented which seeks to provide design guidance on built 
form elements within that category. It is the intention of this 
report that the design standards within and across catego-
ries be implemented with regard for one another to provide 
an overall design direction consistent with the Marysville 
Secondary Plan and the design goals presented in Section 
6 of this report. Connections between each design stand-
ard and the policies and goals they help to achieve, as well 
as their application to the 3 Character Areas identified in 
Section 4, are further detailed in Section 7.
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Figure 1.6. Structure of the Design Standards.
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2.1	 Literature Review on Rural Design Standards & 
Guidelines

The objective of the literature review was to document 
common themes found in academic and grey literature and 
to inform the direction of the final project. The goal was to 
provide a foundation of existing research and knowledge, 
ensuring that recommendations are informed by a thor-
ough understanding of concepts, theories, challenges and 
issues in rural areas that would affect the creation of our 
design standards. This includes the selection of case stud-
ies, the creation of the design framework, the format of 
the public workshop, and to identify considerations for the 
implementation of communal services. Findings from the 
literature were also used to inform the development of the 
design standards as discussed in Section 7. The following 
sub-sections outline the methodologies, key findings, and 
limitations of these study components.

2.1.1	 Methodology

For the literature review of rural design, the Project Team 
sought to answer the following research questions: 1) 
What are successful steps to follow in creating rural design 
guidelines; 2) What components should be included within 
successful rural design guidelines; and 3) What opportuni-

ties and challenges are present in identifying and preserv-
ing rural character?

For the literature review of the communal services literature, 
the Project Team sought to answer the following research 
questions: 1) How can or should communal servicing be 
implemented into urban design; 2) How can communal 
servicing be used to implement design objectives; and 3) 
What planning tools and policies can be used to imple-
ment communal services?

To answer these questions, the Project Team reviewed ac-
ademic and grey literature, consisting of academic jour-
nal articles, research publications, government and pro-
fessional reports, and policy documents. As rural design 
guidelines and communal services are discussed under 
multiple terminologies in the literature, the Project Team 
employed a key word search that included commonly used 
terms to capture all relevant sources (Table 2.1) After con-
ducting a preliminary review of the documents returned 
from using these keywords, 51 documents were deemed 
to be relevant to the context of the Project and fully re-
viewed.
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2.1.2	 Key Findings

This section and Tables 2.2 and 2.3 summarize the themes 
found in the academic literature regarding rural design and 
communal services, respectively. The themes are organ-
ized by research questions and cover the plan creation 
process, plan content, as well as opportunities and chal-
lenges surrounding rural character. Key themes from the 
review of communal services related literature are organ-
ized around the benefits and considerations of communal 
water and wastewater systems and how they can influence 
and achieve design objectives.

A.	 Rural Design

A.1. Rural Character: Protecting rural character was an im-
portant finding in the literature review. Residents in rural ar-
eas often have distrust in planning authorities and fear that 

design guidelines will produce unattractive developments. 
By first identifying and defining rural character within the 
context of Marysville, a strong backbone can be formed 
to support the design guidelines. Rural character can in-
clude agricultural resources, scenic views, community in-
teraction, vegetation, building style, lot layout, safety and 
privacy (Tilt et al., 2007; Ryan, 2006). Within the context of 
Marysville, the Project Team identified many of these ele-
ments as important concerns to the residents of Marysville 
and have reflected them in our design framework.

Table 2.1. Keyword Search Terms for the Literature Review.

Keyword Terms

Design Literature: rural design; rural character; rural planning; urban 
rural.

Communal Services Literature: communal services; decentralized 
services; cluster services; servicing; services; water; wastewater; 
potable water; sewer; sewage; sewerage; design; urban design; 
urban plannings.
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A.2. Creation of Rural Design Standards: The creation 
process is extremely important in creating a foundational 
framework that guides comprehensive and legitimate de-
sign standards. Rural areas possess unique characteristics 
and challenges, necessitating a thoughtful consideration 
of factors such as land use, infrastructure, environmental 
conservation, and community engagement.

In aligning design recommendations with the articulated 
vision and goals, it is imperative to establish an explicit link 
that ensures the proposed plans resonate with the over-
arching objectives. Participation is an essential element in 
the formulation of rural design guidelines, as the input of 
the community not only lends democratic legitimacy but 
also ensures that the proposed changes reflect the val-
ues and aspirations of those directly impacted. Defining 
the criteria for assessing rural design guidelines involves a 
comprehensive process, including public and stakehold-
er involvement. Acknowledging the diversity of perspec-
tives, it is crucial to avoid assumptions about the shared 
understanding of “rural.” An inclusive definition must be 
established, recognizing the unique characteristics of 
each community. Reviewing community plans and design 
requirements becomes a foundational step, encompass-
ing the definition of rural activity center areas, addressing 
existing conditions, and preparing changes to land devel-
opment codes. Public consultation is a strict necessity in 
rural areas, where the community’s close-knit nature de-
mands active involvement in decision-making processes. 
Rural regions often contain a strong multi-generational 
presence, and their profound understanding of the area’s 
character by far exceeds any that could ever be possible 

Findings Source

Should provide explicit link between design rec-
ommendations and stated vision/goals.

Linovski & Lou-
kaitou-Sideris, 
2012.

Should include how rural character is perceived 
by the community and clearly define it; don’t as-
sume your definition is the same as others.

Tilt, Kearney, & 
Bradley, 2007; 
Thorbeck, 2012.

Public participation is essential and provides 
for democratic legitimacy. Rural areas are much 
more community-centric than large urban areas. 
People within these communities are generally 
wary about development and need to be involved 
in decision making. Locals have often lived in 
these locations for generations and as such have 
a much greater understanding of its character 
than newcomers.

Arendt, 2015; 
Scott, Bullock, 
& Foley, 2013; 
Tilt, Kearney, & 
Bradley, 2007.

Reviewing community plans design requirements 
-> defining rural activity centre areas -> address-
ing existing conditions -> preparing changes to 
land dev code.

Hillsbor-
ough County 
City-County 
Planning Com-
mission, 2012.

Table 2.2. Key Findings of Plan Creation.
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by any outside researcher this reality underscores the im-
portance of inclusive and participatory planning practices.

A.3. Content of Rural Design Standards: The literature of-
fered many topics to be included within successful rural de-
sign guidelines. Elements such as form, legibility of cities, 
fit, open space, accessibility, health and safety, economic 
and environmental sustainability, and vitality are integral to 
the design process. The layout and site context further un-
derscore the importance of preserving existing landscape 
features, establishing connections between rural houses 
and the landscape through the adoption of rural garden 
styles, and requiring landscaping plans for new dwellings. 
Addressing visual issues, such as the design of vertical 
windows and roof pitches, adds another layer to the me-
ticulous planning required for rural development. Consid-
erations to extend right-of-way (ROW) treatment, building 
placement, landscape design, architectural elements, sig-
nage, and overall character are also recommended. Stag-
gered building orientations and architectural features are 
employed to emphasize the location of the center, while 
vegetation serves as natural buffers. In the context of small 
lot clustered zoning, visual impact becomes crucial, em-
phasizing the need for buildings to integrate gently into the 
landscape. Cluster housing and conservation easements 

introduce strategic approaches to land use, emphasizing 
the need to balance development with environmental con-
servation. Public workshops and image preference surveys 
also play a pivotal role in gauging community perspectives 
on rural characteristics, allowing for a more inclusive and 
participatory planning process. These workshops help 
identify the features that define “rural” for participants and 
evaluate the principles of rural design that require atten-
tion.

While the literature provides many specific elements to in-
clude within rural design standards, it is reiterated that the 
content requires a nuanced understanding of the local con-
text, recognizing the uniqueness of each community and 
avoiding a one-size-fits-all approach. Community-building 
measures, such as opportunities for casual socializing, are 
essential components, fostering stronger bonds among 
residents and contributing to the overall vitality of the rural 
community. Ultimately, the success of rural design lies in 
the meticulous integration of diverse elements, tailored to 
the specific needs and character of each community.
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A.4. Challenges With Rural Development: Although each 
geographical area presents different physical and social 
constraints, the literature has found that there are common 
challenges with rural development around the world.

Protecting rural character is the most common and en-
compasses a multifaceted approach that intertwines with 
residents’ values, perceptions, and concerns. Agricultur-
al elements are highly cherished by residents, underlining 
the importance of preserving scenic resources and foster-
ing an increased tax base through sustainable develop-
ment. The desire to maintain a close-knit community and 
the avoidance of repetitive architecture and low vegeta-
tion are key sentiments expressed by residents. There is 

Findings Source

Form, legibility of cities, fit, open space, accessi-
bility, health & safety, sustainability, vitality.

Linovsk & Lou-
kaitou-Sideris, 
2012.

Small lot clustered zoning. Tilt, Kearney, & 
Bradley, 2007; 
López-Goyburu, 
& García-Monte-
ro, 2018.

Visual impact of the dwelling (building gently into 
the landscape).

Scott, Bullock, & 
Foley, 2013.

Layout and site context (preservation of existing 
landscape features, establish links between rural 
house & landscape by adopting rural garden 
styles, require landscaping plans for new dwell-
ings).

Scott, Bullock, & 
Foley, 2013.

Visual issues: vertical windows, certain roof 
pitches.

Scott, Bullock, & 
Foley, 2013.

“Rural families have a right to aspire to houses 
which meet modern standards of health, safety 
and comfort … new homeowners are proud to 
express their newfound economic freedom, cre-
ativity and modernity in bright colours, landscap-
ing and high-quality upkeep”.

Scott, Bullock, & 
Foley, 2013.

Right-of-Way treatment, building placement, 
landscape, architectural design, signage and 
character.

Hillsbor-
ough County 
City-County 
Planning Com-
mission, 2012.

Staggered building orientations, architectural fea-
tures to emphasize location of the centre, vegeta-
tion as buffers.

Hillsbor-
ough County 
City-County 
Planning Com-
mission, 2012.

Table 2.3. Key Findings of Plan Content. Findings Source

A full understanding of the local context; there is 
no one-size-fits-all solution. All communities are 
unique, and that uniqueness must be fully under-
stood and integrated into the plan. A plan for a 
community must include provisions which fully 
reflect those currently existing within the commu-
nity. 
Should also implement measures designed to 
build and strengthen community through oppor-
tunities for casual socializing. The more oppor-
tunities there are for individuals to interact with 
those who live around them, the stronger the 
community will be.

Arendt, 2015.
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a discernible resistance to change and impending devel-
opment, highlighting the need for a strategic and gradu-
al approach to development that mitigates perceptions of 
rapid change. Rural character, as perceived by residents, 
is characterized by smaller residential homes, native vege-
tation, and a lack of uniformity in housing layouts. Natural 
areas, views of nature, and functioning farms are identi-
fied as the highest-rated contributors to the rural quality 
of the town. Balancing the qualities of rural life is a priority, 
with considerations for proximity to nature and nature-re-
lated activities, safety, and privacy, including the ability to 
own larger lots. Residents place significant importance on 
specific attributes, with gardens, garages/workshops, and 
views being the most favored, aligning with their vision of 
an ideal rural setting. However, a notable disconnect arises 
between individual preferences for personal dwellings and 
those expressed when considering the visual impact of ru-
ral dwellings at the community scale.

Findings Source

Residents highly value agricultural elements. Tilt, Kearney, & 
Bradley, 2007. 

Residents don’t like repetitive architecture and 
low vegetation.

Tilt, Kearney, & 
Bradley, 2007. 

Residents express negative views of change and 
impeding development.

Tilt, Kearney, & 
Bradley, 2007. 

Gradual development is preferred to clustering to 
weaken perceptions of change.

Tilt, Kearney, & 
Bradley, 2007.

Natural areas, views of nature, farms were highest 
rated categories that contribute to the rural quali-
ty of their town.

Ryan, 2006.

Balancing qualities of rural life: proximity to na-
ture/nature related activities, safety, privacy/ability 
to own a larger lot.

Ryan, 2006.

Residents favour the following attributes in order 
of importance: garden, garage/workshop, view.

Scott, Bullock & 
Foley, 2013.

Disconnect between preferences expressed by 
individuals when considering a new dwelling for 
their own use than preferences expressed when 
individuals considering visual impact of rural 
dwellings at community scale.

Scott, Bullock & 
Foley, 2013.

Residents tend not to trust planning authorities as 
the common planning practices over the past 50 
years are noticeably anti-rural. Residents of rural 
areas are afraid of losing the character of their 
beloved communities in favour of ugly sprawling 
subdivisions. This is why public participation is so 
integral to this planning doctrine.
There is also worry about a lack in potential rev-
enue for projects which do not fit the Surburban 
mold developers are used too.

Arendt, 2015.
Table 2.4. Key Findings of Challenges with Rural Development.

Findings Source

Protecting rural character (AG, scenic resources, 
increased tax base, community interaction); Rural 
character: smaller residential homes, native vege-
tation, lack of uniformity in housing layout.

Tilt, Kearney, & 
Bradley, 2007. 
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Figure 2.1. Minimum Setback Distances between Septic Tanks 
and Septic Absorption Fields Mandated by the Ontario Building 
Code (Rideau Valley Conservation Authority, 2022).

Figure 2.2. Example Lot Arrangements and Land Uses Achiev-
able Under Individual and Communal Services (County Of 
Frontenac, 2019).

A crucial aspect of the community’s perspective is also the 
lack of trust in planning authorities, stemming from his-
torical planning practices perceived as anti-rural over the 
past 50 years. The fear of losing the beloved character of 
their communities to unattractive sprawling subdivisions 
underscores the significance of public participation in ru-
ral planning. Residents emphasize the need for a planning 
doctrine that aligns with their values and actively involves 
them in decision-making processes. Additionally, con-
cerns about potential revenue limitations for projects that 
deviate from conventional suburban molds contribute to 
the apprehensions surrounding rural development, further 
emphasizing the need for a nuanced and community-cen-
tric planning approach.

B.	 Communal Servicing

Communal services are defined as shared water and sew-
age systems that provide wastewater treatment to clusters 
of residences in proximity to one another and that are un-
connected to a central facility (Canadian Council of Min-
isters of the Environment, 2003; Suriyachan et al., 2012; 
County of Frontenac, 2019), as well as treat water and 
wastewater close to where it is needed or created (County 
of Frontenac, 2019; Leigh & Lee, 2019; Bernal et al., 2021). 
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Communal services are often placed in contrast to individ-
ual services, which consist mostly of on-site well and sep-
tic systems that serve individual dwellings or lots (County 
of Frontenac, 2019), and centralized services where water 
and wastewater is treated at municipal facilities, which are 
over-sized to accommodate future growth, and distributed 
through large networks of piped infrastructure (Arora et al., 
2015; County of Frontenac, 2019). While having similarities 
to both individual and municipal services, communal ser-
vices are distinguished by facilities for water and wastewa-
ter treatment that are the proper size for projected demand 
and can be expanded through modular additions (Town-
ship of Rideau Lakes, 2016; County of Frontenac, 2019; 
Leigh & Lee, 2019).

While most rural areas in the County of Frontenac, includ-
ing Marysville, rely on individual services (County of Fron-
tenac, 2019), communal services have several efficiency, 
environmental, and design benefits compared to individ-
ual services. One of the most notable issues with individ-
ual services are its associated spatial demands. Under 
the Ontario Building Code, minimum setback distances 
are required between septic tanks and absorption fields 
from lot lines, dwellings and wells (Figure 2.1 With the 
proliferation of individual services, this results in a sprawl-
ing spatial form through larger setbacks and lot sizes to 
accommodate these systems and can impact desirable 
neighbourhood characteristics such as density and walk-
ability (CMHC, 1994; Township of Rideau Lakes, 2016; 
Keene, 2018; County of Frontenac, 2019). Communal ser-
vices collect wastewater from multiple dwellings, meaning 
individual septic tanks and absorption beds aren’t required 
for each lot and instead can be diverted to a concentrate 
area. By managing the wastewater from multiple units on a 
separate area, communal services can reduce the cumula-
tive amount of land that is required for setbacks. This more 
efficient use of land allows for greater densities and small-
er lot sizes which can allow for more units on the same 
amount of land (Figure 2.2) While individual services are 
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designed to process wastewater for a single unit, the fo-
cus on right-sizing and modularity of communal services 
also allows these systems to support multi-unit dwellings 
and other non-residential land uses which require greater 
capacities and which may not be feasible to site on an in-
dividual lot.

The inefficient use of land under individual services also 
translates into environmental impacts. At an aggregate lev-
el, the spatial demands of individual systems require more 
land to be conveyed into residential use. This can be an is-
sue especially in rural areas where conservation of farmland 
and natural systems represent community priorities. Septic 
fields require well-draining soil to function correctly, these 
systems are often limited to arable soils with these quali-
ties, placing further strain on agricultural land and charac-
ter (CMHC, 1994; Fedien & Winkler, 2006). Comparatively, 
the greater flexibility in siting modular treatment units un-
der communal services prevents additional consumption 
of land and may reduce potential land use conflicts (Jones, 
et al., 2001; County of Frontenac, 2019; Joubert & Loomis, 
2005; Bernal et al., 2021; Leigh & Lee, 2019; CMHC, 1994; 
Fedien & Winkler, 2006). Individual services also have few-
er opportunities for integrating water, energy, and mate-
rial reuse technologies, adding to the resource demands 

of these systems (Bernal et al., 2021; Arora et al., 2015; 
Suriyachan, 2012; Idris, 2017; Capodaglio, 2017; Leigh & 
Lee, 2019; Fedien & Winkler, 2006). Despite these high de-
mands, individual services also provide minimal forms of 
wastewater treatment and are often limited to primary or 
secondary treatment through the settling of solids in the 
septic tank. However, without proper maintenance, septic 
systems can fail to treat wastewater resulting in contam-
ination of groundwater wells and impacted surface water 
quality (CMHC, 1994; Joubert & Loomis, 2005; Fedien & 
Winkler, 2006).

Although municipal services may seem like a reasonable 
alternative to address the limitations of individual servic-
es, these systems also present challenges for achieving 
design goals. While municipal services can enable similar 
patterns of density and promote the efficient use of land, 
the over-sizing of municipal services to accommodate po-
tential growth provides opportunities for sprawling devel-
opment (Spier & Stephenson, 2002; Capodaglio, 2017). 
Consequently, municipal services may be less effective at 
delivering more spatially dense and walkable neighbour-
hoods, especially in new areas for development like the 
Expansion Area. Alternatively, the emphasis of communal 
services on treating wastewater closer to its source of pro-
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duction and harnessing the modularity of systems to ac-
commodate growth through right-sized facilities, provides 
greater potential to achieve desired village design and 
spatial forms while being cognizant of emerging capacity 
needs as they arise (Arora et al., 2015; Capodaglio, 2017; 
County of Frontenac, 2019; Bernal et al., 2021). Central-
ized services also are more expensive compared to com-
munal services due to the increased piping infrastructure 
over larger distances (Peter-Varbanets et al., 2009; Keene, 
2018; Leigh & Lee, 2019). These costs can also increase 
in a sprawling urban form where increasing lot sizes and 
lot frontages increase the required length of pipes (Spier & 
Stephenson, 2002).

With Marysville reliant on individual services, this presents 
a major impediment to development and good design. 
While new development within the Expansion Area is in-
tended to be based on communal services, other areas 
of the Village are currently constrained in the types of de-
velopment and re-development that can be accommodat-
ed. These constraints are especially important along the 
Main Street where the capacities and spatial demands of 
individual services may prevent re-development of higher 
density building forms and/or uses that place greater de-
mands on water and wastewater systems. With its role as 

the commercial and community centre of Wolfe Island, as 
well as a prominent tourist destination, the limits to devel-
opment presented by individual services create the risk of 
reduced opportunities for investment and economic de-
velopment in the Village and the potential for the decline of 
Main Street. The potential environmental impacts of indi-
vidual servicing systems also present risks to public health 
and natural areas in the Village. Along the Main Street, 
the proximity of these systems to the waterfront presents 
risks of environmental contamination and impacts to water 
quality. Should communal services rely on water from Lake 
Ontario as opposed to wells, the impacts to water quality 
and public health would also extend throughout the Vil-
lage, representing a significant concern.

Based on the spatial considerations of water and waste-
water servicing systems, current and future servicing will 
play a large role in successfully achieving the recommend-
ed design standards. For a discussion on the implications 
of communal services on implementing the report’s design 
standards, please see Section 8. Implementation.
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Table 2.5. Key Findings of Challenges with Rural Development.

Category Findings Source

Individual services Individual services less efficient (fewer reuse opportunities). Capodaglio, 2017.

Individual services result in larger lot sizes and lower density due to re-
quired setbacks to wells.

County of Frontenac, 2019; Township of 
Rideau Lakes, 2016; RVCA, 2022; CMHC, 
1994; Keene, 2018.

Wells not immune to contamination and septic systems can contaminate. Peter-Varbanets et al., 2009; Keene, 2018.

Most rural areas on individual services. CMHC, 1994; Peter-Varbanets et al., 2009; 
Keene, 2018.

Individual septic drain fields require adequate soil conditions which can 
cause conflict with agricultural uses.

CMHC, 1994; Fedien & Winkler, 2006.

Treatment is minimal and may cease to treat if not well maintained. CMHC, 1994; Fedien & Winkler, 2006.

Centralized services Increasing lot size is the primary cause of wastewater treatment cost. Spier & Stephenson, 2002.

Treat wastewater as a waste rather than a resource. Arora et al., 2015; Leigh & Lee, 2019.

Not feasible over long distances or for most villages. Leigh & Lee, 2019; Peter-Varbanets et al., 
2009; Keene, 2018.

High financial cost. Suriyachan et al., 2012; Spier & Stephenson, 
2002.

Promotes sprawl. Spier & Stephenson, 2002; Capodaglio, 
2017.

High use of energy for pumps. Capodaglio, 2017; Leigh & Lee, 2019.

Communal services 
(general)

Financially competitive with individual services. County of Frontenac, 2019.

Cheaper and more efficient than centralized systems and less env im-
pacts.

County of Frontenac, 2019; Arora et al., 
2015; Bernal et al., 2021; Capodaglio, 2017; 
CMHC, 1994.

Aimed at addressing env, economic, and social disadvantages of individ-
ual and centralized services.

Bernal et al., 2021; Suriyachan et al., 2012; 
Capodaglio, 2017; Keene, 2018.

Well suited for rural areas. Bernal et al., 2017; Suriyachan, 2012

Promote density and compact development that maintains rural charac-
ter.

County of Frontenac, 2019; FoTenn, 2022; 
Suriyachan, 2012; CMHC, 1994; Keene, 
2018; Fedien & Winkler, 2006. 
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Table 2.5. (Continued). 

Category Findings Source

Communal services 
(general)

Best systems should be considered in local context, conditions, demand, 
etc., and through consideration of all cost and env implications.

Bernal et al., 2021; Leigh & Lee, 2019; 
CMHC, 1994; Arora et al., 2015; Fedien & 
Winkler, 2006.

Advantage of decentralization is flexibility in siting, land use, and future 
expansion.

Jones, et al., 2001; County of Frontenac, 
2019; Joubert & Loomis, 2005; Bernal et 
al., 2021; Leigh & Lee, 2019; CMHC, 1994; 
Fedien & Winkler, 2006.

Small footprints. Joubert & Loomis, 2005; Capodaglio, 2017.

Varying energy use intensities by system. Arora et al., 2015

Allow for incorporation of more naturalized treatment systems. Bernal et al., 2021; Capodaglio, 2017.

Promote reuse and recycling / separation + resource efficiency. Bernal et al., 2021; Arora et al., 2015; Suri-
yachan, 2012; Idris, 2017; Capodaglio, 2017; 
Leigh & Lee, 2019; Fedien & Winkler, 2006.

Decentralization allows resilience by spreading risk over multiple systems. Capodaglio, 2017; Leigh & Lee, 2019.

Decentralized systems create multi-functional landscapes by promoting 
cultural ecosystem services.

Austin, 2013.

Small diameter pipe systems can be more easily routed around trees and 
obstacles, minimizing disruption.

Jones et al., 2001.

Integrated and multiple barrier approach can implement effective sys-
tems.

BC Ministry of Health, 2017; Wong, 2006; 
Austin, 2013.

Communal water servic-
ing

3 main types of decentralized water treatment and distribution models 
(Point-of-entry, Point-of-use, and small-scale systems)

BC Ministry of Health, 2017; Jones et al., 
2001; ON Ministry of Health (n.d.); Peter-Var-
banets et al., 2009.

Decentralized water systems more cost effective than centralized. BC Ministry of Health, 2017; Jones et al., 
2001.

Communal water systems can be a source of competitive advantage for 
reuse potentials.

Leigh & Lee, 2019.

Surface water higher potential for contamination but groundwater not 
immune

BC Ministry of Health, 2017; Peter-Varbanets 
et al., 2009; ON Ministry of Health, n.d.
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Table 2.5. (Continued). 

Category Findings Source

Communal wastewater 
servicing 

4 main types of wastewater systems (On-site systems, cluster and com-
munal, decentralized, central).

CCME, 2003.

Treatment wetlands a common approach to tertiary treatment that allows 
creation of open spaces and cultural and ecosystem services.

Austin, 2013; Idris, 2015; Capodaglio, 2017; 
CMHC, 1994; Fedien & Winkler, 2006; Stefa-
nakis, 2019.

Alternative drain fields allow greater flexibility in siting because small 
footprint which also allows larger setbacks to wells and minimal site dis-
turbance.

Joubert & Loomis, 2005.

Membrane and anaerobic digestion have small footprints and modular 
designs.

Capodaglio, 2017; Peter-Varbanets et al., 
2009.

Source separation reduces flows and energy cost. Capodaglio, 2017.

Vacuum collection systems low energy. Capodaglio, 2017.

Design Water Sensitive Urban Design seeks to integrate potable water and 
wastewater management into urban design across spatial scales.

Wong, 2006; Arora et al., 2015.

Water management can be integrated into design through lot density, 
layout, street layout, and public and open spaces/corridors.

Wong, 2006; Austin, 2013.

Choice of technologies should consider environmental and human activi-
ties that occur around the site.

Capodaglio, 2017.

Support mixed use development, infill development, and town center 
development.

County of Frontenac, 2019; Township of 
Rideau Falls, 2016; Leigh & Lee, 2019.

Community planning issues can guide servicing choices and desired 
forms.

Fedien & Winkler, 2006; Jones et al., 2001.
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2.1.3	 Limitations

While the Project Team was able to analyze a substantial 
number of sources related to communal servicing and ur-
ban design considerations, a limitation of this review was 
the sparsity of relevant sources. Rural areas have received 
far less attention than urban ones in all planning and de-
sign related literature. Rural areas often have far less fund-
ing and therefore less ability to broadcast their successes 
than larger urban areas. This lack of attention has led to a 
relatively small amount of literature on the subject. Further, 
despite the implications of communal servicing for imple-
menting urban design and community planning objectives 
and their incorporation in planning legislation and policy, 
communal services have received limited attention in the 
urban planning and design literature. This lack of attention 
is not unique to communal services and reflects a lack of 
attention to servicing considerations in planning discourse 
in general. Consequently, there are few sources that ex-
plicitly detail the implications of communal services for 
planning and design outcomes, representing an important 
gap in the literature. It is the intention of the Project Team 
that the findings contained in this report may help to ad-
dress this gap by detailing the interactions between urban 

design and communal servicing considerations more ex-
plicitly.

2.2	 Case Study Review

The review and evaluation of case studies within the con-
text of rural design guidelines inform the project through 
the provision of evidence-based insights. This process 
also guides the project in developing a procedural and 
contextual understanding of rural design guidelines and 
developing effective strategies and policies that align with 
the unique opportunities and challenges of the Village of 
Marysville.

To achieve this, a theoretical sampling framework has been 
employed. This approach helps in the selection of case 
studies based on their relevance to the context of Wolfe Is-
land and the specific objectives of the project. Accordingly, 
a total of 54 case studies have been selected, aligning with 
the primary project objective: create design standards for 
the Village of Marysville on Wolfe Island that promote the 
area’s unique character of the Village.

These case studies are selected based on two criteria: 
their setting (villages, towns and cities) and their geograph-
ical location (Ontario, Canada, and international). Further-
more, the case study analysis includes both general and 
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specific rural design standards. General design standards 
cover different aspects of design, whereas specific design 
standards focus on a specific subject, providing a deeper 
understanding of that subject). Table 2.6 provides a com-
prehensive list of these selected case studies.

In terms of the evaluation methodology, a framework 
has been developed, drawing inspiration from Connell & 
Daoust-Filiatrault (2018), Punter (2007), and Scott, Bullock, 
and Foley (2013). Within this framework, case studies are 
assessed along two critical dimensions: (1) Procedure and 
(2) Content.

Figure 2.3. Geographical Distribution of the Case Study Analysis.
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Table 2.6. List of Case Studies.

