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COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
AGENDA 

Tuesday, November 5th, 2024 
Immediately Following the Public Meetings at 5:30 p.m. 

Municipal Office – Council Chambers – 217 Harper Road 
 

 
5:30 p.m. Public Meeting – Zoning By-Law Amendment(s) 
Following Public Meeting – Official Plan Amendment 
Following Committee of the Whole Meeting  
 
Chair, Councillor Wayne Baker 
 
1. CALL TO ORDER 

2. AMENDMENTS/APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 
3. DISCLOSURE OF PECUNIARY INTEREST AND/OR CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

AND GENERAL NATURE THEREOF 
 
4. APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF PUBLIC MEETINGS    
 

i) Public Meeting: Zoning By-Law Amendment(s) – September 10th, 2024 – 
attached, page 8. 
  
Suggested Recommendation: 
“THAT, the minutes of the Public Meeting – Zoning By-Law Amendment(s) held 
on September 10th, 2024, be approved.” 
 

ii) Public Meeting: Development Charges Update – October 22nd, 2024 – 
attached, page 10. 
  
Suggested Recommendation: 
“THAT, the minutes of the Public Meeting – Development Charges Update held 
on October 22nd, 2024, be approved.” 
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5. DELEGATIONS & PRESENTATIONS 
 

i) Delegation: Elliot Road Railway Crossing – attached, page 14.   
Rita Redner, Resident.  
 

ii) Delegation: Noise By-Law  
John Hodges, Resident.  

 
iii) Delegation: Noise By-Law – attached, page 19. 

Peter Wright, Resident.  
 
iv) Delegation: Maberly Pines – Capital Charge – attached, page 39. 

Frank Johnson, President, Little Silver and Rainbow Lakes Property Owners 
Association.  

 
6. PRIORITY ISSUES 
 

i) Report #CAO-2024-29 – Maberly Pines Subdivision – Capital Charge – 
attached as separate document. 
Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk. 

 
Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“THAT, a tender to complete the road work in the Maberly Pines Subdivision be 
issued in the first quarter of 2025 so that more accurate pricing can be 
obtained, and if approved, so that the project can be completed in 2025; 

 
THAT, the Fire Department provide a recommendation and costing with regards 
to the fire suppression required for the Maberly Pines Subdivision; 

 
AND THAT, this information be provided to Council no later than the April 2025 
Committee of the Whole meeting.” 

 
ii) Report #CAO-2024-30 – Proposed New Road Name – Legacy Lane – 

attached, page 50. 
Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk. 

 
Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“THAT, the necessary by-law to name an existing Private Road to Legacy Lane 
as outlined in Report #CAO-2024-30 – Proposed New Road Name – Legacy 
Lane, be brought forward for approval.” 
 

  

https://events.tayvalleytwp.ca/meetings/Detail/2024-11-05-1800-Committee-of-the-Whole-Meeting/c750ebf8-60f7-4924-8f80-b219014f26ec
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iii) Report #FIN-2024-13 – Development Charges Background Study & By-Law 
Update – attached, page 54. 
Ashley Liznick, Treasurer. 
 
Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“THAT, the necessary by-law to impose development charges effective 
November 19th, 2024 for a term of ten (10) years be brought forward to the next 
Council meeting.” 

 

 

 

 

 

 

iv) Report #PW-2024-20 – North Burgess 8th Concession – Speed Limit – 
attached, page 56. 
Sean Ervin, Public Works Manager. 

Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“THAT, the speed limit on North Burgess 8th Concession, between Otty Lake 
Side Road and the dead end be posted at 40 km/hr and signed according to the 
Ontario Traffic Manual- Book 6; 
 
AND THAT, By-Law No. 2018-035 - Maximum Rate of Speed be amended and 
brought forward at a subsequent Council meeting.” 
 

v) Report #PW-2024-21 – H. Mather Drain Maintenance – Tender Award – 
attached, page 60. 
Sean Ervin, Public Works Manager. 

Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“THAT, Tender #2024-PW-008 – H. Mather Drain Maintenance be cancelled; 
 
AND THAT, the Tender be reissued with a reduced scope of work and/or 
modified schedule.” 

vi) Report #PW-2024-19 – Waste Site Hours of Operation – Update – attached, 
page 62. 
Sean Ervin, Public Works Manager. 

Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“THAT, the operating hours at the Glen Tay Waste Site be changed to 8am to 
4pm on Mondays, effective January 1st, 2025, subject to Ministry approval.” 
 

vii) Report #PD-2024-14 – Sewage System Maintenance Systems – attached, 
page 66. 
Noelle Reeve, Planner 

Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“THAT, Tay Valley Township enter into an Agreement for the provision of septic 
inspection services with the Rideau Valley Conservation Authority, a copy of 
which forms Attachment #2 to this report.” 
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viii) Report #PD-2024-15 – Mississippi-Rideau Source Protection Plan – 
Proposed Amendments – attached, page 81. 
Noelle Reeve, Planner. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“THAT, the comments contained in Report #PD-2024-11 be submitted to the 
Mississippi-Rideau Source Protection Committee via 
marika.livingston@mrsourcewater.ca in response to the Committee proposals 
to update the Mississippi-Rideau Source Protection Plan, Assessment Reports 
and Explanatory Document.” 

ix) Mississippi Valley Conservation Authority Board – Resignation. 

Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“THAT, Korrine Jordan be removed from the Mississippi Valley Conservation 
Authority Board.” 
 

x) Council Appointment to Mississippi Valley Conservation Authority Board. 

Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“THAT, the Corporation of Tay Valley Township appoint ______________ to 
the Mississippi Valley Conservation Authority Board for a term ending 
November 17, 2026.” 

xi) Appointment of ReUse Centre Volunteers. 
 
Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“THAT, the Council of the Corporation of Tay Valley Township appoint the 
following volunteers for the Tay Valley ReUse Centre, subject to the Criminal 
Records Check Policy: 
 

• Cheryl Burnham 

• Angela Kalbun 
 
7. CORRESPONDENCE 

i) Big Rideau Lake Association – Bass Spawning Sanctuaries – attached, 
page 88. 

ii) Establishment of an Ontario Rural Road Safety Program – attached, page 
90. 

Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“WHEREAS, official statistics from the Government of Ontario confirm that rural 
roads are inherently more dangerous than other roads; 

  
AND WHEREAS, despite only having 17% of the population, 55% of the road 
fatalities occur on rural roads; 
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AND WHEREAS, rural, northern, and remote municipalities are fiscally strained 
by maintaining extensive road networks on a smaller tax base; 

 

 

 

 

 

 

AND WHEREAS, preventing crashes reduces the burden on Ontario’s already 
strained rural health care system; 
 
AND WHEREAS, roadway collisions and associated lawsuits are significant 
factors in runaway municipal insurance premiums 
 
AND WHEREAS, preventing crashes can have a significant impact in improving 
municipal risk profiles; 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, Tay Valley Township requests 
that the Government of Ontario take action to implement the rural road safety 
program that Good Roads has committed to lead, which will allow Ontario's 
rural municipalities to make the critical investments needed to reduce the high 
number of people being killed and seriously injured on Ontario’s rural roads; 

THAT, a copy of this resolution be forwarded to Premier Doug Ford, Honorable 
Prabmeet Sarkaria, Minister of Transportation, Honorable King Surma, Minister 
of Infrastructure, Honorable Rob Flack, Minister of Agriculture, Honorable Lisa 
Thompson, Minister of Rural Affairs, Honorable Trevor Jones, Associate 
Minister of Emergency Preparedness and Response, and Honorable Sylvia 
Jones, Minister of Health, and Good Roads; 

AND THAT, this resolution be circulated to all municipalities in Ontario 
requesting their support.” 

iii) 24-10-30 – Council Communication Package – cover sheets attached, page 
92.  

Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“THAT, the 24-10-30 Council Communication Package be received for 
information.” 
 

8. COMMITTEE, BOARD & EXTERNAL ORGANIZATION UPDATES 
 

i) Bolingbroke Cemetery Board – deferred to the next meeting. 
 

ii) Committee of Adjustment. 
 

24-10-21 – Draft Committee of Adjustment Hearing Minutes – attached, page 
97. 
 

iii) Fire Board – deferred to the next meeting. 
 

iv) Library Board – deferred to the next meeting. 
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v) Pinehurst Cemetery Board. 
 
24-10-17 – Draft Pinehurst Cemetery Board Minutes – attached, page 101. 
 

vi) Lanark County OPP Detachment Board – deferred to the next meeting. 
 

vii) Green Energy and Climate Change Working Group – deferred to the next 
meeting. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

viii) Mississippi Valley Conservation Authority Board – deferred to the next 
meeting. 

ix) Rideau Valley Conservation Authority Board. 

24-09-26 – Draft Rideau Valley Conservation Authority Board Minutes – 
attached, page 105. 

24-10-19 – Rideau Valley Conservation Authority Board of Directors Meeting 
Summary – attached, page 111.  

x) Lanark County Traffic Advisory Working Group – deferred to the next 
meeting. 

xi) County of Lanark. 
Reeve Rob Rainer and Deputy Reeve Fred Dobbie. 

 
9. CLOSED SESSION  

 
None. 
 

10. DEFERRED ITEMS 
 

*The following items will be discussed at the next and/or future meeting: 
 

• None. 
 

11.  ADJOURNMENT  
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MINUTES 
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PUBLIC MEETING 
ZONING BY-LAW AMENDMENT 

MINUTES 
 
 

Tuesday, September 10th, 2024 
5:30 p.m. 
Tay Valley Municipal Office – 217 Harper Road, Perth, Ontario 
Council Chambers 
 
 
ATTENDANCE: 
 
Members Present:  Chair, Councillor Angela Pierman 

Deputy Reeve Fred Dobbie 
Councillor Wayne Baker 
Councillor Greg Hallam 
Councillor Korrine Jordan 
Councillor Marilyn Thomas 

 
Staff Present: Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk 

Aaron Watt, Deputy Clerk 
Noelle Reeve, Planner 
Sean Ervin, Public Works Manager 
Ashley Liznick, Treasurer 

 
Public Present:  None 

       
 

1. CALL TO ORDER 
 

 

 

The public meeting was called to order at 5:30 p.m. 

2. INTRODUCTION 
 
The Chair provided an overview of the Zoning By-Law application review process to be 
followed, including: 
 
• the purpose of the meeting 
• the process of the meeting 
• all persons attending were encouraged to make comments in order to preserve 

their right to comment should the application(s) be referred to the Ontario Land 
Tribunal (OLT) 

• the flow and timing of documentation and the process that follows this meeting 
• any person wanting a copy of the decision regarding the applications on the 

agenda was advised to email planningassistant@tayvalleytwp.ca  

mailto:planningassistant@tayvalleytwp.ca
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The Chair asked if anyone had any questions regarding the meeting and the process 
to be followed.  Given that there were no questions, the meeting proceeded. 
 

