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COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
AGENDA 

Tuesday, May 6th, 2025 
Immediately Following the Public Meeting at 5:30 p.m. 

Municipal Office – Council Chambers – 217 Harper Road 
 

 
5:30 p.m. Public Meeting – Zoning By-Law Amendment(s) 
Following Committee of the Whole Meeting  
 
Chair, Councillor Marilyn Thomas 
 
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) – April 8th, 2025 – attached, 
page 9
 
Suggested Recommendation: 
“THAT, the minutes of the Public Meeting – Zoning By-Law Amendment(s) held 
on April 8th, 2025, be approved.” 

5. DELEGATIONS & PRESENTATIONS 

None. 
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6. PRIORITY ISSUES  
 

 

 

  

i) Report #PD-2025-10 – Communal Services Policy and Procedure – 
attached, page 18. 
Noelle Reeve, Planner. 
 
Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“THAT, once finalized, that a by-law be brought forward to adopt the 
Communal Servicing Policy and Procedures with a two-tiered approach for 
securities in Municipal Responsibility Agreements whereby a new system 
operated privately would require a 25% security of the replacement cost with 
the rest to be accumulated before the end of the useful life of the system, and 
for an existing system, the security would be negotiated with the owner based 
on legal advice.” 
 
 
Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“THAT, Tay Valley Township pursue an agreement with the Frontenac 
Municipal Services Corporation to provide water and wastewater liability 
coverage for development proposing communal services in Tay Valley 
Township so that Municipal Responsibility Agreements would not be needed.” 

ii) Report #PD-2025-09 – Bill 5 – Protect Ontario by Unleashing Our Economy 
Act, 2025, Schedule 10 – Proposed Changes to the Endangered Species 
Act, 2007 and a Proposal for the Species Conservation Act, 2025; 
Schedule 7 – Proposed Amendments to the Ontario Heritage Act; And 
Schedule 9 – Special Economic Zones Act, 2025 – attached, page 67. 
Noelle Reeve, Planner. 

Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“THAT, staff submit comments to the Environmental Registry of Ontario posting 
on key areas of importance to Tay Valley Township, as identified in Report 
#PD-2025-09 – Bill 5 – Protect Ontario by Unleashing Our Economy Act, 2025; 
Schedule 10 – Proposed Changes to the Endangered Species Act, 2007 and a 
Proposal for the Species Conservation Act, 2025; Schedule 7 – Proposed 
Amendments to the Ontario Heritage Act; and Schedule 9 – Special Economic 
Zones Act, 2025, by the deadline of May 17, 2025; 
 
AND THAT, this report be circulated to the Minister of Environment 
Conservation and Parks, Minister of Citizenship and Multiculturalism, Ministry of 
Economic Development, Job Creation and Trade, local MPP Jordan, and the 
Rural Ontario Municipal Association.” 
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iii) Report #PW-2025-09 – Blue Box Program Changes to Non-Eligible 
Sources – attached, page 72. 
Sean Ervin, Public Works Manager. 
 
Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“THAT, staff prepare and distribute a survey to the Township’s Non-Eligible 
Sources to gather further information regarding the blue box recycling practices 
of these properties” 
 

iv) Report #PW-2025-10 – Traffic Counting Services – RFP Award – attached, 
page 76. 
Sean Ervin, Public Works Manager. 
 
Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“THAT, the Request for Proposal (RFP) #2025-PW-006 – Traffic Counting 
Services be awarded to Traffic-Survey-Analysis Inc; 
 
AND THAT, the Reeve and Clerk be authorized to sign the necessary 
documentation.” 
 

v) Report #FIN-2025-08 – New Financial System (ERP) – attached, page 80. 
Ashley Liznick, Treasurer. 
 
Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“THAT, staff be authorized to place a deposit with Endeavour Solutions Inc. for 
the migration from Microsoft Dynamics Great Plains (GP) to Microsoft Dynamics 
365 Business Central (SaaS Cloud ERP) inclusive of the SylogistGov 
recommended specific add-ons; 
 
THAT, the deposit and initial licensing costs be funded from the Contingency 
Reserve;  
 
THAT, the estimated ERP operating costs be included in the 2026 and future 
years budgets; 
 
AND THAT, section 7.4 of the Procurement Policy, the requirement for 
competitive bid solicitations, be waived.” 
 

vi) Report #CAO-2025-15 – Proposed New Road Name & Amendment to Road 
Naming By-Law – Cedarwood Way & Bishops Way – attached, page 85. 
Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk. 

 
Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“THAT, the necessary by-law to name an existing Private Road to Cedarwood 
Way and amend the description of another existing Private Road, Bishops Way, 
as outlined in Report #CAO-2025-15 – Proposed New Road Name & 
Amendment to Road Naming By-Law – Cedarwood Way & Bishops Way, be 
brought forward for approval.” 
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vii) Report #CAO-2025-16 – Road Naming Policy – Exemption Consideration – 
Crudden and Storer – attached, page 94. 
Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk. 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“THAT, the right-of-way on the property at 164 Althorpe Road be exempt from 
the Road Naming Policy as long as it continues to be used solely for farm 
access, the property at 164 Althorpe Road and the adjacent farm property 
continue to have frontage on a Public Road (Althorpe Road), and the farm 
property obtain a civic address,  as outlined in Report #CAO-2025-28 – Road 
Naming Policy – Exemption Consideration (Crudden and Storer).” 

viii) Report #CAO-2025-17 – Proposed New Road Name & Amendment to Road 
Naming By-Law – Buchanan Road & Clear Lake Lane 11 – attached, page 
99. 
Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk. 

Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“THAT, the necessary by-law to name an existing Private Road “Buchanan 
Road” and to properly describe both Buchanan Road and Clear Lake Lane 11, 
as outlined in Report #CAO-2025-17 – Proposed New Road Name – Buchanan 
Road and Clear Lake Lane 11, be brought forward for approval following receipt 
of the final deposited survey.” 

ix) Report #CAO-2025-18 – Proposed New Road Name – Little Beaver Bend – 
attached, page 105. 
Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk. 
 
Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“THAT, the necessary by-law to name an existing Private Road to Little Beaver 
Bend as outlined in Report #CAO-2025-18 – Proposed New Road Name – Little 
Beaver Bend, be brought forward for approval once the required survey is 
deposited with Land Registry.” 
 

x) Report #CAO-2025-19 – Proposed Amendment to the Road Naming By-
Law – By-Grove Lane (Public), Crozier Road and Posner Lane – attached, 
page 110. 
Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk. 

Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“THAT, the necessary by-law to amend the Road Naming By-Law to properly 
include and describe three existing Public Roads, as outlined in Report #CAO-
2025-19 – Proposed Amendment to the Road Naming By-Law – Bygrove Lane 
(Public), Crozier Road and Posner Lane, be brought forward to the next Council 
meeting for approval.” 
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xi) Report #CAO-2025-20 – Road Closing – Mutton’s Road – attached, page 
116. 
Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“THAT, Report #CAO-2025-20 – Road Closing – Mutton’s Road, be received 
for information; 
 
AND THAT, the necessary by-law come forward to Council for approval.” 

xii) Appointment of Soccer Volunteers 

Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“THAT, the Council of the Corporation of Tay Valley Township appoint the 
following volunteers for the Tay Valley Soccer Program, subject to the Criminal 
Records Check Policy: 
• Erin Cameron 
• Barry Emslie 
• Ti Ertek 
• Susan Leonard 
• Todd McDonald 
• Jayson Quinnville 
• Nathan Riley 
• Daelin Verkindt.” 

7. CORRESPONDENCE 

i) 25-04-30 – Council Communication Package – attached, page 121. 

Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“THAT, the 25-04-30 Council Communication Package be received for 
information.” 

ii) 25-04-07 – 2024 Integrity Commissioner Services – Annual Report – 
attached, page 123. 

Suggested Recommendation to Council: 
“THAT, the 05-04-07 2024 Integrity Commissioner Services - Annual Report be 
received for information.” 

8. COMMITTEE, BOARD & EXTERNAL ORGANIZATION UPDATES  
 

 

 

 

i) Bolingbroke Cemetery Board. 

25-04-03 – Draft Bolingbroke Cemetery Board Minutes – attached, page 125. 

ii) Committee of Adjustment – deferred to the next meeting. 
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iii) Fire Board. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

25-04-03 – Draft Fire Board Minutes – attached, page 128. 

iv) Library Board – deferred to the next meeting. 

v) Pinehurst Cemetery Board. 

25-04-17 – Draft Pinehurst Cemetery Board Minutes – attached, page 133. 
 

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

vii) Green Energy and Climate Change Working Group. 

25-04-11 – Draft Green Energy and Climate Change Working Group Minutes – 
attached, page 136. 

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

ix) Rideau Valley Conservation Authority Board. 

25-03-27 – Draft Rideau Valley Conservation Authority Board Minutes – 
attached, page 140. 
 
25-04-11 – Rideau Valley Conservation Authority Board of Directors Meeting 
Summary – attached, page 146.    
 
25-04-17 – Rideau Valley Conservation Authority Board of Directors Meeting 
Summary – attached, page 148.    
 

x) Lanark County Traffic Advisory Working Group. 

25-04-16 – Lanark County Traffic Advisory Board Working Group Minutes – 
attached, page 149. 

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

9. CLOSED SESSION  
 

 None. 
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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, April 8th, 2025 
5:30 p.m. 
Tay Valley Municipal Office – 217 Harper Road, Perth, Ontario 
Council Chambers 
_______________________________________________________________ 
 
ATTENDANCE: 
 
Members Present: Reeve Rob Rainer 

Deputy Reeve Fred Dobbie 
Councillor Wayne Baker 
Councillor Greg Hallam 
Councillor Korrine Jordan 
Chair, Councillor Angela Pierman 
Councillor Marilyn Thomas 

 
Staff Present:  Noelle Reeve, Planner 

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

 
Public Present:  Jo Minnie 
    Penny Nault 
    Danny Nault 
    Ian Sherman 
    Randi Sherman 
    John Wasylyk 
    Helen Korzewicz 
    David Cope 
    Manuela Cope 
    Penny Flowers 
    Thies Schacht 
    Kevin Cornell 
    Richard Hepton 
    Dianne Quinn 
    Rosemary Tayler 
    Kevin Cornell  
__________________________________________________________________________ 
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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  
 
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. APPLICATION 
 

i) FILE #ZA24-12: Thies Schacht  
3129 Narrows Lock Road 
Part Lot 17, Concession 6 
Geographic Township of North Burgess 
 

a) PLANNER FILE REVIEW & PROPOSED BY-LAW 

The Planner reviewed the PowerPoint Presentation that was attached to 
the agenda.  
 
The Planner reminded the attendees that zoning is about use of the 
lands, not the design of the structures. 

b) APPLICANT COMMENTS 

The applicant was present.  

c) PUBLIC COMMENTS 

David Cope, neighbour 
- questioned where the 30-meter water setback would be and the 

location of a path 
 
The Planner explained the 30m would be from the stream along the front 
of the property and indicated where the buildings are proposed to be built 

mailto:planningassistant@tayvalleytwp.ca
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on maps included in the presentation. The path would likely be the 
driveway. 
 
Richard Hepton gave an explanation of where the water flows, across 
and along the road. 
 
Helen Korzewicz , neighbour 
- questioned the impact of drilling a well for such a large dwelling 
- what if she loses water pressure from the new well 

 
The Planner explained the 6-Hour Pump Test and how it is used to 
assess the performance of a well and a way of monitoring water level in 
nearby wells. If the pump test indicates the new well could affect nearby 
wells, a water storage component of the new well would be required for 
the applicant’s property to hold water in storage.  She indicated that the 
Ministry of Environment has D-5-4 and D-5-5 guidelines that must be 
followed for individual septic systems and wells. Because the amount of 
septic waste would be 4,500 l/day no hydrogeological study is required. 
Both water quality and water quantity must be demonstrated to be 
adequate according to Ontario Drinking Water Objectives. 
 
The Planner explained that to qualify for a building permit, the septic 
system must be approved by the Mississippi Rideau Septic System 
Office (MRSSO) and the well must meet Ontario Regulation 903 
requirements of the Ontario Water Resources Act. 
 
Dianne Quinn 
- questioned plans for garbage management regarding the five (5) 

units 
- expressed concern regarding keeping residential garbage in small 

residential units, and the risk of leaving garbage outside to attract 
wildlife 

- expressed concern regarding greenhouse gas emissions, how five (5) 
units mean at least five (5) driving to and from work 

 
The Planner explained that those are Site Plan Control Agreement 
issues. 
 
Members discussed: 
- well depths  
- how the rent will be determined to be within the requirements of 

affordable housing for next twenty-five (25) years  
- the size of the units  
- the need for single versus double bedroom units within the Township 
- the concern that the units could be turned into motel rental style units 

rather than long term housing 
- that parking was not included in the Site Plan 
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Thies Schacht explained that according to his research, 840 people in 
Lanark County were looking for either single- or double-bedroom 
affordable housing. He explained that the cost of rent is based on square 
footage and when the unit size goes up the rent goes up. 
 
The neighbours also confirmed that the creek is only there in the Spring. 
 