Name Type Setting Geographical Location
Village Town City Ontario Canada + 

US
International

1 Town of Cobourg General * *
2 Village of St. Davids General * *
3 Town of Collingwood General * *
4 King City General * *
5 Nobelton General * *
6 Villages of Erin & Hillsburgh General * *
7 Mississippi Mills General * *
8 Schomberg Village General * *
9 Richmond Hill Urban Design Guidelines General * *
10 Town of Caledon Comprehensive Design Guidelines General * *
11 Urban Design Guidelines: Pickering General * *
12 Cork County Rural Design Guidelines General * *
13 Kapiti Coast, New Zealand General * *
14 Wellington Rural Area Design Guide, New Zealand General * *
15 Horowhenua District Plan: Subdivision Design 

Guide, New Zealand
General * *

16 North Ayrshire Design Guidance, Scotland General * *
17 Village of Dorchester, UK General * *
18 Poundbury General * *
19 Rural Design Guide/Monaghan General * *
20 Urban Design for Regional New South Wales General * *
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Table 2.6. (Continued).

Name Type Setting Geographical Location
Village Town City Ontario Canada + 

US
International

21 Rural Center Landscapes Design Guide, Chester 
County, PA

General * *

22 Town of Qualicum Beach General * *
23 Cedar Main Street Village Plan, Nanaimo, BC General * *
24 Third Street Cottages, Langly Washington General * *
25 Village Homes: Davis, California General * *
26 Suisun Valley, California General * *
27 Placer County Rural Design Guidelines General * *
28 Design guidelines for rural villages General * *
29 Clarington North Village Draft Urban Design and 

Sustainability Guidelines
General * *

30 Orchard Gardens, Montana: Affordable Housing 
Design Standards

Specific 
Guidelines

* *

31 Poplar Gardens, Colorado: Affordable Housing De-
sign Standards

Specific 
Guidelines

* *

32 Austurbruin: Affordable Housing Design Standards Specific 
Guidelines

* *

33 Freeport Mc Donalds: Commercial Development 
Design Guidelines

Specific 
Guidelines

* *

34 Camden Rite-Aid Specific 
Guidelines

* *

35 Gold Dust: Affordable Housing Design Standards Specific 
Guidelines

* *
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Table 2.6. (Continued).

Name Type Setting Geographical Location
Village Town City Ontario Canada + 

US
International

36 City of Northampton Street Design Guidelines Specific 
Guidelines

* *

37 Township of King: Employment Area Design Guide-
lines

Specific 
Guidelines

38 Design Guideline for Social Housing in Rural north-
ern island

Specific 
Guidelines

* *

39 Offaly countryside: Residential Development Design 
Standards

Specific 
Guidelines

* *

40 Brown’s Farm, Rhode Island: Residential Develop-
ment Design Guidelines

Specific 
Guidelines

* *

41 Seguin Township: Waterfront Design Specific 
Guidelines

* *

42 St. Alban’s Neighbourhood, North Carolina: Resi-
dential Development Design Guidelines

Specific 
Guidelines

* *

43 Hawthorne Corner, British Columbia: Mixed-use 
Development Design Standards

Specific 
Guidelines

* *

44 Battle Road Farm: Affordable Housing Design Stan-
dards

Specific 
Guidelines

* *

45 Rural Streets and Lanes: A Design Handbook Specific 
Guidelines

* *

46 Norwegian Architectural Policy Specific 
Guidelines

* *

47 Multifamily and Mixed-Use Design Manual: Mixed 
use and multi-unit

Specific 
Guidelines

* *

48 Dover Waterfront Design Guidelines Specific 
Guidelines

* *
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Table 2.6. (Continued).

Name Type Setting Geographical Location
Village Town City Ontario Canada + 

US
International

49 Noth Perth Downtown Commercial Guidelines: 
Commercial Development Design Standards

Specific 
Guidelines

* *

50 Small Town and Rural Multimodal Networks Specific 
Guidelines

* *

51 Brown Street, Wickford Village Design Standards & 
Guidelines

Specific 
Guidelines

* *

52 City of Cloverdale Commercial Development Design 
Guidelines

Specific 
Guidelines

* *

53 Halton Hills Premier Gateway Employment Area 
Urban Design Guidelines: Employment Area Design 
Guidelines

Specific 
Guidelines

* *

54 Orangeville Commercial Urban Design Study: Com-
mercial Development Design Standards

Specific 
Guidelines

* *
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The procedure for the development of design guidelines is 
evaluated to reinforce the project’s foundation and ensure 
that insights derived from previous urban design process-
es are incorporated into the project’s procedures. This, in 
turn, allows the application of valuable lessons to the pro-
ject.

Similarly, the content of the design guidelines is analyzed 
to understand how policies are interconnected and reflect-
ed in the design framework. Lessons from case studies are 
employed to gain insights into the nature of the Marysville 
character area. The evaluation framework is presented in 
Table 2.7.

Figure 2.4. Case Study Evaluation Framework.
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Table 2.7. Case Study Evaluation Framework.

Case Study Evaluation Framework Source
Procedure Comprehensiveness Goals Establish clear community goals and priorities. Connell & Daoust-Filiatrault, 

2018; Punter, 2007.
Comprehensive, coordinated community commit-
ment to environmental beauty and design.

Fact Basis Apply data-driven and evidence-based deci-
sion-making.

Connell & Daoust-Filiatrault, 
2018; Punter, 2007; Scott, 
Bullock, and Foley, 2013.

Establish guidelines rooted in universal design 
principles and contextual analysis while clearly 
defining desired and obligatory outcomes.

Ensure due process through well-defined rules for 
urban design interventions.

Public Participation 
in Plan Creation

Engage the community in different stages of the 
planning process.

Connell & Daoust-Filiatrault, 
2018; Punter, 2007; Scott, 
Bullock, and Foley, 2013.

Provisions for 
Monitoring and 
Implementation

Regularly review urban design plans with support 
from the community and the development industry.

Connell & Daoust-Filiatrault, 
2018; Punter, 2007; Scott, 
Bullock, and Foley, 2013.

Utilize a wide range of tools and actors, such as 
taxes, subsidies, acquisitions, etc., to enhance 
design outcomes.

Policy Focus Maximize Stability Well entrenched in statutory plans (e.g., OP). Connell & Daoust-Filiatrault, 
2018; Punter, 2007; Scott, 
Bullock, and Foley, 2013.Identify the target audience for the policies.

Ensure policies are legally defensible in court.

Define the structure and format of design policies.

Integrate Public 
Priorities

Ensure alignment of plans with public priorities and 
establish formal linkages.

Connell & Daoust-Filiatrault, 
2018; Punter, 2007; Scott, 
Bullock, and Foley, 2013.

Implement a policy framework.
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Table 2.7. (Continued).

Case Study Evaluation Framework Source
Procedure Policy Focus Integrate Public 

Priorities
Commit to comprehensive urban design consid-
erations, encompassing amenity, accessibility, 
community, vitality, and sustainability. 

Connell & Daoust-Filiatrault, 
2018; Punter, 2007; Scott, 
Bullock, and Foley, 2013.

Create formal connections between plans (e.g., OP 
design guidelines inform standards, and standards 
inform site plan/development review). 

Minimize 
Uncertainty

Remove any loopholes and clarify ambiguous 
language.

Connell & Daoust-Filiatrault, 
2018; Punter, 2007; Scott, 
Bullock, and foley, 2013.

Preserve internal consistency and delineate lines 
of authority.
Overcome the shortcomings of zoning by integrat-
ing it into the overall planning process.
Establish well-defined rules for urban design inter-
ventions.
Enhance the clarity and presentation quality of the 
policies.

Accommodate 
Flexibility

Establish clear criteria for exceptions. Connell & Daoust-Filiatrault, 
2018; Punter, 2007.

Maintain necessary flexibility to prevent uncertain-
ty without compromising stability.

Avoid excessive control over community design 
and encourage organic spontaneity, vitality, inno-
vation, and pluralism.

Discourse Legibility Base guidelines on universal design principles and 
contextual analysis while specifying desired and 
mandatory outcomes.

Connell & Daoust-Filiatrault, 
2018; Punter, 2007.

Accuracy Ground plans in accurate data and thorough anal-
ysis.

Connell & Daoust-Filiatrault, 
2018; Punter, 2007.

Legitimacy  Provide appropriate design skills and expertise to 
support the process.

Connell & Daoust-Filiatrault, 
2018; Punter, 2007.
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Table 2.7. (Continued).

Case Study Evaluation Framework Source
Procedure Discourse Sincerity Mitigating the exclusionary effects of control strat-

egies and urban design regulation. 
Connell & Daoust-Filiatrault, 
2018; Punter, 2007.

Demonstrate a genuine commitment to community 
well-being. 

Content Context Landscape Context Consider the surrounding landscape in design. Scott, Bullock, and Foley, 
2013.

House/Roadside 
Relationship

Address the relationship between houses and 
roads.

Scott, Bullock, and Foley, 
2013.

Relationship to 
Other Buildings in 
Landscape

Ensure compatibility with neighboring buildings. Scott, Bullock, and Foley, 
2013.

Layout Siting Determine the optimal location of structures. Scott, Bullock, and Foley, 
2013.

Landscaping Incorporate landscaping elements into design.

Exposure/shelter 
and Landform

Consider exposure, shelter, and landform in de-
sign.

Boundaries and 
Screening

Define property boundaries and screening.

Visual issues: 
House Form

Form Define the architectural form of houses or layout/
form/style of non-house uses.

Scott, Bullock, and Foley, 
2013.

Scale Determine appropriate scales for buildings or de-
sign elements.

Materials Specify building materials.

Massing: Solid to 
Void

Address the balance between solid and open 
spaces.

Visual Issues: Details Elevation Details Specify architectural details on elevations. Scott, Bullock, and Foley, 
2013.
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Table 2.7. (Continued).

Case Study Evaluation Framework Source
Content Visual issues: Details Colour Define color schemes for buildings. Scott, Bullock, and Foley, 

2013.
Richness/visual 
details 

Enhance visual richness with architectural details. 

Sustainable Design Relative Emphasis 
on Sustainable 
Design Issues. 

Determine the level of emphasis on sustainability 
in design policies.

Scott, Bullock, and Foley, 
2013.

Consequently, the precedents were assessed across eight 
categories. Based on the findings from the literature re-
view, each category was divided into specific criteria, and 
a scoring system ranging from 1 to 5 was used to gauge 
their adherence to these criteria. In instances where certain 
criteria were not applicable to a particular case study, they 
were rated as “N/A,” and those criteria were subsequently 
excluded from their overall evaluation (Table 2.8). 

The evaluation highlights the strength of each precedent 
and how useful they are for informing the project. Given that 
the scores from the analytical framework formed a normal 
distribution, the top 20 scoring cases were then chosen 
using z-scores. Accordingly, from the 54 case studies that 
we analyzed, 20 of them were profiled. 

Of the 20 cases reviewed, there was an even split between 
village and town settings with 9 cases representing each, 
compared to only 2 cases covering small cities (Kapiti 
Coast, New Zealand and Northampton, Massachusetts). 
While design standards from Ontario made up a quarter of 
the cases reviewed, cases from other parts of Canada and 
the US (10), as well as international cases (5), made up the 
majority. Close to half of the cases (8) were general design 
standards covering a variety of elements related to urban 
design including streetscapes, open spaces, landscaping, 

Table 2.8. Evaluation Scores and Descriptions.

Evaluation 
Score

Meaning

1 Precedent does not meet the criteria at all. 

2 Precedent meets very little of the criteria (low).

3 Precedent meets the criteria (low-medium).

4 Precedent meets a fair number of criteria (medium).

5 Precedent meets a high amount of the criteria (high).
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parking, and architecture. The remaining cases employed 
a more focused scope, outlining standards for specific de-
sign components and elements of the built form, including 
streets (3), residential development (2), commercial areas 
(2), employment areas (2), affordable housing (1), mixed 
use and multi-unit buildings (1), and the waterfront (1) (Ta-
ble 2.9).

Table 2.9. Top Cases Chosen from Application of Analytical 
Framework.

Name
1 Town of Caledon Comprehensive Design Guidelines 

2 Kapiti Coast, New Zealand

3 Rural Design Guide/Monaghan

4 Urban Design for Regional New South Wales, Australia

5 Rural Center Landscapes Design Guide, Chester County, PA

6 Township of King

7 Offaly countryside

8 St. Alban’s Neighbourhood, North Carolina

9 Battle Road Farm

10 Freeport Mc Donalds

11 City of Northampton Street Design Guidelines

12 Cedar Main Street Village Plan, Nanaimo, BC

13 Third Street Cottages, Langly Washington

14 Rural Streets and Lanes: A Design Handbook

Name
15 Multifamily and Mixed-Use Design Manual 

16 Dover Waterfront Design Guidelines 

17 Brown Street, Wickford Village Design Standards & Guidelines 

18 City of Cloverdale Commercial Development Design 
Guidelines 

19 Halton Hills Premier Gateway Employment Area Urban Design 
Guidelines 

20 Clarington North Village Draft Urban Design and Sustainability 
Guidelines 
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3.1	 Provincial Policies and Regulations 

3.1.1	 The Municipal Act 

The Municipal Act is a set of laws passed by the Province 
of Ontario which conveys broad powers to municipalities 
to pass bylaws and to govern over the areas within their 
jurisdiction. It also contains provisions which describe the 
rules which all municipalities within the province must fol-
low (except for the City of Toronto). These rules outline re-
quirements of conduct for municipalities including practic-
es and procedures, accountability and transparency, and 
finance. 

3.1.2	 The Planning Act 

The Planning Act is provincial legislation that sets the foun-
dation for all land use decisions within the Province of On-
tario. It declares what uses and activities may be controlled 
and who has the authority to control them. The Act requires 
that Upper Tier municipalities (in this case the County of 
Frontenac) appoint a planning advisory committee. Lower 
Tier municipalities (in this case the Township of Frontenac 
Islands) are permitted to appoint a planning advisory com-
mittee if they so choose. The Planning Act further grants 
municipalities the authority to prepare planning documents 
including Official Plans (to set out municipal strategies and 

set land use policies to influence future development) and 
Zoning Bylaws (to set the rules and regulation to control 
development as it occurs). Ultimately the Planning Act dic-
tates that while carrying out the responsibilities dictated 
within the Act municipalities should have regard to matters 
of Provincial interest. In other words, all land use planning 
policies must follow the directives given by the province.

3.1.3	 The Provincial Policy Statement

The Provincial Policy Statement provides overarching poli-
cy direction on matters of provincial interest related to land 
use planning and development. As a key part of Ontario’s 
policy-led planning system, the Provincial Policy State-
ment sets the policy foundation for regulating the develop-
ment and use of land (PPS, 2020). 

The PPS provides direction to planning authorities directly 
from the provincial government. The goals of the PPS have 
been integrated into the Design Standards. 

3.2	 Municipal Policies and Regulations

3.2.1	 County of Frontenac Official Plan

The County of Frontenac Official Plan is a land use doc-
ument which is intended to serve as the blueprint for 
land use related decision making thorough out Frontenac 
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County. The most current version of the Official Plan was 
consolidated on April 21st, 2016, and contains the amend-
ments and corrections added to the plan since its initial 
date of approval. It is the intention of the Official Plan that 
each of the individual townships within the county (North 
Frontenac, Central Frontenac, South Frontenac, and Fron-
tenac Islands) maintain a strong degree of control over the 
planning matters which are the responsibility of each indi-
vidual municipality. Local Official Plans will be created to 
complement the County Official Plan by providing detailed 
strategies, policies, and land use designations for plan-
ning and development at the local level. The Plan is based 
around 6 sustainability themes, they are: 

1.	 Economic Sustainability;  

2.	 Growth Management;  

3.	 Community Building;    

4.	 Housing and Social Services; 

5.	 Heritage and Culture;    

6.	 Environmental Sustainability. 

These 6 themes are intertwined within the plan and are 
intended to influence all decisions made within the County 
to encourage a sustainable balance between the econo-

my, community building, and the environment. These prin-
ciples are integrated within this document. 

The County’s Official Plan contains various policies which 
apply directly to The Township of Frontenac Islands. The 
Plan recognises The Frontenac Islands’ unique natural 
beauty and its important location as the gateway from 
Lake Ontario to the 1000 Islands. In line with this the plan 
includes a commitment to the monitoring of needs in rela-
tion to the various Ferry services which connect the various 
islands of the township to each other and to the mainland. 
The plan commits to supporting efforts to maintain ade-
quate service levels of these vital services and to support 
improvements when required. 

The County’s Official Plan contains policies which apply 
broadly to Settlement Areas (a designation which Marys-
ville possesses) across the county. These policies call for 
townships to encourage the efficient use of land and re-
sources, for the purpose of optimizing public services. 

The County’s Official Plan contains policies for the pur-
pose of expanding affordable housing within its constit-
uent townships. Most relevant to this document, Coun-
ty Council may assess different forms of housing design 
which make housing more affordable and may investigate 
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alternative dwelling design standards that may contribute 
to more affordable housing. Further policies include pro-
moting the establishment of affordable housing within the 
township through intensification, allowing for conversions 
of single detached dwellings into multi-unit residences. 
Encouraging municipalities to maintain a minimum 10-
year supply of residential land across the Frontenacs at all 
times. Facilitating the efforts of non-profit and co-opera-
tive housing. The county itself will commit to working with 
higher levels of government to acquire whatever resources 
are available for public sector housing programs and initi-
atives. Finally, that community Improvement Plans should 
consider initiatives to promote affordable housing projects 
in each Township.

3.2.2	 Township of Frontenac Islands Official Plan

The Township of Frontenac Island Official Plan contains 
the community’s goals, objectives, and policies to guide 
growth for the upcoming decades. The most recent ver-
sion of the Official Plan was consolidated in July of 2013, 
containing amendments and changes from the previous 
years since the Official Plan’s adoption. Through this plan, 
the Township of Frontenac seeks to create a strong com-
munity identity that reflects the unique character of each 

island area. Future developments are to be sustainable, 
ensuring that promote compatibility between the natural 
and built environment. The windfarm that is present across 
much of Wolfe Island stands as a symbol of clean energy 
and signifies a move towards a green economy. Alternative 
energy systems, such as solar and biomass, are also to be 
investigated for their potential to contribute to the green 
economy of the municipality. The Vision of the Plan sets 
out the high-level ideals for the future of the community, 
and established expectations for the ways the Township 
will develop. 

Also present within the Township’s Official Plan is a sec-
tion on the historic context of the Township of Frontenac 
Islands, such as its early settlement pattern, its fertile soil 
that has sustained an agricultural economy for centuries, 
and their strategic location at the mouth of the St. Law-
rence River. Insights into population growth and housing 
development are also provided by the Official Plan, largely 
in comparison between the two main islands in the Town-
ship – Wolfe Island and Howe Island. An aging population 
and a desire for residents to retire on the island and age in 
place are also goals that the Township wants future devel-
opments to achieve.



Page | 48

SECTION 3 | POLICY & REGULATORY FRAMEWORK   

The Township Official Plan also highlighted some of the 
challenges the Township faces. Growth on Wolfe Island 
has historically been low, due to its remote location and 
dependency on the ferry for access. Options for housing 
are limited, with single-detached dwelling making up the 
majority, though there are a few rental units available. There 
is theoretically plenty of land for development, but much of 
the land use of Wolfe Island is for agricultural uses that are 
threatened by the potential for expansion. The Secondary 
Plan should assist with this concern, allowing Wolfe Island 
to preserve its farmland from fragmentation. The general 
lack of infrastructure on both islands is also mentioned, as 
there are concerns over water quality and sanitary capac-
ity due to a small population and the cost of connecting 
to Kingston’s utility network. Policies were put in place to 
look at communal servicing and required shared systems, 
which have since been elaborated on. A further analysis of 
Communal Servicing is in the Implementation section of 
this report.

3.2.3	 Township of Frontenac Islands Zoning By-law 

The 2003 Zoning By-law and its 2014 amendment for the 
Township of Frontenac Islands was examined as part of 
the Site Context and Inventory that will be discussed in 

the following section. The definitions for front yards, rear 
yards, side yards and other terminology was used as refer-
ence for the observations made during the site inventory. 
To determine the state of parking within Marysville, Section 
3.14 - Parking Area Regulations were referenced. The fol-
lowing subsections were cross-examined with case stud-
ies and best practices to help determine Design Standards 
for Marysville: 

3.14. Parking Space Requirement. 

3.14.2: Ingress and Egress Regulations. 

3.14.4: Parking Area Design Requirements. 

3.14.6: Parking Area Location on Lot.

The Zone Provisions of Section 4 were also examined and 
compared to existing uses within the village of Marysville. 
Properties within Marysville largely fall into the Village Res-
idential (RV) Zone. Commercial (C) uses – the Wolfe Is-
land Hotel, the Wolfe Island Pub & Pizzeria, and the Fargo 
General Store, to name a few – are scattered along Main 
Street, in the Village Core. The Wolfe Island Bakery and 
the Boat Club are both considered as Rural Industrial (M1). 
The churches, schools, Town Hall, library, and the commu-
nity centre are zoned as Community Facility (CF) zones, 
intended for use by the public. For Marysville’s expansion 
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area, the land is considered Rural, and will need to be re-
zoned to allow for development. The Zone Provisions and 
their permitted uses helped frame several of the Design 
Standards. 

As the Township’s Zoning By-law is nearly 20 years old, it 
is anticipated that a new Zoning By-law will be drafted in 
response to this Design Standard document. Further de-
tails will be discussed in the Implementation chapter of this 
document.

3.2.4	 Marysville Secondary Plan 

The Marysville Secondary Plan is the most recent and rele-
vant policy document, enabling the expansion of the Mar-
ysville Settlement Area, and providing the vision, goals, 
and policies that new development must adhere to. The 
Marysville Secondary Plan was adopted in May of 2020 
to guide the detailed planning and future development of 
Marysville for the next 25 years, up to the year 2046. As 
the Township’s only settlement area, future growth is to be 
concentrated within the expanded boundaries of Marys-
ville. As a result of the new ferry and the refurbishment of 
the Marysville ferry dock and terminal, the County of Fron-
tenac updated their population projection for Wolfe Island 
and are anticipating an additional 300 new residents that 

need to be accommodated over the 25-year period. The 
Marysville has the following vision statement:

Marysville shall retain its small town, unique 
village character and provide an attractive, 
high-quality, safe, sustainable, interconnected, 
and pedestrian-friendly community for existing 
and future residents of all ages and abilities to 
enjoy. New development will be integrated with 
the existing village, through thoughtful design 
and a road pattern that enables continued con-
nectivity.

Using the Marysville Secondary Plan’s Vision Statement as 
a foundation, the vision statement was expanded on to de-
velop the Design Standards Vision Statement. The vision 
statement also played a key role in determining the themes 
that each Design Standard relate to:   

•	 Character & Identity  

•	 Vibrancy & Inclusivity 

•	 Sustainability 

•	 Accessibility & Connectivity

These themes would repeat themselves in the results of 
the literature review and case studies, and the feedback 
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from the workshop.

The Marysville Secondary Plan lays out a series of goals 
for the future Marysville. Key goals related to the design 
standards include:

•	 Develop a land use framework and guiding policies 
that will implement the vision; 

•	 To encourage the development of a range and mix of 
housing types; 

•	 To encourage development of accessible and af-
fordable housing that remain consistent with the Vil-
lage character; 

•	 To encourage and promote best practices in environ-
mental design and energy conservation; 

•	 Provide a framework for development that is pedes-
trian-oriented and incorporates parks, open spaces, 
and trails and provides linkages to the waterfront, 
wherever possible; 

•	 To promote active transportation by providing con-
nectivity for pedestrians and cyclists to the Village 
Core and elementary schools and by encouraging the 
inclusion of pedestrian and cycling infrastructure on 
key existing streets, wherever possible.

These goals were repeated as primary concerns by res-

idents during the Workshop, indicating their importance 
for the future development of Marysville. These goals re-
flect a desire for any development to be built with respect 
to the existing Village, instead of being a separate area or 
commuter town for the Kingston Area. A range and mix of 
housing types is another need for the Village and has sup-
porting policies in the PPS and Official Plans. To mitigate 
the impacts of climate change, Design Standards were 
chosen to incorporate green infrastructure Consideration 
has been given to the goals of the Marysville Secondary 
Plan, and how each of them can best be achieved through 
Design Standards.

Section 3.0 of the Marysville Secondary Plan also contains 
policies for general Community Structure and Design and 
Land Use, which are expanded on with this document. Re-
garding the anticipated population increase of roughly 353 
people, it is anticipated that this growth will be managed 
by the creation of an additional 157 residential units, much 
of which will be in the Expansion Area. The policy states 
the expected density for development in the Expansion 
Area is a range of 10-18 units per hectare, depending on 
the available servicing. The Village Core is expected to see 
redevelopment and commercial expansion to support this 
growth. The Marysville Secondary Plan provides a basic 
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set of design principles, urban design policies, and sus-
tainability values that development must be consistent 
with to better realize Marysville as a complete community. 
Key design principles include, but are not limited to:

•	 Provide housing choice with designs that reflect 
and are compatible with the existing Village 
character; 

•	 Provide a neighbourhood design concept within 
the Expansion Area that considers safety and 
mitigates impacts of nearby natural and hu-
man-made physical features (wetlands, quarry, 
wind turbines and agricultural uses);

•	 Develop a well-connected network and hierar-
chy of streets, paths and active transportation 
trails that enhance connectivity around the Vil-
lage, including the Expansion Area while safely 
accommodating various modes of transporta-
tion, including walking, cycling, and automo-
biles;

•	 Promote compatibility of building scale and 
form between new and existing adjacent devel-
opment;

•	 Establish Gateways to the Village area to em-
phasize Marysville’s identity.

The Design Standards within this document were expand-
ed on from these design principles to meet the objectives 
of the Marysville Secondary Plan. 

Section 4.0 of the Marysville Secondary Plan contains 
policies for Land Use, including both general policies that 
all development must adhere to, and those that apply to 
specific zoning provisions. There are 12 subsections, each 
with a specific land use or policy focus:

4.1 – General Policies 

4.2 – Low Density Residential 

4.3 – Medium Density Residential 

4.4 – Village Core 

4.5 – Institutional 

4.6 – Village Residential 

4.7 – Natural Environment 

4.8 – Open Space 

4.9 – Transportation 

4.10 – Servicing 

4.11 – Heritage 

4.12 – Special Policy Areas

The General Policies provide support and guidance for 
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development, while also outlining the role of the Town-
ship in the Secondary Plan. The Township is responsible 
for preserving waterfront access by preventing the clos-
ing, stopping up, and sale of rights-of-ways in the Village 
Core, with the aim of eventually providing publicly acces-
sible Open Spaces along the waterfront. The Township is 
also responsible for ensuring the policies are met in new 
developments, and to manage the efficacy of the Design 
Standards. The Township also has a role in providing and 
improving Open Spaces and implementing Stormwater 
Management. The policies also apply to developers, pro-
viding broad guidance for new development and redevel-
opment in Marysville.

Section 5.0 covers Development and Phasing considera-
tions for new development. It is anticipated that new de-
velopment will be managed by Site Plan Control to ensure 
developments meet the policies of the Secondary Plan as 
well as the Rural Design Guidelines laid out within this doc-
ument. This section further outlines the requirement that all 
new development within the expansion area, be serviced 
exclusively by municipal or communal servicing to the sat-
isfaction of the Township. This requirement does not ex-
tend to new developments on the existing residential area 
or the village core, nor does it apply to existing homes or 

businesses. Limitations on development due to the need 
for communal servicing are also included, as are maps that 
layout a phasing plan. Since the creation of the Secondary 
Plan, the location of the Expansion Area has shifted from 
the land west of Road 95 to the parcels of land between 
Road 95 and 7th Line Road. 

Section 6.0 covers policies relating to the development and 
establishment of a public marina in the Village Core area. 
Marysville’s coastal aspects are underutilized, due to pri-
vate ownership of most of the lands along the Waterfront. 
The Frontenac Islands are made up of many cottages and 
similar developments that depend on seasonal boat trav-
el to access, which Marysville is unable to capitalize on. 
The establishment of a marina will prove to be challenging, 
but the policies laid within can improve tourist access to 
the businesses located in Marysville. Public-private part-
nerships, or purchase of land by the Township should be 
sought out to realize this objective, as it can also provide 
high-quality public space with greater usability to a wider 
range of residents than what is currently present.

Section 7.0 covers the Implementation of the Secondary 
Plan. Existing Non-Conforming Land Uses are anticipated 
to cease in the long term, whether they do not fit in with 
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the Design Standards or the Zoning By-law. An update 
to the Zoning By-law is anticipated to follow the Design 
Standards, though is understandably a costly undertaking. 
Future development is to be checked for consistency with 
other plans, and the Secondary Plan itself is to be moni-
tored for its efficacy at meeting the vision, and goals laid 
out within. The Secondary Plan supersedes the Township 
of Frontenac Islands Official Plan, being a more recent 
document and one that more thoroughly addresses the 
needs of Marysville. 

The policies in the Marysville Secondary Plan highlight the 
balancing act between preserving the rural character of the 
Village, while also allowing for new growth and develop-
ment to better support the residents of the community.

Figure 3.1. Previous Layout of Expansion Area.