3. FILE #ZA24-07:  Heather Kelly, Adam Kreeft, Richard Kelly,   
and Catherine Kelly 
705 Davern Lane 11D 
Part Lot 9, Concession 3,  
Geographic Township of South Sherbrooke 
 

a) PLANNER FILE REVIEW & PROPOSED BY-LAW 
 
The Planner reviewed the PowerPoint Presentation that was attached to the 
agenda. 
 

b) APPLICANT COMMENTS 
 

 

 

The applicant was not present. 
 

c) PUBLIC COMMENTS 

None. 

d) RECOMMENDATION 
 
That the proposed amendments to Zoning By-Law No. 02-121 be approved.  
 

4. ADJOURNMENT 
 
The public meeting adjourned at 5:34 p.m. 

  



Page 10 of 111 
 

PUBLIC MEETING 
DEVELOPMENT CHARGES UPDATE 

MINUTES 
  
Tuesday, October 22nd, 2024 
5:30 p.m. 
Tay Valley Township Municipal Office – 217 Harper Road, Tay Valley, Ontario 
Council Chambers 
 
ATTENDANCE: 
 
Members Present:  Chair, Reeve Rob Rainer 
    Deputy Reeve Fred Dobbie 

Councillor Wayne Baker 
Councillor Greg Hallam 
Councillor Korrine Jordan 
Councillor Keith Kerr 
Councillor Angela Pierman  
Councillor Marilyn Thomas 
 

Staff Present:  Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk 
Aaron Watt, Deputy Clerk 
Ashley Liznick, Treasurer  

 
Public Present: Thies Schacht 
 Penny Schacht 
 Suesan Saville   
   
1. CALL TO ORDER 
 

  

The public meeting was called to order at 5:30 p.m. 
 

2. INTRODUCTION 
 
The Reeve reminded everyone that this is a public meeting to hear questions, 
comments, and representations on a proposed new Development Charges By-Law 
and the accompanying Background Study. 
 
The Reeve explained that the Consultant will provide a presentation of the Background 
Study with the opportunity for public feedback following the presentation. 
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3. DEVELOPMENT CHARGES UPDATE 
 
N. Neale gave the PowerPoint presentation that was attached to the agenda. 
 

4. COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS 
 
Thies Schacht  
- If there is no growth, who pays for it? 
- If two (2) houses get built, it does not mean the road has to be widened, one (1) 

house here and there does not make a big difference 
 

The Consultant explained that staff monitor growth patterns. If no growth occurs in a 
particular area, there is no expansion of capital infrastructure in that area. Only when 
growth occurs would work be done to put infrastructure increases in place. Municipal 
staff monitor this through the annual budget process adjusting projects to coincide with 
needs. 
 
If growth accelerates, the Township may undertake projects sooner than estimated in 
the study. The study is a living document, staff monitor strategically to ensure 
infrastructure growth occurs in the right place at the right time. 
 
A home built here and there increases traffic volume on roads. There could be a case 
where increased traffic requires new safety measures to be undertaken; gravel roads 
may need to become hard surfaced to handle extra traffic. 
 
A Member raised a question about slide 11, Municipal Comparison – Non-Residential 
Development, regarding Tay Valley Township’s position in comparison to other local 
municipalities.  
 
The Consultant explained that Tay Valley Township is charging more than some 
surrounding municipalities due to the calculated rates. Some municipalities have more 
costs, some have fewer. Part of the cost is the amount of growth, and every 
municipality is different. 
 
The Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk added that costs also depend on the types of 
local services offered, the size/geography of the municipality, the number of roads, the 
number of waste sites, recreation, more factors than just growth. 
 
The Consultant added that every municipality has an ability to the limits in its local 
service policy that a developer would have to pay. If the cost is set low, more goes into 
development charge calculations. If a municipality sets at a mid to high range of costs, 
less goes into the development charge calculations. 
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5. NEXT STEPS 
 
Committee of the Whole – November 5th, 2024 – Discussion by Council 
Council Meeting – November 19th, 2024 – Adoption of By-Law 
Notice of Passing – November 20th, 2024 
End of 40-day Appeal Period – December 30th, 2024 
Effective Date – November 19th, 2024  
 

6. ADJOURNMENT 
 
The Public Meeting adjourned at 5:53 p.m. 
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Elliot Road Train Crossing  Delegation 
November 5, 2024 

Rita Redner 
 
I appreciate the opportunity to speak to council about the rail crossing at Elliot Rd. in Tay 
Valley Township. 
 
As a long-time resident of TVT I urge council to recommend to the Transportation Safety 
Board that safety features be upgraded at this location. There was a serious accident at the 
Elliot Rd. rail crossing on August 5th involving a resident of Tay Valley who was alone in his 
vehicle. At present, there is only a stop sign, me and my neighbours urge you to request 
upgrades to include lights and bell. The onus is on drivers, cyclists, and walkers to keep 
themselves safe here. CPCKC  and TVT have upgraded the 3 rail crossings in nearest 
proximity to Elliot Rd. each of these crossings serve varying numbers of residents. Why is the 
Elliot St. crossing not included in the safety feature upgrades? This crossing has a stop sign 
only. It is not adequate given the proximity of the curve on the eastbound approach to the 
crossing. As well, when work trains/vehicles are stopped on the track they can obscure the 
line of sight to the oncoming train.  
 
“I received numerous letters from residents in my neighbourhood in August in support of 
upgrading the rail crossing at the Elliot Rd. train crossing. Below I have summarized the most 
important points to support the request to upgrade the Elliot Rd. train crossing. ” Rita Redner 
 

 
“The Elliot Road crossing has two sets of tracks and reduced visibility because of work trains 
that may be parked beside the crossing. In addition, the brush and trees should be cut back 
here and at all crossings so that there is good visibility both ways. There has been a serious 
collision incident at the Elliot Road crossing in the past month that could likely have 
been  avoided if required safety features were in place.” David and Susan Marble 
   ____________________________________ 
 
“Please review the crossing at this location.  The accident in August left a man seriously 
injured, his car a write-off The potholes at the crossing mean that a driver has to negotiate 
the drive at an angle and very slowly.  The train comes around the bend from the west very 
swiftly, so that even if a check has been made, the driver's eyes then turn to picking the way 
through the holes and the person's attention is not on an approaching train. This crossing 
needs barriers and needs the engineer to sound the approach.  Others have had near 
misses.  Are you waiting for a fatality?”  Sarah Hood  
   ___________________________________ 
 
“There’s an interesting dimension here is the inconsistency between different crossings 
-  with the crossing on Elliot Road the only one in this area that I ever use that has no bells 
and lights.  
 
We  live on North Mac Lane, and five or six times a week/twice a day  cross the tracks on 
North Shore Rd.  that do have loud bells and bright lights,  one would have to be paying 
extremely low attention to not notice and stop with these alerts are on. This is also true of the 
crossing at Cameron side road that I sometimes use and the crossing at Glen Tay Road that I 
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frequently use along with two crossings in Perth. Even the lightly used (mostly seasonal) 
crossing on Patterson Lane on the way to the Brooke Valley dock has bells and lights. 
 
This can have an unconscious deceptive effect on someone who very seldom uses the Elliot 
Road crossing ( I may use it once or twice a year). I don’t try to avoid it, but seldom need to 
use it. In fact, since Tom‘s accident, I now realize I’m sure I’ve crossed it without stopping. 
Why? - I think I’m being unconsciously trained to not check properly at my very occasionally-
used crossing as compared to my very frequently-used crossings that have great notifications 
to the driver.” Graham Beck 
    _____________________________ 
 
“On August 5th at about 6:30 pm I was hit by an eastbound train at this very dangerous rail 
crossing. It is a miracle that I wasn't killed as my car was completely destroyed. 
 
I was airlifted to the Ottawa Hospital with severe trauma, broken hip, and a serous 
concussion with a brain bleed. I am hoping for full recovery, I have already healed 
significantly. 
 
The neighborhood reached out to me, and I heard many stories of close calls at this crossing. 
Once a school bus was hit searing the engine off the bus. Amazingly none of the children 
were killed. 
 
Cliff Ryder working for the roads Dept of Bathurst Twp was hit driving a Township Dump 
truck. I think it will only be a matter of time until people are killed as the east bound trains 
travel very quickly making the crossing extremely dangerous. 
 
This is part of our community that is very dangerous. If they don't put up lights there, I think it 
is only a matter of time that one of does get killed. 
A train weighs about 350, 000 tons compared to a car that weighs about one. They are 
traveling over 40 mph when they hit the crossing and it takes a long distance before they can 
come to a stop.”  Tom Clarke 
    ______________________________ 
 
“I would like to add my voice to those who are asking Tay Valley Township to request that 
proper lights and audible signals be installed at the Elliott Road rail crossing. 
 
I consider the railroad to be negligent in not providing them, especially when many other 
nearby crossings have very good warning systems in place.” Jane Olson 
    ______________________________ 
 
“I lived on Bathurst Upper 4th concession for almost 20 years, near the intersection with Elliott 
Lane. The rail cross there was an ongoing concern of mine, and I would often choose to take 
the Cameron Side Road crossing even if it meant I was going out of my way. But every time I 
did cross the Elliott tracks, I grumbled to myself (and anybody else who was with me) about 
the condition of the crossing. This accident has been waiting to happen. We’re lucky it wasn’t 
a fatality.  
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A big part of the issue at the Elliott crossing is that the road and track bed with the gravel get 
quickly washed away and develop very huge (and I mean huge) potholes alongside and 
between the tracks. So, people have to go super slowly over the tracks and not in a straight 
line. You might go on a diagonal to avoid the largest holes. And while you’re doing that, your 
attention is focused completely on the roadway – not the tracks or trains. And it’s a double set 
of tracks so it’s dodgy at best. 
 
On a number of occasions (5 at least over the years) I have called the emergency police 
phone number listed on the cross bars at the crossing to ask them to fix the crossing. I have 
stopped rail-workers in their trucks asking them to call their supervisors to tell them to fix the 
crossing. I have also called the Township on a few occasions over the years asking them to 
advocate with the railway to fix the crossing.  
 
They need to fix the crossing, not only the signage but the infrastructure of the crossing. The 
Cameron Side Road crossing was rebuilt about 12-15 years ago with pavement right across 
the roadway, and the installation.”  Kara Symbolic 
    ______________________________ 
 
“I am writing to express my concern about the lack of sound and visual warnings at the Elliot 
Road train crossing.  As you may be aware, a resident of our community was recently 
involved in a serious accident because of this lack of warning about approaching trains.  
  
Even though Elliot Road would be a convenient route for me to reach Christie Lake Road 
from my home in Brooke Valley when I am traveling to Perth, I have tended to avoid it 
because of my concerns about the lack of signals. Now that caution has been justified. 
  
Our understanding is that the procedure for action on this matter is for the township to bring 
the issue to the attention of the Transportation Safety Board. I do hope that our township will 
take this step to ensure that Tay Valley residents who might wish to use the Elliot Road route 
are not placed in danger in the future.”  Lin Buckland 
    ______________________________ 
 
“I feel it is important to reach out at this time as a former resident with my own account of 
a ‘not to be forgotten’ experience at the rail crossing on Elliot Side Road.   
 