The Planner explained that the property is not zoned for use as a motel, 
and lease terms under one (1) year would not qualify as affordable 
housing.  She also clarified that there is no commercial zone for housing 
in the Zoning By-law, but there may be a portion of the property zoned 
commercial, for example if there was a store with housing above it. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

d) RECOMMENDATION 

The Planner proposed that the amendments to Zoning By-Law No. 02-
121 be approved and Members requested that the Site Plan Control 
Agreement for this file come to Council for review and approval. 

ii) FILE #ZA24-13 &: Rosemary Tayler  
ZA25-02 160, 1, 2,and Vacant Land MacKay Line Road 
  109, 141, 155 and Vacant Land MacKay Line Road 

Part Lot 25&26 Concession 11 
Geographic Township of Bathurst 
 

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 present. The applicant clarified that the southern end 
of the property is on Fall River and is part of the Algonquin to Adirondack 
corridor.  

c) PUBLIC COMMENTS 

Jo Minnie, adjacent neighbour, expressed concern regarding:  
- impact to her property if this rezoning is approved 
- impact to her animals on her property 
- impact to the ability to operate a farm on her property 
- impact to her ability to use farm equipment and all terrain vehicles 

(ATV) on her property 
- not being able to carry on with future plans of building on the property 
- limitations being imposed on her property because of the closeness 

to a conservation area 
- traffic and noise caused by visitors to conservation area 
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- the impact of easements or restrictions potentially applied to her 
property as result of the applicant property rezoning 

- the effect of increased vehicle and foot traffic on her land and animals 
- the safety of her animals and public visitors 
 
The Planner explained that:  
- the application is to rezone the property as open space to ensure a 

dwelling, golf course or park is not built on it 
- conservation areas and easements have nothing to do with zoning 
- the rezoning will maintain the property as it is without development 
- Jo Minnie’s property will remain zoned as Rural 
- the zoning changes do not change setbacks or the ability to build in 

the future on Jo Minnie’s property 
- rezoning as a conservation area and for conservation use are 

different things 
- the property is currently zoned as Rural, not Agricultural 
- a Conservation Authority is not purchasing the land, 
-  much of the Algonquin to Adirondack corridor is owned by private 

individuals 
- if the property were sold or transferred to a Conservation Authority in 

the future, the land would have to be rezoned again if a Conservation 
Area with buildings, etc. was proposed 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

A Member noted that should a Conservation Authority own land, it does 
not necessarily become publicly accessible. 

d) RECOMMENDATION 

The Planner proposed that the amendments to Zoning By-Law No. 02-
121 be approved. 

iii) FILE #ZA24-12: We the Shermans Inc. 
750/761 Christie Lake Lane 32D 
Part Lot 20-22, 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 present.  
 
Ian Sherman read a statement explaining reasons for design choices, 
and clarifying the intended use of the house – attached, page 9,  
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c) PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 

Received email from Penny Nault – attached page 10. 
 
The Planner reminded Members that the decision to be made is for an 
exception for the building height and west side yard, not design.  
 
The Planner reminded Members that the property is required to have a 
septic permit and well permit before construction, and that Mississippi 
Rideau Septic System Office (MRSSO) reviews the septic permit. 
 
Penny Nault expressed concern that: 
- the size of the proposed building will block sunlight, leaving her home 

in shade 
- that the original site drawings do not identify previous building 

additions to the property that may have been made without permit by 
previous owners 

- the design does not fit into the surroundings  
- this has been a family home for over 50 years 
 
The Planner suggested that it is not unreasonable to ask for an analysis 
of her property regarding the effect to sunlight and shadow. 
 
Members requested that an additional staff report come to the next 
Council meeting. 
 
Received email from Kevin Cornell – attached page 13. 
 
Kevin Cornell: 
- submitted an email to the Planner prior to the meeting 
- cannot see structure from his property 
- questioned the Township’s 9-meter height limit as too short 
- expressed concern over impact to neighbouring properties due to 

traffic 
- expressed concern over impact to neighbouring properties from 

actions such as snowplowing 
- expressed concern over changes of future ownership and property 

use 
- questioned measurements as submitted on the site sketch for the 

detached deck  
- not opposed to development on the lake 
- concerned that a tactic of lot consolidation is being used to by-pass 

Township By-Law intent 
- suggested a better design could be submitted that respected the 

original lot size 
- concerned about a lack of clarity surrounding Township building and 

zoning rules and whether part of the dwelling must remain in place 
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- if someone is coming in and buying a property with an old cottage, 
tearing it down and building new, the Township should make it clear 
that people understand those (building) rules 

- was previously told if a cottage was torn down, it was required that a 
new building had to be on the same footprint 

 

 

The Planner explained that:  
- The TDL decision removed the requirement for part of a dwelling to 

remain when renovations or a new dwelling is built and the Zoning 
By-law clearly reflects this decision 

- the Zoning By-Law was written in 2002 and has not been amended 
since then with respect to height of a dwelling 

- the height limit was consistent with other municipal Zoning By-Laws 
and building practices of the time but can be looked at in the update 
to the Zoning By-law this Summer and Fall 

Randi Sherman, adjacent property owner: 
- referred to a house on Patterson Road that appears to be 3 or 4 

stories 
- no other drivers would go by the front of the structure where the 

porch is proposed as it abuts her property, not the road  
- snowplowing would only impact her property 
- an engineering firm had been hired to review the property and due to 

awkward shape of the property the structure could not go further back 
- the design of the proposed building was done with neighbours in 

mind as there are no windows on the wall facing neighbouring homes 
- the area of the base of the structure was the size of the footprint there 

now, that is why the design was to build up and not out 
- the properties have been owned by her family since 1989, been on 

the land for 35 years 
- the intention is to have the property for family in the future 
- have made significant investments to the property 
- there other similar developments on the lake 
- behind the structure is a garage, no blockage of view of the lake to 

other properties 
 
Members discussed:  
- aesthetics of the build 
- how the build will fit in with the surrounding area 
- how the area, and designs, are becoming modernized 
- the concern of the structure becoming an 8 bedroom, 8 bathroom 

AirBnB 
- building height and design effect on sunlight to neighbouring property 
- concern of visual impact from the lake, and from neighbouring 

properties 
- the need for additional time to review emails received regarding the 

application 
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d) RECOMMENDATION 
 

 

The Planner bring a report with a final recommendation, which could 
include obtaining a rendering regarding sunlight and shadow affect due 
to height of proposed building to the April Council meeting. 