Figure 3.2. Current Layout of Expansion Area.
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3.2.5	 Marysville Secondary Plan  – Official Plan Amend-
ment

Following the 2020 Marysville Secondary Plan was an Of-
ficial Plan Amendment in March of 2022. The Official Plan 
Amendment implements the recommendations of the Mar-
ysville Secondary Plan, expanding on some policies and 
changing others. Of note, was the change to move the 
Expansion Area from the lands on either side of Road 95 
(Figure 3.1) to the lands between Road 95 and 7th Line 
Road (Figure 3.2). This change was based on site visits to 
the lands by County Staff, and lays out the reasoning for 
the change:

•	 New development can better connect to the ex-
isting fabric of the village, with a greater ability 
to form connections for active transportation 
through along the existing rights-of-ways in the 
Existing Neighbourhood Area.

•	 New residential development will be in closer 
proximity to the Community Centre, and provide 
readily accessible public space for existing and 
new residents.

•	 A more efficient road layout, easy the infrastruc-
ture burden on the Township

•	 A by-pass road is between Road 95 and 7th 

Line Road is required due to a previous legal 
agreement. Later residential development can 
utilize this road, leading to a more efficient use 
of the by-pass road.

The Official Plan Amendment was required to implement 
the Marysville Secondary Plan. 
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This section provides an overview of the Marysville con-
text, examining the characteristics of the Village Core, the 
existing neighbourhoods, and the Expansion Area.

4.1	 Methodology

This section provides an overview of the site context meth-
odology. To analyze the site context, different methods 
were employed to provide a more comprehensive under-
standing of the village. Two types of data have been used 
to analyze the context, including: 

(1) Site Observations: Three separate site visits were done 
on Sep 15, 2023, Sep 30, 2023, and Oct 28, 2023, to un-
derstand the village’s overall characteristics. Observations 
were gathered by taking notes and photos of important 
areas in the village (See Appendix C). 

(2) Site Inventory: a site visit was done on Sep 30, 2023, to 
gain a better understanding of the characters of the built 
environment, and open spaces of Marysville. Accordingly, 
the inventory has been done on 179 parcels. A total of 37 
observational characteristics in four categories were gath-
ered during the site inventory:

(a)	 Lot-level characteristics: frontage, lot depth, 
front yard setback, side yard setback, and rear 
yard setback (Figure 4.1).

Figure 4.1. Lot-level Characteristics.
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(b) Structural characteristics: building style, build-
ing orientation, height, building color, parking 
type, number of parking spaces, building struc-
ture, number of entrances, number of windows, 
patios/dining area/porches, basement, roof 
type, roof color, heritage observations/adjacen-
cy, and active/passive façade.

(c)	 Non-structural characteristics: frontage plant-
ing, amenities, activity, murals/public art, con-
nection to waterfront, and fencing (Figure 4.2).

(d)	Streets: cross-section elements, on-street park-
ing, speed limit, existing/ potential trails, mate-
rial, wayfinding elements, and street furniture 
(Figure 4.3).

After the site inventory, the data was imported into an Excel 
spreadsheet and then merged into Geographic Information 
Software (GIS) software. Accordingly, the GIS was used to 
conduct the site context and analyze the characteristics 
of the village, which is presented in this chapter (Figure 
4.4). Maps detailing design characteristics can be found in 
Appendix D.

Figure 4.2. Structural and Non-Structural Characteristics.

Figure 4.3. Street Elements.
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Figure 4.4. 179 Inventoried Parcels.
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4.2	 Identifying the Existing Village Spatial Structure 
and Character

Drawing from the spatial delineations provided in the Mar-
ysville Secondary Plan as well as the results of the site 
context assessment, 3 character areas were identified in 
Marysville based on their distinct design characteristics. 
These areas are the Village Core, the Existing Neighbour-
hood, and the Expansion Area (Figure 4.5). 
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Centred on Main Street, the Village Core serves as the 
high-density area of the village, containing several com-
mercial, institutional, residential, and mixed-use buildings 
uses which provide a unique and engaging streetscape 
not found elsewhere in Marysville or Wolfe Island. Lot siz-
es and setbacks in the Village Core are typically smaller 
compared to the rest of the village while also having larger 
lot coverages, contributing to a denser spatial form in this 
area. The presence of explicit wayfinding features such as 
signs and directional posts as well as streetscape ameni-
ties like seating areas also contribute to a vibrant and pe-
destrian-scaled public realm, attractive to both residents 
and tourists. 

VILLAGE CORE

Given its location, the Village Core also has a close as-
sociation to the Village’s waterfront, including several pri-
vate marinas and the new ferry dock which will service the 
Wolfe Islander IV.
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Situated between the Village Core and Expansion Area, the 
Existing Neighbourhood area serves as the lower density 
area of the village. Lot sizes are often larger than in the Vil-
lage Core while lot coverages are smaller, further contrib-
uting to a more dispersed spatial form. With a prevalence 
of single detached homes, this area is oriented toward res-
idential uses that provide access to the amenities of the 
Village Core as well as institutional uses like schools and 
churches present in the Existing Neighbourhood. Conse-
quently, streetscapes in this area are generally for facili-
tating pedestrian and vehicle traffic rather than engaging 
pedestrians. 

EXISTING NEIGHBOURHOOD

However, porches and other seating areas provide oppor-
tunities for community socialization in the neighbourhood. 
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Located at the southern edge of the Village, the Expansion 
Area provides a blank canvas for future development. A 
parcel of this land was donated to the Township for the 
construction of the senior’s residence, and much of the 
parcel remains open for the Township to pursue other de-
velopments that will meet the needs of Marysville. How-
ever, with the requirement of a new bypass road between 
Road 95 and 7th Line as a condition of the land donation, 
new development will have to consider the planning and 
design implications of this roadway.

EXPANSION AREA

Page | 62



Page | 64

SECTION 4 | SITE CONTEXT  

Page | 64

Figure 4.5. Three Character Areas.
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These character areas and their design characteristics are 
examined in further detail in the following subsections. A 
Strengths, Weaknesses, Opportunities, and Constraints 
(SWOC) analysis was also applied to inform design con-
siderations and can be found at the end of this chapter.

4.3	 Exploring the Design Character of the Site at the 
Scale of the Township

4.3.1	 Land Use

Marysville is a primarily residential village with most lots 
devoted to single family homes. These residential uses are 
supported by open spaces, institutional uses, and com-
mercial uses which provide a complete community for the 
Village and its residents. These supporting uses include 
three churches, a post office, a variety of shops and res-
taurants, two schools, a library, and several open spaces. 
Open spaces and institutional buildings provide space for 
community events, most notably the art gallery that takes 
place in the Township Town Hall and the recently started 
Farmers Market that takes place at the Wolfe Island Com-
mons and runs during the summer and autumn months. 
Throughout the Village, views of Lake Ontario and the St. 
Lawrence River are prominent as the gently sloping topog-
raphy of Marysville enables these features to be seen from 

further distances from the waterfront.

(1) Village Core: Despite its role as an important commer-
cial area for Marysville and Wolfe Island at large, the Village 
Core is predominantly composed of residential buildings. 
Alongside these residential uses, the Village Core contains 
most of Marysville’s commercial uses including shops and 
restaurants. Mixed use commercial and residential build-
ings are also present in the Village Core which provide for 
higher densities in this area. With its proximity to the wa-
terfront, the Village Core also has potential for connecting 
waterfront areas and the built form. While some waterfront 
connections are present, such as the Wolfe Island Com-
mons and individual docks, houses and businesses lining 
the south side of Main Street as well as lot patterns cre-
ate a barrier to public waterfront access along most of its 
length.

(2) Existing Neighbourhood: Within the Village’s existing 
neighbourhoods, residential comprises the primary use 
and are made up mostly by single-family homes. These 
residential uses are complemented by recreational and in-
stitutional uses, including open spaces, churches, schools, 
and community halls, located in specific areas throughout 
the area. Consequently, there are few commercial uses lo-
cated within these neighbourhoods. The current network 
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of local roads provides access for most areas in the ex-
isting neighbourhoods to access the waterfront. With sev-
eral unopened street rights-of-way there is potential to 
enhance waterfront access from the existing neighbour-
hoods by creating additional walking trails and multi-use 
paths. While some rights-of-way serve this function such 
as the connection between Cross Street and the Furlong 
Trail, many of these unopened rights-of-way are occupied 
by encroaching buildings, preventing their use.

(3) Expansion Area: Containing the Wolfe Island Emergency 
Services buildings, the medical clinic, a senior’s residences 

Figure 4.6. Zoning Provisions and Land Use.

and a residential building, the Expansion Area is largely un-
developed, consisting mostly of farm fields, shrubland and 
a forest. Apart from the Division Street extension and the 
Furlong trail, there are consequently few formal roads or 
paths connecting this area into the wider village. However, 
unopened road allowances extending to the northwestern 
section of the Expansion Area as well as the planned by-
pass road between Road 95 and 7th Line provide opportu-
nities to develop these connections (Figure 4.6).

4.3.2	 Streets

Following the precedent of the Marysville Secondary Plan, 
we have divided the village’s streets into 3 categories: Ar-
terial roads, Collector roads, and Local roads.

(1) Arterial Roads: The streets designated as arterial roads 
within the secondary plan are County Road 95, County 
Rd 96, and the portion of Centre Street which extends to 
the ferry dock. These streets are paved with asphalt and 
are generally between 8 to 10 metres (26.2 to 32.8 feet), 
with sidewalks extending along at least one side. The pur-
pose of these streets is to carry the highest volumes of 
traffic within and beyond the borders of Marysville, as a 
result they often only feature controlled intersections (ones 
with stop signs) at locations where two arterials meet, and 
these are never in the form of four way stops. These roads 
generally feature higher speed limits of up to 80kmph in 
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places, though they are generally capped at 60kmph with-
in the boundaries of the secondary plan area. The notable 
exception is the area within the Village Core where a speed 
limit of 40kmph is enforced. 

(2) Collector roads: There is currently only one street desig-
nated as a collector within the Marysville secondary plan, it 
is the proposed “bypass road” which will connect County 
Road 95 and 7th line road. As no roads of this type cur-
rently exist it is impossible to comment on their current 
state. However, these types of roads are intended to carry 
a large volume of traffic from local roads to arterial roads, 
to accommodate all forms of traffic including vehicle and 
pedestrian, and to restrict driveway access from them to 
accommodate the flow of traffic. 

(3) Local Roads: The Streets designated as local roads are 
all other roads within the village area which are not men-
tioned directly in the previous two categories. These streets 
are intended to provide access to and from private proper-
ties. They are intended to facilitate all modes of transpor-
tation. Within the Existing Residential area, the appearance 
of these streets differs greatly between each other. Most 
are paved, though some are with tar over gravel, and some 
are just gravel. The width of these roads varies, ranging 
from between 3 to 6 metres (9.8 and 19.7 feet) wide. Some 
of these streets feature sidewalks along one side, though 
the thinnest ones do not. Traffic moves slowly in these ar-

eas due to the natural thinness of the road causing people 
to move more cautiously. These roads are commonly ar-
ranged in a grid pattern which facilitates greater connectiv-
ity, with dead-end cul-de-sac only appearing when natural 
features hinder future development (Figure 4.7).

4.3.3	 Public Spaces

Public spaces in Marysville can be found in a variety of 
forms, from public parks to public-private spaces to the 
sidewalks of Main Street. High quality public spaces help 
improve the sense of community by residents, affording 
them space to connect with other residents are participate 
in community activities.

(1) Village Core: In the Village Core, public spaces can be 
found along either side of Main Street, or in public-pri-
vate spaces owned by residents and businesses. The 
commercial and supportive uses that can be found within 
the Village Core attract customers and residents, and the 
sidewalks themselves serve as meeting places between 
acquaintances as they go about their everyday errands. 
Street furniture – usually provided by local stores – accen-
tuates this ability by creating meeting spaces and focal 
points along Main Street. It is limited by the willingness of 
businesses to purchase and maintain these street features, 
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Figure 4.7. Street Network. 
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as they can only be found in certain locations – outside 
the Wolfe Island Bakery, the Wolfe Island Pub & Pizzeria, 
and the Hotel Wolfe Island, and a few other areas. While 
the patios and seating areas are intended to be used by 
customers, it was noticed during site visits that passing 
friends and acquaintances would make use of the street 
furniture to stop and chat. The lack of Township-owned 
street furniture also poses issues due to the seasonality of 
some of the businesses. For example, the Bakery closes 
in mid-October at the end of the tourist season, taking its 
chairs and tables with it. 

Elsewhere in the Village Core are privately owned pub-
lic spaces – land that belongs to a private individual but 
are generally open to the public. The small parklet across 
from the Town Centre is one such public space, featuring 
a bench, signage, and some historical decorations, but is 
owned by the adjacent house. The Wolfe Island Commons 
is another area that meets this criterion. What was once a 
parking lot for the hotel is now a central point of the com-
munity, hosting events such as Farmer’s Markets, music 
festivals, and other community events. Outside of these 
times, it is still open to the public, with seating areas, plant-
ers, and other amenities for the public to use, and provides 
one of the few public washrooms in Marysville.

(2) Existing Neighbourhood: The Existing Neighbourhood 
area has two primary public spaces – some minor water-
front access on the eastern border of Marysville, and the 
centrally located Wolfe Island Community Centre. Along 
the waterfront, there is a single seating area for what is 
trying to be a parklet, but is undersized and underutilized. 
The nearby peninsula of land to its north is owned by the 
Township and does have some potential to be activated for 
better waterfront access.

The Wolfe Island Community Centre, on the other hand, 
is the prime area of public space for the community. It to-
tal 15 acres, and includes a covered rink, 3 baseball dia-
monds, a playground, a maintained grassy field, a livestock 
showing pen and barrel racing field, and a small parking 
lot. The Community Centre is also adjacent to a cemetery, 
providing more green space and walking paths. Observed 
uses at the Community Centre include walking, dog walk-
ing, playing sports, and using the playground equipment. 
With the Expansion Area located directly to the south, the 
Community Centre moves from becoming the edge of the 
community to its true centre, with residential developments 
surrounding it on nearly all sides.

(3) Expansion Area: As the current Expansion Area is split 
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between being a natural area and an agricultural one, only 
the Furlong Trail can be considered a public space. The 
trail connects 7th Line Road with the Community Centre, 
Division Street, and Cross Street, and is short, and poorly 
maintained, receiving little use to no use during our site 
visits. Drone footage of the trail shows that it largely con-
sists of a path through long grass that was stamped down 
by an ATV at some point, but little evidence of pedestrian 
use or accommodation. With the potential for new devel-
opment in the Expansion Area could lead to a formaliza-
tion of the Furlong Trail, making it more readily usable as a 
public space.

4.4	 Exploring the Design Character of the Site at the 
Scale of the Buildings

4.4.1	 Lots and Site Layout

(1) Village Core: The village core has a distinct lot pattern. 
Primarily in the area around Division St/Main St, there is a 
concentration of lots with lot areas under the median lot 
area for the entire secondary plan area. The East end of the 
core area also displays a similar trend in lot area, with lot 
sizes being around 1600 sq. metres (17,000 sq. feet). The 
Village Core has an average frontage of 30 metres (98.4 
feet), which is less than the median frontage for all proper-

ties within Marysville.

The village core contains the shortest front and rear yard 
setbacks out of the entire secondary plan area, sufficiently 
under the median. With most of the front and rear yard set-
backs in the core being under 10 metres (32.8 feet) and 20 
metres (65.6 feet) respectively.

The central core area generally has smaller block sizes, 
and transitions to medium block sizes towards the west-
ern and eastern entry points and along the border with the 
Existing Neighbourhood.

(2) Existing Neighbourhood: The existing neighbourhoods 
serve as a transition area and mix of lot sizes. The size of 
lots varies in this area range from around 1600 sq. metres 
(17,000 sq. feet) to 4000 sq. metres (43,000 sq. feet). This 
area also serves as important transition area for frontage 
distances, as the existing neighbourhoods have medium 
frontage measurements from West to East. Both the vil-
lage core as well as existing neighbourhoods have front 
setbacks sufficiently under the median for the secondary 
plan area, with a mix of setback distances west of Road 
95. There is a range of rear yard setbacks in the existing 
neighbourhood’s area, with a median distance of 30 me-
tres (98.4 feet).
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(3) Expansion Area: The Expansion Area contains sever-
al large lots that are yet to be developed. The residential 
use to the southeast, as well as the community facilities to 
the southwest have lot sizes and configurations consistent 
with those in the Existing Neighbourhood area. When fu-
ture development occurs in the Expansion Area, it is antici-
pated to be in a style that is compatible with existing sizes, 
frontages and setbacks with lots from the Village Core and 
Existing Neighbourhood.

4.4.2	 Building Style

Building styles in Marysville exhibit an eclectic character 
developed organically over many decades of inhabitation 
by residents. Maintaining this organic and eclectic form will 
therefore be a priority for new development and redevelop-
ment in the Village. Despite this variation, there exist the-
matic style characteristics that can be observed through-
out the buildings of Marysville and which can help inform 
the design of new development.

Core Village Existing Neighbourhood Future Neighbourhood
Mean 27.53 41.78 75.24
Median 19.28 33.80 55.63
Mean 43.95 55.23 256.67
Median 39.50 45.03 256.67
Mean 24.56 10.53 2.65
Median 21.26 8.95 0.00
Mean 4.93 14.81 15.95
Median 3.59 7.09 15.95
Mean 1.90 11.09 52.79
Median 0.00 5.35 26.47
Mean 19.20 27.33 27.80
Median 14.70 21.13 27.80
Mean 1071.99 3605.97 70010.94
Median 695.33 2027.94 84228.74

Lot Area

Front yard

Side yard

Rear yard

Lot Frontage

Lot Depth

Lot Coverage

Table 4.1. Quantitative Analysis of Lot-Level Characteristics.
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Figure 4.8. Examples of Cape Cod Styles from Marysville.

Architectural styles such as the National and Cape Cod 
styles are widely used throughout the Village across res-
idential, commercial, and institutional land uses (Figures 
4.8 & 4.9). Despite this preference, however, there is still 
extensive variation in architectural forms with Gothic Re-
vival, Shingle, Shotgun, Split-Level, and Bungalow styles 
having extensive coverage throughout Marysville (Figures 
4.10-4.14). 

Similar to architectural styles, roof styles show variation 
across the Village. However, most roof styles are generally 
gabled with some buildings incorporating dormered win-
dows into the roofline (Figures 4.15-4.16). For examples of 
architectural and roof styles, see Appendix F.

Figure 4.9. Examples of National Style from Marysville.
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Figure 4.10. Examples of Gothic Revival Styles from Marysville.

Figure 4.11. Examples of Shingle Styles from Marysville.

Figure 4.12. Examples of Shotgun Style from Marysville.
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Figure 4.13. Examples of Split-level Styles from Marysville.

Figure 4.14. Examples of Bungalow Styles from Marysville.

Figure 4.15. Examples of Gable Style from Marysville.



Page | 74 Page | 75

SECTION 4 | SITE CONTEXT  

Figure 4.16. Examples of Dormer Styles from Marysville.

Building facades are generally white or other neutral tones 
including brown and grey. Despite this, there are also ex-
amples of more vibrant buildings incorporating teal, red, 
blue, and yellow into their colour palette. Roof colours 
show less variation and are generally grey, black, or brown. 
However, there are a few buildings in the Village with red, 
green, and blue roofs.

Building facades are generally more passive than active, 
lacking connections to the streetscape such as pathways 
and physical extensions. There are also limited heritage 
observances in the Village with only a handful of buildings 
distinguished by small plaques or other markers. There is 
no formal heritage designation process within the Town-
ship to protect these buildings.

(1) Village Core: Architectural styles in the Village Core are 

consistent with those found in the wider village, making 
use of the National, Cape Cod, and Bungalow styles, as 
well as Gable, Dormer, and Flat roof types. As a result of 
this consistency and proliferation of unobtrusive roof lines 
and building forms, this helps to maintain views of Lake 
Ontario from other areas of the Village.

Due to the concentration of buildings in the Village Core, 
there is a more noticeable variation in building colours, like 
at the Wolfe Island Hotel, which provides a sense of visual 
interest. Despite this, roof colours remain quite consist-
ent with the surrounding Village, exhibiting mostly neutral 
tones. 

The Village Core hosts a concentration of active facades. 
This is due to the proximity of these lots to the streetscape 
and the provision of walkways, paths, seating areas, and 
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porches that have potential to contribute greater resident 
and pedestrian activity.

(2) Existing Neighborhoods: Like the Village Core, the 
existing neighbourhoods employ mostly National, Cape 
Cod, and Bungalow style houses. The similarity in build-
ing styles with the Village Core provides a consistent style 
throughout most of the Village area, which reinforces the 
design character of Marysville. While gable roofs are also 
common in the Existing Residential area, dormer roofs are 
less common. Rather, there are more skillion and hip roofs 
in the Existing Residential area, contributing to a more res-
idential feel compared to the Village Core. 

Building and roof colours in the Existing Residential area 
are consistent with the wider village and mostly consist of 
white, grey, and brown facades and dark roofs. However, 
there are also a few red, yellow, and blue buildings which 
help to tie the Existing Residential area into the colour 
scheme of the Village Core.

Compared to the Village Core, the Existing Residential 
area has a lower proportion of active facades. Where ac-
tive facades are present in the Existing Residential Area, 
they are mostly clustered along streets close to the Village 
Core, providing a transition between these two areas. Ac-

tive façade features in the Existing Residential area include 
porches, pathways, seating areas and patios.

(3) Expansion Area: Due to its relatively undeveloped state, 
there are few structures in the Expansion Area, save for one 
house, the seniors residence, and the Wolfe Island Emer-
gency Services buildings. As these buildings are generally 
in-keeping with the structural character of other residential 
areas in the Village, there is opportunity for these uses to 
be integrated seamlessly into new development occurring 
in this area.

4.4.3	 Building Structure

The village of Marysville has significant variation in structur-
al features amongst its buildings, due to the eclectic nature 
of such buildings. There is a lack of uniformity amongst 
building structural makeup due to the slow development of 
the Village across many years, leading to variation in build-
ing style and consequently, variation in building structure. 
Despite this, some trends amongst the structural makeup 
of current buildings can be observed.

The number of doors in the Village varies across buildings, 
though most buildings typically have one door. Many resi-
dential buildings have both a solid door and a screen door, 
contributing to the creation of an active façade. The high-
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est number of doors observed on a single building was 
eighteen, with the minimum at one. Similarly, most build-
ings had one observable entrance, with the highest num-
ber of entrances observed on a single building in the Vil-
lage being four. 

In terms of windows, most buildings in the village had ap-
proximately five observable windows, with one building 
having 35 observable windows and some buildings having 
as few as zero observable windows, though these were 
mainly accessory buildings. The number of windows var-
ied throughout the village though some trends were ob-
servable within the core and within the existing residential 
area.

As a result of the variety of land uses within the village of 
Marysville, there is a significant variation in available park-
ing spaces per building. There was a maximum number of 
thirty-two parking spaces observed for one single build-
ing (the Catholic Church) and a minimum of zero, though 
most buildings were found to have three parking spaces. 
Residential properties often had driveways, sometimes ac-
companied by garages, while other uses occasionally had 
paved or gravel parking lots.

Most buildings were approximately 6.1 meters (20 feet) tall, 

with a maximum building height of fifteen meters being ob-
served. The number of observed storeys varied between 
one and three storeys. 

(1) Village Core: The buildings within the village core pres-
ent diverse architectural features, ranging from one to four 
doors. Windows also greatly varied within the Village core, 
with most buildings having between zero and five windows, 
some having six to ten, and a select few having eleven to 
forty windows. Most buildings within the Village Core have 
one or two entrances visible from the street. 

In terms of parking within the Village Core, most buildings 
had between one and three parking spaces. Since the Vil-
lage Core supports a range of uses, some buildings had 
over seventeen parking spaces. Residential properties 
within the village core often had paved driveways, some-
times accompanied by garages. Uses other than residen-
tial either had parking lots or relied on street parking for 
patrons. Most buildings within the village core were 2 sto-
reys tall.

(2) Existing Neighborhood: Within the existing neighbour-
hoods of the village structural details of buildings did not 
differ significantly from those of the buildings within the 
village core. Most residential buildings had 1 to 4 observ-
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able exterior doors. Most residential buildings had 4 to 5 
windows, with southern residential buildings tending to 
have 8 windows. Similarly, most buildings had 1 or 2 visible 
entrances. Most residential buildings also had 1 to 5 park-
ing spaces, however buildings closer to the Village Core 
tended to have less available parking and more reliance 
on street parking. Most residential buildings close to Main 
Street and surrounding area had 2 storeys, though resi-
dential buildings further away from the Village Core were 
mostly bungalows. 

(3) Expansion Area: The area allocated to future expansion 
is undeveloped aside from a single residential property, the 
senior’s residence, the clinic, and the Wolfe Island Emer-
gency Services building. These four buildings are similar in 
structure to the buildings in the Existing Neighbourhoods 
of Marysville. They have one or two doors/entrances, and 
four or five observable windows. These buildings are a sin-
gle storey tall and are approximately 4 meters (13.1 feet) 
in height. The buildings are equipped to support higher 
concentrations of parking than buildings within existing 
neighbourhoods closer to the core, having spaces for 4 
to 7 vehicles. Parking at the residence consists of a drive-
way and garage whereas the Emergency Services building 
has a parking lot, following the pattern of other institutional 

or community facilities uses in other areas of Marysville. 
Since these buildings currently fit with the character of ex-
isting residential areas within Marysville, they will be eas-
ily integrated into new development within the expansion 
area boundary. 

4.4.4	 Landscaping

Landscaping of lots includes trees, bushes, shrubs, gar-
dens, fences, and other work done by owners to generally 
improve the appearance of their property. Throughout the 
village, trees of different species have been planted, and 
many of the properties have a garden of some sort, be 
it flowers, bushes, or even vegetable gardens. Fences in 
general are a rare occurrence, and when they are used, 
there are usually of medium height, unobtrusive, and per-
meable. Privacy fences are nonexistent, or at least not 
viewable from the street.

(1) Village Core: Most landscaping in the Village Core is in 
the front yard of buildings along main street. Trees are used 
to great effect by residents to create a privacy screen, while 
also providing shade for pedestrians. Gardens are also a 
common occurrence for buildings in the Village Core, pro-
viding screening at ground level and displaying the level of 
care residents put into their properties. Fencing of different 
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styles and sizes can be found along Main Street, often in 
simple designs. Wrought iron fencing, wire fencing, wood-
en fencing, as well as white-picket fences add to the vari-
ability of Main Street and denote the edge between public 
and private spaces without feeling hostile to pedestrians.

(2) Existing Neighbourhood: Landscaping in the Existing 
Neighbourhood area bears many similarities with land-
scaping in the Village Core, with front yard trees and gar-
dens located along the outside of the house. The large lot 
sizes in the Existing Neighbourhood do afford residents 
more open space for landscaping, leading to a greater 
range of natural and artificial landscaping features. Artifi-
cial and maintained landscaping is more prominent in the 
western section of the Existing Neighbourhood area, with 
gardens, lilac bushes, vegetable gardens, and cedar hedg-
es all being a common sight. By contrast, the eastern sec-
tion of town has more natural forms of landscaping, likely 
flora leftover from not clearcutting each lot. Evergreens, 
willows, birch trees can be seen on many of the properties, 
and shrubs such as sumac remain as you move east and 
south through the Existing Neighbourhood area.

(3) Expansion Area: As there is little development within 
the Expansion Area save for a few community facilities 

and a residential building, the lands are a blank canvas for 
landscaping. A mixed forest marks the border between the 
Existing Neighbourhood and Expansion Area, and shrubs 
and bushes mark the boundaries between the farm fields 
to the south. New development can make use of the exist-
ing flora for decoration, screening from the wind, and for 
future landscaping.

4.5	 SWOC Analysis

As a part of conducting the site inventory, site context, and 
from feedback gathered from the community workshop, 
an analysis of the Strengths, Weaknesses, Opportunities, 
and Challenges (SWOC) was performed. The results are 
summarized in Table 4.2.
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Table 4.2. SWOC Analysis.

Strengths Weaknesses
•	 Blank State for Future Development.
•	 No Current Developer Involvement.
•	 Proximity to Kingston.
•	 Naturally Beautiful Area.
•	 Scenic Views of Lake Ontario.
•	 Safe community.
•	 Hierarchy of arterial and local streets in an existing compact grid 

formation.
•	 Low levels of traffic due to efficient movement of cars and density.
•	 Adequate space for on-street parking along Main Street.
•	 Commercial and mixed-uses in the Village Core attract people to 

Main Street.
•	 Street furniture and porches provide opportunities for active street-

scapes and passive observation.
•	 Minimal and unobtrusive fences exist throughout the village which 

provides a greater sense of community and visual cohesion.
•	 Frequent use of gardens and trees throughout the village provides 

visual interest.
•	 The Village Core Provides high densities with small frontages, set-

backs, and lot sizes compared to the rest of the Village.
•	 Build forms in the Village employ a select number of styles, co-

lours, and materials, while also allowing for variety that promotes 
an eclectic rural character.