Tom’s accident brought back memories of an incident which, from thereafter, made me 
EXTRA cautious at any Rail crossings without gates and/or signals.  The exact details are 
now a little foggy, but I do remember this: 
I approached the crossing as a train was going past on the rail directly in front of me.  I 
stopped my vehicle at the designated line and waited… 
Once the train had safely passed the crossing I looked about and deemed it safe to 
proceed.  Now here is where my memory gets a little fuzzy.  I do not remember whether I 
proceeded and made it across the tracks…or whether I was  startled and halted by a second 
train which was hidden by the first coming from around the bend.  Point is, I DID NOT HEAR 
OR SEE THE SECOND TRAIN APPROACHING until it was in sight from behind the first and 
approaching quickly from the opposite direction.  It wasn’t exactly a ‘brush with death’ like 
Tom’s experience, but it was frightening enough to have imprinted the extra caution in 
me whenever I now approach a railroad crossing, whether by car, or on foot.  
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I feel that the sincere concerns and fears expressed by regular users of this crossing 
are absolutely just cause for implementing some manner of warning system at this 
site.  Tom’s accident, at least in my own heart and mind, makes it an imperative. 
 
Unfortunately, I cannot attend any Town meetings on this issue, but would be happy if this 
account was shared to further the cause of safety at this Rail Crossing.”  Maike Polano 
    __________________________________ 
 
“Richard and I almost met our maker there on June 17th, 2022, coming back from Ecotay at 
night. Didn't even hear the train, and we didn't see the stop sign, as we were tired. We were 
within about 10 ft of the tracks when suddenly, whoosh, the train appeared 
across in front of us at a tremendous speed. I slammed on the brakes just in time.”  
Faith Hutton 
    _________________________________ 
 
Since the accident in August several people have mentioned that train at this crossing has 
been blowing its horn more frequently and longer. 
More than a few times trains have been stopped at the Elliot Street crossing thereby blocking 
the road. I have personally had to turn around and drive back to Cameron Road crossing to 
return to my home. 
    _________________________________ 
 
 
Additional document below. 
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Elliott Road Site Crossing Visit 
Eric Scheuneman 2024-10-07 

 
A site visit was carried out from about 09:35-10:00.  
 

Observations 
 

(1) Sun can be a blinding factor looking both East and West during different seasons of year 
and times of day.  
 
(2) Car stopped at north-west corner of crossing traveling south with front end of car near 
Stop Sign where one would normally stop to allow space for people to walk in front of the car:  

- No driver visibility to West due to obstruction from trees and brush along entire track 
to curve where all track visibility ends; 
- Poor driver visibility to East due to local tree and brush growth obscuring both 
straight track runs.  
 

(3) Edging car closer to Stop Sign: 
- Limited driver visibility to West and cannot see as far as curve to West.  
 
(4) Edging car so front end of car at Stop Sign: 
- Driver visibility to West is ended by start of curve to West.  
 
(5) Stopped train on track: 
- No driver visibility when a train is stopped on North track on either side of crossing - No 
driver visibility in one direction whenever a train is stopped on the track nearest to the car 
driver since the driver cannot see through or beyond the stopped train. - Trains stopped on 
the tracks can even confuse drivers into thinking that a whistle means it is safe for them to 
cross the tracks!  
 
(6) Siding to East and North of crossing is much too short for the length of most freight trains 
currently using these two tracks. Hence, trains must stop on one of the two main tracks.  
 
(7) Neighbour living just south of the tracks stopped and stated that these trains often do 
NOT blow their whistle!  
 
(8) A train whistle may NOT be heard by drivers or persons crossing these tracks due to 
listening to music or other causes - and/or driver or person may think the whistle is from a 
stopped train on the tracks.  
 
 

Conclusions 
Stop Signs cannot protect for the foregoing 8 points! 

FLASHING LIGHTS AND BELLS 
are the only way to safe protection 

for any vehicle or person to cross these two tracks! 
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PRIORITY ISSUES 
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REPORT 
 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE  
November 5th, 2024 

 
Report #CAO-2024-30 

Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk 
 

PROPOSED NEW ROAD NAME 
Legacy Lane 

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
“THAT, the necessary by-law to name an existing Private Road to Legacy Lane as outlined 
in Report #CAO-2024-30 – Proposed New Road Name – Legacy Lane, be brought forward 
for approval.” 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
A building permit application was received for a property at North Burgess Concession 8, Part 
Lot 2. The applicant’s property is accessed via a legal right-of-way that winds through their 
property and another property.  The legal right-of-way has existed since at least 1963. 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
In order for the building permit process to proceed, the existing Private Road must be named 
and added to the Township’s Road Naming By-Law.  
 
The applicants have proposed at least three road names. Per the Road, Addressing and 
Parcels (RAP) Policy, those road names were forwarded to the County of Lanark for review 
and recommendation to avoid duplication or similarities within the road name database 
across Lanark County and neighbouring counties. 
 
In addition, the affected property owners along that road must be notified and the majority of 
the affected property owners on the road must agree to a preferred name in order for Council 
to consider the name.   
 
Once a road name meets the requirements of the RAP Policy, including agreement from a 
majority of the property owners, it is forwarded to the Council for approval. 
 
Since the road was unknown to the Township, it was never incorporated into the Township’s 
Road Naming By-Law, and the necessary By-Law will need to be brought forward to Council 
for approval. 
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The proposed road name is “Legacy Lane”, a tribute to the family members who previously 
owned and enjoyed the family’s legacy lands. 
 
OPTIONS CONSIDERED 
 
Option #1 – Adopt Legacy Lane (Recommended) 
Meets the requirements of the RAP Policy and the majority of property owners agreed with 
the name. 
 
Option #2 – Propose an Alternate Name 
Not recommended as the renaming of the road would not occur for at least another three 
months and the process would need to start over. 
 
FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
All costs are borne by the applicants, as per the Tariff of Fees a $650 fee covers staff time 
and a $2,000 deposit for any legal, road name signs and posts. 
 
STRATEGIC PLAN LINK 
 
None. 
 
CLIMATE CONSIDERATIONS 
 
None. 
 

 

CONCLUSIONS 
 
That the necessary by-law to name an existing private road to Legacy Lane as outlined in this 
report be brought forward for approval. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 

i) GIS Map  
ii) Survey 27R-12365 

 
Prepared and Submitted by:     
 
 
 
 
Amanda Mabo, 
Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk
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REPORT 
 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
November 5th, 2024 

 
Report #FIN-2024-13 

Ashley Liznick, Treasurer 
 

DEVELOPMENT CHARGES BACKGROUND STUDY & BY-LAW 
UPDATE 

  
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
It is recommended: 
 
“THAT, the necessary by-law to impose development charges effective November 19th, 2024 
for a term of ten (10) years be brought forward to the next Council meeting.” 
  
 
BACKGROUND 
 
As per Section 2 of the Development Charges Act, 1997, “the council of a municipality may 
by by-law impose development charges against land to pay for increased capital costs 
required because of increased needs for services arising from development of the area to 
which the by-law applies.” 
 
Section 10 of the Development Charges Act, 1997, requires that prior to passing a 
development charge by-law a development charges background study must be completed. 
 
On December 2, 2019, Tay Valley Township passed a by-law, under Section 2(1) of the 
Development Charges Act, 1997, to establish development charges (DCs) upon all lands 
within the boundaries of the Township where the development of the land would increase the 
need for municipal services based upon a study which was completed earlier that year.  This 
by-law expires on December 2, 2024.  This study & by-law was completed by Watson & 
Associates. 
 
In 2021, an update to the Township DC study & by-law was completed.  
 
DISCUSSION 
 
The processed as laid out by the consultant has been completed, including the mandatory 
public meeting.  No concerns were expressed at the public meeting and no phone calls or 
emails were received by staff with respect to the DCs. 

https://www.ontario.ca/laws/statute/97d27
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The corresponding by-law will come forward at the November 19th Council meeting. 
 
OPTIONS CONSIDERED 
 
None at this time. 
 
STRATEGIC PLAN LINK 
 
The financial stability of the Township is enhanced with development charges.  Development 
fees charged are used to pay for increased capital costs required because of increased 
needs for services arising from development.  
 
CLIMATE CONSIDERATIONS 
 
None considered at this time. 
 
FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
None at this time. 
 
CONCLUSIONS 
 
Development charges are a valuable revenue source to the Township to offset costs 
associated with capital costs required due to growth, so that existing residents are not 
bearing the cost of new growth. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
None. 
 
Prepared and Submitted By:  Approved for Submission By: 
 
 
 
 
Ashley Liznick,   Amanda Mabo, 
Treasurer   Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk 
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REPORT 
 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
November 5, 2024 

 
Report #PW-2024-20 

Sean Ervin, Public Works Manager 
  

NORTH BURGESS 8TH CONCESSION 
SPEED LIMIT 

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
It is recommended: 
 
“THAT, the speed limit on North Burgess 8th Concession, between Otty Lake Side Road and 
the dead end be posted at 40 km/hr and signed according to the Ontario Traffic Manual- 
Book 6; 
 
AND THAT, By-Law No. 2018-035 - Maximum Rate of Speed be amended and brought 
forward at a subsequent Council meeting.” 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
A group of residents who reside on North Burgess 8th Concession contacted the Public 
Works Department in September requesting that the speed limit on their road be posted at a 
lower speed limit. The residents were informed that since the road is unposted, the speed 
limit is 80km/hr and that the typical process to change the speed limit is that a speeding 
complaint be filed, and the Public Works Department would gather speed information on the 
road and review the Transportation Association of Canada (TAC) Speed Limit Guidelines for 
this specific section of road.  
 
DISCUSSION 
 
North Burgess 8th Concession is approximately 1.5 km long and currently has an unposted 
speed limit and therefore the speed limit is 80km/hr. The road is narrow, has a gravel surface, 
and does have a few corners at the beginning of the road where driver caution is required.  
 
The Township collected traffic data between September 25, 2024, and October 3, 2024, and 
found that the average daily traffic is twenty-nine (29) vehicles and the 85th percentile of 
speed is 52km/hr and the average speed is 43km/hr.  
 
Staff completed the Automated Speed Limit Guideline Spreadsheet by TAC to determine a 
recommended speed limit for this section of road, as determined by the road characteristics. 
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The spreadsheet accounts for road geometry, average lane width, roadside hazards, 
pedestrian and cyclist exposure, pavement surface, intersections, and private entrances. The 
total risk score was calculated to thirty-eight (38), and therefore the spreadsheet 
recommends that the posted speed limit be 60 km/hr. the TAC guideline notes the following 
recommended posted speed limit with the calculated total risk score:  
 
Locals Starting 

Speed 
Recommended Posted Speed Limit 

Rural Undivided or Divided 
Local (1 lane or 2+ lanes) 

60 km/h 60 km/h 50 km/h 40 km/h 
46 and lower 47 to 57 58 and 

higher 
 
However, after reviewing the traffic data and completing a site visit to drive the road, staff are 
recommending that the posted speed limit be posted lower than the speed limit 
recommended by the TAC calculator as vehicles are already traveling, on average, at 43 
km/hr.  
 
FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
The cost to purchase the new speed limit signs would be under $200.00 and purchases 
would be funded by the Traffic Control Budget.  
 
OPTIONS FOR CONSIDERATION  
 
Option #1 (Recommended) – That the North Burgess 8th Concession be signed in 
accordance with the Ontario Traffic Manual - Book 6 at 40 km/h and as per the TAC 
guideline, and that By-Law No. 2018-035 Maximum Rate of Speed be amended.  
 