4. ADJOURNMENT 
 
The public meeting adjourned at 7:28 p.m. 
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PRIORITY ISSUES 
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REPORT 
 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
May 6th, 2025 

 
Report #PD-2025-10 

Noelle Reeve, Planner 
 

COMMUNAL SERVICING POLICY AND PROCEDURE 
 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
It is recommended: 
 
“THAT, once finalized, that a by-law be brought forward to adopt the Communal Servicing 
Policy and Procedures with a two-tiered approach for securities in Municipal Responsibility 
Agreements whereby a new system operated privately would require a 25% security of the 
replacement cost with the rest to be accumulated before the end of the useful life of the 
system, and for an existing system, the security would be negotiated with the owner based on 
legal advice.”  
 
 
It is recommended: 
 
“THAT, Tay Valley Township pursue an agreement with the Frontenac Municipal Services 
Corporation to provide water and wastewater liability coverage for development proposing 
communal services in Tay Valley Township so that Municipal Responsibility Agreements 
would not be needed.” 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
In 2016, Tay Valley Township’s Official Plan was changed to permit communal septic and 
communal water systems. Communal systems have been used in the United States and in 
Ontario for decades.  The technology is proven. The regulatory regime, however, presents 
some challenges for developers. 
 
Developments of five (5) residential units or less do not require Municipal Responsibility 
Agreements (as long as they are located on one lot and produce less than 10,000 l/day of 
effluent). However, larger developments using communal systems will require Municipal 
Responsibility Agreements to protect the Township from liability if the system fails. 
 
No development using communal services has been undertaken in Tay Valley and other 
nearby rural areas due to the requirements for a Municipal Responsibility Agreement (MRA) 
for such systems. (The closest communal system is in Quinte and has been in use since 
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2016 servicing 350 new homes, three existing schools, and some commercial property.) 
 
A MRA is recommended by the Ministry of Environment Conservation and Parks (MECP) and 
by the Township solicitor before a communal septic or communal water system permit is 
issued by MECP.   
 
A MRA contains many clauses to limit the liability of the Township, with the most significant 
requirement being that a developer must install the communal system and also post a letter 
of credit covering the cost of replacement of the communal system. Developments with 25-50 
single family dwellings are typical of the size proposed on rural land in Lanark County. These 
small developments cannot carry the cost of installing the services and posting their 
replacement cost immediately. 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
If Tay Valley wants to plan for density that will revitalize our Hamlets and allow for a range of 
housing stock for workforce housing, seniors housing, co-housing, starter family housing, etc. 
we need to have the ability for developers to use communal services.  
 
There are already existing developments in the Township that operate septic systems over 
10,000 l/day and serve more than 5 dwelling units (on upper Scotch Line, Highway 7, and 
Christie Lake Road) but do not have Municipal Responsibility Agreements. If these properties 
required Building Permits that triggered the need for septic permits, they would be required to 
get approval from MECP and enter into a MRA with the Township. 
 
The Planning Department, therefore, commissioned a report by Jp2g on options for 
Communal Servicing. (See attachment 1). The proposed policy and Municipal Responsibility 
Agreement template were reviewed by the Township solicitor. Legal counsel suggested the 
Township require 100% security for both new and existing systems. 
 
The Planner is bringing the proposed policy before Council now because she has been 
approached by a number of different groups interested in creating larger affordable housing 
developments (60-120 units) as well as smaller cohousing groups (7-15 dwelling units). Also 
the Tay Ridge Trailer Park has submitted an Environmental Compliance Approval application 
to the Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks to allow it to expand its septic and 
water systems to fill vacant trailer pads and to create an additional area for a tiny homes 
community.  
 
Discussions with potential developers and the Tay Ridge Trailer Park owner indicated that 
they feel 100% security and even 50% seems high when a new communal system has an 
engineered design, has been approved by MECP engineers, and should last for 20-25 years 
or more.  The Planner agrees with this perspective.  
 
An Operations and Maintenance security is also required which can be negotiated on the 
advice of the Township engineers, based on the type of system installed. Capital replacement 
should be undertaken by the owner (and demonstrated to the Township annually) as a fund 
to be accrued until sufficient funds are collected. 
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It is a matter of what level of risk Council is comfortable with placing on the taxpayers as they 
are the recipients of the burden of paying the replacement cost if a communal system fails, 
and the MECP orders the Township to assume the system as its own infrastructure.  For a 
Clear Cube 105 sized to service approximately 50 homes, the capital cost would range from 
$850,000 to $950,000. 
 
As well as proposing the Municipal Responsibility Agreement policy, the Planner 
recommends that Council authorize staff to pursue an agreement with the Frontenac 
Municipal Services Corporation to provide water and wastewater liability coverage for 
development proposing communal services in Tay Valley Township so that Municipal 
Responsibility Agreements would not be needed. 
 
The policy and procedures are still being finalized with legal and the insurer, pending 
Council’s direction. 
 
OPTIONS CONSIDERED 
 
Option #1 (Recommended) – 2 Tier Approach  
Council adopt the Policy and Procedures, once finalized with legal and the insurer. A two-
tiered policy for securities for communal systems be developed whereby a new system would 
require a security of 25% of replacement cost with the rest to be accumulated before the end 
of the useful life of the system and for an existing system, the security would be negotiated 
with the owner, based on legal advice. 
 
Also, that Tay Valley pursue an agreement with the Frontenac Municipal Services 
Corporation to provide water and wastewater liability coverage for development proposing 
communal services in Tay Valley Township so that Municipal Responsibility Agreements 
would not be needed. 
 
Option #2 – 2 Tier Approach with Different Amount of Securities 
Council propose an amount greater than 25%. 
 
Option #3 – 100% Securities 
Implement a single fee structure policy for a MRA to require 100% securities for both new 
and existing communal systems. 
 
STRATEGIC PLAN LINK 
 
Thriving Economy - Communal septic and water systems allow the possibility of new forms 
of housing development in Tay Valley Township to be undertaken in a more affordable 
configuration and also allow for the revitalization of Hamlets.  
 
Healthy Environment – Communal systems reduce sprawl and treat wastewater in an 
environmentally responsible manner. 
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FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
The Township has a responsibility to protect the taxpayers from assuming the private risk of a 
developer’s infrastructure requirements.  
 
CLIMATE CHANGE CONSIDERATIONS 
 
Clustered development reduces the negative impacts of GHG emissions generated by 
sprawl. 
 