•	 Unobtrusive and simple roof lines combined with an average 2 
stories per dwelling help maintain views of Lake Ontario.

•	 A variety of open spaces, institutional, and commercial uses are 
available to support residents.

•	 Institutional uses in the Village employ different yet complementing 
architectural styles to the surrounding residential and commercial 
uses, and serve as distinct landmarks.

•	 Use of vibrant colours for buildings by the waterfront are reminis-
cent of Maritime designs that promote connections to the water-
front.

•	 Sidewalks are actively used by residents and serve as informal 
meeting places.

•	 Ferry travel can make living on the island challenging.
•	 Existing water and sewage services are exclusively on-site servic-

ing.
•	 Many local amenities such as grocers, banks, and pharmacies. 

have long since left town, leaving few services in the Village.
•	 Cycling infrastructure is limited or non-existent
•	 Sidewalk network is not fully connected.
•	 Sidewalks in some areas are narrow or unmaintained.
•	 Sidewalks on the south side of Main Street are inconsistent.
•	 Streetlights are only located on private property, and only in a few 

locations.
•	 Roads in the Existing Residential area are narrow, with poor sight 

triangles, making it difficult for cars to pass each other.
•	 There is no formal heritage designation process for the Township, 

meaning there is no legal protection for cultural heritage buildings
•	 The Village’s housing stock is mostly composed of single-de-

tached dwelling homes with few mixed-use of multi-unit devel-
opments, reducing the types of housing available, especially for 
residents who want to age in place.

•	 Some buildings encroach onto public rights-of-way, reducing their 
ability to serve as future connections.

•	 Lack of well-defined public parking for tourists.
•	 Street signage is inconsistent.
•	 Connections between Marysville and the waterfront are underde-

veloped.
•	 Lack of public washrooms puts a strain on individual businesses.
•	 Lack of health and emergency services on Wolfe Island.
•	 No publicly owned marina, reducing the ability for boaters from the 

Thousand Islands to access the Village.
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Table 4.2. (Continued).

Opportunities Challenges
•	 Residents are interested in population growth to better support 

local services, such as the Post Office and Schools.
•	 Expansion Area is partially owned by the Township through a 

donation.
•	 New ferry terminal in the Village Core will reduce wait times and 

increase pedestrian accessibility.
•	 The Marysville Secondary Plan recognizes the importance of de-

sign for meeting the objectives of the Village.
•	 Several existing Open Space throughout the Village.
•	 The Village’s Community Centre borders the Expansion Area and 

could provide high-quality open space and connect the Expansion 
Area with the rest of Marysville.

•	 The Wolfe Island Commons has become a popular area for hosting 
community events, such as Farmer’s Markets and Music Events.

•	 Several nature trails border the Expansion Area, that create active 
transportation routes that can be further connected to the open 
space network.

•	 Limited landscaping, natural vegetation, and buildings in the Ex-
pansion Area creates a blank canvas for new development.

•	 The Townships’ Zoning By-law is due to be updated, allowing the 
recommendations from the Design Standard to be incorporated 
into the new By-law.

•	 The County’s recent report on Communal Servicing and the 
creation of a Municipal Services Corporation outlines a financially 
feasible and contextually relevant approach for implementing com-
munal services in the Township that will allow for higher densities 
and environmental benefits.

•	 Active facades are common in the Village Core as well as sur-
rounding open spaces, institutional uses, and commercial uses 
which provides passive observation and an engaging public realm 
in high traffic areas.

•	 There are several undeveloped open spaces owned by the mu-
nicipality which could be developed to enhance the open space 
network.

•	 There are a variety of lot shapes, sizes, and setbacks which cre-
ates an interesting property fabric. 

•	 Existing development based on individual servicing prevents 
mixed-use and multi-unit developments.

•	 A new by-pass road needs to be put through the Expansion Area 
connecting Road 96 and 7th Line Road, as a condition of a land 
donation.

•	 No local roads currently exist in the Expansion Area except for a 
portion of Division Street.

•	 Open spaces in the Village Core are spatially distributed which 
poses a challenge for integration with the larger open space net-
work.

•	 An aging population creates a risk to some institutional uses such 
as the Village’s school.

•	 Development on the island will be more expensive than on the 
mainland.

•	 Minimum separation distances from wells and septic fields require 
larger lot sizes.

•	 There are unevaluated wetlands in the Expansion Area which may 
constrain development in the Expansion Area if they are deter-
mined to be Provincially Significant Wetlands.

•	 Development of lots in the Special Policy Area would require 
an amendment, as well as additional technical documentation 
such as Environmental Impact Studies, Stormwater Management 
Reports, Servicing Reports, and Planning Justification Reports, 
to approve new development in this area and remove the Holding 
Provision.

•	 The lack of road extensions into the Community Centre combined 
with encroaching building limits access.

•	 Street parking occurs on narrow streets, reducing the flow of traf-
fic.

•	 New development needs to balance the needs of current and fu-
ture residents while avoiding the negative impacts of tourism.

•	 There is no publicly owned land along the waterfront that is large 
enough for a public marina.
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Some of the key strengths identified for Marysville 
include its location on the shores of Lake Ontario 
and is in proximity to areas of natural beauty that 
are a draw for tourists, such as the 1000 Islands. 
The existing layout of streets in a tight, traditional 
grid pattern creates a good sense of street hierar-
chy and can meet the traffic demands of the com-
munity. The Village’s Main Street is a focal point 
for the community, drawing both residents and 
tourists to the area and contribute to the charac-
ter of Marysville. The public spaces that can be 
found within the Village Core help create a more 
welcoming environment, and the Wolfe Island 
Commons provides a venue for local events. The 
eclecticism of the building styles present with the 
village is reflective of the Village’s history, and the 
variation in shape, size, roofing, colour, and layout 
is celebrated by locals.

The primary weakness of Marysville is its depend-
ency on the ferry for access. The lack of a per-
manent crossing forces all residents and visitors 
to the island to depend on the schedule of the 
ferry, which is operated by the Ministry of Trans-
portation (MTO). While a fire hall is present on 
the island, EMS and police services are found 
in Kingston and depend on the ferry. Many tra-
ditional amenities that used to be found in small 
towns such as grocers, banks, and pharmacies 
are no longer present within Marysville, further in-
creasing the dependency of residents on stores 
in Kingston. The current housing regime on Wolfe 
Island is single-detached dwelling units, with only 
a few mixed-use/apartment units and a multi-unit 
senior housing building. The lack of housing types 
makes it difficult for residents to age in place and 
prevents certain groups from purchasing land in 
the community. Signage and wayfinding elements, 
while present, are not clearly displayed to visitors, 
often leading to tourists asking for directions or 
getting lost. The lack of publicly accessible wash-
rooms is another weakness Marysville faces, as 
private businesses end up being responsible for 
providing this service. 
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O C
For opportunities, the Township’s Council and the 
residents of Marysville are for the most part, pre-
pared, ready, and willing to increase the population 
of their community. Many residents see the pop-
ulation increase as a method to stabilize existing 
local services, such as the post office and public 
schools, and to invite new commercial opportu-
nities to the Village. In the Village Core, the Wolfe 
Island Commons supports local events, and has 
contributed to the creation of several new busi-
nesses through Farmer’s Markets and networking 
and has the potential to expand as the population 
increases. A parcel of land within the Expansion 
Area was donated to the Township as a charitable 
donation by a local landowner and has the poten-
tial for zero-land cost affordable housing, medi-
um-density housing, or other uses that help the 
municipality reach its housing targets. The Com-
munity Centre is now located in the middle of the 
community and will largely be surrounded by res-
idential uses and will provide high-quality public 
space for new development. 

Development faces several challenges on Marys-
ville, most notably the lack of municipal servicing 
for water and sanitary services. The small popu-
lation is unable to fiscally cover the costs asso-
ciated with municipal systems of this size, and 
residents and businesses must rely on individual 
servicing. Due to the small lot size present within 
the village, many of these systems do not function 
correctly or meet the required setbacks to nearby 
buildings, increasing the risks of contamination 
and negatively impacting public health. As part of 
the land donation to the Township, the municipali-
ty was supposed to place a bypass road between 
Road 95 and 7th Line Road, through the centre of 
the expansion area. The lack of roads within the 
existing Expansion Area results in additional work 
and costs to the Township or developers before 
the development of housing can begin in earnest. 
Most of the land along the waterfront in the Vil-
lage Core is privately owned, and due to high land 
costs and small lot sizes, is likely to remain that 
way, making it difficult for Marysville to purchase 
land for a public marina.
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Reviewing the literature and analyzing the case studies 
highlighted the importance of Incorporating community in-
put into the design standards of the Village as an important 
part of the development of the design standards (Connell & 
Daoust-Filiatrault, 2018; Punter, 2007; Scott, Bullock, and 
Foley, 2013).  

Accordingly, the project team, under the guidance of Dr. 
John Meligrana and the Planning and Economic Develop-
ment Department from the Township of Frontenac Islands, 
hosted a community workshop at the Wolfe Island com-
munity hall. The objectives of the workshop were to:  

•	 Understand how residents perceive and define 
the “character” of Marysville;

•	 Identify key areas and locations of the Village 
and their defining characteristics; and, 

•	 Identify residents’ desired futures for Marysville 
and the Expansion Area. 

Accordingly, two workshop sessions were planned for No-
vember 7th, 2023, at the Wolfe Island community hall. The 
first workshop session was from 2:00-4:00 pm, with the 
second session occurring 6:00-8:00 pm. 

The workshop included residents of the Village, Wolfe Is-
land Hotel Owners, and the planning team from the County 
of Frontenac Islands. Notice was given prior to the work-
shop on the County of Frontenac website as well as with 
posters in the Wolfe Island Town Hall and the Wolfe Island 
Ferry Terminal on the Kingston side (Figures 5.1) to en-
courage residents to attend one of the two workshops. 45 
residents registered for the workshops, but the workshops 
were open to the public and a number of residents who did 
not register dropped by to participate and give feedback.  
A complete collection of the workshop materials and re-
sults can be found in Appendix E.

Figure 5.1. Poster advertising the workshop. 
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5.1	 Methodology

Each workshop session began with welcoming participants 
and providing an opportunity for them to pinpoint places 
and characteristics of Marysville that they find important 
on a map while waiting for the workshop to start formally. 
The goal of this exercise was to prepare participants for 
the visioning practice (Figure 5.2).  

After that, a quick presentation was led by the Project 
Manager. The presentation gave an overview of the pro-
ject, what the project team hoped to achieve, as well as 
covering the key workshop activities. Following the pres-
entation, the attendants were divided into smaller groups 
at individual tables, each facilitated by one of the project 
team members, to work on the main activities. For this 
section, two activities were defined: (1) a visioning exer-
cise, and (2) a photo questionnaire. 

The goal of the visioning exercise was to provide an op-
portunity for the participant to describe the types of uses, 
buildings, and public spaces they want to see within their 
community, both in the existing village and the expansion 
area in the future (Figure 5.3). Using maps of the town and 
expansion area, participants were instructed to discuss, 
draw, or label what they would want to see in their ideal 

Figure 5.2. Residents Participating in the First Activity. 

Figure 5.3. Residents Participating in the Visioning Exercise.
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Figure 5.4. Workshop Photo Questionnaire Activity.

Marysville.

The second activity of the workshop was a photo ques-
tionnaire. Using photo questionnaires as a visual approach 
to identify rural character was an important strategy identi-
fied by Tilt, Kearney & Bradley (2007). The methodology for 
creating and conducting photo questionnaires was adapt-
ed from Kaplan (1985), Kaplan and Kaplan (1989), Tucker 
(1991), and Ryan (2002).

To select the photos, each member of the project team 
did an initial canvassing of images from Google, selecting 
examples that resembled similar characteristics of Marys-
ville as well as distinctly different scenarios to gauge the 
interest of the community. The project team then ranked 
each photo on a 5-point Likert scale of how compatible the 
photo would be with the photo questionnaire exercise. The 
top-scoring photos from each category were ultimately se-
lected for the photo questionnaire workshop.

During the workshop, participants were asked to rate 
scenes by preference of the following categories:

•	 building styles;
•	 landscaping;
•	 streets, active transportation;
•	 parks/open spaces/waterfronts;

•	 parking; and,
•	 supportive uses (commercial and institutional).

Each table was required to come up with group consensus 
score for each photo on a 5-point Likert scale, with 5 indi-
cating the highest amount of compatibility with the existing 
or future community. Participants were also encouraged to 
elaborate on their answers and provide additional informa-
tion supporting their answers. The role of facilitators was 
to record their table’s discussion and take down notes for 
brainstorming (Figure 5.4).

Following the photo questionnaire, each table had the op-
portunity to share their recommended design standards 
for the village with other groups. The workshop concluded 
with an overview of the next steps in the process.
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5.2	 Results

Content analysis was used to analyze information derived 
from two sources: the wall exercise and the discussions/
mappings conducted during the visioning exercise at the 
workshop. The unit of analysis was sentences and terms 
found in these two sources. 

The coding process revealed four main themes: 

Identifying these themes forms the foundation of the de-
sign framework. In addition, the visioning practice has 
played a crucial role in updating the project’s vision and in 
determining the guiding principles and goals described in 
the following chapter.

Figure 5.5. Sticky Notes from the Wall Exercise.
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Figure 5.6. Word Cloud Generated from Workshop Results.
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A systematic approach was used to analyze participant 
feedback from the photo questionnaire. Firstly, quantita-
tive analysis was used to understand the range of scores 
for the photos. However, a qualitative analysis of partic-
ipant comments was required because of variations and 
contradictions in Likert scale scores. These qualitative 
analyses revealed the details of residents’ design prefer-
ences, including what they appreciated or disliked about 
each photo. This was particularly valuable when diverse 
score ranges were observed for a given photo. As a result 
of examining the comments, the key elements that influ-
enced the opinions of participants were identified. 

5.2.1	 Building Styles

The participant’s feedback on buildings highlights that they 
value a balance between density and aesthetics, seeking 
a harmonious integration of buildings that complement the 
Village character while providing functional and socially 
engaging spaces (Table 5.1).

5.2.2	 Landscaping Elements

Community feedback on landscaping elements emphasiz-
es a preference for small lawns, native plantings, and the 
absence of privacy fencing, with a focus on creating clean 
and tidy, community-oriented spaces. The community also 

values the concept of public space gardens (Table 5.2).

5.2.3	 Streets and Active Transportation

Participant’s comments on streets and active transpor-
tation highlight a desire for aesthetically pleasing, walka-
ble streets with features such as trees in medians, small 
roundabouts, and laneway parking at the back of houses. 
Residents express a preference for traffic calming meas-
ures, accessible sidewalks, bike lanes, and walking paths 
on one side of the street (Table 5.3).

5.2.4	 Parks, Open Spaces, Waterfronts

Community feedback on open and public spaces under-
scores the need for improvement, with suggestions for 
more trees, benches, and smaller, well-distributed parks. 
Residents expressed a desire for diverse activities cater-
ing to multiple age groups, emphasizing the importance 
of engaging spaces with amenities such as picnic tables, 
seating, covered areas, water features, and walkways  (Ta-
ble 5.4).

5.2.5	 Parking

The community’s feedback on parking reflects a range 
of perspectives. Space efficiency, accessibility, and inte-
gration of environmentally friendly features are empha-
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sized, reflecting a forward-looking approach to the future 
of transportation, which may include e-bikes and electric 
cars. Table 5.5 presents the detailed results of the partici-
pant’s feedback on parking (Table 5.5).

5.2.6	 Supportive Uses

Community feedback on supportive uses highlights a de-
sire for a mixed-use approach, combining residential and 
commercial spaces with active frontages featuring such el-
ements as flower boxes, seating areas, and murals (Table 
5.6).

Photo Ranking Feedback
0, 1, 4-5 •	 Desirable frontage style.

•	 Nice-looking backyard.
•	 Consistent with the rest of the 

Village.
•	 Having a variety of colors is good.
•	 Square footage and height are 

good.
•	 Smaller building footprint is better.
•	 East-Coast feel is good for the 

village.

•	 Porch is good.
•	 2 storeys not desirable.
•	 Buildings near the waterfront should 

be shorter.
•	 Totally different from the Village.
•	 Cannot be cookie cutter with a bunch 

next to each other.
•	 No back yards, large front yards.
•	 Too large of a lot.

0,
2-4, 5

•	 Multi-unit development is desir-
able (e.g., apartment buildings).

•	 Low density / low rise housing is 
desirable.

•	 Avoiding flat roofs is desirable.
•	 Smaller homes are desirable.
•	 Curved roads.
•	 Looks affordable for young fami-

lies.
•	 Good if apartments are required, 

better than standard box.

•	 Steel roofs are better in high winds.
•	 Some of this for additional density.
•	 This or stacked townhouses.
•	 Not consistent with the Village.
•	 Multi-unit development is not desir-

able.
•	 No wall of houses.
•	 Lacks outdoor space and amenities.
•	 Not for mixed use.
•	 Lack of greenery.
•	 No room for humans.

Table 5.1. Participant’s Feedback on Building Styles in Marysville.
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Photo Ranking Feedback
4-5 •	 Fits with the Village.

•	 Trees and greenery are desirable.
•	 1-2 storeys maximum is desirable.
•	 Porches are consistent.
•	 Looks affordable.
•	 Combined/communal. greenspac-

es are nice.
•	 Greenspace makes it feel cozy.
•	 Small building size forces social-

ization.
•	 Style is consistent with the Village.
•	 Looks like a wannabe fake village.

•	 Grouping of dwellings is pleasing.
•	 Walkable.
•	 Trees are good.
•	 Eclectic.
•	 Laneways/back yard garages are 

good.
•	 Room for humans.
•	 Would be better with multiple styles.
•	 Good level of density.
•	 Similarity of the houses is undesir-

able – variety of housing styles is 
desirable.

•	 Ugly/Too cookie cutter.

Table 5.1. (Continued).

Photo Ranking Feedback
1 •	 A hardscaped sidewalk is desirable.

•	 Privacy fencing is undesirable.
•	 Front yard fences shouldn’t be allowed.
•	 Non-native plantings are undesirable (grass not good).
•	 Could fit into the main street.
•	 Privacy fencing is undesirable for being exclusive.
•	 Small lawn.
•	 Don’t care if someone wants a privacy fence.

3 •	 Looks clean and tidy.
•	 Big front yard is desirable.
•	 Native plantings are desirable.
•	 Closest in fit to the Village.
•	 Keep existing trees/greenery.
•	 Tree planting is good.
•	 This type of garden would be good for public space.

Table 5.2. Participant’s Feedback on Landscaping Elements in Marysville.
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Photo Ranking Feedback
3 •	 Community gardens are desirable.

•	 Freedom in managing your own landscape.
•	 Needs trees.
•	 The Village already has a community garden which is underused.
•	 Fencing is good for rural areas and big lots but not for other areas/small lots.
•	 Local agriculture is desirable.
•	 Reduce regulations on urban chickens, goats, etc.
•	 Could be located next to Senior Housing

Table 5.2.  (Continued).

Table 5.3. Participant’s Feedback on Streets and Active Transportation in Marysville.

Photo Ranking Feedback
2, 3 •	 Trees and trees in the median are 

desirable.
•	 Looks like a residential street.
•	 Traffic calming measures are 

desirable.
•	 Could imagine kids playing in this 

street.
•	 Too wide, too many things going 

on.

•	 Small roundabouts are desirable.
•	 Small space for the street is good.
•	 Laneway parking at the back of 

houses would be desirable.
•	 Greenspace in backyards is desir-

able.
•	 Good shade.
•	 Looks walkable.
•	 Parking on one side of the street.
•	 Traffic calming is good.

5 •	 Consistent with Village.
•	 Variance in roof lines is desirable.
•	 Proximity of the building frontage 

to the sidewalk is desirable.
•	 Accessible sidewalks are desir-

able.
•	 Consistent architectural styles and 

signage as the Village.
•	 Not enough greenery.
•	 Bike lanes are desirable.
•	 Street furniture.

•	 Walking on one side is desirable.
•	 People walking on the road is not 

desirable.
•	 Signage is good, no neon or bright 

lights.
•	 Good signage, a sense of place.
•	 Crosswalks are good.
•	 Locals won’t use them.
•	 Feasible for Marysville.
•	 Diversified styles suit the existing 

village.
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Photo Ranking Feedback
1 •	 Looks expensive.

•	 Walkability is desirable.
•	 Quiet main street is desirable.
•	 Signage is interesting.
•	 Not enough space in the Village to 

emulate this.
•	 Good use of space.
•	 A central square, pavilion, picnic 

areas would be desirable (gather-
ing areas, festivals).

•	 A paved road is desirable.
•	 Storefronts are laid out well.
•	 Benches/street furniture are good.
•	 Marysville needs good lighting.
•	 Building style would be good for the 

mains street.

Table 5.3. (Continued).

Photo Ranking Feedback
0, 1 •	 Looks like current open spaces in the Village.

•	 Needs trees and benches.
•	 Sparse and ugly.
•	 Current amenities are barely used at all.
•	 Activities for multiple age groups.
•	 Sterile.

0, 2.5 •	 Create opportunities for engagement.
•	 Locate open spaces near seniors’ home.
•	 Space for parks and gardens.
•	 Smaller parks are desirable.
•	 Would be great for the community center.
•	 Monocultured vegetation undesirable.
•	 Trees are desirable.
•	 Furniture like picnic tables and seating are desirable.
•	 Covered areas for sitting, providing shade, and holding events are desirable.
•	 Water features are desirable.
•	 Would be good to connect with seniors home and their needs.
•	 Needs more activities for adults – seems kids-focused.
•	 Would prefer smaller parkettes spread around the village.

Table 5.4. Participant’s Feedback on Parks, Open Spaces, Waterfronts in Marysville.



Page | 96 Page | 97

SECTION 5 | COMMUNITY WORKSHOP  

Photo Ranking Feedback
0 •	 Walkways are desirable.

•	 Don’t want tourists by the water.
•	 Small playgrounds for every community would be desirable.
•	 A community pool is desirable.
•	 Similar to Wolfe Island Commons (e.g., picnic tables).
•	 Needs more vegetation (native plantings).
•	 Access to water is desirable.
•	 Families often move away as parents find it too inconvenient to have to travel 

for all amenities for children.

Table 5.4.  (Continued).

Table 5.5. Participant’s Feedback on Parking in Marysville.

Photo Ranking Feedback
0,
0-1,
5, 3,5

•	 Charging stations and solar panels 
are desirable and less obtrusive.

•	 Parking should be along the main 
street.

•	 Doesn’t fit the Village.
•	 Green energy is desirable.
•	 Wind turbine.
•	 Parking needs to be within a 

reasonable walking distance of the 
ferry.

•	 It’s the future.
•	 For e-bikes and electric cars.

•	 Overflow parking next to the school.
•	 Would need multiple of these to fit 

with the Village.
•	 Parking on the street is good for 

traffic calming.
•	 Parking could be in the community 

center.
•	 No parking in the Village.
•	 There should be no trucks.
•	 Would provide shade, needed badly 

in the main street area.

0, 1 •	 Street parking is consistent.
•	 Angled parking could be put on 

some lots.
•	 Existing streets not wide enough 

for street parking on both sides.
•	 Multi-story development shouldn’t 

occur along the waterfront.
•	 Views of water should be main-

tained at all costs.

•	 Parking could be put on the church 
lot or by creating a new lot on the NE 
corner of the community centre.

•	 Streets should stay narrow.
•	 One side parking + bike lane.
•	 Keep traffic slow. 
•	 Streets should be bike-safe and pe-

destrian facilities.
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Photo Ranking Feedback
2-3, 1, 
4.23

•	 Existing streets not wide enough 
for parking lots in front of busi-
nesses.

•	 It could be at the church parking 
lot.

•	 Not accessible.
•	 Parking should be accessible.
•	 Parking should be off Centre St.
•	 Efficient use of space.
•	 Needs signage for tourists to find.
•	 Should have parking lots down-

town or near to ferry.
•	 Shouldn’t be associated with a 

business.

•	 Gravel/trees/greenery are desirable.
•	 No pavement would be desirable.
•	 E-bikes and community bikes would 

be desirable.
•	 One side parking, one side pedestri-

an.
•	 Limit trucks from going through the 

Village to avoid traffic.
•	 No new parking lots downtown.
•	 Dedicated parking centre at Commu-

nity Centre.

Table 5.5. (Continued).

Photo Ranking Feedback
4 •	 Residential-commercial mixed use is desirable.

•	 Flower boxes and murals are desirable.
•	 A dedicated grocery store is desirable; Open-air space is nice.
•	 Too tall – there should be height limits.
•	 Too modern.
•	 Lit up signs are undesirable and not consistent with Village businesses that 

are only open during the day.
•	 A box grocery store is a possible exception to “No Franchises” rule.
•	 Local grocer – had 3 on the island at one point; Sensory feel.

4 •	 Consistent with the Village character.
•	 Different styles, materials, and colours of buildings are desirable.
•	 Variance in roof lines is desirable.
•	 Outskirts of the village.
•	 A walking path along the waterfront is desirable.
•	 Buildings too large; Good for mom-and-pop stores; Good lighting.

Table 5.6. Participant’s Feedback on Supportive Uses (Commercial and Institutional) in Marysville.



Page | 98 Page | 99

SECTION 5 | COMMUNITY WORKSHOP  

Photo Ranking Feedback
2 •	 Nothing interesting.

•	 Looks like a school.
•	 Doesn’t fit the Village.
•	 Too standard, could be anything.
•	 Outskirts of village for light industrial.
•	 Too few windows.
•	 Too much concrete.
•	 Doesn’t fit the village.

Table 5.6.  (Continued).

5.3	 Summary

The results of the workshop highlighted how much resi-
dents cared about their community and the challenges it 
faces. Streets and parking were a common topic at most 
tables, with residents concerned with the availability and 
location of parking. As a rural community, cars are still 
an important method of travel all residents, and especial-
ly those who live outside of Marysville in the surrounding 
agricultural areas. Parking for tourists was another con-
cern, as several of the residents commented that tourists 
were unaware of places to park, often leading to confusion 
or parking along one of the narrow roads in the Existing 
Neighbourhood area. Main Street was another important 
topic of discussion, as established residents spoke of the 

wide array of services and stores that have since been cen-
tralized in Kingston, and the additional reliance on the ferry 
this has created. Regarding housing styles, residents were 
greatly concerned that the Expansion Area would be devel-
oped in the style of a Conventional Suburban Development 
(CSD), with cookie-cutter houses on large lots, or that new 
development in the Expansion Area would only exist as a 
commuter settlement. The residents wanted Marysville to 
see growth and development, but not if it compromised 
the character and identity of Marysville. Residents wanted 
to see the downtown become more vibrant and inclusive 
to locals and visitors. Ensuring development will occur in 
a sustainable matter was another issue that was raised, 
with concerns for both the ability for Marysville to sustain 
itself and the impact new houses, roads, and infrastruc-
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ture will have on the wildlife that surrounds Marysville. Im-
proving the connections between people and places and 
making sure they are accessible to more people were also 

important factors to keep in mind as Marysville grows and 
changes in the coming decades.
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This section provides an overview of the design framework 
including the vision and guiding principles, and how they 
have informed the design themes and goals.

6.1	 Vision and Guiding Principles

Analyzing literature, case studies, relevant policies, and 
the context, along with the visioning exercise conduct-
ed during the community workshop, informed the vision 
statement. 

This vision serves as a concise encapsulation of the pro-
ject's aspirations regarding the design standards for Mar-
ysville. The vision statement is then used as a guide for 
developing guiding principles, themes, and goals.

Guiding principles guide and inform the design standards 
throughout the project’s life in all circumstances, regard-
less of changes in the goals, and design standards. Ac-
cordingly, six guiding principles have been formed based 
on the vision and community input.

“Marysville shall retain its small town, unique village character and provide an attractive, 

high-quality, safe, sustainable, interconnected, and pedestrian-friendly community for exist-

ing and future residents of all ages and abilities to enjoy. New development will be integrated 

with the existing village and the waterfront through efficient and adaptable design, and a 

road pattern that enables continued connectivity while retaining the Village’s unique charac-

ter. New development will also meet standards of health, safety, and comfort and promote 

a sustainability approach. New development will contribute to a well-designed Village form 

that will respond to the priorities and needs of Marysville, residents, and developers.”

VISION STATEMENT
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Preserving unique village character.

Promoting a safe, inclusive, and 
attractive community.

Promoting walkability and 
connectivity.

1

Integrating new development 
thoughtfully.

Fostering sustainability, efficiency, 
and adaptability.

Responding to the needs of the 
Village, residents, and developers.

2

3

4

5

6

Guiding Principles...
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6.2	 Themes and Goals

Based on the guiding principles for Marysville and the re-
sults of the community workshop, four themes have been 
developed as the key focus areas of the vision and guiding 
principles. These themes include (1) character and identity; 
(2) vibrancy and inclusivity; (3) sustainability; and (4) acces-
sibility and connectivity. 