Option #2 – Council to provide alternative direction. 
 
Option #3 - Do nothing, leaving the road unposted and therefore the speed limit is 80km/hr. 
 
STRATEGIC PLAN LINK 
 
Not Applicable. 
 
CLIMATE CONSIDERATIONS 
 
Not Applicable. 
 
CONCLUSIONS 
 
It is recommended that the speed limit for this section of North Burgess 8th Concession be 
posted at 40 km/hr, in accordance with the TAC Automated Speed Limit Guideline 
Spreadsheet. 
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ATTACHMENTS 
 
i) Automated Speed Limit Guideline Spreadsheet, by the Transportation Association of 

Canada 
 

Prepared and Submitted By:  Approved for Submission By: 
 
 
 
 
Sean Ervin,   Amanda Mabo, 
Public Works Manager  Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk 
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REPORT 
 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
May 7, 2024 

 
Report #PW-2024-21 

Sean Ervin, Public Works Manager 
 

H. MATHER DRAIN MAINTENANCE – TENDER AWARD 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
It is recommended: 
 
“THAT, Tender #2024-PW-008 – H. Mather Drain Maintenance be cancelled; 
 
AND THAT, the Tender be reissued with a reduced scope of work and/or modified schedule.” 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The Township has received a request from a landowner, under Section 74 of the Drainage 
Act R.S.O. 1990, c. D.17., to perform maintenance on the existing H Mather Municipal Drain. 
A meeting with adjacent landowners was held at the Municipal Office on May 29th to discuss 
the project and to confirm the scope prior to issuing the tender. The meeting was used to 
confirm the entire scope of the project, with the option of landowners being able to opt-out of 
maintenance if upstream landowners also opted out. The meeting was well attended and the 
Drainage Superintendent removed a few sections of the drain, thereby lowering the overall 
cost of the project.  
 
This maintenance includes a one (1) time cleanout to remove sediment, debris, blockages, 
and replace failed culverts along the drain. The project was written to be completed over the 
course of three (3) years, with the flexibility that a contractor could complete it as quickly as 
their resources permitted.  
 
DISCUSSION 
 
The Tender was released on August 14, 2024, on the Township’s portal of Bids and Tenders. 
A newsfeed was issued on the Township’s website and notice was also posted on the 
Townships Facebook page. The Tender closed on September 12 at 1:00 PM and one (1) bid 
was received as per the following: 
 
Company Price 
Goldie Mohr Ltd. $1,201,015.00 
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There were ten (10) registered plan takers with at least six (6) of them being excavating 
contractors. Staff are a little surprised to only receive one bid, however the scope of the 
project is large and many of the contractors would have had their schedule filled for the 
construction season.  
 
FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
The Drainage Superintendent and Township staff reviewed the submitted price from Goldie 
Mohr and determined that the price is high. Without any comparative bids, the Drainage 
Superintended nor staff recommend proceeding with the bid as it would be unfair to the 
assessed landowners and there is no guarantee that this would be the lowest available price 
for this project. 
 
OPTIONS CONSIDERED 
 
Option #1 (Recommended) – Cancel the project and retender the project with a reduced 
scope and/or modified schedule. 
 
Option #2 – Award the contract to the bidder. This is not recommended as the price is 
significantly higher then expected.  
 
STRATEGIC PLAN LINK 
 
Mission: To deliver efficient and effective services for the benefit of residents, visitors, and 
businesses. 
 
CLIMATE CONSIDERATIONS 
 
None considered.  
 
CONCLUSIONS 
 
The Drainage Superintendent and staff will rework the Tender document and either issue 
another Tender with a smaller scope with an option to extend the project based on price and 
contractor performance or further breakdown the pricing schedule into three (3) separate 
years.  
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
None 
 
Prepared and Submitted By:  Approved for Submission By: 
 
 
 
Sean Ervin,   Amanda Mabo, 
Public Works Manager  Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk 
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REPORT 

 
COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE  

November 5, 2024 
 

Report #PW-2024-19 
Sean Ervin, Public Works Manager 

 
WASTE SITE HOURS – REVIEW OF 2024 CHANGES 

 

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
It is recommended: 
 
“THAT, the operating hours at the Glen Tay Waste Site be changed to 8am to 4pm on 
Mondays, effective January 1st, 2025, subject to Ministry approval.” 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
At the October 24, 2023 meeting, Council adopted the following resolution:  
 
“THAT, the Waste Site hours be changed as outlined in Report #PW-2023-22 – Proposed 
Changes to Waste Site Hours, effective January 1st, 2024, subject to Ministry approval; 
  
AND THAT, traffic counts be undertaken throughout 2024 for the three waste sites for the 
purpose of evaluating the changes with an update provided to Council prior to the 2025 
Budget deliberations.” 
 
The purpose of this report is to provide Council with an update regarding the changes to the 
Waste Site hours that were implemented at the beginning of 2024.  
 
In summary, the changes included:  

• Closing the sites at 4:00 p.m. instead of 6:00 p.m. on Sundays,  
• Closing the Maberly Waste Site on Monday throughout the summer, 
• Changing the Glen Tay Waste Sites hours to 10:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. instead of 8:00 

a.m. to 4:00 p.m.  

DISCUSSION 
 
Staff have been monitoring the changes to the hours over the course of the summer and can 
share the following information.  
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Sunday Hours 
 
Closing the waste sites at 4:00 p.m. instead of 6:00 p.m. on Sundays has been well received 
and utilized by residents. The hours between 4:00 p.m. and 6:00 p.m. were not well utilized 
by residents, and the traffic counts taken in 2023 supported this statement. Traffic data at the 
Glen Tay Site stills shows that Sunday is the least busy day during the summer months and 
staff recommend keeping the hours of 10:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. on Sundays for all three sites.  
 
Maberly Monday Closure 
 
Staff only received one complaint regarding the closure on Mondays for the Maberly Site. The 
complainant was a business owner in the Maberly area who utilized the Maberly Site on 
Monday to unload their commercial waste following their busiest days of the week (the 
weekend). Staff and the Reeve met with the complainant at the end of 2023, listened to their 
concerns and provided a few options for them to consider. Staff have not received any other 
complaints from residents regarding the sites closure on Monday.  
 
Staff have also reviewed the bag count data for the holiday Monday’s when the site was 
opened and determined that opening the site on Holiday Mondays (Victoria Day, Civic 
Holiday, Labour Day and Thanksgiving), although there does appear to be a drop in bag 
count, appears to be warranted.  
 
   2024   2023 
Victoria Day  100   115 
Civic Holiday  75   105 
Labour Day  72   109 
Thanksgiving  55   140 
 
Staff recommend that the Maberly Site remain closed on Monday’s and remain open on the 
Holiday Monday.  
 
Glen Tay Waste Monday Hours 
 
Traffic counts were taken for 5-weeks between June 15th and July 17th to review the use for 
Monday’s between 4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m. The number of vehicles using the site between 
these hours are as follows:  
 
June 17 – 18 vehicles total 
June 24 - 32 vehicles total 
July 1 – site closed 
July 8 – 40 vehicles total 
July 15 - 16 vehicles total 
 
Traffic counts were taken again in the fall between September 4th and September 23 and the 
number of vehicles using the site between 4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m. between these two dates 
are as follows:  
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September 9 – 12 vehicles total 
September 16 – 13 vehicles total 
September 23 – 17 vehicles total 
 
The average number of vehicles that enter the site in all other open hours is fifty-seven (57), 
however the average number of vehicles entering the site between 4:00 p.m. and 6:00 p.m. 
significantly drops to only ten (10) vehicles per hour. Unfortunately, residents do not appear 
to be utilizing the site being open late and therefore staff recommend switching back to the 
previous hours on Monday and have the site open from 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.  
 
FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
The only financial considerations will be to update the signage as the total number of 
operating hours for each site will remain as they were in 2024, which was included in the 
2025 budget.  
 
OPTIONS CONSIDERED 
 
Option #1 – (Recommended) – Change the Monday Hours at the Glen Tay Site from 10am 
to 6pm to 8am to 4pm, beginning January 1st, 2025. All other changes implemented at the 
beginning of 2024 will remain the same.  
 
Option #2 – Leave the hours “as-is”. This is not recommended as the data shows the Glen 
Tay Site is not being utilized when open late.  
 
Option #3 – Council provides other direction.  
 
CLIMATE CONSIDERATIONS 
 
None considered. 
 
STRATEGIC PLAN LINK 
 
Strategic Initiatives – Waste Management Master Plan 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
The traffic data is a small sample size of the traffic volumes, however when reviewing the 
data and comparing it to the bag count totals, the average volumes noted does appear to be 
appropriate. Furthermore, discussions have occurred with the Attendants and the trends 
noted in the report, such as the busier days and Sunday afternoons being quiet, were 
supported by the Attendants. If Council does support the change in hours, traffic counts will 
be taken again at multiple occasions (spring, summer, and fall) in 2025 to monitor the 
volumes.  
 
To change the hours back at the Glen Tay Site, the Township would require approval from 
the District Manager at the Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks, however this 
should not be an issue. The Township does not need to update the Environmental 
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Compliance Approval for each site, however, will need to make updates to signage at the site 
and on the Township’s website.  
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
None. 
 
Prepared and Submitted By:  Approved for Submission By: 
 
 
 
 
Sean Ervin,   Amanda Mabo, 
Public Works Manager  Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk 
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REPORT 
 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
November 5, 2024 

  
Report #PD-2024-14 

Noelle Reeve, Planner 
 

SEWAGE SYSTEM MANAGEMENT SERVICES 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
It is recommended: 

 
“THAT, Tay Valley Township enter into an Agreement for the provision of septic inspection 
services with the Rideau Valley Conservation Authority, a copy of which forms Attachment #2 
to this report.” 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
Tay Valley Township has delegated responsibility to either the Mississippi Valley 
Conservation Authority (MVCA) or the Rideau Valley Conservation Authority (RVCA) to 
provide sewage system management services in accordance with the Building Code Act 
since 2004. The Conservation Authority has sub-contracted the actual administration and 
inspection of private septic systems to the Mississippi Rideau Septic System Office 
(MRSSO). The current five-year contractual arrangement with MVCA expires on March 31, 
2025.  
 
The purpose of this report is to seek Council’s approval to enter into a new agreement with 
RVCA beginning January 1, 2025 to allow for Tay Valley to come into the same contracting 
period as the six other municipalities RVCA provides septic services to. 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
The scope of work within the contractual arrangement includes new septic system 
inspections. Septic re-inspection services are covered by a separate agreement. Despite the 
proposed agreement being with the RVCA, MRSSO delivers the following services to the 
whole of Tay Valley Township: 
• receiving and processing applications for new septic systems 
• land and property inspections 
• septic system installation inspections 
• issuing permits in accordance with the Building Code Act 
• provision of comments on minor variances, severance, and rezoning applications 
• planning document review and comment for subdivision proposals and draft official plans 
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• investigation of complaints and malfunctioning sewage systems 
• issuing orders under the Act 
• administration of prosecution activities 
 
Tay Valley Township does not currently have the expertise or staff resources to provide 
septic inspection services under the Building Code Act. In addition, the Conservation 
Authority is well versed in delivering this service on behalf of the municipality.  
 