CONCLUSIONS 
 
Staff believe they have proposed a cost sharing formula to keep the private risk with the 
private developer and to protect the taxpayers from bearing that risk, through requirement of 
securities.  Risk is however a political decision and that is why staff is seeking direction from 
Council. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 

 
1. Draft Tay Valley Township Communal Servicing Policy and Procedure 

Prepared and Submitted By: Approved for Submission By: 
 
 
Original Signed Original Signed 
 
 
Noelle Reeve, Amanda Mabo 
Planner Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk
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REPORT 
 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE  
May 6th, 2025 

 
Report #PD-2025-09 

Noelle Reeve, Planner 
 

BILL 5 - PROTECT ONTARIO BY UNLEASHING OUR ECONOMY ACT, 2025 
SCHEDULE 10 - PROPOSED CHANGES TO THE ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT, 2007 

AND A PROPOSAL FOR THE SPECIES CONSERVATION ACT, 2025;  

 

SCHEDULE 7 - PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE ONTARIO HERITAGE ACT; AND 
SCHEDULE 9 - SPECIAL ECONOMIC ZONES ACT, 2025 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
It is recommended: 
 
“THAT, staff submit comments to the Environmental Registry of Ontario posting on key areas 
of importance to Tay Valley Township, as identified in Report #PD-2025-09 – Bill 5 – Protect 
Ontario by Unleashing Our Economy Act, 2025; Schedule 10 – Proposed Changes to the 
Endangered Species Act, 2007 and a Proposal for the Species Conservation Act, 2025; 
Schedule 7 – Proposed Amendments to the Ontario Heritage Act; and Schedule 9 – Special 
Economic Zones Act, 2025, by the deadline of May 17, 2025; 
 
AND THAT, this report be circulated to the Minister of Environment Conservation and Parks, 
Minister of Citizenship and Multiculturalism, Ministry of Economic Development, Job Creation 
and Trade, local MPP Jordan, and the Rural Ontario Municipal Association.” 
 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
On April 17, 2025, the Province introduced Bill 5, the Protect Ontario by Unleashing our 
Economy Act, 2025 https://ero.ontario.ca/notice/025-0416 
  
Schedule 10 of the Act proposes to make immediate amendments to the Endangered 
Species Act (ESA) and would later repeal the ESA and enact the new Species Conservation 
Act, 2025 (SCA), https://ero.ontario.ca/notice/025-0380 
 
The government’s stated intention is to reduce “unnecessary delays and costs for housing, 
transit, and critical infrastructure” and “To help speed up project timelines and provide greater 
certainty for proponents, while protecting species”. 
 
Schedule 7 - Proposed Amendments to the Ontario Heritage Act - would, “allow for 
exemptions to archaeological requirements where it could potentially advance a provincial 

https://ero.ontario.ca/notice/025-0416
https://ero.ontario.ca/notice/025-0380
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priority.” Proposed Amendments to the Ontario Heritage Act, Schedule 7 of the Protect 
Ontario by Unleashing our Economy Act, 2025 | Environmental Registry of Ontario 
 
Finally, Schedule 9 - Special Economic Zones Act, 2025 – authorizes the Lieutenant 
Governor to make regulations designating special economic zones and the Minister to make 
regulations designating trusted proponents and projects exempt from requirements under an 
Act, regulation or other instrument under an Act, including by-laws of a municipality or local 
board. Special Economic Zones Act, 2025 | Environmental Registry of Ontario 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
The province proposes a number of changes to the way Endangered Species are protected 
in Ontario. A few changes appear beneficial e.g., to reduce duplication with federal 
regulations and thus speed up approvals and to increase the amount of funding available for 
habitat restoration or species protection. However, other changes appear to greatly reduce 
species protection. The proposed changes and suggested Township comments are provided 
below. 
 
1) “Shift nearly all species-related authorizations to a registration-first approach. 

Under the proposed SCA, almost all activities that currently require a permit before 
proceeding are anticipated to instead require registration.”  

 
This proposed change eliminates the review of potential impacts on species and their 
habitat by experienced, neutral, government professionals. 
 
Previously, Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks (MECP) biologists would 
have identified potential impacts to species and required mitigation plans. Under the 
proposed changes, consultants hired by a proponent may choose to downplay impacts 
and, therefore, identify no need for mitigation. 
 
The Township has direct experience with a proponent’s biologist changing their 
description of a wetland to a hayed marsh, to a meadow, to benefit their client. 
 
MECP does not have enough staff to review the registrations so species will receive 
less protection. 
 
Developers and corporations will be permitted to regulate themselves. 
 

2) “Focus on the core protections and redefine habitat essential to the conservation 
of species.” “The definition of habitat is proposed to be reframed as follows:  

 
• for animal species: 

a dwelling place, such as a den, nest, or similar place, occupied or habitually 
occupied by one or more members of a species for the purposes of breeding, 
rearing, staging, wintering, or hibernating and the area immediately surrounding 
a dwelling place described above that is essential for the purposes mentioned 
 

https://ero.ontario.ca/notice/025-0418
https://ero.ontario.ca/notice/025-0418
https://ero.ontario.ca/notice/025-0391
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• for vascular plant species: the critical root zone surrounding a member of the 
species 
 

 

 

 

 

• for all other species (for example, lichens): an area on which any member of the 
species directly depends to carry out its life processes.” 

 
Therefore, the definition of animal habitat will be reduced. According to conservation 
organizations, habitat loss and degradation are the leading threats to most species at 
risk. Taking foxes as an example, just the den and the soil around the den, would be 
protected. None of the habitat that the fox lives in, that it needs for food, or the water it 
drinks, or the area it needs to find a mate would be protected. 
 
Many animals and most snakes and turtles are killed on roads, far from where they 
hibernate or den or nest. Protection of just point locations in their lifecycle (dens, 
nests) will eliminate protection in other stages of their lives.  

 
3) The government would have discretion to remove protected species from the list, 

not just the Committee on the Status of Species At Risk in Ontario (COSSARO). The 
concern with this proposal is that the government could make decisions based on 
politics, not science. 

4) Establish a new Species Conservation Program to support voluntary initiatives like 
habitat restoration that protect and conserve species” with funds “up to $20 
million/year”. 

While quadrupling the amount of spending on habitat restoration is welcome, the 
program is designed to rehabilitate habitats that have already been destroyed, instead 
of protecting them in the first place. 
Also, it is fundamentally unfair that the cost of restoration is being borne by the general 
taxpayer, and not the corporations and developers who are destroying the habitat. 
Previously developers had to provide an overall benefit to a species impacted by their 
project by creating three times the amount of habitat destroyed.  That provision was 
then replaced by a requirement to contribute to a fund for conservation activities. 
Now, without regulations being introduced to set fines or any other consequences for 
habitat destruction, it appears that public tax dollars will be used to compensate for 
private profits achieved through species destruction. 

 
5) Remove duplication with federal legislation for migratory birds and aquatic species. 

This provision is supported by the Township. 