Within the four primary themes, design goals have been es-
tablished to articulate the intended outcomes and accom-
plishments across various aspects of the project. These 
goals are specific and measurable objectives, derived from 
the guiding principles, to provide a clear framework for de-
veloping the design standards.
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THEME 1 | CHARACTER AND IDENTITY (CI)
Definition | Integrating historical and cultural character el-
ements into the built environment in order to preserve the 
unique identity of Marysville.

Goals

CI1: Provide housing choices with designs that reflect 
and are compatible with the existing village character. 

CI2: To encourage accessible housing design and the 
development of affordable housing that remains con-
sistent with the village character. 

CI3: To provide a range of housing types and densi-
ties, including affordable housing, to meet the needs 
of existing and future residents. 

CI4: Promote compatibility of building scale and form 
between new and existing adjacent development. 

CI5: Create focal points and activity nodes within the 
Village Core along the main street to enhance wayfin-
ding and establish an identifiable community struc-
ture that recognizes the importance of the ferry termi-
nal and that is accessible and informative for tourists. 

CI6: Establish gateways to the village area to empha-
size Marysville’s identity.
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THEME 2 | VIBRANCY AND INCLUSIVITY (VI)
Definition | Promoting a lively, safe, and inclusive commu-
nity that retains and enhances the character of Marysville.  

Goals
VI1: Establish a network of public and open spaces 
designed to be vibrant, diverse, and inclusive, that 
enhances social interaction and community engage-
ment.
VI2: Enhancing the vibrancy and vitality of the Village 
Core along the main street through active ground 
floor uses, welcoming and street facing entrances 
and visually engaging front yards. 
VI3: Develop a neighbourhood within the Expansion 
Area that emphasizes, promotes, and encourages 
social interaction, active streetscapes, and overall 
walkability.
VI4: Ensure where there is public access to open 
space networks that there are building sites with out-
looks to that open space to provide passive surveil-
lance.
VI5: Provide a neighbourhood design concept within 
the Expansion Area that considers safety and miti-
gates impacts of nearby natural and human-made 
physical features (wetlands, wind turbines and agri-
cultural uses).
VI6: Providing open spaces by incorporating gener-
ous setbacks for landscaping, street tree plantings, 
amenity areas, seating arrangements, display areas, 
and sidewalk cafes and patios, where applicable.
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THEME 3 | SUSTAINABILITY (S)
Definition | Ensuring that development and re-develop-
ment occur in a manner that supports environmental in-
tegrity, sustainability, and energy conservation.  

Goals

S1: Promote sustainable design throughout the built 
environment to promote efficient use of energy, land, 
and infrastructure through conservation and ener-
gy-saving practices and systems.
S2: To ensure the orderly development of the Expan-
sion Area and continuity of neighbourhoods by pro-
viding a development phasing strategy for the logical 
development of the community and related servicing 
infrastructure through a series of development blocks. 
S3: Provide water and wastewater services in an effi-
cient and sustainable manner that supports develop-
ment that retains the character of Marysville.
S4: Develop infrastructure in a manner that preserves 
and enhances natural areas and characteristics of 
Marysville and provides an array of ecosystem ser-
vices, cultural services, and valued amenities.
S5: Protect views of Lake Ontario and the St. Law-
rence River from streets and open spaces along Main 
Street and from the new residential areas.
S6: Enhancing the level of “greenness” of the Village 
and natural landscape through an enhanced tree can-
opy, landscaping transitions, and landscaping addi-
tions such as new planters that complement the nat-
ural and built environment. 
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THEME 4 | ACCESSIBILITY AND CONNECTIVITY (AC)
Definition | Prioritizing ease of movement and connectivity 
by designing an accessible and well-connected network of 
streets, pathways, and public spaces that promote walk-
ability. 

Goals
AC1: Develop a well-connected network and hierar-
chy of streets, paths and active transportation trails 
that enhance connectivity around the village, includ-
ing the Expansion Area while safely accommodating 
various modes of transportation, including walking, 
cycling, and automobiles.
AC2: Establish an open space system within the vil-
lage of integrated and connected public spaces in-
cluding parks, trails, recreational facilities and natural 
features.
AC3: Locate and design parks and recreation spac-
es that will serve all age groups and physical abili-
ties throughout the neighbourhood and connect them 
with an integrated active transportation system.
AC4: Provide efficient parking that accommodates 
residents and visitors and facilitates access to the 
Main Street.
AC5: Animating and activating the waterfront by en-
hancing the connections between the Village and the 
waterfront.
AC6: Facilitate seamless integration of the future 
neighbourhood in the Village Expansion Area with the 
existing village by establishing efficient road connec-
tions and developing comprehensive pedestrian and 
bicycle path networks.
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7.1	 Introduction

The Design Standards have been sorted into 13 categories. Each category has an introduction, discussing their context 
within Marysville and the goals they are designed to achieve. Afterwards is statement of intention, describing how the De-
sign Standards are meant to be read and used. The Design Standards are presented in a table format, with their relative 
number in the first column, followed by the Design Standard itself. In the next column are the Standards’ relation to the 
goals from Section 6, and then the location within Marysville that each Standard applies to. The final column provides ex-
amples to help visualize the Design Standard, either taken from Marysville or from case studies and best practices from 
elsewhere.

Figure 7.1. Design Standards Categories and the Corresponding Number of Standards in Brackets. 
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7.2	 Streets and Active Transportation (SA)

7.2.1	 Introduction

Streets and active transportation are an integral feature in 
the development of Marysville. These standards acknowl-
edge the importance of vehicular traffic and aim to support 
the development of streets, while simultaneously promot-
ing active transportation and prioritizing pedestrian safe-
ty. The provision of streets and safe active transportation 
routes are essential in supporting the development of the 
Village accompanied by a growing population. Improve-
ments to both future and existing streets and active trans-
portation infrastructure are necessary in accommodating 
for the demands of both new and established residential 
areas and services for the Village.

7.2.2	 Intention

The Project Team intends to ensure that streets and ac-
tive transportation routes in the Village are maintained, im-
proved, and developed whilst accounting for safety, sus-
tainability, connectivity, and accessibility. With respect to 
the current nature of the transportation needs and demands 
of the Village, we intend to support the development of ve-
hicular infrastructure while at the same time, promoting, 
prioritizing, and supporting the safety and accessibility of 
pedestrian focussed active transportation networks. These 
standards aim to support the usage of streets and active 
transportation infrastructure for a variety of users, to best 
accommodate individual needs. 
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7.2.3	 List of Standards

List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

SA1. New streets will be developed through 
connections with existing streets to increase 
capacity while retaining the cohesiveness of the 
village of Marysville. Connections are to be de-
signed for the use of pedestrians, cyclists, and 
other forms of active transportation, apart from 
Road 96, 7th Line Road, and Division Street, 
which should allow for vehicular connectivity.

AC1
AC6

SA2. To enhance and facilitate vehicular and 
pedestrian circulation, new development should 
follow a gridded pattern of street blocks and in-
terconnecting streets, alleys, pedestrian paths, 
and sidewalks. 

AC1
AC6

SA3. Pedestrian gathering areas should be 
enhanced with shade, trees, plantings, and 
benches to activate the public realm.

VI1
VI2
VI3

AC1
AC2
AC6

SA4. Pedestrian crossings at vehicular routes 
will be made to promote pedestrian safety, add 
aesthetic appeal, and enhance visibility using 
variation in paving materials, textures, paintings, 
and colours. 

AC1

Table 7.1. Street and Active Transportation Design Standards.

SA1

SA2

SA3

Source: Steuteville, 2019.

SA4 Source: City of Saskatoon, 
2022.
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

SA5. Pedestrian paths should be clearly visible 
and direct between neighbouring buildings, and 
between buildings and corresponding parking 
areas. Buildings with large setbacks should 
include a strong pedestrian element to connect 
pedestrians to local businesses and other uses 
in the surrounding area.

VI1
VI2
VI3

AC1
AC2
AC6

SA6. Sidewalks along Main Street should be 
required to connect the road frontage side-
walks to all front building entrances, parking 
areas, primary park areas, walking trails in any 
destination that generates pedestrian traffic. 
Sidewalks should connect to existing sidewalks 
on abutting tracts and other nearby pedestrian 
destination points to enhance accessibility.

VI2 AC1

SA7. Where feasible, electric, telephone, cable 
TV and other such lines and equipment should 
be as inconspicuous as possible. Support 
facilities such as storage, refuse disposal, utility 
buildings and structures for recreational activi-
ties should be located, and screened, to make 
them less visible and maintain the village char-
acter.

CI4

SA8. In Residential areas with alleys provid-
ing garage access from the rear, cross streets 
on the grid can sometimes be eliminated and 
designed as greenway streets or linear parks to 
enhance the public realm and natural environ-
ment, as well as provide green space.

S4 AC1

Table 7.1. (Continued).
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

SA9. Rear lanes should be 4.2 metres (14 feet) 
wide for fire access if trucks cannot reach the 
front of house. Rights-of-way (ROW) should 
be 7.3 metres (24 feet) when single loaded and 
9.7 metres (32 feet) if double loaded to provide 
accessibility to emergency vehicles. 

VI5

SA10. Any cul-de-sac should feature a pear-
shaped turn-around which is planted in the 
middle to allow for easier turning and snow 
removal. 

VI5

SA11. Car parking can be denoted with subtle 
colouring or even a change in surface material 
to enhance visibility and identification of parking 
areas.

CI4

SA12. Local materials should be used as the 
basis for streetscape design, hence ensuring 
that projects fit well into and support the local 
context. 

CI4

SA13. The width of local street entrances in 
the Village Core and Existing Neighbourhood 
should be reduced to 3 metres (10 feet) maxi-
mum from road edge to road edge to maintain 
village character. 

VI3 S6 AC4

SA14. The width of local street entrances in the 
Expansion Area should be reduced to 6 metres 
(20 feet) maximum from road edge to road edge 
to maintain village character.

VI3 S6 AC4

Table 7.1. (Continued).

SA10 Source: Durango CO, n.d.

SA13
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

SA15. A small corner radius of 3 to 4.5 metres 
(10 to 15 feet) is encouraged to require slow 
turning speeds and promote community safety. 

VI3 S6 AC4

SA16. Crosswalks may be configured as raise 
crossings, to further slow entering vehicles and 
promote community safety.

VI3 S6 AC4

SA17. Raised Crosswalks should be used 
where there is moderate to high pedestrian vol-
umes to address safety concerns.

VI3
VI5
VI6

AC1
AC6

SA18. Use detectable warnings at the curb 
edges to improve community safety by alerting 
vision-impaired pedestrians that they are enter-
ing the roadway.

VI3
VI5
VI6

AC1
AC6

SA19. Approaches to the raised crosswalk may 
be designed to be like speed humps. This aims 
to slow vehicular traffic and improve pedestrian 
safety. 

VI3
VI5
VI6

AC1
AC6

SA20. Parklets should be constructed on a cus-
tom or prefabricated platform that rests on the 
street pavement. This will allow them to meet 
the grade of adjacent sidewalks, extending the 
pedestrian zone. 

VI5
VI6

S3 AC2

Table 7.1. (Continued).
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

SA21. Parklet design should comply with 
Accessibility for Ontarians with Disabilities Act 
(AODA) standards and be easily accessible 
from the sidewalk. Parklets should avoid place-
ment near intersections and avoid blocking fire 
hydrants. 

VI4
VI6

S3 AC2

SA22. Parklets should be designed and located 
in areas so as not to restrict stormwater runoff 
or cause other drainage issues. 

VI4
VI6

S3 AC2

SA23. The preferred minimum pathway width is 
3 metres (10 feet). In low volume areas, a path-
way width of 2.4 metres (8 feet) minimum may 
be adequate.

AC1

SA24. Crosswalk markings should legally es-
tablish midblock shared-use path crossings. 

AC1

SA25. Crossing assemblies should draw at-
tention to the crossing. Where feasible, traf-
fic calming features such as speed humps in 
advance of the crossing, or a raised crossing, 
or median islands may be integrated into the 
crossing to improve yielding by motorists to 
pedestrians.

AC1

SA26. Strengthen pedestrian-scaled and pe-
destrian-oriented streetscapes by locating 
buildings and entrances close to the street, 
providing streetscape amenities and providing 
strong pedestrian connectivity between devel-
opments, streets, parks, and open spaces.

Table 7.1. (Continued).
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

SA27. Where possible on Main Street, buildings 
should be setback from the street line to ac-
commodate a more generous combined pedes-
trian boulevard to activate the public realm.

VI6

SA28. For multi-unit developments, except 
where occupied by a building or necessary 
for parking access, the street frontage should 
be utilized for pedestrian circulation or active 
outdoor uses, including, but not limited to out-
door dining; paved for pedestrian use so that it 
functions as part of a wider public sidewalk; or 
improved with landscaping, public art, and/or 
pedestrian amenities, such as outdoor seating. 
Sufficient sidewalks should be provided and re-
main unencumbered for pedestrian circulation. 

VI6

SA29. Buildings should have a principal en-
trance along the principal street, interior streets 
or major interior vehicular circulation ways to 
enhance building connections with the overall 
streetscape. 

VI3
VI5
VI6

AC1
AC6

SA30. Proposed streets, street extensions, 
driveways, and pedestrian access ways should 
be designed and located to slow traffic on local 
streets between residential neighborhoods and 
existing or planned commercial services and 
amenities, such as schools, shopping areas, 
and parks.

VI3
VI5
VI6

AC1
AC6

Table 7.1. (Continued).

SA28
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

SA31. The sidewalk and walkway materials and 
patterns should be accessible and should be 
the same along any contiguous segment of the 
overall pedestrian circulation network and have 
consistent alignments and lighting levels that 
are intended for public use and access, regard-
less of whether it is located on public or private 
property. 

CI4

SA32. The layout of all improvements should be 
designed to generally make use of and follow 
the existing topography of the site. The lay-
out of roads, walkways and building footprints 
should be aligned with existing contours where 
practical, with few connecting streets or walk-
ways aligned perpendicular to existing slopes.

VI3
VI5
VI6

AC1
AC6

SA33. Existing road ROWs should be used 
where possible to provide access to Lake 
Ontario and activate the public realm, notwith-
standing the fact that additional lands may be 
required.

S5 AC1

SA34. Within the Expansion Area, access to 
community amenities should be provided within 
a 5–10-minute walk through a connected pe-
destrian and bicycle network, supported by a 
legible and connected street network. This will 
improve walkability and promote active trans-
portation.

AC1

Table 7.1. (Continued).
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

SA35. Coordinated and integrated street fur-
niture and infrastructure should support and 
encourage active transportation, and include 
seating, bicycle parking, appropriate parking 
locations and car sharing opportunities, where 
applicable. 

VI3
VI5
VI6

AC1
AC6

SA36. Streets should be designed to create 
compact, connected neighbourhoods with cen-
tralized community services and amenities and 
a mix of land uses that promote walkability. 

VI3
VI5
VI6

AC1
AC6

SA37. A low impact boardwalk and/or trail ac-
cessing Lake Ontario is considered a desirable 
community amenity, as it enhances walkability 
and encourages active transportation. 

CI6

SA38. The use of ecologically friendly green 
drainage infrastructure such as a bio-swales are 
supported alongside streets wherever possible. 

SA39. Street patterns should provide significant 
focal points, views and vistas, where feasible.

CI6 AC1

SA40. Block lengths should generally be a 
maximum of 165 metres (540 feet) to maintain 
village character. In special circumstances, 
where blocks lengths exceed 165 metres (540 
feet), a mid-block connection for pedestrians 
and cyclists, or a midblock parklet should be 
provided. 

AC1
AC6

Table 7.1. (Continued).

SA38 Source: Conservation Ontario, 
n.d.
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

SA41. Sidewalks with gentle grades are encour-
aged to enhance accessibility.

AC1

SA42. Sidewalks within the Village Core and 
the Expansion Area should be designed with 
pedestrian safety of utmost importance and 
should therefore have a raised curb to en-
courage separation of pedestrian, cyclist, and 
vehicular traffic.

AC1

SA43. Avoid the use of concrete curbs and 
channels along the shoulder of streets and 
roads in the Expansion Area. Instead, use chip 
seal or gravel and provide swales for stormwa-
ter drainage, provide lighting consistent with 
that of the rural area, thereby minimizing the 
ongoing maintenance requirements.

S2 AC6

SA44. Local roads in the Existing Neighbour-
hood Area should maintain 1 travel lane and 
should facilitate bi-directional movement of 
traffic through user yielding.

AC1

SA45. Along Main Street, Division Street, and 
along local roads in the Existing Residential 
area and Expansion Area, bikes should share 
the road ROW with cars by using marked 
shared roadways.

AC1

Table 7.1. (Continued).
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

SA46. To improve pedestrian safety, where 
bikes share the road with vehicles, Shared Lane 
Markings (SLM) are encouraged after intersec-
tions.  

AC1

SA47. Along Road 95, 7th Line, and the Expan-
sion Area Collector Road, 2 bike lanes along 
each side of the street should be provided. 

AC1

SA48. Along Main Street, street parking may be 
provided along both sides of the street to main-
tain existing village and streetscape character. 

AC1
AC6

SA49. Along Division Street and local roads in 
the Expansion Area, street parking may be pro-
vided along one side of the street to maintain 
existing village and streetscape character. 

AC4
AC6

SA50. Landscaped buffers in the ROW should 
not be provided on Main Street, Road 95, 7th 
Line, Division Street, or local roads in the Exist-
ing Residential Area. 

AC1
AC6

SA51. Landscaped buffers in the ROW are en-
couraged on local roads in the Expansion Area 
and the Expansion Area Collector Road to sep-
arate pedestrian walkways from the roadway on 
either side of the street. 

AC1

SA52. To maintain current neighbourhood/vil-
lage character, sidewalks should not be placed 
on local roads in Existing Neighbourhood areas.

AC1
AC6

Table 7.1. (Continued).
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

SA53. Along Main Street, Road 95, 7th Line, 
and the Expansion Area Collector Road side-
walks accommodating users of all abilities 
should be placed on either side of the street to 
promote active transportation while maintaining 
accessibility. 

AC1

SA54. Along Division Street and local roads in 
the Expansion Area, sidewalks of a minimum 
width of 1.5 metres (5 feet) should be provided 
on at least one side of the street to promote 
active transportation while maintaining accessi-
bility. 

AC1

SA55. Street Trees:

(a) Trees should be planted every 7.5 to 9 me-
ters (25-30 feet) to provide a continuous cano-
py, enhance the pedestrian experience and help 
slow traffic.
(b) The impact of landscaping on visibility for 
motorists and pedestrians at driveways and in-
tersections should be considered and managed 
to promote community safety and maintain 
visibility.
(c) All new streets should feature native street 
trees. The trees should be maintained by the 
developer for up to 18 months post planting. 
Tree planting and other landscape features can 
be used to enhance the space between build-
ings, reinforcing local character and the appeal 
of the local area.

VI3
VI5
VI6

S6 AC1
AC6

Table 7.1. (Continued).

SA55
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

SA56. Expansion Area Sidewalks:

(a) A frontage zone of 0.3 to 0.6 metres (1 to 2 
feet) is desirable to back from the property line 
is recommended to provide a shorter distance 
to fences and building walls. 

(b) The pedestrian through zone of a sidewalk of 
at least 1.8 metres (6 feet) wide is desirable in 
any commercial, mixed-use or dense residential 
area (minimum 1.5 metres (5 feet) wide in all 
other places). This permits side-by-side walking 
and social interaction and meets accessibility 
guidelines for turning and maneuvering.

(c) A grass buffer zone of 1.8 metres (6 feet) or 
more is desirable for increased pedestrian com-
fort. Street trees should include structural soil 
or other elements to promote tree health and 
improve community sustainability.

(c) Sidewalks should be constructed with con-
crete in any urban, commercial, mixed use, or 
dense residential areas for longevity and im-
proved pedestrian safety. Asphalt is not durable 
but may be appropriate in some suburban and 
rural areas. 

VI3
VI5
VI6

AC1
AC6

Table 7.1. (Continued).
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

SA57. Sidewalk design at driveways:

(a) The sidewalk should maintain a minimum 1.2 
metres (4 feet) continuous path along the road-
way or provide an area adjacent to the main 
walkway that maintains a maximum two percent 
cross-slope to enhance accessibility.

(b) The proportion of the sidewalk crossing any 
driveway should be concrete or unit pavers on 
a concrete base and should maintain its height 
and grade to enhance walkability, accessibility, 
and pedestrian safety by providing a physical 
and visual cue to motorists that they are enter-
ing a pedestrian area. 

(c) Minimize corner radii of the curb or use con-
ventional apron-style driveways to reduce vehi-
cle speeds and encourage pedestrian safety. 

(d) Driveways should be as narrow as possible 
to reduce pedestrian exposure to vehicular traf-
fic and promote community safety. 

VI3
VI5
VI6

AC1
AC6

Table 7.1. (Continued).
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7.3	 Parking (P)

7.3.1	 Introduction

The efficient provision of parking is an important concern 
throughout the Village. By distinguishing between different 
parking standards for non-residential and residential areas, 
these standards aim to support parking around the Village. 
As the community and its built form needs to expand, ad-
equate parking provisions must also be provided. Various 
types of parking need to be accommodated in both new 
and established residential areas as well as key locations 
throughout the community. 

7.3.2	 Intention

The Project Team wanted to ensure that parking was ad-
equately accounted for while also balancing safety, visual 
appeal and sustainability. While the general vision for the 
Village is to promote active transportation and promote 
decreased car dependency, we are cognizant of the cur-
rent context and transportation needs around the Village 
and aim to address those within these parking standards. 
These standards are intended to provide sufficient amounts 
of parking, accommodate different users and transporta-
tion methods as well as promote a more welcoming and 
engaging streetscape.  
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7.3.3	 List of Standards

List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

P1. Locate garages at the sides or rears of 
buildings to maintain consistency with the exist-
ing residential areas of the Village. 

CI1
CI4

P2. For residential uses in the Village Core 
and Expansion Area, surface parking including 
garages and carports with spaces for residents 
should be located at the sides or rears of the 
buildings where possible. Where a side garage 
is required, it should be significantly setback 
from the street-facing property line, but guest 
parking may be located closer to the street fac-
ing property line.

CI1
CI4

AC4

P3. Front yard parking surfaces and views into 
storage areas from the front of each site are to 
be screened with plant material and other land-
scape elements. 

CI1
CI4

S4
S6

P4. Attached and detached garages must be 
setback from the front of the house but may be 
brought closer if the house has a front porch as 
to encourage engaging front facades.  

CI1
CI4

P5. It is recommended that garage width does 
not exceed 30% of the façade of the main 
building. Driveway widths should not exceed 
the width of the garage, to minimize excess 
paved material. 

CI1
CI4

Table 7.2. Residential Parking Design Standards.

P4
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

P6. For residential uses, driveway approaches 
(curb cuts) are permitted only to provide access 
to garages, carports and parking spaces. 

CI1
CI4

P7. Two-car garages are discouraged. CI1
CI4

P8. Garages must be accessed by either an 
alleyway or driveways, where possible, to maxi-
mize on-street parking and landscaped areas. 

CI1
CI4

P9. Minimize impacts of front-loaded garag-
es: Garages that are set back from the front 
facade, accessed by single-width driveways, 
or side-loaded consume less front yard space, 
which allows more space for trees and land-
scaping and improves walkability.

CI1
CI5

VI2
VI5

S1
S4
S6

AC1

P10. Parking lots are discouraged in residential 
areas. Parking lots are permitted if they are in 
the rear of the building associated with their use 
or are adequately buffered from the street via 
the presence of trees or other obscuring plant 
material as determined in consultation with the 
Township. 

CI1
CI4

Table 7.2. (Continued).

P7

P8

P9

Source: Chester County Planning 
Commission, 2022.
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

P11. For multi-unit buildings, parking islands 
are recommended to break up the parking 
lot. Parking rows should be terminated with a 
parking lot island or landscaped area, of a size 
sufficient for the growing space of large canopy 
shade trees. Plant shrubs, ground cover, peren-
nials and ornamental grasses are recommended 
to make up most parking lot islands, so long as 
driver visibility is not obscured. 

S4
S6

P12. Surface parking areas should be acces-
sible by pedestrian pathways that connect 
the parking area to the sidewalks and building 
entrances.

CI1 VI3
VI4

S4
S6

P13. Where abutting any residential use, park-
ing areas should be buffered by a planting strip 
and include screening to address visual im-
pacts. 

CI1 S4
S6

P14. For mixed use buildings, apartments, and 
townhouses, bicycle space should be provided 
on-site for short-term parking, with these spac-
es being located close to the primary building 
entrance. They may be on an on-site sidewalk 
provided a clearance is maintained for pedestri-
an circulation. 

CI3 VI4 S4

Table 7.2. (Continued).
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

P15. Bicycle parking space should be in a 
paved, level, drained, lighted area with access 
to a right-of-way without the use of stairs. 

VI3
VI4

S4

P16. Detached garages are permitted to have 
access to an alley if the garage is in the rear 
yard and the garage door does not cross any lot 
lines when opened or closed. 

CI1
CI4

P17. The use of gravel or other permeable ma-
terials is strongly encouraged for all driveways 
and parking lots.

CI1
CI4

S1
S4
S6

P18. Open surface parking should be obscured 
behind or below buildings, integrated into the 
streetscape along the edges of streets as either 
parallel, angled or perpendicular spaces or 
should be substantially screened from public 
views. 

CI1
CI4

S4
S6

P19. Rear alley access eliminates the need 
for driveway entrances from the street, which 
creates greater walkability and is therefore en-
couraged. Attached and detached rear-loaded 
garages allow more usable home interior living 
space, and more livable space fronting onto the 
public street. 

CI4 VI3

Table 7.2. (Continued).

P17 Source: CORE Landscape Prod-
ucts Residential Projects, n.d.
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

P20. Minimize parking extents: Commercial 
development should not exceed parking re-
quirements and should consider landscape 
reserves that can be converted into parking if 
the demand arises. 

CI4 VI3

P21. Minimize the need for pedestrians to cross 
parking aisles and landscape areas by orienting 
parking aisles perpendicular to building entries 
so pedestrians walk parallel to moving cars.

AC1
AC4

P22. Provide bicycle parking at locations that 
are clearly visible and convenient to building 
entrances.

VI5 AC1
AC3

P23. Share parking where adjacent buildings 
have interior uses which offset each other in 
their use of the parking lot. 

AC4

P24. Parking areas should be designed and 
landscaped to appear broken in mass, in pro-
portion to the scale of structural development.

CI4 AC4

P25. Parking areas should be in the rear yard of 
buildings and avoid directly abutting structures 
where possibly as to mitigate the impacts of 
parking on the pedestrian experience and over-
all village character where possible.

CI4 AC4

Table 7.3. Non-Residential Parking Design Standards.

P24

P25
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

P26. Separate parking areas from buildings by 
a decorative concrete walkway and landscaped 
strip. 

CI4 AC4

P27. A buffer strip should be provided sep-
arating parking areas, vehicular circulation 
facilities, or similar improvements from the 
sidewalk along any public street, or any private 
way which is judged to perform an equivalent 
function. The landscaped buffer strip should be 
continuous except for required vehicular ac-
cess points and pedestrian circulation facilities. 
Landscaped buffer strips should be designed 
such that trees and shrubs can be evenly 
spaced or grouped throughout the buffer strip. 
Grass or ground cover may be substituted for 
shrubs in divider islands and terminal islands if 
deemed appropriate by those responsible for 
the review and approval of the design. Land-
scaped terminal islands should be provided at 
the ends of rows of parking where such rows 
are adjacent to driveways or vehicular travel 
lanes.

CI4 S6 AC4

Table 7.3. (Continued).

P27 Source: Parking Lot Filter Strips, 
n.d.
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

P28. Plan for and/or install Electric Vehicle (EV) 
charging stations where possible. In larger park-
ing facilities, EV charging stations and spaces 
reserved for electric vehicle use are highly 
encouraged.

S1 AC4

P29. When used in required landscaping or 
buffers for parking areas, mulches should be 
limited to bark mulch or decorative stone. Most 
of the coverage of the landscaped area should 
not be mulch or non-living material to promote 
planting as much as possible. 

CI4 AC4

P30. Buffers and parking areas should be 
designed to include appropriate means of 
pedestrian access and crossing, both along the 
landscaped area (i.e., in a parallel direction with 
the property line) and across the buffer. Buffers 
and screens should provide for appropriate 
hard-surfaced pedestrian access points and 
walkways where property lines abut existing or 
planned public streets, whether such streets 
have been constructed. 

CI4 AC1
AC4

P31. On-street parallel parking should be pro-
vided, wherever possible, to animate streets, 
support commercial uses, and provide traffic 
calming and serve as a buffer between pedes-
trians and vehicles.

S6 AC4

Table 7.3. (Continued).

P30
Source: Parking, n.d.
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

P32. Convenient parking for bicycles, scooters 
and strollers should be provided in public parks 
and the mixed-use centre to encourage alterna-
tive transportation options and active transpor-
tation. 