Staff previously undertook a review of service providers, other than MRSSO, which might be 
capable and interested in this work. Based on the research that was conducted at that time, 
only the Leeds, Grenville and Lanark District Health Unit was a viable option for the 
municipality. However, the LLG Health Unit no longer undertakes any septic work and has 
transferred all their files to the MRSSO. Third party consulting firms are not a viable option as 
the regulations prohibit private engineering firms from providing inspection services in the 
same municipalities that they provide septic design or support services. 
 
Hiring additional Township staff is an option but is not being recommended as the MRSSO 
have the benefit of economies of scale and can offer this service at affordable rates. It must 
be noted that Township fees for service as it relates to new system inspections are based on 
full cost recovery.  Schedule ‘A’ to this report illustrates MRSSO’s proposed fee schedule for 
the five (5)-year term of the Agreement. 
 
With the exception of increases in annual fees commensurate with cost of living the proposed 
agreement simply carries forward the terms of the current agreement, the terms of which 
have served the municipality well in the past.   
 
OPTIONS CONSIDERED 
 
Option #1(Recommended) – Enter into an Agreement with the Rideau Valley Conservation 
Authority for the provision of septic inspection services under Part 8 of the Ontario Building 
Code. 
 
Option #2 – Issue a request for proposals to seek competitive bids for the provision of 
sewage system management services. This is not recommended due to the Township having 
canvassed for providers previously. There is a limited number of qualified service providers. 
 
Option #3 – Hire internal staff to deliver sewage system administration and inspection 
services. This is not recommended for the reasons outlined. 
  
FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
As outlined in Attachment #1 to this report, the MRSSO is recommending an annual increase 
equivalent to the Cost of Living.  
 
Services provided by MRSSO are fully recovered from the applicant in the case of new septic 
systems. Costs associated with Township’s septic re-inspection program are borne by the 
taxpayer. The 2024 Township budget is $19,000. 
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STRATEGIC PLAN LINK 
 
Healthy Environment – Environmental Protection is ensured by having a knowledgeable 
and reliable service for septic system inspection. 
 
Thriving Culture, Economy and Tourism – Economic Development and Tourism are 
protected by having a knowledgeable and reliable service for septic system inspection 
 
CLIMATE CONSIDERATIONS 
 
Understanding the impacts of climate change (increased drought, heat waves, excessive rain 
events, flooding, etc) will be important in ensuring septic systems are designed appropriately 
to withstand these impacts. The MVCA/MRSSO have some of the best research on the local 
impacts for their watersheds in all of Eastern Ontario.  Tay Valley Township will benefit from 
their knowledge on this topic. 
 
CONCLUSIONS 
 
The Township is being well served by the expertise that exists within the present contractual 
arrangement. The municipality’s responsibilities under the Building Code Act are being 
responsibly and efficiently delivered by the RVCA through the MRSSO. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
1. Proposed Fee Schedule – 2024 fees shown will increase by Cost of Living annually 
2. Proposed Sewage System Management Agreement for the 2025-2030 term. 
 
Prepared and Submitted By:  Approved for Submission By: 
 
 
 
 
Noelle Reeve,   Amanda Mabo, 
Planner  Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk 
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Attachment # 1 Proposed Fee Schedule 
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Attachment 2 Proposed Sewage System Management Agreement 2025-2030 
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REPORT 
 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE  
November 5th, 2024 
Report #PD-2024-15 

Noelle Reeve, Planner 
MISSISSIPPI-RIDEAU SOURCE PROTECTION PLAN 

 PROPOSED AMENDMENTS 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
It is recommended: 
 
“THAT, the comments contained in Report #PD-2024-11 be submitted to the Mississippi-
Rideau Source Protection Committee via marika.livingston@mrsourcewater.ca in response to 
the Committee proposals to update the Mississippi-Rideau Source Protection Plan, 
Assessment Reports and Explanatory Document.” 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The Mississippi-Rideau Source Protection Plan is a locally developed plan to keep our 
drinking water safe and clean. It is required under the Clean Water Act, 2006. The Plan has 
been in effect since 2015 and is currently undergoing an update due to recent legislative 
changes from the Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks related to Section 36. 
The Mississippi Valley Conservation Authority (MVCA) has requested feedback from 
municipalities and residents on the proposed changes by November 22, 2024. 
Two documents were provided to assist in providing feedback.  A summary of the proposed 
changes is included as Attachment 1.  More detail is available at SPC AR & SPP Updates. 
 
Changes to a number of policies are proposed ranging from salt storage and application to 
creation of new waste sites.  
 
DISCUSSION 
 
Specific changes to the Mississippi-Rideau Source Protection Plan include policies for Intake 
Protection Zones (IPZ) 10 and 9 (and one for IPZ 8) related to:  

• requiring management of stored salt in the amount of 300kg (rather than 5,000 
tonnes);  

• creation of a new sewage or septic treatment facility;  
• creation of a new waste site;  
• updates to Non-Agricultural Source Material to include processed organic waste 

(POW);  
• changes to fertilizer, fuel and pesticide storage;  
• the addition of pipelines; and 

https://rvca1-my.sharepoint.com/personal/marika_livingston_mrsourcewater_ca1/_layouts/15/onedrive.aspx?id=%2Fpersonal%2Fmarika%5Flivingston%5Fmrsourcewater%5Fca1%2FDocuments%2FFTP%2FSPC%20AR%20%26%20SPP%20Updates&ga=1
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• updated impervious surface maps.  
 

Tay Valley Township does not contain any lands designated Intake Protection Zone 10, but 
Council does support the changes that would protect drinking water in that zone. Tay Valley 
Township does contain lands designated Intake Protection Zones 8 and 9 and supports the 
changes to protect drinking water proposed for those zones.  
For Tay Valley Township, however, the most relevant change is the proposal to create a new 
working group to protect private drinking water sources, i.e., individual homeowners’ wells. 
Tay Valley Council has been requesting that attention be given to groundwater protection 
since 2015 when the Mississippi-Rideau Source Protection Plan was first adopted. 
All the lands in Tay Valley Township are designated as a Highly Vulnerable Aquifer in the 
Source Water Protection Plan (except for a very small area around Balderson). Much of Tay 
Valley Township is also designated as a High Groundwater Recharge Area by the Plan. 
Now that Lanark County is updating its Official Plan, it is imperative that information be 
provided to the Township, and to the County, to plan for where growth is sustainable, and 
where growth should not be directed, in order to protect the aquifers that provide water to 
residents’ wells. 
 
OPTIONS TO BE CONSIDERED 
 
Option #1 (Recommended) – Council directs staff to submit the above comments. 
Option #2 – Council supports some of the comments and suggests changes to other 
comments. 
 
FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
None at this time.  
 
STRATEGIC PLAN LINK 
 
Healthy Environment – The motion encourages protection of groundwater as the resource 
that supports healthy ecosystems to exist in Tay Valley Township. 
Thriving Culture, Economy and Tourism - The motion encourages protection of 
groundwater as the resource that allows human occupation of Tay Valley Township. 
 
CLIMATE CONSIDERATIONS 
 
The motion can assist Tay Valley’s ability to mitigate climate disruption by maintaining the 
functioning of the groundwater recharge system to maintain the tremendous biodiversity 
represented in the Township (by the overlap of ecozones represented by The Land Between 
and the Frontenac Arch Biosphere). Maintaining hydrologic function of the flow of 
groundwater will also be important to mitigate droughts and flooding expected to become 
more severe due to climate disruption. 
 
CONCLUSIONS 
 
Tay Valley Township’s comments about the proposed changes to the Mississippi-Rideau 
Source Protection Plan under Section 36 of the Clean Water Act, 2006 focus on the 
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protection of the hydrologic and ecologic functions of the watershed. The Township strongly 
supports the changes intended to protect drinking water, especially the new efforts directed to 
groundwater protection for individual wells.  
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
1. Summary of Section 36 Revisions 
 
Prepared and Submitted By:    Approved for Submission By: 
 
 
 
 
Noelle Reeve,   Amanda Mabo, 
Planner   Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk
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Atachment 1 - Summary of Section 36 Revisions  
 
 

 
 
 
 



Page 85 of 111 
 



Page 86 of 111 
 

 
 



Page 87 of 111 
  

 
 
CORRESPONDENCE 
  



Page 88 of 111 
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Big Rideau Lake Association and the Rideau Lakes Environmental Foundation need the 
assistance of Tay Valley Township Council to identify the economic impact if bass fishing, and 
possibly all fishing, is adversely impacted by the declining bass population in our lakes. 
 
The success rate of bass nests has declined dramatically since 1990 resulting in less bass in 
our lakes.  Local fishermen are constantly noting that there are less fish, the fish are smaller, 
and this year, a large portion of the bass that are being caught are very small.  Those small fish 
are one of the few positive results of COVID – very limited fishermen on the lake meant that 
more bass eggs survived the nesting process during the two COVID years. We need to learn 
from that experience and try to duplicate it through other measures. 
 
To improve the success rate of bass nesting, pilot fish sanctuaries were implemented with 
provincial approval on Opinicon and Charleston Lakes in 2024. The sanctuaries are only closed 
through the full parental male guarding phase…which happens to be 2-3 weeks past opening 
day for bass fishing for most lakes.   The bass spawning sanctuaries are open for all fishing for 
the balance of the year.  Despite a popular misconception, the bass spawning sanctuaries are 
NOT closed to all fishing for the whole year. 
 
In the 90’s, the success rate of bass nests was around 65%.  Today in Opinicon Lake it has 
fallen to15% and across all the lakes in Rideau Lakes Township, about 20% on average.  The 
documented success rate of nests in the Bass Spawning Sanctuaries in Opinicon and 
Charleston Lake was 85%! 
 
The goal is to eliminate preseason catch and release of bass prior to their hatched eggs 
being able to fend for themselves.  In today’s environment, many people in our lakes fish prior 
to bass season opening and when a Conservation Officer or resident approach them about 
fishing out of season, they merely say “we’re fishing for pike” (or some other non bass 
species) and there is no legal way to stop them.  In a sanctuary, all fishing is prohibited, and 
Conservation Officers can take legal action. 
 
Male bass protect their nests and if a male bass is removed from his nest for as little as five 
minutes, other fish eat all his babies.  Catch and release could easily have the bass off his 
nest for 5 minutes! 
 
We are working with the Fisheries Conservation Foundation (FCF) to expand those 
sanctuaries to Big, Upper and Lower Rideau Lakes.  That will involve significant provincial 
government review that will probably take a year.   
 
FCF is also adding additional lakes requesting fish sanctuaries and they will be engaging with 
the Ontario Fishing and Hunting (OFAH) to strengthen the proposal to the Provincial 
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Government.  Rideau Lakes Environmental Foundation (RLEF) is providing a $12,000 grant 
to FCF to establish the program for our three lakes and volunteers from Big Rideau Lake 
Association and Upper Rideau lakes Association are already working to make our dream a 
reality.  We are comfortable that we have all the scientific bases covered, but we need to 
bolster the science with the economic impact. 
 