6) Propose to strengthen enforcement of the amended Endangered Species Act and 
the proposed Species Conservation Act with clearer inspection and investigation 
powers and new order powers to achieve species protection. The Township looks 
forward to seeing investigative powers and orders strengthened.  However, with the 
habitat protection so greatly reduced, strengthening enforcement powers is not likely 
to compensate for the loss of habitat. 
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Another schedule of Bill 5, Schedule 7 - Proposed Amendments to the Ontario Heritage 
Act - would, “allow for exemptions to archaeological requirements where it could potentially 
advance a provincial priority”. “The amendments would include an authority to establish, in 
regulation, criteria that must be met for a property to be eligible for an exemption.”  
 
Until the regulations are established it is unknown what the dull effect will be. However, the 
Planner recommends commenting that as part of Truth and Reconciliation commitments, the 
Township would not support removing the requirement for archaeological studies. 
 
Finally, Schedule 9 - Special Economic Zones Act, 2025 – authorizes the Lieutenant 
Governor to make regulations designating special economic zones and the Minister to make 
regulations designating “trusted proponents and projects”. The trusted proponents and 
projects can then be exempted from requirements under an Act, regulation or other 
instrument under an Act, including by-laws of a municipality or local board. 
 
In other words, if a developer was designated a trusted proponent, environmental protections, 
Township by-laws, and other regulations could be waived.  
 
The Township objects to this hijacking of democratic community decisions (Official Plans, 
Zoning By-Laws) to be replaced by the goals of for profit, private interests. This government 
was recently rebuked by the Auditor General for misuse of Minister’s Zoning Orders (MZOs). 
This proposal appears to ignore that direction and create MZOs on steroids. 
 
The opportunity for corruption is also raised by the creation of “trusted proponents”. As a TVO 
article points out, “the government is asking the legislature to put extremely lucrative powers 
in the hands of cabinet ministers dealing with companies whose officers can make generous 
political donations”. 
 
OPTIONS TO BE CONSIDERED 
 
Option #1 (Recommended) - The Planner submit the Municipality’s response to the 
Environmental Registry of Ontario postings as well as to Minister of Environment 
Conservation and Parks, Honourable Todd McCarthy; Minister of Citizenship and 
Multiculturalism, Honourable Graham McGregor; Minister of Economic Development, Job 
Creation and Trade, Honourable Victor Fideli; local MPP John Jordan, and to the Rural 
Ontario Municipal Association. 
 
Option #2 – Council chooses to submit some of the comments but not all.  
 
FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
If enacted, a number of the proposed provincial legislative and policy changes identified in 
this report could have significant impacts for development. Identifying point locations related 
to species at risk is more complicated than identifying a general habitat area of a species and 
will likely cost more and introduce delays.  
 
Protecting biodiversity through habitat protection makes economic sense, since ecosystem 
services like clean water, pollination and climate regulation contribute billions of dollars to 
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Ontario’s economy each year. Destroying these habitats will have a negative impact on the 
economy. 
 
STRATEGIC PLAN LINK 
 
Strong Community and Thriving Economy - Over-riding Township by-laws or other pieces 
of legislation could create adverse impacts that the Township would have to compensate for. 
 
Healthy Environment – Reducing habitat protection reduces biodiversity which makes our 
ecosystems more fragile. Schedule 10 raises the spectre of environmental sacrifice zones for 
short term economic development. 
 
CLIMATE CONSIDERATIONS 
 
Reducing habitat protection impacts the ability of the landscape to absorb carbon, reduce 
flooding and drought, and maintain resiliency to climate impacts.  
 
CONCLUSION 
 
The Planner concludes that the Township should comment on the Environmental Registry of 
Ontario postings so that the province hears the measures the Township supports and the 
specific potential negative impacts on our rural area.   
 
Bill 5, Schedule 9 removes local control over community land use decisions by over-riding 
them to an even greater extent than Minister’s Zoning Orders.  
 
Schedule 7 could harm Truth and Reconciliation efforts by removing Indigenous consultation 
on archaeological sites.  
 
Schedule 10 could have a particularly negative impact on Tay Valley Township because of 
our unique ecosystems that contain species at risk found both in northern and southern 
Ontario. Schedule 10 proposes to reduce habitat protection which will seriously reduce 
species protection. Habitat destruction harms the economy, since ecosystem services like 
clean water, pollination and climate regulation contribute billions of dollars to Ontario’s 
economy each year. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
None 
 
Prepared and Submitted By:  Approved for Submission By: 
 
 
Noelle Reeve,   Amanda Mabo, 
Planner  Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk 
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REPORT 
 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
May 6, 2025  

 
Report #PW-2025-09 

Sean Ervin, Public Works Manager 
BLUE BOX PROGRAM CHANGES TO NON-ELIGIBLE SOURCES 

 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
It is recommended: 
 
“THAT, staff prepare and distribute a survey to the Township’s Non-Eligible Sources to 
gather further information regarding the blue box recycling practices of these properties” 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
On June 3, 2021, the Ontario Minister of Environment, Conservation and Parks approved 
Ontario Regulation 391/21 Blue Box under the Resource Recovery and Circular Economy 
Act, 2016. The regulation shifts the responsibility for collection, hauling, processing and 
marketing of blue box materials, including related promotion and education activity, from 
communities to producers of paper products, packaging, and packaging-like products. As a 
result, these producers will become fully financially and operationally responsible for the 
residential Blue Box Program.  
 
Tay Valley Township transitioned to the new regulation on January 1, 2025. 
 
The regulation states what entities must be serviced by producers during the transition period 
(July 1, 2023, to December 31, 2025) and post transition (starting January 1, 2026). These 
entities are referred to as eligible sources (i.e., residential homes, multi-residential buildings, 
elementary/secondary schools, some long-term care/retirement homes and some public 
spaces).  
 
Under the regulation, producers have no legal obligation to collect blue box material from 
non-eligible sources (i.e., businesses and other institutions not listed above) during or post 
transition. Therefore, costs associated with providing blue box collection and processing 
services to non-eligible sources will continue to be borne by Tay Valley if the Township 
chooses to continue servicing these sources. 
 
  

https://www.ontario.ca/laws/regulation/r21391
https://www.ontario.ca/laws/statute/16r12
https://www.ontario.ca/laws/statute/16r12
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Non-eligible sources include:  
 
• industrial or commercial properties (not including residential units on the property),  
• not-for-profit organizations,  
• municipal buildings or facilities,  
• daycares,  
• places of worship (not including a residential home on the property), 
• campgrounds and trailer-parks for temporary stay, and  
• commercial farms (not including a residential home on the farm property). 
 
Tay Valley Township has always paid the costs to collect, haul and process non-eligible 
source blue box materials. Under the previous Blue Box Program, communities were 
permitted to co-mingle eligible and non-eligible source blue box material with fees or property 
taxes covering the costs to provide the service to the non-eligible sources. These costs were 
considered reasonable because of the ability to co-mingle the two sources of material.  
 