AC1
AC4

P33. Bicycle parking should be provided where 
it does not impede pedestrian movement, gath-
ering areas or children’s play.

AC1
AC4

P34. Provide a sufficient separation distance 
between residential uses and commercial waste 
and loading areas to avoid adverse impacts. 

CI4

P35. On-street parking is encouraged on Main 
Street, Division Street, and local roads in the 
Expansion Area.

CI4 AC4

P36. Provide on-street parking adjacent to 
parks, on the park side of the street, where 
deemed desirable through consultation with the 
Township.

AC4

P37. Provide parking and bicycle storage at 
major public gathering places and key locations 
throughout the community, in coordination with 
staff and in accordance with zoning regulations. 
Bicycle parking should be integrated into the 
street right of-way and located near the prima-
ry entrances of important community or Town 
buildings.

AC1
AC4

Table 7.3. (Continued).

P35
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

P38. Bicycle racks should be made from a 
strong and durable material to prevent theft or 
damage; they should be either heavy enough 
or anchored in place so that they cannot be 
moved. 

AC4

P39. Accessible parking spaces must be pro-
vided according to AODA standards, on the 
ground floor and/or on the first level of an un-
derground parking garage.

VI1 AC4

P40. Surface parking between the building 
and street edge is discouraged, except that for 
schools and bus drop-off areas to create for a 
continuous and attractive street frontage..

AC1
AC4

P41. Encourage opportunities for active trans-
portation to institutional facilities by providing 
the appropriate supportive infrastructure and 
parking facilities.

AC1
AC4

P42. In parking areas, shaded and/or light-col-
ored materials with a Solar Reflectance Index of 
at least 29, are encouraged to promote sustain-
able design and enhancing the level of “green-
ness” of the village. Shade may be provided 
by either landscaping, structures, or any other 
mechanism. (S1, S6)

S1
S6

AC4

Table 7.3. (Continued).

P42 Source: Lighting Reflecting Char-
acteristic, n.d.
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

P43. Paved areas are encouraged to be com-
posed of brick and/or unit pavers to serve as 
accent and create interest at gateways or other 
portions of public open space. Asphalt surfaces 
are permitted only for parking or loading areas.

S1 AC5

Table 7.3. (Continued).
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7.4	 Building Style (BS)

7.4.1	 Introduction

Building Style refers to the architectural qualities of a build-
ing. Marysville has a long history of settlement and con-
tains buildings from a range of heritage styles found across 
Ontario. There is no single style that dominate the charac-
ter of Marysville. Instead, there is an eclectic mix of archi-
tectural styles that contributes to the unique character of 
the village. This eclecticism is celebrated by the residents 
and is to be replicated where possible. “Cookie-cutter” 
and suburban housing styles where every house is a slight 
variation of its neighbours is highly discouraged and would 
be out of character for new developments in the Expan-
sion Area. Common historical styles in Marysville include 
National, Cape Cod, Victorian, Bungalows, and Ontario 
Gothic Revival.

7.4.2	 Intention

The intention of the Building Style Design Standards is to 
encourage a mix of exterior housing styles to help main-
tain the historic and rural character of Marysville. Conven-
tional suburban development tends to repeat the same 
style to reduce costs but would not be consistent with the 
development patterns of the village. Based on feedback 
from the workshop and from case studies, residents are 
opposed to suburban styles of housing within their com-
munity. Suburban development of the Expansion Area also 
runs the risk of creating a separate community, instead of 
a complete one. The proper selection of building materi-
al can also improve the compatibility of new development 
with the existing physical structure of Marysville.

Source: Wolfe Island Historical Society, 2023.
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7.4.3	 List of Standards

List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

BS1. For new residential buildings, encourage 
the use of Cape Cod, National, and bungalow 
architectural styles to emulate the character of 
Marysville.

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

BS2. Avoid use of hip roofs to minimize subur-
ban style.

CI1
CI4

BS3. Where home designs are repeated in new 
development, materials, color, and detailing 
should be varied to distinguish between hous-
es. 

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

BS4. Attached housing types should be inte-
grated with detached housing in terms of scale, 
proportion, form, architectural detailing and 
material use. 

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

BS5. Detached and attached houses should 
face a street or pedestrian way and have a 
walkway connecting the front of the house to a 
pedestrian way or the street. 

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

Table 7.4. Building Style Design Standards.

BS2

BS3

BS5

Source: Kerrigan, 2008.
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

BS6. Architectural style, the scale, massing and 
detailing of buildings should be compatible with 
those prevalent in the neighborhood. Where a 
multi-unit development is located adjacent to a 
neighborhood of single detached dwellings, the 
massing scheme and the selection of exterior 
materials for buildings should be complementa-
ry to a single-family neighborhood.

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

S1 AC5

BS7. Redevelopment and renovation are en-
couraged to be performed in recognition of the 
design and placement of buildings previously 
on the site and their spatial relation with sur-
rounding buildings. Such buildings may have 
contemporary elements or interpretations as-
sociated with contemporary materials, building 
methods, or use requirements, so long as they 
fit the character of the Village.

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

BS8. Long uninterrupted exterior surfaces are 
discouraged. Blank walls should incorporate 
doors, windows, architectural projections, wall 
art and/or recesses where possible to provide 
an engaging façade. 

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

BS9. Clear glass windows should face streets, 
plazas, courtyards and/or pedestrian passages 
to create a sense of security. 

CI1
CI2
CI3

Table 7.4. (Continued).

BS6

BS8

Source: Youngken, Pascarella & 
Evans, 2018.

Source: County of Placer, 2021.
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

BS10. Window recesses, window trim and 
other window elements are encouraged to be 
substantial in depth to create shadows and add 
architectural interest. Decorative trim elements 
should add detail and articulation and designed 
as an integral part of the design. 

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

S1 AC5

BS11. Glass should be clear and non-reflective. 
Dark tinted and mirrored glass is discouraged 
as it reduces social interaction and is generally 
perceived as unsafe. Windows are encouraged 
to be recessed from the façade or trim to add 
shadow and visual interest. 

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

BS12. ‘Bird-friendly’ glass that is designed to 
decrease the number of collisions is encour-
aged. This may include translucent, screened 
glass, angled glass or a pattern that has gaps of 
less than 5 centimeters high and/or 10 centime-
ters wide. 

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

BS13. Building architecture should emulate 
existing buildings or all aspects of any tradition-
al style; they may have contemporary elements 
or interpretations associated with contemporary 
materials, building methods, or use require-
ments that fit to the character of the Village. 

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

Table 7.4. (Continued).

BS10 Source: County of Placer, 2021.

BS11

BS13
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

BS14. Building facades and roofs should make 
use of neutral colour tones, where lighter-co-
loured facades and darker coloured roofs are 
preferred to retain consistency with the existing 
Village.

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

BS15. Trim and wooden architectural features 
such as (but not limited to) porch columns, 
balustrades, roof brackets, parapets, cornices, 
doorway enframements, window brackets and 
hoods, and roof finials are encouraged to create 
visual appeal and complement the existing 
character of the Village. 

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

BS16. Garages will be consistent with the archi-
tectural style of the principal dwelling, in regard 
to materials, massing, character, and quality.

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

BS17. Provide usable space and fenestration in 
rear elevations to promote overlook onto lane-
ways. 

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

BS18. The architectural style of each building 
should be applied consistently to all elevations, 
in terms of exterior building materials, window 
treatment and architectural vernacular. The level 
of detail may be simplified in areas of reduced 
public view. 

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

Table 7.4. (Continued).

BS14

BS15

BS16

BS17 Source: CMBTW WAI Group, 
2017.
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

BS19. Buildings should be planned and de-
signed in keeping with current iterations of 
the Accessibility for Ontarians with Disabili-
ties (AODA) Standards and Crime Prevention 
Through Environmental Design (CPTED) Princi-
ples. 

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

BS20. For low-rise residential building design, 
consider one or more of the following: simple 
massing forms for the overall building massing; 
simple roof forms; gable roofs; models featuring 
brick or clapboard; broad porches along the 
face of dwellings; gable wall or roof dormers; 
vertical window proportions; architectural trim 
and details referencing historical styles.   

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

BS21. Provide varied and compatible architec-
tural styles for a sense of place and to create 
interesting streetscapes. 

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

BS22. Encourage natural colours and materials, 
and materials associated with the rural envi-
ronment such as corrugated iron and timber. 
Source materials locally, e.g. local aggregates, 
timber and stone, where feasible. 

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

BS23. Franchise architecture, where buildings 
are stylized to use the building itself as advertis-
ing, is not permitted.  

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

Table 7.4. (Continued).

BS22
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

BS24. Avoid a box-shaped appearance of 
buildings by incorporating pitched roofs, chang-
es in roof heights, offsets, change in direction of 
roof slope and dormers. 

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

BS25. Long continuous roofscapes should be 
divided and varied to provide visual interest and 
variety.

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

BS26. Roof height on one lot should not match 
the roof heights on adjacent lots to provide 
visual interests and a sense of eclecticism. 

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

BS27. Residential and commercial uses in the 
Village Core should make use of wood and 
clapboard as primary façade materials. Wood 
and metal are encouraged as trim materials to 
complement existing uses.

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

BS28. Residential uses in the Existing Residen-
tial Area should make use of wood, clapboard, 
and brick as primary façade materials. Wood 
and metal are encouraged as trim materials to 
complement existing uses. 

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

BS29. Institutional and commercial uses 
throughout the Village may employ neoclassical 
and gothic revival architectural styles in addition 
to Cape Cod and National styles to comple-
ment existing uses. 

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

Table 7.4. (Continued).

BS24

BS25

BS26

BS28
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

BS30. Institutional uses may use brick, stone, 
wood or clapboard as the primary façade ma-
terials. Wood and metal may be used as trim 
materials to complement existing uses.

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

BS31. Where clapboard, wood boards, or sid-
ing are used as the façade material, materials 
should be arranged to form horizontal lines to 
complement existing uses. 

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

BS32. Buildings are encouraged to make use of 
dark coloured shingles or metal siding as prima-
ry roof materials to complement existing uses.    

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

BS33. Rounded window styles are discouraged 
throughout the Village. Windows should be of 
rectangular shape and not protrude beyond the 
façade of buildings (i.e., as in bay windows) to 
complement existing uses. 

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

BS34. Within the Village Core and in portions 
of the Expansion Area zoned medium density, 
use of gingerbread trim and corbels along roof 
eaves and porches is encouraged to comple-
ment existing uses.

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

BS35. Buildings surrounding the Communi-
ty Centre should maintain architectural styles 
consistent with the existing Village while incor-
porating contemporary elements to create focal 
points.

CI3
CI5
CI6

VI4

Table 7.4. (Continued).

BS31

BS32

BS33
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

BS36. Buildings should consider using 
“I-house” variants, with an extended narrower 
portion of the building extending behind the 
street fronting façade to reduce building mass-
ing and bulk.

CI3
CI4

BS37. House numbers should comply with 
basic civic addressing requirements. Addition-
al house numbers should be inconspicuously 
placed on a building façade, and numbering or 
signs with bright colour or graphics should be 
avoided. 

CI4

Table 7.4. (Continued).

BS36

BS37

Source: Youngken, Pascarella & 
Evans, 2018.



Page | 148

SECTION 7 | DESIGN STANDARDS

7.5	 Building Form (BF)

7.5.1	 Introduction

Building Form refers to size, massing, the location of win-
dows and doors, and the materials they are constructed 
from. These Standards help define the spatial nature of 
Marysville. Due to its small population and mix of historic 
and eclectic buildings, the scale of the buildings is just as 
important as their style. For new developments and rede-
velopments to mesh with the fabric of Marysville, Stand-
ards to help protect the heights and sizes of buildings is 
required. Multi-unit development is rare in the village but 
is anticipated to become more common in the expansion 
area to help provide additional types of housing that are 
absent. The proper structure of these buildings can reduce 
conflicts and can expand the look and feel of Marysville in 
a holistic manner. 

7.5.2	 Intention

The intention of the Building Form Design Standards is 
to limit the massing and location of buildings to match of 
complement existing structures within Marysville. By lim-
iting the height of buildings in the Village Core and the Ex-
isting Residential areas, Main Street can keep its spatial 
arrangement and views of Lake Ontario can be preserved 
for 3-storey buildings in the Expansion Area. T Porch, win-
dow, and door Design Standards are intended to improve 
affinity with existing residential neighbourhoods. Multi-Unit 
Buildings should take additional care with their exterior 
design to reduce conflicts with single-detached dwellings. 
Design Standards are meant to create high-quality build-
ings that maintain the Character and Identity of Marysville 
and contribute to a Vibrant and Inclusive Community. 
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7.5.3	 List of Standards

List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

BF1. New buildings in the Village Core and 
Existing Residential character areas should be 
built to a maximum of 2 storeys to maintain the 
rural character and preserve future views of the 
waterfront. New buildings in the Expansion Area 
character area can be built to a maximum of 3 
storeys to allow for views of Lake Ontario. 

CI4 VI2

BF2. New residential buildings should include 
a front or wrap-around porch to encourage so-
cialization, fit in with other houses, and provide 
passive surveillance of the public realm. New 
residential building entrances should be re-
cessed within the overall facade or have canopy 
elements and should serve as a major focal 
point of the building. Main entrances should be 
in a visible location facing the street.

CI4 VI2
VI3

BF3. Loading facilities, loading docks, service 
doors, and other service areas should not be lo-
cated along a primary street-facing facade, and 
they should not be visible from any adjacent 
public open space. 

CI4

Table 7.5. Building Form Design Standards.

BF2
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

BF4. New buildings should use consistent 
materials on all sides of a building where the 
exterior is visible from a public street or neigh-
bouring residential property. Building exteriors 
should be designed to be compatible with 
neighbouring properties regarding detail, quali-
ty, and materials. 

CI1
CI4

VI2

BF5. Materials used only on one face of the 
structure that give the impression of thinness or 
artificiality are discouraged. It is recommended 
that brickwork and stonework partially wrap 
around the corners of new developments.  

CI4

BF6. Townhouse should have the following 
features:
•	 Building and outdoor unit entrances on 

the first floor should face the street and 
include a porch, stoop, courtyard or 
similar element which provides a tran-
sition from the public sidewalk to the 
private space of the building or unit;

•	 Townhouses and live/work units should 
not have front-loaded garages; garages 
should be located at the side or rear of 
the building lot.

CI4 VI3

Table 7.5. (Continued).

BF5
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

BF7. Multi-family buildings should have the 
following features: 
•	 Building and outdoor unit entrances on the 

first floor should face the street and include 
a porch, stoop, courtyard or similar element 
which provides a transition from the public 
sidewalk to the private space of the building 
or unit;

•	 Units above the first floor may be accessed 
from a common stairwell; common stair-
wells should have access from the fronting 
street; and,

•	 Exterior corridors and exterior stairwells 
fronting the street are discouraged.

CI4 VI3

BF8. The height of new buildings should be 
visually compatible with the height of building in 
the neighbourhood to ensure compatibility with 
adjacent properties.  

CI4

BF9. The ratio of the width to the height of the 
front facade should be compatible with that of 
adjacent and nearby buildings.

CI4

BF10. The relationship of the height of windows 
and doors to their width should be visually 
compatible with the architectural style of the 
building and with that of its neighbors. 

CI4

Table 7.5. (Continued).

BF9
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

BF11. For mixed use buildings, entrances to 
residential units should be physically separated 
from entrances to individual ground floor com-
mercial uses. Residential entrances should be 
clearly marked with a physical feature incorpo-
rated into the building to differentiate different 
uses. 

CI4

BF12. Solar panels, cornices, and other deco-
rative elements may project above the height 
limit. 

CI4

BF13. New buildings which take up a large 
portion of a block should be broken down 
using different materials, styles, and setbacks 
to create visual interest and prevent monolith-
ic facades. This ensures that facades are not 
overwhelming and creates a sense of multi-
ple buildings along the length of the property. 
Vertical breaks and step backs should also be 
provided to maintain a comfortable pedestrian 
environment. 

CI4

BF14. Mixed-use and multi-unit buildings 
should be designed to have a distinct base, 
middle, and top to create visual interest. Cor-
nices, balconies, roof terraces, and other archi-
tectural elements can be used, as appropriate 
to terminate rooflines and accentuate setbacks 
between storeys. 

CI4

Table 7.5. (Continued).

BF13
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

BF15. Building facades should include building 
projections or recesses, doorway trim, window 
trim, and other details that provide architectural 
and design interest. 

CI4

BF16. Townhouses, apartments, mixed use 
buildings, and other medium density buildings 
should have any exterior mechanical equipment 
screened from public view. Screening should be 
architecturally integrated into the main structure 
regarding materials, colour, shape, and size to 
appear as an integral part of the overall struc-
ture. 

CI4

BF17. The taller portions of new buildings 
should be located away from adjoining proper-
ties to provide height transitions.  

CI4

BF18. The visual and shadow impacts of upper 
storeys should be reduced by locating upper 
storeys in the centre of the property, stepping 
back upper storeys, tucking upper storeys 
inside a pitched roof, or using pitched roofs 
and dormer windows for upper storeys. In areas 
where the prevailing development is single sto-
rey, the upper storeys should be stepped back 
along the fronting street to maintain compatibili-
ty with the single storey character. 

CI4

BF19. There should be consistency of roof pitch 
and design among separate roof components.

CI4

Table 7.5. (Continued).
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

BF20. Entrances that cannot face a public 
street and sidewalk should face an internal pe-
destrian path that connects directly to a street 
and sidewalk. The rear of buildings should not 
face streets providing connection to the sur-
rounding neighborhood. 

CI4 AC1

BF21. Front doors should generally incorporate 
windows or be accompanied by adjacent win-
dows so occupants can see out.

CI4

BF22. Courtyards can be an important amenity 
for residents, offering an opportunity for infor-
mal gathering and shared outdoor living area. 
They should have shared entrances on their 
perimeter that are visible from the street and 
should have shared entrances on their perime-
ter that are visible from the street. 

CI4 AC1

BF23. Eaves should be incorporated into the 
design to create shadow and serve as a tradi-
tional response to snow and summer days with 
intense sunlight. Deep eaves are encouraged. 

CI4

BF24. Skylights that are visible from the street 
should be flat and nearly flush with the roof 
plane so as not to interrupt the principal roof 
form. Clerestory windows – windows that are 
above eye level - are also recommended as an 
alternative.

CI4

Table 7.5. (Continued).
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

BF25. In a passive solar building, good window 
design, appropriate shading, natural cooling 
devices, and sensible control systems will all be 
needed to maintain a comfortable balance. 

CI4

BF26. The facades and roofs of individual town-
house units are encouraged to be designed to 
clearly convey that they are separate residences 
through the use of entrance expressions, win-
dow patterns, staggered setbacks, ornamenta-
tion, roof forms or other means. 

CI4

BF27. Additions of new wings or sections of 
buildings (upper floors included) should be 
smaller and secondary to the main sections of 
the building and should be located to the side 
or behind original buildings, not in front of them.   

CI4

BF28. Additions should appear as secondary 
elements. This can be achieved through con-
nective elements, step backs, and roof step 
downs. Additions to commercial buildings may 
also be placed at upper floor levels by stepping 
up the roof on a back portion, provided the 
addition is stepped back from the front gable 
sufficiently so that the front gable or western 
false front remains the dominant feature. 

CI4

BF29. All utilities should be elevated above the 
base flood elevation.

CI4 AC1

Table 7.5. (Continued).
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

BF30. New multiunit and commercial build-
ings should be elevated above the base flood 
elevation to allow for seamless integration of 
accessibility ramps and to reduce risk of flood 
damage. 

CI4 AC1

BF31. Where significant grade changes occur 
within a site, buildings should be designed to 
accommodate such grade changes.

CI4

BF32. Patios associated with building entranc-
es should be consistent and proportionate in 
scale with the architectural style and massing of 
the building. 

CI4

BF33. Wraparound porches are encouraged for 
dwellings on corner lots, where appropriate to 
the style of the dwelling.

CI4

BF34. Building mass and height should be de-
signed to minimise potential shading or privacy 
effects on neighbouring sites.

CI4

BF35. Design and site buildings to maintain a 
low profile. Avoiding prominent locations. In the 
Expansion Area, buildings can be positioned so 
their backdrop is land or vegetation in order to 
blend structures with the rural environment.

CI4

Table 7.5. (Continued).

BF32
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

BF36. Development surrounding gateway areas 
should feature recesses at grade, lower storey 
design and open space treatments to reinforce 
the prominence of these locations. 

CI4 AC1

BF37. The maximum height of a storey should 
be compatible with its intended use and should 
consider the storey height of neighbouring sim-
ilar uses.

CI4

BF38. Entrances that cannot face a public 
street and sidewalk should face an internal pe-
destrian path that connects directly to a street 
and sidewalk. The rear of buildings should not 
face streets providing connection to the sur-
rounding neighborhood.

CI4 AC1

BF39. For 2 & 3 storey buildings, there should 
preferably be two windows on the upper floor(s) 
either aligned with the windows on the main 
floor. Windows on the second floor should be of 
similar dimension to windows on the main floor. 

CI4

BF40. Front doors should generally incorporate 
windows or be accompanied by adjacent win-
dows so occupants can see out.

CI4

BF41. Eaves should be incorporated into the 
design to create shadow and serve as a tradi-
tional response to snow and summer days with 
intense sunlight. Deep eaves are encouraged. 

CI4

Table 7.5. (Continued).
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

BF42. Courtyards can be an important amenity 
for residents, offering an opportunity for infor-
mal gathering and shared outdoor living area. 
They should have shared entrances on their 
perimeter that are visible from the street and 
should have shared entrances on their perime-
ter that are visible from the street. 

CI4

BF43. Skylights that are visible from the street 
should be flat and nearly flush with the roof 
plane so as not to interrupt the principal roof 
form. Clerestory windows – windows that are 
above eye level - are also recommended as an 
alternative.

CI4

Table 7.5. (Continued).
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7.6	 Site Layout (SL)

7.6.1	 Introduction

The arrangement and design of lots and lot patterns play 
an important role in defining the rural character of Marys-
ville. As development in the Village will result in the creation 
of new lot layouts, attention to lot characteristics is desired 
to provide a spatial form in the Expansion Area which is 
complementarity to that of the existing Village. While the 
majority of new development will be contained to the Ex-
pansion Area, lot acquisition along the waterfront of the 
Village Core as well as plans of subdivision in segments of 
the Existing Residential area provide potential for new lot 
arrangements. Therefore, considerations for maintaining 
consistent lot layouts in these areas are also provided.

7.6.2	 Intention

The intention of the Site Layout Design Standards is to en-
sure the compatibility of new lots with lot patterns and ar-
rangements in the existing Village. By emulating current lot 
forms, these standards also seek to support the implemen-
tation of design goals for Marysville, including the seam-
less integration of new housing forms, land uses, and open 
spaces into the Village fabric. Additionally, lot setbacks are 
recommended to provide opportunities for additional land-
scaping and reduce potential for land use conflicts. 
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7.6.3	 List of Standards

List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

SL1. Front yard setbacks in the Village Core 
should aim to be consistent across lots to 
provide visual similarity and a sense of a uni-
fied streetscape. Front yard setbacks should 
maintain proximity to public right of ways to 
encourage an active streetscape. Projections of 
principal buildings into the front yard setback, 
including paved areas and seating, are encour-
aged to promote pedestrian activity and en-
hanced walkability of the Village Core.

CI1
CI4

SL2. Front yard setbacks in the Existing Res-
idential area should maintain distances from 
public right of ways that clearly demarcate 
the separation between the public and private 
realms. Where parking areas are provided to 
the rear of buildings, the front yard setback can 
be reduced to minimize the visual dominance 
of parking areas. Porches may extend into the 
required setback to encourage a vibrant and 
sociable streetscape.

CI1
CI4

Table 7.6. Site Layout Design Standards.

SL1

SL1

SL1

SL2
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

SL3. Front yard setbacks in areas of the Expan-
sion Area zoned as low density should maintain 
similar front yard setbacks to those found in the 
Existing Residential area. In areas of the Expan-
sion Area zoned as medium density, front yard 
setbacks should be similar to setbacks in the 
Village Core. Where parking areas are provided 
to the rear of buildings, the front yard setback 
can be reduced to minimize the visual domi-
nance of parking areas. Porches may extend 
into the required setback to encourage a vibrant 
and sociable streetscape.

CI1
CI4

AC4
AC6

SL4. Fence heights in front and side yards 
should be limited so that they allow pedestrians 
to see the principal building and into the side 
yards of the lot. Fencing should use permeable 
materials that allow pedestrians to see through 
(e.g., chain link fencing, picket fencing with 
spacing of slats) or permeable vegetation (e.g., 
shrubs, trees, bushes). Fences are encouraged 
to be compose of no more than two types of 
related fencing materials to ensure a cohesive 
appearance.

CI1
CI4

SL5. Buildings are encouraged to make use 
of passive solar energy and heating by using 
Trombe walls, sunrooms, and plantings.

S1

Table 7.6. (Continued).

SL2

SL2

SL4

SL4
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

SL6. Lot sizes in the Village Core should be 
small enough to encourage the existing dense 
spatial form while being able to accommodate 
mixed use buildings, commercial uses, and 
single detached houses.

CI4

SL7. Lot sizes in the Existing Residential area 
should be larger than those in the Village Core 
to provide a distinction between the higher and 
lower density areas of the Village.

CI4

SL8. In areas zoned low density in the Expan-
sion Area, building orientation as well as front 
and side yard setbacks should maintain consis-
tency with those in the Existing Residential Area 
to promote a similar spatial form.

CI4

SL9. Lot sizes in the Expansion Area in areas 
zoned medium density should provide a spatial 
form that is less dense than the Village Core but 
more dense than Existing Residential areas or 
low-density zoned areas of the Expansion Area. 
Lot sizes should be able to accommodate sin-
gle detached houses, townhouses, apartments, 
and commercial uses.

CI4

SL10. Where communal services are provid-
ed, opportunities to reduce lot sizes should be 
encouraged to enhance walkability, promote 
the efficient use of land, and conserve natural 
features.

CI4

Table 7.6. (Continued).

SL5

SL5

SL5

Source: Kerrigan, 2008.

Source: Seçkin, 2018.

Source: Seçkin, 2018.
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

SL12. In front yard setbacks, impervious fea-
tures should be reduced to a minimum to 
promote greenery. Features such as paved front 
yard pathways and patios are encouraged, and 
where possible, less impervious building mate-
rials should be used such as permeable paving 
stones and gravel. Driveways should be mini-
mized in size to reduce impervious coverage.

S1

SL13. Lots throughout the village should be 
landscaped to provide visual interest and ad-
ditional greenery. In the Village Core where lot 
sizes and setbacks are smaller, landscaping can 
make up a smaller portion of the lot area. In the 
Existing Residential areas and the Expansion 
Area, the total lot area devoted to landscaping 
should be larger to integrate buildings into the 
surrounding landscape.

S1

SL14. For apartments and townhouses, com-
munal open spaces should be large enough to 
enjoyably use and facilitate a variety of activi-
ties both active and passive. Communal open 
spaces should be accessible by common areas, 
walkways, and/or stairways.

S1
S6

SL15. Side yard and rear yard setbacks are en-
couraged to be vegetated to delineate separate 
uses while adding greenery, visual interest, and 
promoting a rural character. 

VI6 S6

Table 7.6. (Continued).

SL12

SL12

SL14

SL14

Source: County of Placer, 2021.

Source: County of Placer, 2021.



Page | 164

SECTION 7 | DESIGN STANDARDS

List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

SL16. Landscaping and fences may encroach 
into the side yard setback to delineate sepa-
rate properties while adding visual interest and 
greenery.

CI4 VI6 S6

SL17. Accessibility ramps should be allowed to 
encroach into setbacks while retaining a dis-
tance from the property line to retain the delin-
eation of lots.

CI2

SL18. Accessory structures may be located 
within residential open space when the principal 
uses of such structures are accessory to those 
of the outdoor living areas within which they are 
located.

CI4

SL19. For mixed use buildings, greater amounts 
of landscaping should be provided if residential 
development is at grade to facilitate open space 
use and for residential uses to fit into other 
surrounding residential uses. Where residential 
uses are above grade, less landscaping may 
be required to ensure fit of at-grade uses with 
surrounding commercial or institutional uses.

SI6

SL20. Solar energy system equipment, besides 
solar energy panels, should be permitted to 
encroach into a setback, while maintaining a 
distance to the lot line, to encourage adoption 
of clean energy systems. 

CI4 S1
S4

Table 7.6. (Continued).

SL16

SL16

SL21

SL21
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

SL21. Habitable spaces at the front of buildings 
are encouraged such as porches and patios 
to provide an overlook of streets and/or public 
spaces. 

CI4 VI2
VI3

SL22. The shape of new lots should emphasize 
a slightly larger lot depth compared to the lot 
frontage to provide a rectangular shape charac-
teristic of the existing Village. 

CI4

SL23. Lot frontages should be slightly varied 
between lots on the same block or street to 
emulate an organic pattern of development 
characteristic of the existing Village.