Previous studies by FCF have shown that fishing gradually declines, and nobody really notices 
the drop until suddenly everyone realizes that fishing has been significantly damaged.  That is 
basically what happened on Lake Scugog, one of the finest walleye fishing lakes in Ontario.  
All fishing has been banned on Lake Scugog for TWO YEARS!  Just think of the economic 
impact. 
 
Local fishermen are noticing that fishing is not as good as it used to be, and we need to address 
that immediately before we see a bigger impact and potentially have to stop fishing.  
 
We need help from Tay Vaalley Township Council to to confirm the fundamental economic 
importance of bass fishing and the potential impact if bass fishing is adversely impacted by the 
continued decline in the bass population in our lakes.  Just think of all the bait and tackle shops, 
the restaurants, and hotels that would be impacted.  In addition, imagine the economic impact 
on other non fishing related businesses if our tourist population was significantly reduced. 
 
Can you please document the thoughts of the Tay Valley Township Council in a letter to me by 
mid-November and we will include that in the FCF Provincial Government submission  
 
Thank you for your continued support, 
   Hansen Downer 
   President – Big Rideau Lake Association 
   President Rideau Lakes Environmental Foundation 
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Wednesday, October 09, 2024 
 
To:   Township of Tay Valley Head of Council and Council Members 
 
Sent via email to: cao@tayvalleytwp.ca 
 
Subject: Establishment of an Ontario Rural Road Safety Program 
 
Too many Ontarians are being seriously injured or killed on our roads.  
 
In 2023, there were 616 people killed and 36,090 people injured. The number of fatalities is 
up nearly 20% in the last ten years.  
 
In 2021, the most recent year of complete data from MTO’s Ontario Road Safety Annual 
Report (ORSAR), there were 561 fatalities – 426 of which occurred on municipal roads. While 
rural Ontario only represents 17% of the province’s population, 55% of these deaths occurred 
on rural roads. By any measure, Ontario’s rural roads are disproportionately more dangerous. 
 
At the same time, municipal insurance premiums continue to increase. With no plausible 
reform being considered for joint and several liability, municipalities need to find innovative 
means for managing risk, particularly on their roadways,   
 
To deal with this crisis, Good Roads has designed a multifaceted rural road safety program 
and have been in discussions with the Ministry of Transportation to fund it. The program 
would target a municipality’s most dangerous roads, perform road safety audits, and install 
modern safety infrastructure that prevents serious injuries and save lives. This program is 
designed to be cost effective while also providing rural municipalities with a direct means for 
addressing risk associated with their roadways.  
 
Good Roads has proposed leading a five-year $183 million program that leverages our 131 
years of municipal road expertise and our industry partnerships to quickly put in place the 
solutions that will address some of Ontario’s most dangerous roads.  
 
Good Roads is seeking support to address these preventable tragedies. 
 
If the Township of Tay Valley would be interested in pursuing this, a Council resolution similar 
to the example below should be adopted and sent to the Premier and the Minister of 
Transportation: 
 

WHEREAS official statistics from the Government of Ontario confirm that rural roads 
are inherently more dangerous than other roads; 

  
AND WHEREAS, despite only having 17% of the population, 55% of the road fatalities 
occur on rural roads; 
 
AND WHEREAS, rural, northern, and remote municipalities are fiscally strained by 
maintaining extensive road networks on a smaller tax base; 

 

mailto:cao@tayvalleytwp.ca
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AND WHEREAS, preventing crashes reduces the burden on Ontario’s already strained 
rural strained health care system; 
 
AND WHEREAS, roadway collisions and associated lawsuits are significant factors in 
runaway municipal insurance premiums. Preventing crashes can have a significant 
impact in improving municipal risk profiles; 

 
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Township of Tay Valley requests that the 
Government of Ontario take action to implement the rural road safety program that 
Good Roads has committed to lead. It will allow Ontario's rural municipalities to make 
the critical investments needed to reduce the high number of people being killed and 
seriously injured on Ontario’s rural roads; and 

 

 

  
  

FURTHER THAT a copy of this resolution be forwarded to Premier Doug Ford, Hon. 
Prabmeet Sarkaria, Minister of Transportation, Hon. King Surma, Minister of 
Infrastructure, Hon. Rob Flack, Minister of Agriculture, Hon. Lisa Thompson, Minister 
of Rural Affairs, Hon. Trevor Jones, Associate Minister of Emergency Preparedness 
and Response, and Hon. Sylvia Jones, Minister of Health, and Good Roads; and 

FURTHER THAT this resolution be circulated to all municipalities in Ontario requesting 
their support. 

 
If you have any questions regarding this initiative please contact Thomas Barakat, Good 
Roads’ Manager of Public Policy & Government Relations, at thomas@goodroads.ca at your 
convenience. 
 
Sincerely, 

  
 
Scott R. Butler 
Executive Director 
  

 
  
 
Antoine Boucher 
President 
Good Roads Board of Directors 
  

mailto:thomas@goodroads.ca
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COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
PACKAGE 

October 30th, 2024 

1. Corporation of the County of Perth: Correspondence – Jurisdiction of 
Ontario’s Ombudsman – attached, page 4. 

2. Township of Severn: Correspondence – Jurisdiction of Ontario’s Ombudsman – 
attached, page 5. 

3. Lanark County: Media Release – Lanark County Council Highlights from 
September 18th, 2024 – attached, page, 6. 

4. Lanark County: Media Release – Lanark County Council Highlights from 
September 25th, 2024 – attached, page 9. 

5. Lanark County: Media Release – National Day for Truth and Reconciliation – 
attached, page 12. 

 

 

 

 

 

6. Municipality of Dutton Dunwich: Resolution – Wetlands Protection for 
Eastern Ontario – attached, page 13. 

7. Champlain Township: Resolution – Wetlands Protection for Eastern Ontario – 
attached, page 14. 

8. Tay Valley Township: Resolution – Province Removes Wetlands 
Protection for Eastern Ontario – attached, page 15. 

9. The Corporation of the Municipality of West Nipissing: Resolution – 
AMCTO Recommendations to Update the Municipal Elections Act – 
attached, page 17. 

10. Town of Parry Sound: Recommendation – Municipal Elections Act – attached, 
page 20. 

 
11. AMCTO: Report – Modernizing the Municipal Elections Act for the 21st Century – 

attached, page 24. 
 

12. Municipality of Casselman: Resolution – AMCTO Provincial Updates to 
the Municipal Elections Act – attached, page 65. 

 
13. Clearview Township: Resolution – Updates to the Municipal Elections Act – 

attached, page 67. 
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14. Town of Halton Hills: Resolution – Provincial Updates to the Municipal Elections 
Act - attached, page 70. 

 

 

 

 

 

15. Town of Smiths Falls: Resolution – Municipal Elections Act – attached, page 73. 

16. Town of Amaranth: Resolution – Provincial Updates to the Municipal Elections Act 
– attached, page 76. 

 
17. The Corporation of the Town of Bracebridge: Resolution – Updates to 

the Municipal Elections Act – attached, page 79. 

18. The Corporation of the Township of McGarry: Resolution – Municipal Elections 
Act - attached, page 81. 

 
19. The Corporation of the Municipality of St. Charles: Resolution – Increase Tile 

Drain Loan Limit – attached, page 83. 

20. The Town of Plympton-Wyoming: Resolution – Request to Increase Tile Drain 
Loan Limit – attached, page 84. 

 
21. Clearview Township: Resolution – Increase Tile Drain Loan Limit – attached, 

page 85. 
 

22. Township of Adelaide Metcalfe: Resolution – Request to Increase Tile Drain 
Loan Limit – attached, page 86. 

23. Township of Hilliard: Resolution – Funding for Small Rural Municipalities – 
attached, page 88. 

 
24. Municipality of Tweed: Resolution – Funding for Small Rural Municipalities – 

attached, page 89. 
 

 

 

25. Township of Springwater: Resolution – Physician Shortage – attached, page 91. 

26. Township of Puslinch: Resolution – Physician Shortage – attached, page 93. 

27. Municipality of Tweed: Resolution – The Canada Community-Building Fund – 
attached, page 98. 

 

 

 

28. Township of Puslinch: Resolution – The Canada Community-Building 
Fund – attached, page 99. 

29. City of Quinte West: Resolution – The Canada Community-Building Fund – 
attached, page 101. 

 
30. Town of Bradford West Gwillimbury: Correspondence – Ontario Deposit Program 

– attached, page 103. 
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31. AMO: Update – President’s Update, October 2024 – attached, page 104. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

32. Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Agribusiness: Correspondence – 
Agricultural Workforce Equity and Diversity Initiative – attached, page 106. 

33. The Town of Plympton-Wyoming: Resolution – Solve the Humanitarian Crisis – 
attached, page 107. 

34. Regional Municipality of Waterloo: Resolution – Solve the Crisis – attached, 
page 108. 

 
35. The Corporation of the Town of Cobourg: Resolution – Support for Involuntary 

Care for Individuals with Severe Mental Health and Addictions Issues – attached, 
page 111. 

36. The Corporation of the Township of Brock: Resolution – Rideshare Services – 
attached, page 113. 

37. City of Kitchener: Resolution – Renovictions – Safe and Adequate Housing – 
attached, page 115. 

38. The Corporation of the Township of Georgian Bluffs – Resolution – Safe 
Use of Lithium-ion Batteries – attached, page 118. 

 

 

 

39. The Corporation of the Township of Otonabee-South Monaghan: 
Correspondence - Regulations for the Importation and Safe Use of Lithium-ion 
Batteries – attached, page 119. 

40. AMO: News Release – Province to Introduce Legislation Governing Bicycle Lanes – 
attached, page 122. 

41. Northumberland County: Resolution – Public Sector Salary Disclosure – 
attached, page 124. 

 
42. Municipality of Stirling Rawdon: Resolution – Public Sector Salary Disclosure – 

attached, page 127. 
 

 

 

43. Ministry of Energy and Electrification: Correspondence – Ontario’s 
Affordable Energy Future: The Pressing Case for More Power – attached, 
page 128. 

44. Enbridge: Report – Application & Evidence – distributed separately. 

45. Ontario Energy Board: Notice – Rate Hearing – attached, page 130. 
 

46. Tay Valley Township: Report – Building Reports – September 2024 – attached, 
page 131. 
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47. Tay Valley Township: Report – Building Summary Report with Previous 3 
Year Average – January to September 2024 – attached, page 132. 
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COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT 
MINUTES 

 

Monday, October 21st, 2024  
5:00 p.m. 
Tay Valley Municipal Office – 217 Harper Road, Perth, Ontario 
Council Chambers 

 
ATTENDANCE: 
 
Members Present: Chair, Larry Sparks 

Peter Siemons  
Richard Schooley  

 
Members Absent:   None 
 
Staff Present: Noelle Reeve, Planner 
 Garry Welsh, Secretary/Treasurer 
  
Staff Absent: None 

 
Applicants/Agents Present: Tammy Thornton, Owner 
   
Public Present:  Paul Haliburton 
 Willie Haliburton 
 Robert Roszell 
 Donna Roszell 
  
 
 
1. CALL TO ORDER 
 

 

  

 

The Chair called the meeting to order at 5:00 p.m. 
A quorum was present. 
 