The Township does not have any data to determine which of the non-eligible sources were 
using the Townships services or how much blue box materials the non-eligible sources 
created.  
 
During the transition period, Circular Materials has permitted communities to continue to co-
mingle and pay for the collection and processing of the blue box materials from non-eligible 
sources, if an arrangement is made. Post transition, co-mingling will no longer be permitted, 
and non-eligible sources must be collected separately.  
 
Staff will be reporting back with recommendations for Council on whether to continue 
servicing non-eligible sources during and/or post transition. In the meantime, below describes 
the current service to non-eligible sources and the options being explored. 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
The Township has three (3) depot sites where non-eligible sources can bring their blue box 
materials. Staff used Municipal Property Assessment Corporation (MPAC) property codes to 
determine that there are seventy-nine (79) properties that are considered non-eligible 
sources. Of these properties, staff believe there are fifty-eight (58) properties that would have 
non-eligible blue box materials.  
Staff have started gathering data to confirm the number of non-eligible sources within the 
Township and will create a survey that could be sent to these properties to determine their 
current blue box collection practices, such as if they use the depots or if they have retained 
their own collection provider or if they currently use the depots and which site(s). 
During transition, from January 1, 2025, until December 31, 2025, Tay Valley continues to co-
ming eligible and non-eligible source blue box material with Circular Materials (CM) and are 
paying $200 per tonne of blue box materials collected multiplied by a 2.35%, the percentage 
of non-eligible properties in Tay Valley based on MPAC assessments.  
 
This option allows Tay Valley to continue current practices until December 31, 2025, 
providing additional time to make decisions and determine the viability of the options to 
service non-eligible sources. 
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FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
The Township is currently paying an average of $130 per month (based on three months) to 
co-mingle the non-eligible sources with the eligible sources. This is based on the number of 
tonnes of recyclables collected, multiplied by 2.35%, multiplied by $200.00.  
 
After the deadline, the Township is responsible for 100% of the cost of non-eligible sources if 
the Township continues to accept non-eligible sources. 
 
Staff have yet to gather quotes for a separate blue box service at one, or more, of the 
Township’s depots. However, a thorough cost-analysis will be completed following the results 
of the non-eligible sources survey as the cost will vary depending on the size of the bins 
required and the frequency of required pick-ups.  
 
OPTIONS CONSIDERED 
 
Starting January 1, 2026, CM will no longer permit their contractors (Tay Valley is the 
“contractor”) to collect blue box materials from non-eligible sources. Therefore, Tay Valley will 
need to decide how to manage the blue box materials generated by non-eligible sources. 
One of the options noted below will need to be chosen post transition (January 1, 2026, and 
onward).  
 
Option #1 – Provide separate collection and processing service to non-eligible sources 
 
Under Option 1, staff would either receive competitive bids or discuss an additional scope of 
work with the current waste contractor for blue box collection, hauling and processing 
services to the non-eligible sources in a dedicated service program (since non-eligible source 
material cannot be co-mingled with residential material post transition). Staff would possibly 
recommend that one of the depot sites, such as Glen Tay, be dedicated to accepting non-
eligible sources. However, this will be better determined following the results of the non-
eligible survey and based on where most of the non-eligible sources are currently taking their 
blue box materials. 
 
This option would result in continued service to non-eligible sources with some possible 
service level changes to ensure the blue box material from the non-eligible sources is not co-
mingled with blue box material from residential sources. This separate collection service will 
likely result in a higher cost post transition (January 1, 2026, onward) and is also dependent 
on securing processing capacity for non-eligible source material. 
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Option #2 – Terminate blue box service to non-eligible sources. 
 
Under Option 2, Tay Valley would assume no responsibility for the collection of non-eligible 
source material beginning January 1, 2026. Non-eligible sources would need to arrange for 
private collection of blue box materials, most likely a bin on site for recycling that they would 
pay to have taken away. 
 
This option would result in minimal administrative work, however, would need to be supported 
by a strong promotion and education campaign to inform the non-eligible sources of service 
changes. The risk with this option is non-eligible sources may not be able to arrange for 
private collection which may result in increased blue box material tonnage in the garbage 
stream and increased costs to manage the garbage stream.  
 
CLIMATE CONSIDERATIONS 
 
Ensuring an efficient and effective Blue Box program will reduce Green House Gas 
Emissions and ensure that recycling materials do not end up in the landfill. 
 
STRATEGIC PLAN LINK 
 
Mission: To deliver efficient and effective services for the benefit of residents, visitors, and 
businesses. 
 
CONCLUSIONS 
 
Staff will continue to analyze the options presented above and return to Council with 
recommendations on following the results of the survey and more research by staff. Staff are 
tentatively aiming to bring a follow-up report in the third quarter of 2025.  
 
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 
May 6, 2025 

 
Report #PW-2025-10 

Sean Ervin, Public Works Manager 
 

TRAFFIC COUNTING SERVICES – RFP AWARD 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
It is recommended: 
 
“THAT, the Request for Proposal (RFP) #2025-PW-006 – Traffic Counting Services be 
awarded to Traffic-Survey-Analysis Inc; 
 
AND THAT, the Reeve and Clerk be authorized to sign the necessary documentation.” 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The Township has never completed a traffic counting study to determine the volume of traffic 
on each of the different roads under the jurisdiction of Tay Valley Township. The Township 
does own two (2) traffic counters; however, it would take many years and a significant 
amount of staff time to gather this information and therefore hiring of a third-party expert is 
the most efficient way to gather this information.  
 
The general scope of work for this project includes:  

• Collect Average Daily Traffic (ADT) for all 158 road segments.  
o Traffic Counters shall be automatic traffic recorders and record two-way traffic 

at 15-minute intervals for 24 hours per day over a consecutive 7-day period.  
• Traffic Counters shall be deployed between June 1st to September 1st, 2025 to capture 

peak seasonal traffic accurately.  
• A daily summary report shall be prepared for each road segment, and include: 

o Hourly summary of each type of vehicle (bike, passenger vehicles, and the 
different classes of trucks. 

o Daily total for each type of vehicle (13 different axle classification) 
o AM peak and PM peak traffic periods 
o Average speed and 85% of speed.  

 
With the Township’s fluctuating population due to seasonal residents, the traffic volumes on 
some of the Township’s roads significantly changes during the different seasons. The 
proponent will use industry standard methods to fully evaluate the fluctuating traffic volumes 
on the different road segments.  
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DISCUSSION 
 
The Request for Proposal (RFP) for Traffic Counting Services was issued on March 6, 2025, 
on the Township’s portal of Bids and Tenders. The RFP closed on April 10, 2025, and five (5) 
bids were received, which are outlined in the table below.   
 