CI4

SL24. Apartments, townhouses, or other multi-
unit developments should arrange buildings to 
front onto streets or to frame common open 
spaces and amenities to provide sightlines to 
these areas and integrate multi-unit develop-
ment into the landscape.

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

VI3

SL25. Accessory buildings should be permit-
ted to be located in interior side or rear yard 
setbacks, while maintaining some distance to 
the lot line, to emulate existing lot layouts in the 
existing Village and to minimize the visual domi-
nance of garages from the street.

CI1
CI2
CI3
CI4

VI3

SL26. Driveways may be adjacent to the lot line 
if shared between units.. 

CI1

Table 7.6. (Continued).

SL21

SL23

SL23

SL24 Source: County of Placer, 2021.
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

SL27. The lot coverage of accessory buildings 
should be less than that of the principal building 
to retain the prominence of the principal build-
ing and to maintain consistency with existing 
Village lot layouts.

CI1
CI4

SL28. Side yard setbacks within the Village 
Core may be smaller than those in the Existing 
Residential areas and Expansion Area to pro-
mote density and rural character, respectively.

CI4

SL29. In townhouses, minimum setbacks can 
be reduced to provide a continuous form. 

CI4

SL30. The size of accessory buildings should 
reflect its role as an accessory use to the prin-
cipal building. Accessory buildings should not 
take up a large portion of the lot coverage and 
should be smaller than the principal building.

CI4

SL31. Rear yard setbacks in the Village Core 
and medium density Expansion Area may be 
smaller than those in the Existing Residential 
areas to maintain a denser spatial form and 
encourage walkability.

CI4

SL32. Rear yard setbacks in the Existing Res-
idential Areas and low-density Expansion Area 
may be larger than those in the Existing Res-
idential areas to maintain a less dense spatial 
form.

CI4

Table 7.6. (Continued).

SL24

SL25

SL25

SL30

Source: Town of Davidson, 2021.



Page | 166 Page | 167

SECTION 7 | DESIGN STANDARDS

List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

SL33. Where a commercial or industrial mixed 
use building fronts on a corner of 2 streets, the 
site is encouraged to front on both streets to 
engage the corner through use of patios, land-
scaping, or other features.

VI3
VI5
VI6

S6 AC1
AC6

Table 7.6. (Continued).

SL33

SL30

SL30
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7.7	 Mixed-Use & Commercial Developments (MC)

7.7.1	 Introduction

Mixed-use and commercial developments are expected 
to remain concentrated in the Village Core of Marysville, 
though there is potential for mixed use to occur within the 
Expansion Area as the population grows and the commer-
cial demand of the community changes. Redevelopment 
and adaptive re-use of existing buildings into mixed uses 
is also anticipated, with several examples of such devel-
opments throughout Marysville. Mixed-use developments 
contribute to a creating compact, pedestrian-friendly com-
munity by providing a greater range of housing options 
and offering retail and commercial uses close to residential 
units. They need to be in key locations of the community, 
where their commercial uses can be supported by the sur-
rounding neighbourhood. 

7.7.2	 Intention

The intention of the Mixed-Use Development Design Stand-
ards is to ensure the compatibility of mixed-use with their 
surroundings. Mixed-use buildings, while present within 
Marysville, are overall uncommon, and should not become 
the prominent form of development. The Design Standards 
for Mixed-Use buildings are intended to incorporate these 
types of developments in the best manner possible with 
the existing fabric of Marysville. With the completion of the 
new ferry terminal, pedestrian traffic in the village is ex-
pected to increase as Marysville becomes more accessible 
to ferry goers. With this change, mixed-use buildings are to 
be designed for the scale of the pedestrian, with minimal 
setbacks and inviting storefronts on the first floor. 
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7.7.3	 List of Standards

List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

MC1. Commercial and mixed-use development 
should be pedestrian oriented. Commercial and 
mixed used developments should have minimal 
setbacks to allow for ready access to the build-
ing from the sidewalk, except for the purpose 
of enhancing the pedestrian street level appeal. 
This may include recessed entrances, planters, 
shrubs, street furniture, outdoor seating, public 
art, and walkways. 

CI5 VI2

MC2. Commercial and mixed-use buildings 
located on street corners may include en-
hanced architectural features to accentuate its 
presence, possibly through increased building 
massing or by providing a covered entry.

CI5 VI2

MC3. Benches should be provided at consis-
tent intervals at major social gathering loca-
tions, including along main street, in other 
commercial areas, along trails and in parks.

VI1
VI3

S4 AC3
AC6

MC4. The main entrance of commercial uses 
should front onto a street to promote the pe-
destrian environment and ensure continuity 
across the village. A secondary entrance may 
be provided from a surface parking lot located 
at the rear of the building.

CI4
CI5

VI12

Table 7.7. Mixed-Use & Commercial Developments Design Standards.

MC1

MC2
Source: Martin Corner Mixed-
Use Development, 2023.
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

MC5. Landscaping may be incorporated along 
the edge of a commercial property to integrate 
development with the public realm and provide 
for an inviting pedestrian experience.

CI1 VI6 S4
S6

MC6. Commercial and mixed-use buildings that 
front onto a street should have hard surface 
paving along their frontages. These spaces may 
further be enhanced with recessed entrances, 
planters, shrubs, street furniture, bicycle park-
ing, public art, walkways, or other items chosen 
in consultation with the Township.

CI4
CI5

VI2

MC7. Utility structures should be integrated 
into the design of commercial buildings where 
feasible to preserve the aesthetic of the build-
ing. Where utility structures cannot be integrat-
ed, they should be screened from surrounding 
areas by landscaping, screen walls, public art, 
and/or other architectural features, in consulta-
tion with utility providers to ensure operational 
access is maintained. 

CI4

MC8. Mixed use buildings should integrate 
compatible land uses within the same building, 
including residential, commercial, office and 
retail space. 

CI3
CI4

Table 7.7. (Continued).

MC6 Source: Douglas, 2021.
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

MC9. Storefront windows should provide views 
for activities inside to create interest for passing 
pedestrians and to serve as a visual connection 
to the street. 

CI4
CI5

VI2

MC10. Different colours and materials may 
be used to clearly define and differentiate the 
building base from the rest of the building and 
its residential uses, and to convey a sense of 
scale. 

CI1
CI2
CI4

VI2

MC11. The architectural design, composition, 
and style of commercial and live/work buildings 
should be compatible with the character and 
style of nearby residential buildings. 

CI1
CI2
CI4

VI2

MC12. Commercial and mixed-use buildings 
should be designed to integrate well within a 
rural setting and should not take the form of 
large format retail, highway commercial, strip 
commercial, warehouse, or uses that include a 
drive-thru. 

CI1
CI2
CI4

VI2

Table 7.7. (Continued).

MC10 Source: Robert, 2020.
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7.8	 Open Space (OS)

7.8.1	 Introduction

Lands designated Open Space include lands intended for 
public recreational use and lands that form part of the open 
space system, but which provide another function (e.g., 
stormwater management ponds). In line with the goals of 
the Marysville Secondary Plan, new open spaces should 
be acquired and formalized by the Township. All Open 
Spaces, including public and privately owned, should ad-
here to the Standards located in this section as well as any 
others which may apply.

 

7.8.2	 Intention

The intention of the Open Space design standards is to 
ensure that all residents can visit accessible outdoor rec-
reational areas near to their homes. It is intended that open 
spaces contribute to the beautification of Marysville, while 
also providing functional and exciting locations for recre-
ation for community members of all ages. Actions should 
be taken to provide a mixture of natural and manufactured 
open spaces.
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7.8.3	 List of Standards

List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

OS1. Where feasible, develop new naturalized 
open spaces in close proximity to existing open 
spaces to develop interconnected green corri-
dors.

VI1 S4 AC1

OS2. Pathways should be designed to allow 
pedestrians to traverse the village as efficient-
ly and directly as possible to promote active 
transportation as the primary form of transpor-
tation in the community.

VI1 S1 AC1
AC2
AC3

OS3. The open space and park system should 
be the primary structuring element for all new 
communities. All built development should be 
oriented to accommodate interconnected green 
spaces.

VI2
VI3

S2
S4

AC1
AC6

OS4. Pathways should be hardscaped and 
be at least wide enough to accommodate two 
individuals in wheelchairs moving together side 
by side.

VI1
VI3
VI6

AC1
AC2

OS5. Where hardscaping is required, the use of 
permeable materials is encouraged to enhance 
stormwater flow. Vegetation should also be in-
troduced around hardscaped areas to mitigate 
the visual impacts of concrete and asphalt. 

S4
S6

Table 7.8. Open Space Design Standards.

OS1

OS4

Source: Dover, Kohl & Partners.

Source: Downsviewpark.ca.
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

OS6. Open spaces should be located so that 
they are visible and easily accessible from 
homes and public areas (building entrances, 
streets, sidewalks).

VI4 AC2

OS7. Multi-unit residential developments should 
be accompanied by adequate open space in 
the form of green space to serve the occupants 
and the wider community.

VI1
VI6

S4 AC1
AC6

OS8. All open spaces should be designed to 
conform to the highest levels of accessibility 
standards.

VI1
VI3

AC1
AC2
AC6

OS9. Where possible, open spaces should be 
in proximity to natural heritage features. These 
may include watercourses, woodlands, the ex-
isting trail systems, or other significant natural 
features. They may also be located near import-
ant built features, such as community facilities, 
institutional buildings, or important landmarks.

VI1
VI4

S5

OS10. Where development abuts open space, 
buildings should be located to frame and ac-
centuate these open spaces.

VI4

OS11. Encourage outdoor uses and facilities 
such as picnic areas, patios, employee recre-
ation facilities and pedestrian areas in locations 
adjacent to open spaces so that these features 
may act as amenities for users.

VI1
VI6

AC2

Table 7.8. (Continued).



Page | 174 Page | 175

SECTION 7 | DESIGN STANDARDS

List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

OS12. Public open spaces should seek to 
incorporate an appropriate range and variety 
of active and passive recreational uses for a 
variety of ages and abilities. While features 
and amenities within specific parks will vary 
depending on need, such features may in-
clude junior and senior play structures, trails, 
multi-purpose play courts, splash pads, shade 
structures, seating areas, formal entries with 
seating areas, un-programmed open space, 
structured sports fields, and a community 
swimming facility. Public open spaces should 
consider including continuous portions of flexi-
ble hard surface space for public gathering and 
events.

VI1
VI4
VI6

AC2

OS13. Development proposals should take ef-
forts to preserve healthy trees and other natural 
features as part of planned open spaces.

S1
S4
S6

OS14. Where public open spaces incorporate 
hard space, arrange seating around the hard-
scaped portion.

CI5 VI1
VI6

OS15. Dwelling units should be sited around 
open green spaces and form its visual bound-
aries.

VI1
VI4

S1
S4
S6

Table 7.8. (Continued).

OS14

OS15

Source: Dover, Kohl & Partners.

Source: Doherty, Barrett, 2020
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

OS16. New development is encouraged to 
integrate stormwater management ponds and 
other low impact development features as an 
extension of the open space system. 

S1
S3
S4
S6

AC1
AC2

OS17. New development is encouraged to 
integrate stormwater management ponds and 
other low impact development features as an 
extension of the open space system. 

S1
S3
S4
S6

AC1
AC2

OS18. Children’s play areas should be located 
within clear sightlines of other development. To 
allow for casual surveillance to increase safety. 

VI4
VI5

OS19. Large recreational open spaces should 
accommodate public restrooms in a convenient 
and prominent location within or adjacent to the 
open space.

VI6

OS20. Multi-unit residential developments along 
Main Street should be accompanied by ade-
quate open space in the form of green or paved 
space to serve the needs of the occupants. 

VI1
VI6

S4 AC1

Table 7.8. (Continued).

OS19
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7.9	 Waterfront Areas (WA)

7.9.1	 Introduction

Waterfront areas describe lands which are directly adjacent 
to a watercourse, bay, or lake. Waterfront, particularly that 
on Lake Ontario/ St. Lawrence River, is an important fea-
ture within the Village of Marysville. The waterfront areas 
of Marysville are currently under-utilized and mostly under 
private ownership which make them generally impossible 
for the public to access. Waterfront areas exude natural 
beauty and are a valuable amenity which must be protect-
ed so they can be enjoyed by members of the public.  

 

7.9.2	 Intention

The intention of these standards is that the township will 
seek opportunities to provide the public with access to the 
waterfront. Once created, these new spaces will become 
vibrant gathering spaces, as well as prime locations for 
passive and active recreation. It is intended that public and 
private developments on waterfront areas be designed so 
as not to detract from the beauty of the waterfront. Efforts 
should be made to ensure views of the waterfront are ob-
structed as minimally as is possible, and to promote safe 
public access wherever possible. Access to the waterfront 
and other waterfront areas represents a benefit to the com-
munity.
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7.9.3	 List of Standards

List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

WA1. The Township is strongly encouraged to 
seek opportunities where possible to develop 
the waterfront areas into public open space.

VI1 S4
S5

AC5

WA2. Commercial uses on the waterfront 
should integrate the waterfront into their de-
signs. Views of the waterfront should be main-
tained if possible and access to and from the 
waterfront from the establishment is encour-
aged.

VI1
VI2

WA3. All paving materials that are within the 
100-year flood plain must be designed to with-
stand flood conditions.

S1
S4

WA4. The development of a Marina or other 
public watercraft docking facility on the lake-
shore is encouraged. It should be adequately 
sized to accommodate a large quantity of wa-
tercraft of various sizes and capacities. This will 
serve as a gateway to Marysville and should be 
treated as such.

S1 AC5

WA5. The addition of traditional wood piers and 
docks to the waterfront should be encouraged 
where appropriate.

S1 AC5

Table 7.9. Waterfront Areas Design Standards.

WA1

WA5
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

WA6. The diversity of shoreline treatments 
should be continued. Historical rip-rap is pre-
ferred rather than concrete for new hard edges 
as it conveys a traditional appearance. It should 
be retained whenever possible.

S1 AC5

Table 7.9. (Continued).

WA6
Source: Rideau Valley 
Conservation, 2020.
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7.10	 Landscaping (L)

7.10.1	 Introduction

Landscaping treatments can help enhance village areas by 
decorating facades and public areas. With strategic appli-
cation, landscaping can also manage view corridors and 
maintain consistency between the built form and its sur-
rounding landscape. As Marysville benefits from a variety 
of natural and agricultural areas, the use of landscaping 
can help integrate new development within these wider 
landscapes, providing a sense of continuity and enhanced 
village character.  

 

7.10.2	 Intention

The intention of these standards is that landscaping will 
be used to increase greenery coverage in the village while 
also providing visual interest. Landscaping should also be 
used to screen visual impacts such as utility areas and 
equipment, as well as help define lot boundaries through 
the use of buffers and planting strips.
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7.10.3	List of Standards

List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

L1. Landscape design should incorporate the 
retention of existing mature trees, where possi-
ble, as well as the planting of new trees within 
the site, where space permits.

VI2
VI4
VI6

S6

L2. Avoid monocultures containing the same 
street tree species over large areas to provide 
shade and wind cover during different seasons, 
and to reduce the impact of tree diseases. 

VI2
VI4
VI6

S6

L3. To provide visual interest throughout the 
year, the overall landscape should be planted 
with a mix of deciduous and coniferous materi-
al. 

CI2 VI2 S6

L4. Vines and climbing plants integrated upon 
buildings, trellises and perimeter garden walls 
are strongly encouraged to increase greenery 
cover. 

S1
S3
S4

L5. Landscaping should be used to define 
specific areas by helping to focus on entrances 
to buildings and parking lots, define the edges 
of various land uses, provide transition between 
neighbouring properties (buffering) and provide 
screening for loading, refuse and equipment 
areas. 

CI5
CI6

VI6 S6 AC4

Table 7.10. Landscaping Design Standards.

L1

L3

L5
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

L6. All new commercial development should 
provide street trees parallel to streets in plant-
er strips, along sidewalks, walkways, or other 
paths.

VI2
VI6

S6

L7. Plants in containers should be used to en-
hance plazas and courtyards. 

CI5 VI6 S6

L8. Service and utility areas, including but not 
limited to telecommunications devices, satellite 
dishes, solar panels, exhaust fans, and air han-
dling units, are encouraged to be located out 
of view from public streets, parks, and adjacent 
residential development. Where service or utility 
areas are unable to be located out of view, 
screening is encouraged. Screening enclosures 
should be consistent with the architecture of the 
principal building. Any walls, fences, or hedges 
used for screening should not be excessive and 
be at least equal to the height of the equipment 
to be screened from view. Utility wires should 
not be clustered on building exteriors and me-
ters should not be located on primary facades. 

CI2 VI2 S6

Table 7.10. (Continued).

L7

L8 Source: Youngken, Pascarella & 
Evans, 2018.
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

L9. There should be a significant minimum 
landscape buffer provided where industrial uses 
abut residential uses. This buffer may consist of 
plantings such as high shrubs and dense tree 
coverage that obscure views of industrial devel-
opments from the adjacent residential develop-
ment. The perimeter of parking lots should be 
heavily landscaped with a buffer that includes a 
range of trees and vegetation. 

VI2
VI4
VI6

S6

Table 7.10. (Continued).

L9 Source: Mcllroy, 2020.
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7.11	 Green Infrastructure (GI)

7.11.1	 Introduction

Due to its rural nature, Marysville possesses valued natural 
and agricultural areas both within the Village and the sur-
rounding landscape of Wolfe Island. While new develop-
ment may have impacts on these areas and the overall en-
vironment, there also exist opportunities for development 
and re-development to enhance the environment of Mar-
ysville and contribute to resource and energy efficiency.

 

7.11.2  Intention

The intention of the Green Infrastructure Design standards 
is to assist Marysville in meeting its goals for environmental 
conservation and enhancement through the incorporation 
of sustainable development practices. In addition to their 
environmental benefits, these practices are intended to 
provide points of visual interest that complement the exist-
ing Village form. Considerations for building design, mate-
rials, and siting are provided to promote the efficient use of 
land and resources in the Village. The emphasis on green 
infrastructure design solutions to manage stormwater and 
wastewater will help to enhance existing greenery in the 
Village, contribute to resource conservation, and contrib-
ute to an engaging public realm. Consequently, attention 
to siting such infrastructure has the potential to comple-
ment natural areas, open spaces, and the waterfront.
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7.11.3	List of Standards

List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

GI1. Drainage swales with gently sloped sides 
and filled with vegetation should be placed in 
new development and along roads to allow 
stormwater infiltration and filtration of pollut-
ants. 

S1
S3
S4

GI2. Green roofs should be used in new com-
mercial, mixed use, and multi-unit buildings to 
help detain, filter, and absorb rainfall. If located 
on a lower roof of a building, position green 
roofs so that they can also be a visual amenity 
to higher floors or adjacent developments. 

S1
S3
S4

GI3. Where hardscaped surfaces are needed in 
new development, incorporate permeable pav-
ing materials where possible, such as porous 
asphalt and gravel. Turf grids and grassy pavers 
should be used in areas of low traffic or infre-
quent use to provide stormwater management 
benefits as well as visual interest.

CI5 S1
S3
S4

GI4. Rain gardens should be incorporated into 
new developments and common green spaces 
to provide visual interest and manage stormwa-
ter flows.

S1
S3
S4

Table 7.11. Green Infrastructure Design Standards.

GI1

GI3

GI4

Source: NYS Stormwater Green 
Infrastructure, 2015.

Source: Battler, 2017.
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

GI5. New development should incorporate rain 
barrels and above or below ground rainwater 
cisterns to mitigate the impacts of stormwater 
runoff and provide a source of usable non-po-
table water for landscaping and maintenance 
activities.

S1
S3
S4

GI6. Along waterbodies, new development or 
re-development should seek to enhance the 
minimum setback from the high-water mark 
by planting riparian vegetation, native grasses, 
shrubs, and trees to serve as a buffer to pollut-
ants, control erosion, and provide habitat along 
waterbodies. 

S1
S3
S4

GI7. Street trees should be designed to manage 
stormwater. Consider placing street trees in 
stone pits to hold excess water during intense 
storms or snowmelts. 

S1
S3
S4
S6

GI8. Stormwater management ponds should be 
integrated into developments, where possible, 
to provide a sustainable approach for managing 
stormwater produced by additional impervious 
surfaces in new development. 

S1
S3
S4
S6

GI9. Design sites with an attention to grading 
that allows the site to slow stormwater flows 
and direct stormwater toward landscaping, 
bio-retention areas, and other water collection 
and treatment areas. 

S1
S3
S4
S6

Table 7.11. (Continued).

GI5

GI6

GI7

Source: Arlington County, 2010.

Source: Philadelphia Water 
Department, 2013.

GI8
Source: Mcllroy, 2020.
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

GI10. Sustainable site and building design and 
construction techniques in new development 
that reduce energy and water consumption, 
and improve air quality, water quality, and waste 
management should be encouraged and pro-
moted.

S1
S3
S4
S6

GI11. Integrate opportunities for renewable en-
ergy use to reduce the electric energy supply in 
the public realm, such as solar-powered lighting 
for trails and park pathways. 

S1 AC2

GI12. Ensure that disturbance to native vegeta-
tion and the natural environment is minimized. 

S1
S4
S6

AC2

GI13. Consider the use of recycled/reclaimed 
materials for new infrastructure including road-
ways, parking lots, sidewalks, unit paving, 
curbs, water retention tanks and vaults, storm-
water management facilities, sanitary sewers, 
and/or water pipes. 

VI1 S1 AC1

GI14. Ensure buildings are set back appropri-
ately from natural systems and existing trees to 
maximize their use and allow the sun to pene-
trate to the sidewalk. 

S1
S4
S6

AC2

GI15. Encourage materials with high insulating 
value for energy conservation. 

S1
S2

Table 7.11. (Continued).

GI10

GI11

Source: Municipality of Clar-
ington, 2023

Source: Miltondawson, 2012
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

GI16. The siting and design of buildings are 
encouraged to minimize the adverse impacts of 
wind, without compromising the overall quality 
of the streetscape. 

CI2
CI4

S1

GI17. Building design should consider the in-
corporation of features that treat and filter runoff 
prior to being discharged to surface retention 
areas, including systems that reuse water on 
site (grey water).

S1
S3
S4

GI18. Provide alternatives to impervious play 
areas, including turf and natural playgrounds.  

CI1
CI4

S1

GI19. Residential development adjacent to 
woodlots, wetlands, watercourses or other 
ecologically significant areas should incorporate 
environmental protection measures to ensure 
these areas are protected from development. 

VI5 S1
S4
S6

GI20. Green infrastructure should be arranged 
to enhance and provide access to existing natu-
ral features, where appropriate. 

S1
S2
S3
S4

Table 7.11. (Continued).

GI18 Source: Head, 2023
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7.12	 Lighting (LI)

7.12.1	 Introduction

Lighting and illumination are important for public safety, 
wayfinding, and in the advertising of commercial uses. 
However, lighting can be damaging to the natural envi-
ronment, especially in rural areas. Wolfe Island is on the 
flight path for several migratory birds that head south each 
winter, and the fields, forest, and shrubland outside of the 
settlement area are home to several native species. Light-
ing also has an adverse effect on residential properties, 
casting glare into windows and negatively impacting hu-
man health. On the other hand, signs for businesses re-
quire lighting for nighttime advertising and accessibility 
and public streetlights improve public safety at night and 
extend hours that residents can walk, especially during the 
winter months. Striking a balance between the positive 
and negative impacts of lighting is an important aspect to 
illuminating all areas of Marysville.

7.12.2  Intention

The Design Standards for Lighting are intended to max-
imize the public benefits of lighting while reducing their 
harmful impacts on the human and natural environment. 
International Dark-Sky Association standards minimize 
these effects and make sure only areas that need to be lit 
are illuminated. Nighttime lighting can harm the natural cy-
cles of amphibians, reptiles, birds and insects, all of which 
can be found in the current Expansion Area and the sur-
rounding Natural Areas. In the Village Core, improved pub-
lic streetlights can improve accessibility and connectivity 
by illuminating sidewalks, but those same lights can also 
have ramifications for residential uses along Main Street. 
Large neon signs and mass external lighting are out of 
character for buildings in Marysville and are to be avoided 
to preserve the rural atmosphere and maintain views of the 
starlit sky.
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7.12.3	List of Standards

List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

LI1. All lighting should be designed to confine 
direct rays to the premises. No light fixture may 
emit any direct light above a horizontal plane 
through the fixture. No spillover beyond the lot 
line may be permitted, except onto public thor-
oughfares. 

CI4 S1
S4

LI2. Any required lighting should be used 
wisely, to be compliant with International Dark-
Sky Association (IDA) standards, to reduce the 
harmful effects of light pollution. Lighting should 
only be used where needed, in the number and 
brightness appropriate to the location. Blue light 
emissions should be avoided, and any lighting 
should be shielded to further prevent light pollu-
tion. Lighting should use energy efficient bulbs 
to reduce electricity consumption. 

S1
S4

LI3. Exterior light fixtures on structures should 
be mounted at the lowest appropriate height to 
reduce impacts on neighbouring uses and to 
preserve natural settings and maintain night sky 
views. Bollard lighting is encouraged to light pe-
destrian paths. Uplighting should only be used 
for the illumination of signs.

CI4 S1
S4

Table 7.12. Lighting Design Standards.

LI1

LI2

LI3

Source: Dover Waterfront Design 
Guidelines, 2008.

Source: First Light Bollards In-
crease Campus Safety, n.d.).

Source: Midway City, 2022.
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

LI4. The exterior facades of buildings may not 
be illuminated indirectly to reduce light pollution 
and the impact of lighting on adjoining proper-
ties. 

CI4 S1
S4

LI5. Coordinate the location of street lighting 
fixtures to avoid light obstructions and to en-
sure healthy and sustained tree growth.

CI4 S1
S4

LI6. Timing mechanisms and photocells are en-
couraged to be used to reduce light levels and 
conserve energy during nonoperational hours.

S1
S4

LI7. Lighting should be restricted adjacent to 
sensitive natural and residential environments.

CI4 S1
S4

LI8. Lighting for parking should be oriented to 
limit visual impact on adjacent neighbourhoods 
and buildings but should otherwise be well dis-
tributed to enhance safety and visibility.

CI4 S1
S4

LI8. Mid-block connections should have ad-
equate lighting from adjacent streets or from 
within the mid-block connection to enhance 
safety and visibility, but without causing ad-
verse impacts on adjacent residential uses.

CI4 VI6

LI9. Lighting should be directed inward and 
downward to mitigate negative impacts on 
adjacent uses. 

CI5

Table 7.12. (Continued).
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

LI10. Street lighting forms in the Village Core 
should be designed using black metal poles to 
complement existing wayfinding elements. The 
height of streetlights should be appropriate to 
the scale of the street and the pedestrian envi-
ronment

CI5

LI11. Parking areas, driveways and walkways 
should be illuminated with low level, pedestri-
an-scaled lighting. Lighting may be directed 
downward and inward to avoid light spill-over 
onto adjacent properties.

CI5

Table 7.12. (Continued).

LI10

LI11

Source: Township of King, 2022.

Source: Hall, 2023. 
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7.13	 Signage & Wayfinding (SW)

7.13.1	 Introduction

Signage & Wayfinding are important features to the proper 
functioning of a community. They provide individuals with 
the information they need to properly navigate and enjoy 
all that a community has to offer. If implemented without 
forethought for surrounding uses, signage can be ugly and 
can easily dominate an otherwise beautiful streetscape. 
There are situations where signage could be desired in all 
three-character areas of the village. As such effort needs 
to be made to ensure signage complements the character 
of the Village. 

7.13.2  Intention

The intention is that signage should be complementary to a 
building’s form and enhance its presence rather than sim-
ply draw attention to it. In relation to lighting, signs should 
remain in character with the village as a whole, while allow-
ing for signage to be properly illuminated if necessary to 
serve its function; without adversely impacting either adja-
cent property owners, migratory birds, or any other wildlife. 
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7.13.3	List of Standards

List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

SW1. Acceptable primary signage materials 
include wood, metal, stone, and solid plastic/ 
composite. Translucent plastic is not an accept-
able sign material. Three-dimensional and relief 
signage is encouraged. 

CI5

SW2. Dark backgrounds are recommended to 
provide good contrast to lighter color lettering 
and symbols, making the signs more attractive 
and legible.

CI5

SW3. Signs should enhance and complement 
the design of the associated building. Hanging 
signs, Ground Related signs, and Signs inte-
grated into a building’s facade are encouraged. 
Signs mounted on rooftops are discouraged. 
Signs mounted on single poles are discour-
aged, with the exception of traffic signs. 

CI5

SW4. Ground-related signage should gener-
ally be no taller than it is wide and should not 
impede pedestrians or other traffic.

CI5

SW5. All ground signage is encouraged to in-
corporate ground planting if appropriate. 

CI5 S4

SW6. Signs with internal illumination are strong-
ly discouraged. 

CI5 S4

Table 7.13. Signage & Wayfinding Design Standards.