2. AMENDMENTS/APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

The Agenda was adopted as presented. 

3. DISCLOSURE OF PECUNIARY INTEREST AND/OR CONFLICT OF INTEREST 
AND GENERAL NATURE THEREOF 

None at this time. 
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4. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 

i) Committee of Adjustment Meeting – August 19th, 2024. 
 
The minutes of the Committee of Adjustment meeting held on August 19th, 
2024, were approved as circulated. 
 

5. INTRODUCTION 
 

 

The Chair welcomed the attendees. The Chair then provided an overview of the Minor 
Variance application review process to be followed, including: 
 
• the mandate and responsibilities of the Committee 
• a review of available documentation 
• the rules of natural justice, the rights of persons to be heard and to receive related 

documentation on request and the preservation of persons’ rights. 
• the flow and timing of documentation and the process that follows this meeting 
• any person wanting a copy of the decision regarding this/these application(s) 

should leave their name and mailing address with the Secretary/Treasurer. 
 

The Chair advised that this Committee of Adjustment is charged with making a 
decision on the applications tonight during this public meeting.  The decision will be 
based on both the oral and written input received and understandings gained.   
 
Based on the above, the Committee has four decision options: 
- Approve – with or without conditions 
- Deny – with reasons 
- Defer – pending further input 
- Return to Township Staff – application deemed not to be minor 
 
The agenda for this meeting included the following application(s) for Minor Variance: 
 
MV24-12 – Thornton, Concession 5, Part Lot 11, geographic Township of North 
Burgess 
 

6. APPLICATION 

i) FILE #:  MV24-12 – Thornton 
 

a) PLANNER FILE REVIEW 
 
The Planner reviewed the file and PowerPoint in the agenda package. 
The Planner noted that the owner worked with the Township to amend 
their original application to make it acceptable. The owner had originally 
sought to include a basement under the proposed kitchen addition, but 
this would require a hydro geological study due to proximity to the 
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wetland. Additional decking was also reduced to a landing allowed for 
access as the owner has already constructed a gazebo. 
 
The Planner also confirmed that the proposed garage must be set back 
at least 1m from the property line as relief from this requirement was not 
included in the application. A rise in the land towards the neighbouring 
property will also prevent water runoff from flowing in that direction. 
 
The Planner noted that the Rideau Valley Conservation Authority 
supports the application, with recommendations that will protect and 
enhance ground water and the lake shoreline. A permit was not required 
for the fill that has been added to the building site as it is not within 15m 
of the lake. The Township’s Chief Building Official (CBO) is responsible 
for determining the need for a site drainage and grading plan. 
 
The Planner noted that the Natural Heritage Information Centre (NHIC) 
mapping confirms that there are no species at risk within the proposed 
development area. Ontario Parks was not circulated for comments as 
they did not have property within 60m of the subject lot. 
 

 

  

b) APPLICANT COMMENTS 
 
The Applicant acknowledged that the structures on the submitted site 
drawings are not to scale and that they can redraw them for the 
Township to match the application. The Planner also confirmed that the 
written numbers on the application are what is referred to when 
assessing the application and updating the existing Site Plan Control 
Agreement. 
 

c) ORAL & WRITTEN SUBMISSIONS 
 
Six written messages of support for the application and one message 
expressing concerns were received prior to the meeting and circulated to 
the Committee for review. – attached, page 5. 
 
Neighbouring property owners, Robert Roszell and Donna Roszell, 
stated that the Site Plan Control Agreement definitely needs to be 
updated, with all buildings shown and drawn to scale. They also noted 
that there are alternate locations on the lot that the garage could have 
been located. The Planner responded that the garage location has been 
deemed to be acceptable as it meets the side yard setback and is 
outside the wetland area. The Planner also asked the applicant to stake 
out the 18m and 35m distances from the shoreline to provide clarity for 
the CBO. 
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d) DECISION OF COMMITTEE 
 
RESOLUTION #COA-2024-13 

MOVED BY: Peter Siemons 
SECONDED BY: Richard Schooley 
 

 

 

“THAT, in the matter of an application under Section 45(1) of the 
Planning Act, R.S.O. 1990, c.P13, as amended, that Minor Variance 
Application MV24-12 is approved, to allow a variance from the 
requirements of Section 3.29 (Water Setbacks) of Zoning By-Law 2002-
121, for the lands legally described as 580 Lally Lake Lane A, Part Lot 
11, Concession 5, in the geographic Township of North Burgess, now 
known as Tay Valley Township in the County of Lanark – Roll Number 
0911-911-025-21706; 
 

• To allow a proposed cottage addition at a water setback of 15m 
(50 ft) rather than the minimum 30m required; 

• To permit the construction of a garage at a water setback of 
18.5m (60.7ft) rather than the minimum 30m required; 
 

AND THAT, the existing Site Plan Control Agreement be updated.” 
 

7. NEW/OTHER BUSINESS 

None. 
 

8. ADJOURNMENT 

The meeting adjourned at 5:35 p.m. 
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PINEHURST CEMETERY BOARD 
MINUTES 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Thursday, October 17th, 2024 
2:00 p.m.  
Tay Valley Municipal Office – 217 Harper Road, Perth, Ontario 
Council Chambers 
 
ATTENDANCE: 
 
Members Present:   Chair, Councillor Fred Dobbie 
 Bill Avery 
 Jay Playfair 
  
Staff Present:   Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk 
 
Others Present: None 
 
Members & Staff Absent:   None 
 
 
1. CALL TO ORDER 

The meeting was called to order at 2:00 p.m. 
A quorum was present. 

2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

The agenda was adopted as presented. 
 

3. DISCLOSURE OF PECUNIARY INTEREST AND/OR CONFLICT OF INTEREST 
AND GENERAL NATURE THEREOF 
 
None at this time. 

4. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 
i) Minutes – April 11th, 2024. 

 
RESOLUTION #PCB-2024-06 

 MOVED BY: Bill Avery 
 SECONDED BY:  Fred Dobbie 

“THAT, the minutes of the Pinehurst Cemetery Board Meeting held on April 
11th, 2024 be approved as circulated.” 

ADOPTED 
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5. BUSINESS 
 

 

i) Pinehurst Cemetery By-Law Update. 
 
The by-law was approved by Council and sent to the BAO on September 6th.  
The CAO/Clerk will follow-up to determine the status. 
 

ii) Name Sign Update. 
 
The request for a proof and quote has not been obtained.  The CAO/Clerk will 
make the request following this meeting. 
 

iii) Site Visit for Compliance Update. 

Cemetery Sign at Front 
The cemetery sign near the front will be cleaned next Spring as it will need to 
be pressure washed. 
 
Topsoil and Footstones 
J. Playfair has arranged for the topsoil and the grass cutter has filled in the 
holes where the ground has sunk and has also uncovered the ground 
headstones.  The spread topsoil was grass seeded and the last grass cutting of 
the season occurred earlier this week.  There is still some topsoil remaining that 
can be used moving forward. 
 
RESOLUTION #PCB-2024-07 

 MOVED BY: Jay Playfair 
 SECONDED BY: Bill Avery 
 

“THAT, the Garry James be compensated for his work spreading the topsoil 
and levelling footstones in the cemetery in August and September 2024; 
 
AND THAT, the CAO/Clerk be authorized to approve the invoice.” 

ADOPTED 
 
 
History of Cemetery 
Staff still need to look to see what files the Township has on the history of the 
cemetery as Jay has a lot of history in his head but must ensure that this is 
captured in writing as well. 
 
Leaning Stone 
J. Playfair obtained a quote in the amount of $1,954.90, including HST, from 
Kinkaid Loney Monuments to disassemble the spire, dig out rock foundation 
and replace with gravel, then drill, pin, reassemble and power wash spire.  A 
50% deposit is required before the work can be performed. 
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RESOLUTION #PCB-2024-08 
 MOVED BY: Jay Playfair 
 SECONDED BY:  Bill Avery 

 
“THAT, the project for the Erwin headstone be authorized for $1,954.90 
(includes HST); 
 
AND THAT, a deposit be made for 50% so that the work can commence.” 

ADOPTED 
 

 

 

 

 

 

iv) Budget Update. 
 
$2,700 was received as donations for the annual Memorial Service in 
September. 
 

v) 2025 Draft Budget. 
 
Adjust the Lawn Maintenance line from $2,100 to $2,200. 
 
Add the following line: 
Memorial Service  $200 (Minister and Music) 

RESOLUTION #PCB-2024-09 
 MOVED BY: Bill Avery 
 SECONDED BY: Jay Playfair 

“THAT, the 2025 Pinehurst Cemetery operating budget be approved as 
amended.” 

ADOPTED 

vi) Expansion of Cemetery. 

J. Playfair declared a conflict of interest as he is the adjacent land owner for the 
expansion. 

Given the age of two of the Board Members, would like to get this process 
going.  
One of the first steps is to confirm legal clear title. 
 
RESOLUTION #PCB-2024-10 

 MOVED BY: Bill Avery 
 SECONDED BY: Fred Dobbie 

 
“THAT, staff be authorized to conduct a legal search for the Pinehurst 
Cemetery in regard to the future expansion.” 

ADOPTED 
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The Board would like to consider a cemetery for the expansion. A scattering 
ground could be approved for the area in the current cemetery where it is rock 
at the back of the cemetery, this would be an alteration to the existing cemetery. 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

A letter from the Medical Officer of Health is required, staff will reach out to get 
the letter. 
 
Once the legal information is pulled and the letter from the Medical Officer of 
Health received and reviewed, then the next step can be discussed. 

vii) Memorial Service Update. 

Went well, approximately sixty (60) in attendance. 
 
Need to ensure the sound system is tested before the service moving forward. 

6. NEW/OTHER BUSINESS 
 
None. 

7. NEXT MEETING DATE AND PROPOSED AGENDA ITEMS 
 
Next Meeting:  Thursday, March 27th, 2024 at 2:00 p.m. 
 
Proposed Agenda Items: 
 
• Expansion of Cemetery 

8. DEFERRED ITEMS 

*The following items will be discussed at the next and/or future meeting: 
 

• None. 
 

9. ADJOURNMENT 
 
The Board adjourned at 2:55 p.m. 
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Good morning, 

The Board and Source Protection Authority (SPA) meetings scheduled for next Thursday, 
October 24, 2024, will be hybrid meetings. You may choose to attend in person at the Rideau 
Valley Conservation Centre in the Monterey boardroom at 3889 Rideau Valley Drive, 
Manotick, ON, or via Zoom. The meeting will start promptly at 6:30 p.m. 

The Board of Directors agenda package and minutes can be found at the links below: 
• 
• 

• 
• 

October 24, 2024 – Agenda Package 
September 26, 2024 – Draft minutes 

The Source Protection Authority agenda package and minutes can be found at the links 
below: 

October 24, 2024 - Agenda Package 
April 25, 2024 - Draft Minutes 

Please RSVP your attendance by EOD Tuesday, October 22nd by replying to this email and 
indicate whether you plan to attend virtually or in person. 

The Zoom link and calendar invite will be emailed in advance to those who RSVP. 