SW1

SW3

SW5
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List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

SW7. If signs need to be illuminated to properly 
serve their purpose, then building signs should 
be illuminated with external indirect lighting 
rather than internal lighting through translu-
cent panels. External lighting should be of low 
lumens, of a steady stationary source, appro-
priately shielded to illuminate the sign, and 
building façade and adjacent pedestrian areas 
(if appropriate). The light source must be static 
in color. 

CI5 S4

SW8. All lighting of signs or facades must con-
form to dark sky compliance standards.

CI5 S4

SW9. Avoid floodlighting of sites, except for 
situations where the site is used for sports and 
other similar activities. 

S4

SW10. One sign identifying the name, address 
and profession of a permitted home occupa-
tion or a lawfully existing nonconforming home 
occupation is allowed provided such sign does 
not detract from the primarily residential nature 
of the home and does not by its appearance 
adversely affect neighboring properties or prop-
erty owners with excessive lighting or size. 

CI5 S4

Table 7.13. (Continued).

SW10
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7.14	 Gateway Areas (GA)

7.14.1	 Introduction

Gateway areas are transition areas which serve as the 
entrances to Marysville. They are located at important in-
tersections where Arterial roads enter the village. These 
gateway areas aid in heightening the creation of a sense 
of place and represent locations where visitors and locals 
alike can visibly recognize when they are entering and 
leaving the village of Marysville.

7.14.2  Intention

Gateway areas are intended to act as the entrances to the 
village. The Township should make efforts should be made 
to ensure these areas are beautiful, vibrant, and empha-
size the identity of the village. These areas should aid in 
wayfinding by acting as easily discernable landmarks and 
potentially as gathering spaces. Embellishment of these 
areas need not be limited to solely the placing of signs, 
they may include public art, unique building architecture, 
or other features which aid in their role.  
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Figure 7.2. Recommended Gateway Areas.
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7.14.3	List of Standards

List of Standards Themes Areas of Applicability

CI VI S AC

GA1. Gateway areas are intended to serve as 
locations which emphasize the entrance to 
Marysville. They may include distinct wayfinding 
and branding elements including banners, sig-
nage, public art installations, and street furni-
ture, to reinforce their role as the entrances

CI6 VI5

GA2. Unique paving materials, unique road 
painting, or other artistic embellishments may 
be used in gateway areas to denote their impor-
tance as transitional locations.

CI6 VI5

GA3. For all gateway areas that incorporate 
larger public open spaces the Township may 
consider naming the spaces after prominent 
people, places, or significant events from the 
community’s history. Signage indicating the 
name of the public open space should be 
provided at each gateway location. In addition, 
signage should provide wayfinding information 
for any connections to other landmarks within 
the township.

CI6 VI5

Table 7.14. Gateway Areas Design Standards.

GA1

GA3
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8.1	 General Implementation Approach

As suggested by precedent research, these design stand-
ards should be reviewed in conjunction and consultation 
with Township staff with respect to development applica-
tions. These guidelines may also be referenced by in prepa-
ration of any urban design report that may accompany fu-
ture studies or proposals. Various tools under the Planning 
Act and Township’s Official Plan, including but not limited 
to, site plan control, zoning by-law amendment, minor var-
iance, community planning permitting system, community 
improvement plans, subdivision, consent and design re-
view processes should use these guidelines in assessing 
proposals on their urban design merits in accordance with 
the Marysville Secondary Plan.

In accordance with the Marysville Secondary Plan: “de-
velopment shall be staged to provide for the coordinated 
and orderly extension of the Village Expansion Area and to 
ensure the most efficient and economical use of proposed 
infrastructure. Development will generally follow a west to 
east (i.e., Division Street to 7th Line Road) pattern from the 
existing village on the north side of the “By-Pass Road’. 
No new neighbourhood development shall take place on 
the southern portion of the ‘ByPass Road’ until 50 percent 

of the lands between the existing village and the ‘ByPass 
Road’ have received draft subdivision or condominium 
approval. The Township may consider deviations from the 
Phasing Plan without amendment to the Secondary Plan, 
with appropriate justification. Deviations from the Phasing 
Plan shall require the approval of Council”. 

It is also noted that while although these standards aim 
to provide standards that create a well-rounded commu-
nity, they should be interpreted with flexibility. Exceptional 
development proposals may differ from these guidelines, 
but demonstrate conformity with the community’s visions, 
principles, themes and intent. 

8.2	 Peer Review Process & Monitoring

A third-party peer review may be involved in the following 
ways:

•	 As an architectural/urban design consultant providing 
architectural design guidance services for new green-
field developments, either on behalf of the Township 
or where the Township has made it a condition of 
draft plan approval for a subdivision.

•	 As an architectural/urban design consultant retained 
by the Township to provide an urban design peer re-
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view of a specific submission or development pro-
posal.

Each review will be subject to specific criteria and ulti-
mately determined by the Township, however, the follow-
ing steps are provided as a potential approach for review:

•	 Meeting with applicant and township staff prior to 
any submissions.

•	 Review of proposed application, architectural eleva-
tions, site plans, landscaping plans, shadow studies, 
and/or exterior materials/colours.

•	 Site visit at completion to note compliance with ap-
proved drawings.

Periodic review of the design standards is also recom-
mended to account for an evolving policy context and de-
velopment framework. It is recommended that through this 
review, Township staff assess recent policy frameworks 
against the design standards as well as review contents 
of the standards for relevance. In line with precedent re-
search and the Marysville Secondary Plan, a 5 year review 
is recommended. 

8.3	 Communal Servicing

Often in rural contexts, servicing regimes based on individ-
ual septic and well systems can be a limiting factor in im-
plementing design goals. As Marysville is based on these 
individual systems, achieving greater densities, a variety 
of housing forms and land uses, and promoting environ-
mental conservation are challenges under the constraints 
of current infrastructure. However, communal services 
provide an opportunity to address these constraints and 
implement desired design goals. As a goal of the Mar-
ysville Secondary Plan is to develop the Expansion Area 
and eventually the existing Village on communal services, 
there are important considerations that should be taken to 
ensure these future systems implement design goals as 
efficiently as possible and maximize potential benefits to 
Marysville and its residents.

The connections between servicing and urban design have 
been explored in the concept of “water sensitive urban 
design” (WSUD). As a design framework, WSUD focuses 
on integrating urban water and wastewater management 
into design considerations by enabling a holistic approach 
to the urban water cycle (Wong, 2006). This “holistic” ap-
proach is often characterized by adopting measures such 
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as wastewater stream separation, water reuse, lower en-
ergy distribution systems, and the co-location of manage-
ment and amenity features through the design of the built 
form and servicing systems. Consequently, WSUD is often 
underlain by goals of sustainable water management and 
promoting design practices that conserve and enhance 
natural hydrological and ecological processes (Wong, 
2006; Arora et al., 2015). In order to implement these goals, 
WSUD also focuses on setting design objectives that are 
achievable with locally available technologies and integrat-
ing water management across different scales, including 
individual lots to whole villages (Wong et al., 2006). Due to 
the features of this framework, WSUD provides a valuable 
starting point for examining how communal services can 
achieve the design standards and the goals presented in 
this report.

8.3.1	 Two Key Benefits: Density & Capacity 

A key benefit of communal services is that they can allow 
new development to build at higher densities. Due to the 
concentration of a system’s spatial demands onto a single 
area rather than replicated on a lot-by-lot basis, new devel-
opments under communal services require fewer setbacks 
on individual lots, enabling smaller lot sizes and denser 

block patterns. Within the Village, the provision and/or 
connection to communal servicing systems will therefore 
be an important factor in achieving the design standards 
recommended in this report, particularly as they relate to 
supporting enhanced walkability and will be especially rel-
evant for the higher density areas of the Village, including 
the Village Core and medium density zoned areas of the 
Future Neighbourhood. 

The second key benefit of communal servicing compared 
to individual services are the increased capacities for man-
aging water and wastewater. Due to the fact that they are 
designed to service more than one unit, these systems 
provide opportunities for developing more water intensive 
uses and supporting additional residents on the same lot. 
This provides the basis for intensification of land in the Vil-
lage, enabling the development of denser housing forms 
and supporting commercial and institutional areas. The 
emphasis of communal services on right-sizing servicing 
infrastructure and modular expansion also enable flexibility 
in supporting planned and additional land uses requiring 
these additional capacities.

8.3.2	 Housing & Land Use 

As well as providing additional opportunities for develop-
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ment, the benefits of higher densities and larger servicing 
capacities provided by communal servicing may also help 
meet broader community objectives. From the community 
workshops, increased senior’s housing was identified as a 
desired objective for the Village. By enabling the creation 
of multi-unit housing forms, communal servicing can allow 
ageing residents looking to move from the maintenance re-
quirements of a single detached house to multi-unit build-
ings with fewer of these responsibilities. As the majority 
of the housing forms in the Village are single detached 
houses, implementing communal services would allow for 
a wider variety of housing options and allow ageing resi-
dents to remain in Marysville. As a multi-unit building, the 
current senior’s residence on Division Street provides a 
precedent for this type of development to meet senior’s 
housing needs in the Village. A wider variety of housing 
forms also provides opportunities for developing more 
affordable housing options compared to single detached 
houses, such as duplexes, townhouses, and mid-rise 
apartments (Figure 8.1), which was another goal iterated in 
the community workshops.

Figure 8.1 Conceptual Plan Supporting a Rural Mixed Use 
Multi-Residential Project on Communal Services (CMHC, 1994).
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Due to their increased servicing capacity through right-siz-
ing and the ability to extend these systems through mod-
ularization, communal services may also help to develop a 
wider variety of land uses in the Village. While outside the 
scope of this report, participants in the workshops wanted 
to see specific amenities added to the Village such as a 
dedicated grocery store and public washrooms. Given the 
increased water demands and wastewater generated by 
these land uses, communal services would play an integral 
role in ensuring the successful implementation of these 
and similar land uses. The additional capacity of commu-
nal services may also allow for more infill development 
where individual servicing has traditionally limited these 
opportunities (Rideau Falls, 2016; County of Frontenac, 
2019; Leigh & Lee, 2019). Enabling infill development is 
especially relevant for the Village Core by providing more 
economic development opportunities and which will help 
ensure Marysville retains its role as the commercial and 
cultural centre of Wolfe Island.

8.3.3	 Environmental Conservation

The preservation and enhancement of natural areas and 
open spaces throughout the Village was also a consistent 
theme heard from the workshops. Under the greater den-

sities provided by communal servicing, these systems may 
help meet this goal by allowing for additional opportunities 
for environmental conservation. As explained in literature 
review, smaller lot sizes available under communal servic-
es can make a more efficient use of land, allowing more 
natural areas to be conserved or developed into parks and 
open spaces (County of Frontenac, 2019). This feature 
of communal services therefore has potential to help im-
plement design standards related to enhanced greenery, 
preservation of natural systems, and the development of 
an open space network in the Village. Apart from these 
benefits, conservation under the WSUD framework may 
also provides additional opportunities for managing the 
urban water cycle of Marysville. The use of constructed 
wetlands and stormwater management ponds for instance 
has been explored in the literature as a way to provide ad-
ditional treatment of wastewater and runoff (Figure 8.2). 
Apart from providing a low cost method for improving local 
water quality, these interventions can also provide valuable 
community spaces when supplemented with trails, view-
ing areas, and spaces for social gathering (Austin, 2013; 
Capodaglio, 2017). Consequently, integrating these man-
agement features as well as other green infrastructure with 
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preserved areas and parkland allocations may provide ad-
ditional environmental and social benefits made possible 
by a more efficient use of land under communal systems.

8.3.4	 Case: Chepachet Village Decentralized Waste-
water Demonstration Project

To illustrate the potential benefits of communal services, 
Chepachet Village is used as a case study for its similari-
ty to Marysville. With a population of about 1600 people, 
Chepachet Village is a historic waterfront community lo-
cated in the Blackstone River national Heritage Corridor in 
Glocester, Rhode Island (Figure 8.3). 

Figure 8.2. A Constructed Wetland in Ko Phi Phi, Thailand 
Treats 400,000 Litres of Wastewater Per Day from a Nearby 
Decentralized Sewer System while also Serving as a Popular 
Public Park (Austin, 2013).

Figure 8.3. Chepachet Village, Glocester, Rhode Island (Joubert & Loomis, 2005).
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Chepachet Village has a vibrant main street which hosts 
several businesses and residential units, serves the wider 
Glocester community, and provides a tourism economy to 
the village. Due to its historic origins, homes and business-
es in Glocester relied exclusively on induvial groundwater 
and septic systems. This servicing regime became an issue 
in 1999 when a series of septic tanks located on proper-
ties bordering the Chepachet River failed, discharging raw 
sewage into the river. To respond to this issue, the Town of 
Glocester opted to replace the failing individual systems 
using a series of cluster wastewater systems. Within this 
replacement initiative, an additional goal for the Town was 
to focus on the use of these alternative wastewater sys-
tems to support revitalization of the historical village centre 
while preserving natural and architectural features. While 
concern was raised as to the effects the shared systems 
might have on intensifying the village and developing a 
new spatial form that would conflict with village charac-
ter, the lack of communal services was also seen to create 
risks for environmental impacts, community decline, and 
the proliferation of less water intensive uses that could 
not meet village character (e.g., storage units, fast food). 
In response to these objectives, the Town of Glocester in 
collaboration with the University of Rhode Island’s (URI) 

Cooperative Extension program developed a series of 
demonstration sites using alternative wastewater cluster 
systems distributed across the village to demonstrate the 
benefits of communal servicing arrangements across var-
ying land uses and building forms (Figure 8.4) (Joubert & 
Loomis, 2005).

Figure 8.4. Map of Communal Systems Developed in Che-
pachet Village, Rhode Island (Joubert & Loomis, 2005).
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designed to service a restaurant, a strip mall with 5 units, a 
duplex with two 1-bedroom units, and a doctor’s office all 
located in proximity to one another (Figure 8.5). Because 
of an onsite well servicing the 4 buildings, the location of 
the drainage field was constrained. However, to save addi-
tional space, the Town was able to locate the drainage field 
under the parking lot of the strip mall (Figure 8.6) (Joubert 
& Loomis, 2005). Consequently, the shared servicing sys-
tem was able to retain the existing form and arrangement 
of the commercial and residential uses which otherwise 
would not have been possible under a series of individual 
septic fields.

Another demonstration site also showed the application of 
communal services in a residential area of the village with 
capability to service several multi-unit residential build-
ings. This system serviced 3 buildings: the Glocester Her-
itage Society building, a duplex with two 1-bedroom units, 
and an apartment with five 1-bedroom units (Figure 8.7). 
To manage wastewater from these 3 parcels, a drain field 
was located in the rear of the apartment building along the 
edge of a parking area which allowed septic systems on 
the 2 remaining lots to be abandoned for enhanced well 
protection. Due to this configuration, the new combined 
drain field was able to maintain a minimum 100 foot sepa-

Figure 8.5. Communal Servicing Arrangement Servicing the 
Strip Mall, Apartment, Doctor’s Office, and Restaurant (Joubert 
& Loomis, 2005).

Figure 8.6. Communal Drainage Field Treatment System Locat-
ed Under the Strip Mall Parking Lot (Joubert & Loomis, 2005).
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Figure 8.7. Communal System Servicing the Glocester Heritage 
Society Building and Two Multi-Unit Residential Buildings (Jou-
bert & Loomis, 2005).

ration distance from 3 nearby wells on adjacent properties 
while also preserving the usable area of the apartment’s 
open space (Joubert & Loomis, 2005).

In addition to the demonstration sites, the Town of Gloces-
ter and the URI Cooperative Extension program also con-
ducted a series of workshops with local residents to pro-
mote understanding of communal services and their design 
benefits. Three workshops included outdoor training pro-
grams where staff from URI and the Town provided tours of 
conventional and alternative communal wastewater treat-
ment systems as well as workshops focused specifically 
on how communal services could benefit businesses and 
multifamily homes (Joubert & Loomis, 2005). These initia-
tives respond to trends in the communal services literature 
that identify the need for community involvement to gen-
erate acceptance and adoption of these systems (Fedien 
& Winkler, 2006; Township of Rideau Lakes, 2016; Ber-
nal, Restrepo, & Grueso-Casquete, 2021). It appears that 
these programs have had their intended effect with recent 
feedback from village business and property owners citing 
concerns around the limitations of private water and sep-
tic systems for the growth and improvement of the village 
(Town of Glocester, 2020).
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Figure 8.8. Outdoor Workshops in Cepachet Village (Joubert & 
Loomis, 2005).

The success of the Chepachet Village Decentralized 
Wastewater Demonstration Project can be seen in its on-
going influence on the Town of Glocester’s planning poli-
cy. In 2020, the Town of Glocester released the Chepachet 
Village Revitalization Plan aimed at promoting economic 
development, connectivity, public spaces, and the village’s 
unique character. As part of this initiative, the Town has 
identified the importance of improved wastewater infra-
structure for achieving these goals and the barriers a lack 
of public sewage infrastructure presents. Referencing the 
demonstration project, the plan states that it is a therefore 
a goal to “explore opportunities for package and shared 
wastewater systems as well as shared public wells as an 
essential component of growing the business community 
in the Village.”

Given the successful application and continued support 
of communal servicing systems across a variety of land 
uses in a local context similar to Marysville, the Chepachet 
Village Decentralized Wastewater Demonstration Project 
provides a pertinent example of the design and planning 
benefits of communal servicing. In this case, a thorough 
understanding of local conditions and constraints, the use 
of flexible and creative siting techniques, and extensive 
public engagement emerge as important lessons to con-
sider as Marysville moves forward in implementing com-
munal services.

8.4	 Recommendations

Through our site analysis, review of relevant case studies, 
and public workshop, several recommendations surfaced 
from the public workshops and research that, while highly 
valuable, fall outside the immediate scope of our current 
project. These insightful findings could significantly con-
tribute to the broader understanding of the studied con-
text but may require dedicated attention in future studies. 
By implementing these recommendations along with these 
rural design standards, a more comprehensive and sus-
tainable approach could be realized for the benefit of the 
broader community and the surrounding environment. 
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Community priorities that have emerged throughout our 
research and workshops that are recommended for further 
study and implementation are as follows:

8.4.1	 Community Facilities

•	 New public washrooms and making existing ones 
more easily identifiable were desired by residents and 
business owners to take the burden off private busi-
nesses.

•	 Residents identified that emergency services and re-
sponse times are lacking with ambulances having to 
take the ferry from Kingston. Additional emergency 
services are therefore desirable.

•	 Residents identified having more commercial uses 
and a grocery store were desirable. This may require 
additional research into economic development op-
portunities in Marysville and Wolfe Island.

•	 Residents desired having more publicly owned com-
munal spaces in the Village Core, including convert-
ing the parking lot in front of the Wolfe Island Town 
Hall into a plaza similar to the Springer Market Square 
at the Kingston Town Hall.

•	 Residents desired the community centre become the 

new core of the village by providing additional amen-
ities accessible to both new development in the Ex-
pansion Area and the existing neighbourhoods.

•	 Work with landowners adjacent to Lake Ontario to 
identify opportunities for acquiring land for parks, 
waterfront access, public marinas, and trails.

8.4.2	 Parking

•	 Residents desire new parking lots close to downtown 
to service the new ferry dock as well as developing 
parking on the Kingston side of the ferry to reduce 
the volume of cars in Marysville.

•	 Developing an agreement with the Sacred Heart of 
Mary Church for use of their parking lot with residents 
was explored as an option to increase parking vol-
umes and make use of existing parking resources 
near the ferry.

•	 Developing a parking lot in the northwestern corner 
of the community centre was also explored as an op-
tion for servicing additional ferry traffic.

8.4.3	 Servicing and Sustainability

•	 As new servicing systems may likely fall under the 
scope of a Schedule C Municipal Class environmen
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•	 tal assessment, the Township should consider begin-
ning early consultations with the Ministry of Environ-
ment, Conservation and Parks on any planned imple-
mentation of communal servicing systems.

•	 The Township should document the planning process 
of communal servicing projects and monitor their out-
comes to provide an example for other villages and 
address a gap in the availability of communal servic-
es literature and cases.

•	 A servicing plan should be done by the Township as 
they look to update their official plan and zoning so 
that these servicing considerations can be imple-
mented in new policy documents as recommended 
by the D-5 Planning for Sewage and Water Services.

•	 For development and re-development, encourage 
alignment with third party sustainability certification 
programs, such as but not limited to Leadership in 
Energy and Environmental Design (LEED), Energy 
Star, or Green Globes.

While these additional recommendations vary in scope, we 
recommend that the Township allocate future planning ef-
forts to these initiatives. Considering these recommenda-
tions and their related priorities may also aid the Township 

as it creates new policy documents such as future official 
plans and zoning for the village.
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Through this report, the Project Team has outlined a series 
of design standards for the Village of Marysville covering 
several design components and informed closely by con-
textual analysis, community input, and extensive research 
of best practices in rural design.

In constructing these standards, attention was paid to the 
existing context and policy environment in Marysville, with 
an emphasis on the Marysville Secondary Plan and its role 
in providing the purpose and rationale for this project. In 
response to projected growth in the Township of Fronte-
nac Islands, the Marysville Secondary Plan sets a prece-
dent for accommodating the future growth of the Township 
while retaining and enhancing the unique character of Mar-
ysville. As the Secondary Plan delineates the spatial and 
temporal scope for new development in the village, the 
design standards were drafted to respond to this scope 
as well as to the vision, objectives, goals, and policies con-
tained in the Secondary Plan.

To understand what defines the character of Marysville, 
the Project Team used a variety of research methods con-
sisting of site visits to the village, a literature review of rural 
design best practices, and an analysis of rural design case 
studies in communities similar to Marysville. Through the 
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course of the research, the Project Team produced several 
key resources and deliverables including a site inventory 
tracking 37 design characteristics on all 179 lots in Marys-
ville, a series of maps visualizing these characteristics, a 
synthesis of themes from the literature on rural design and 
communal servicing, and a selection of 20 top ranked de-
sign standard case studies based on their procedural con-
tent and example of good practice in rural design. Con-
ceptualizations of rural character provided in case studies 
and the literature – including the importance of agricultural 
resources, scenic views, community interaction, provision 
of vegetation, eclectic building styles and building pat-
terns, safety and privacy, multi-generational presence, and 
close-knit nature – helped identify elements that could in-
form the character of Marysville. With the recognition in the 
literature and case studies that rural character is ultimately 
unique to each community, this then provided a starting 
point for the Project Team to develop a contextualized un-
derstanding of the village’s rural character through site ob-
servations.

As a clear theme in our research emerged surrounding the 
importance of public engagement in helping to define ru-
ral character, the Project Team, with assistance from the 
County of Frontenac and the Township of Frontenac Is-

lands, held two workshop sessions with Marysville resi-
dents. Using a variety of engagement activities, including 
visioning, mapping, and a photo questionnaire, the Project 
Team collected residents’ feedback and perspectives re-
lated to their desired futures for Marysville and how they 
saw the role of design in achieving these futures. With over 
50 attendees across the two sessions, the workshops pro-
vided useful feedback on desired design components, is-
sues the design standards should address, and helped to 
define the overall character of Marysville.

The results from the research and public workshops were 
then used to create the recommended design standards. 
With over 300 standards organized into thirteen catego-
ries, these standards intend to guide future development 
and re-development within Marysville. In addition to the 
overarching goal of preserving and promoting rural charac-
ter, these standards have been connected with additional 
principles and goals identified through the research, site 
analysis, and workshops which were included within the 
project’s design framework. These principles and goals 
included promoting vibrancy, sustainability, accessibility, 
inclusivity, and connectivity to ensure the design stand-
ards comprehensively addressed the design opportunities 
and challenges of new development, as well as key issues 
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faced by the village.

As the Township considers these standards, the phased 
development approach to the Expansion Area provides an 
opportunity to test the standards and their merits as good 
rural design. As these standards have been designed to 
provide guidance while allowing for creativity and good de-
sign, phased implementation will also allow for the balance 
between direction and flexibility to be tested and practiced 
by the County and Township as new development appli-
cations arise. To ensure that such testing and reflection on 
the quality of the design standards takes place, we rec-
ommend the periodic review of these standards against 
County and Township policies from with a recommended 
interval of 5 years.

As the scope of this report was limited to the design consid-
erations of new development and re-development, some 
issues and recommendations raised in the course of our 
research, while outside of this scope, show value for the 
Township’s future consideration. We therefore recommend 
that in addition to the contents of our report, that the Town-
ship further review these initiatives and opportunities for 
the design standards and other policies to address them.

Given the limitations of existing individual servicing 
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throughout Marysville and the desired housing forms 
and densities in the Marysville Secondary Plan, this re-
port recommends the adoption of communal water and 
wastewater services as a tool for implementing the de-
sign standards. By increasing the capacities for waste-
water treatment and reducing mandated setbacks at 
the lot-level, communal servicing can provide design 
benefits advocated for in the Secondary Plan such as 
multi-unit housing, mixed use development, affordable 
housing, infill development, the creation of green spac-
es, preservation of natural and agricultural areas, and 
providing supporting commercial and institutional use in 
new residential areas. As the Expansion Area develops 
on new communal systems, opportunities to connect 
new development and re-development in other areas of 
the village should also be explored to provide similar 
benefits throughout Marysville and aid the implementa-
tion of the recommended design standards.

In summary, this report provides a valuable resource to 
the Township by providing a series of recommendations 
informed by local context, research, and community in-
put. The deliverables produced during this report can 
also be used to assess and guide the design of new de-
velopment and re-development in Marysville in concert 

with the collection of design standards. As our basis 
for understanding the design characteristics of Marys-
ville, the site inventory can be used by the Township as 
a resource for analyzing and communicating the fit of 
new development across the 37 examined design char-
acteristics. Through the workshop, resident values and 
expectations related to the design of new development 
have been assessed and can be used to assess unique 
development proposals against the intent of the design 
standards and enable their flexible application in regard 
to community priorities. Consequently, these resources 
help to support the implementation of the 305 design 
standards and ensure that new development and re-de-
velopment is in keeping with the village’s rural character. 
We therefore recommend that Council consider the con-
tents of this report as the Township begins to develop 
new zoning, future official plans, and other policies for 
the Village of Marysville. 

SECTION 9 | CONCLUSION
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Appendix B. Case Study Evaluation
Table B1. Case Study Evaluation.
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Table B1. Continued.
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Table B1. Continued.
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Table B1. Continued.
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Appendix C. Field Work

Figure C1. Confirmation of Research Project from the County of Frontenac.
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Table C1. Site Inventory Forms.
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Table C1. (Continued).
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Table C1. (Continued).
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Table C1. (Continued).
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Appendix D. Context Maps

Figure D1. Number of Windows.
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Figure D2. Number of Trees on Each Lot.
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Figure D3. Number of Storeys.
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Figure D4. Roof Type.
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Figure D5. Roof Color.
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Figure D6. Number of Parking Spaces.
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Figure D7. Number of Buildings on Each Lot.
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Figure D8. Murals and Heritage Plaques in the Village.
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Figure D9. Building Colour.
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Figure D10. Lot Proportions.
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Figure D11. Lot Frontage.
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Figure D12. Lot Depth.
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Figure D13. Lot Coverage.
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Figure D14. Lot Area.
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Figure D15. Heritage Observations.
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Figure D16. Frontage Planting.
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Figure D17. Front Yard.
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Figure D18. Number of Doors.
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Figure D19. Basements.
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Figure D20. Active/Passive Façade.
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Figure D21. Lot Proportions in Character Areas. Figure D22. Lot Frontage in Character Areas.
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Figure D23. Number of Windows in Character Areas. Figure D24. Number of Doors in Character Areas.
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Figure D25. Lot Depth in Character Areas. Figure D26. Front Yard in Character Areas.
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Figure D27. Lot Area in Character Areas. Figure D28. Lot Coverage in Character Areas.
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Figure D29. Number of Buildings in Character Areas.
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Appendix E. Workshop Materials
E1. Workshop Annotated Agenda.
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E1. Continued.
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E2. Notes for Facilitators.
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E2. Continued.
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E2. Continued.
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E3. Photos from the Workshop.
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E4. Annotated Workshop Maps.
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E4. Continued.
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E5. Additional Workshop Results.
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E5. Continued.
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E5. Continued.

    Appendix E |  



Page | 284 Page | 285

APPENDICES

Appendix F. Residential Architectural Styles
F1. Residential Architectural Styles.
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F1. Continued.
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F1. Continued.
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F1. Continued.
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F1. Continued.
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F1. Continued.
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F2. Roof Styles.
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Appendix G.  Council Presentation
G1. Council Meeting Agenda ( Dec 18, 2023).
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G2. Council Presentation.
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G2. Continued.
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G2. Continued.

    Appendix G |  



Page | 296

APPENDICES

G2. Continued.
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G2. Continued.

    Appendix G |  



Page | 298

APPENDICES

G2. Continued.
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G2. Continued.
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G2. Continued.
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G2. Continued.
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G2. Continued.
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G2. Continued.
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G2. Continued.
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G2. Continued.
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G3. Council Presentation Photos.
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