Marissa 

Marissa Grondin (she/her) 
Executive Assistant 
613-692-3571 or 1-800-267-3504 ext. 1177
marissa.grondin@rvca.ca

https://can01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.rvca.ca%2Fgovernance%2Fmeetings%2Fboard-of-directors%2Fagendas-minutes&data=05%7C02%7CDeputyClerk%40tayvalleytwp.ca%7C8863ac32642b4797a85608dcf048c5d7%7Cebeb5c63d4aa4b229cea84b8c3735bad%7C0%7C0%7C638649442567395106%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=vbUKpH6CnXgzI8ZKIvC2jv0L5waFHH8ZC7CxiuotDTg%3D&reserved=0
https://can01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.rvca.ca%2Fgovernance%2Fmeetings%2Fboard-of-directors%2Fagendas-minutes&data=05%7C02%7CDeputyClerk%40tayvalleytwp.ca%7C8863ac32642b4797a85608dcf048c5d7%7Cebeb5c63d4aa4b229cea84b8c3735bad%7C0%7C0%7C638649442567421521%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=yAF5CzhrCJWRmcV94W4cC0CiNdn17hEBvZ5hzI0igIU%3D&reserved=0
https://can01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.rvca.ca%2Fgovernance%2Fmeetings%2Fagendas-minutes-source-protection-authority&data=05%7C02%7CDeputyClerk%40tayvalleytwp.ca%7C8863ac32642b4797a85608dcf048c5d7%7Cebeb5c63d4aa4b229cea84b8c3735bad%7C0%7C0%7C638649442567439264%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=smC4i8ssiVLi%2BwUpqur%2FEYwTUJliphud%2BLLx9QFvT8Q%3D&reserved=0
https://can01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.rvca.ca%2Fgovernance%2Fmeetings%2Fagendas-minutes-source-protection-authority&data=05%7C02%7CDeputyClerk%40tayvalleytwp.ca%7C8863ac32642b4797a85608dcf048c5d7%7Cebeb5c63d4aa4b229cea84b8c3735bad%7C0%7C0%7C638649442567455032%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=tbcrC1oVMwnFcoKqJxzyPVPCz7rZBBTtmgtMmPGAhO4%3D&reserved=0
mailto:marissa.grondin@rvca.ca
https://can01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.facebook.com%2FRideauValleyConservationAuthority%2F&data=05%7C02%7CDeputyClerk%40tayvalleytwp.ca%7C8863ac32642b4797a85608dcf048c5d7%7Cebeb5c63d4aa4b229cea84b8c3735bad%7C0%7C0%7C638649442567469958%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=%2F8NFnSPtF99p%2Bm%2Foy7EqScYcOUBWaooJj52JNuAvPqc%3D&reserved=0
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	COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
	AGENDA
	Tuesday, November 5th, 2024
	1. CALL TO ORDER
	2. AMENDMENTS/APPROVAL OF AGENDA
	3. DISCLOSURE OF PECUNIARY INTEREST AND/OR CONFLICT OF INTEREST AND GENERAL NATURE THEREOF
	4. APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF PUBLIC MEETINGS
	5. DELEGATIONS & PRESENTATIONS
	6. PRIORITY ISSUES
	i) Report #CAO-2024-29 – Maberly Pines Subdivision – Capital Charge – attached as separate document.
	Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk.
	ii) Report #CAO-2024-30 – Proposed New Road Name – Legacy Lane – attached, page 51.
	Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk.
	iii) Report #FIN-2024-13 – Development Charges Background Study & By-Law Update – attached, page 55.
	Ashley Liznick, Treasurer.
	iv) Report #PW-2024-20 – North Burgess 8th Concession – Speed Limit – attached, page 57.
	Sean Ervin, Public Works Manager.
	v) Report #PW-2024-21 – H. Mather Drain Maintenance – Tender Award – attached, page 61.
	Sean Ervin, Public Works Manager.
	vi) Report #PW-2024-19 – Waste Site Hours of Operation – Update – attached, page 63.
	Sean Ervin, Public Works Manager.
	vii) Report #PD-2024-14 – Sewage System Maintenance Systems – attached, page 67.
	Noelle Reeve, Planner
	viii) Report #PD-2024-15 – Mississippi-Rideau Source Protection Plan – Proposed Amendments – attached, page 82.
	Noelle Reeve, Planner.
	ix) Mississippi Valley Conservation Authority Board – Resignation.
	x) Council Appointment to Mississippi Valley Conservation Authority Board.
	xi) Appointment of ReUse Centre Volunteers.

	7. CORRESPONDENCE
	i) Big Rideau Lake Association – Bass Spawning Sanctuaries – attached, page 89.
	ii) Establishment of an Ontario Rural Road Safety Program – attached, page 91.
	iii) 24-10-30 – Council Communication Package – cover sheets attached, page 93.

	8. COMMITTEE, BOARD & EXTERNAL ORGANIZATION UPDATES
	ii) Committee of Adjustment.
	vi) Lanark County OPP Detachment Board – deferred to the next meeting.
	vii) Green Energy and Climate Change Working Group – deferred to the next meeting.
	viii) Mississippi Valley Conservation Authority Board – deferred to the next meeting.
	ix) Rideau Valley Conservation Authority Board.
	x) Lanark County Traffic Advisory Working Group – deferred to the next meeting.
	xi) County of Lanark.

	9. CLOSED SESSION
	10. DEFERRED ITEMS
	11.  ADJOURNMENT

	PUBLIC MEETING
	ZONING BY-LAW AMENDMENT
	MINUTES
	1. CALL TO ORDER
	2. INTRODUCTION
	3. FILE #ZA24-07:  Heather Kelly, Adam Kreeft, Richard Kelly,
	4. ADJOURNMENT

	PUBLIC MEETING
	DEVELOPMENT CHARGES UPDATE
	MINUTES
	1. CALL TO ORDER
	2. INTRODUCTION
	3. DEVELOPMENT CHARGES UPDATE
	4. COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS
	Thies Schacht
	- If there is no growth, who pays for it?
	- If two (2) houses get built, it does not mean the road has to be widened, one (1) house here and there does not make a big difference
	The Consultant explained that staff monitor growth patterns. If no growth occurs in a particular area, there is no expansion of capital infrastructure in that area. Only when growth occurs would work be done to put infrastructure increases in place. M...
	If growth accelerates, the Township may undertake projects sooner than estimated in the study. The study is a living document, staff monitor strategically to ensure infrastructure growth occurs in the right place at the right time.
	A home built here and there increases traffic volume on roads. There could be a case where increased traffic requires new safety measures to be undertaken; gravel roads may need to become hard surfaced to handle extra traffic.
	A Member raised a question about slide 11, Municipal Comparison – Non-Residential Development, regarding Tay Valley Township’s position in comparison to other local municipalities.
	The Consultant explained that Tay Valley Township is charging more than some surrounding municipalities due to the calculated rates. Some municipalities have more costs, some have fewer. Part of the cost is the amount of growth, and every municipality...
	The Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk added that costs also depend on the types of local services offered, the size/geography of the municipality, the number of roads, the number of waste sites, recreation, more factors than just growth.
	The Consultant added that every municipality has an ability to the limits in its local service policy that a developer would have to pay. If the cost is set low, more goes into development charge calculations. If a municipality sets at a mid to high r...
	5. NEXT STEPS
	6. ADJOURNMENT

	PROPOSED NEW ROAD NAME
	Legacy Lane
	BACKGROUND
	DISCUSSION

	Since the road was unknown to the Township, it was never incorporated into the Township’s Road Naming By-Law, and the necessary By-Law will need to be brought forward to Council for approval.
	The proposed road name is “Legacy Lane”, a tribute to the family members who previously owned and enjoyed the family’s legacy lands.
	OPTIONS CONSIDERED
	FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS
	STRATEGIC PLAN LINK
	CLIMATE CONSIDERATIONS
	None.
	CONCLUSIONS
	ATTACHMENTS

	DEVELOPMENT CHARGES BACKGROUND STUDY & BY-LAW
	UPDATE
	STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S)
	BACKGROUND
	DISCUSSION
	OPTIONS CONSIDERED
	STRATEGIC PLAN LINK
	CLIMATE CONSIDERATIONS
	FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS
	CONCLUSIONS
	ATTACHMENTS

	COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
	November 5, 2024
	Report #PW-2024-20
	Sean Ervin, Public Works Manager
	NORTH BURGESS 8TH CONCESSION
	SPEED LIMIT
	STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S)
	BACKGROUND
	DISCUSSION
	FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS
	OPTIONS FOR CONSIDERATION
	STRATEGIC PLAN LINK
	CLIMATE CONSIDERATIONS
	CONCLUSIONS
	ATTACHMENTS
	STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S)
	BACKGROUND
	DISCUSSION
	FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS
	OPTIONS CONSIDERED
	STRATEGIC PLAN LINK
	CLIMATE CONSIDERATIONS
	CONCLUSIONS
	ATTACHMENTS

	WASTE SITE HOURS – REVIEW OF 2024 CHANGES
	STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S)
	BACKGROUND
	DISCUSSION
	FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS
	OPTIONS CONSIDERED
	CLIMATE CONSIDERATIONS
	STRATEGIC PLAN LINK
	CONCLUSION
	ATTACHMENTS

	SEWAGE SYSTEM MANAGEMENT SERVICES
	STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S)
	BACKGROUND
	DISCUSSION
	OPTIONS CONSIDERED
	FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS
	STRATEGIC PLAN LINK
	CLIMATE CONSIDERATIONS
	CONCLUSIONS
	ATTACHMENTS

	MISSISSIPPI-RIDEAU SOURCE PROTECTION PLAN
	PROPOSED AMENDMENTS
	STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S)
	BACKGROUND
	DISCUSSION
	OPTIONS TO BE CONSIDERED
	FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS
	STRATEGIC PLAN LINK
	CLIMATE CONSIDERATIONS
	CONCLUSIONS
	ATTACHMENTS

	COUNCIL COMMUNICATION PACKAGE
	COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT
	MINUTES
	1. CALL TO ORDER
	2. AMENDMENTS/APPROVAL OF AGENDA
	3. DISCLOSURE OF PECUNIARY INTEREST AND/OR CONFLICT OF INTEREST AND GENERAL NATURE THEREOF
	4. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
	i) Committee of Adjustment Meeting – August 19th, 2024.

	5. INTRODUCTION
	6. APPLICATION
	i) FILE #:  MV24-12 – Thornton

	7. NEW/OTHER BUSINESS
	8. ADJOURNMENT

	PINEHURST CEMETERY BOARD
	MINUTES
	1. CALL TO ORDER
	2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA
	3. DISCLOSURE OF PECUNIARY INTEREST AND/OR CONFLICT OF INTEREST AND GENERAL NATURE THEREOF
	4. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
	i) Minutes – April 11th, 2024.

	5. BUSINESS
	i) Pinehurst Cemetery By-Law Update.
	ii) Name Sign Update.
	iii) Site Visit for Compliance Update.
	iv) Budget Update.
	v) 2025 Draft Budget.
	vi) Expansion of Cemetery.
	vii) Memorial Service Update.

	6. NEW/OTHER BUSINESS
	7. NEXT MEETING DATE AND PROPOSED AGENDA ITEMS
	8. DEFERRED ITEMS
	9. ADJOURNMENT