 

 
Each of the proposals written and financial component were evaluated separately. The 
written component was evaluated on the following criteria, for the maximum of 70 points:  
 

• The firm’s qualifications and experience on similar projects; 
• The project teams experience; 
• Project understanding; and, 
• Work plan, methodology and quality assurance plan;  

 
The financial component is evaluated by awarding the lowest priced proposal the full amount 
of points, 30 points.  The remaining proposals are awarded by completing the following 
evaluation: 

Awarded Price Points = �
Lowest Proposal

Evaluated Proposal�×MAX POINTS (30) 

 
Staff have reviewed and evaluated all five (5) of the submissions and concluded that the 
proposal submitted by Traffic-Survey-Analysis Inc. (TSA) was the most thorough and scored 
the highest out of the proposals that were submitted. TSA specializes in providing traffic 
counting services and has completed projects for the Ministry of Transportation and the 
County of Peterborough. The firm has an abundance of traffic counting units and can deploy 
all of them at the same time to complete all 158 of the Township’s road segments at once.  
 
FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
The Township included $44,500 in the 2025 Capital Budget for this project, to be funded from 
the Contingency Reserve and Development Charges.  The submission from TSA is well 
within budget and a financial breakdown is provided below:  
  

 Company 
Traffic-Survey-Analysis Inc 
Smart Sensor Solutions 
Ontario Traffic Inc 
Rural Impact Canada 
The Greer Galloway Group Inc. 
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Submission Price  $ 30,173.26  
Non-Rebated H.S.T.   $ 531.05  
Total Price  $ 30,704.31  
Budget  $ 44,500.00  
Surplus/(Deficit)  $ 13,795.69  

 
The project has a surplus of $13,795.69 and all unused funds will remain in Contingency and 
Development Charges Reserves. 
 
CLIMATE CONSIDERATIONS 
 
Not Applicable.  
 
OPTIONS CONSIDERED 
 
Option #1 (Recommended) – Council recommends to the Reeve to award the RFP to 
Traffic-Survey-Analysis Inc. 
  
Option #2 – Council does not recommend award of the RFP and provides further 
recommendations to the Reeve.  
 
STRATEGIC PLAN LINK 
 
Strategic Priority – Sustainable Finances. 
 
CONCLUSIONS 
 
Traffic volumes on the different Township roads will provide vital information to the Reeve, 
Council and Staff when making decisions on future road and bridge capital projects and also 
set a baseline to show growth in Tay Valley.  
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
1. Federal Highway Vehicle Classifications 
 
Prepared and Submitted By:  Approved for Submission By: 
 
 
 
Sean Ervin,   Amanda Mabo, 
Public Works Manager  Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk 
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Federal Highway Vehicle Classifications  
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REPORT 
 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
May 6th, 2025 

 
Report #FIN-2025-08 

Ashley Liznick, Treasurer 
 

NEW FINANCIAL SYSTEM (ERP) 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
It is recommended: 
 
“THAT, staff be authorized to place a deposit with Endeavour Solutions Inc. for the migration 
from Microsoft Dynamics Great Plains (GP) to Microsoft Dynamics 365 Business Central 
(SaaS Cloud ERP) inclusive of the SylogistGov recommended specific add-ons; 
 
THAT, the deposit and initial licensing costs be funded from the Contingency Reserve;  
 
THAT, the estimated ERP operating costs be included in the 2026 and future years budgets; 
 
AND THAT, section 7.4 of the Procurement Policy, the requirement for competitive bid 
solicitations, be waived.” 
 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
Lanark County and five (5) other local municipalities are using Great Plains (GP) for financial 
reporting.  This system is a Microsoft product. 
 
Microsoft, on September 25, 2024, announced the end of life for Dynamics GP will be 
September 30, 2029.  According to Microsoft, by April 1, 2026 there will be no new customer 
sales of GP including both perpetual and subscription licenses, and December 2028 will mark 
the final year end update for Dynamics GP.  Microsoft previously announced in November 
2022 that there will be no new features or major updates for Dynamics GP. The October 
2022 release was the final release with major feature updates, signaling the end of new 
modules or significant functionality enhancements. 
 
Migration to a new Enterprise Resource Planning (ERP) software (manages the day-to-day 
business activities such as taxation, payroll, accounts receivable, accounts payable, 
invoicing, etc.) should occur as soon as possible.  The reason is over 60% of municipalities in 
Canada are using the GP system.  There will be hundreds of municipalities migrating.  
Migration time slots are filling quickly. 
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An ERP system extends beyond simple finance and accounting but also needs to have 
capacity to provide functionality and visibility across all departments in the municipality.  An 
increased need for integration with other software platforms, a Citizen Portal, electronic 
timesheets, a human resources (HR) module, budgeting software, and capacity for a scalable 
system that will grow with the Township. 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
Staff have attended virtual demonstrations with the vendor who has relevant Ontario 
municipal implementations and verified an understanding of the requirements for managing 
the highly complex and regulated property tax component needed for the Township’s new 
ERP. 
 
The GP system is a Microsoft product. Microsoft is recommending that clients move from GP 
to Microsoft Dynamics 365 Central (SaaS Cloud ERP).  There are several advantages with 
this recommendation: 

- Seamless transfer of data from one Microsoft platform to another.  
- Enhanced security. Data will be contained within Microsoft’s Azure cloud environment 

which has world class security protections in place.  
- Compatibility with existing systems/programs.  The County, and thus the Township, 

from an IT perspective has standardized on Microsoft products. Using Microsoft’s 
Dynamics 365 Central solution ensures seamless integrations with programs such as 
Microsoft Office and CoPilot (Artificial Intelligence).  

- Reduced capital expenditures.  Since the ERP system will be hosted in the cloud there 
will no longer be a need to replace on site servers in the next 4-6 years. 

 
The Microsoft recommended ERP system requires specific add-ons that are unique to 
Canada (i.e. payroll, HST, etc.).  SylogistGov is the recommended supplier for the addons 
required. This company is Canadian owned and trades on the Toronto Stock Exchange.  
SylogistGov is a Microsoft product built on the Dynamics 365 Business Central platform, with 
over 200,000 customers worldwide, customized for municipal and government services.  It 
operates as a Software as a Service (SaaS) which brings multiple benefits to the Township in 
that the service provider manages updates, backups and security, and software can be 
accessed from anywhere with an internet connection and does not need to be installed or 
maintained on individual devices. 
 
SylogistGov is a partner-led organization (i.e. you must use an authorized partner for 
implementation and support). One of the authorized partners is Endeavour Solutions Inc. 
Endeavour is currently supporting over seven hundred (700) GP installations.  Endeavour 
has supported GP clients for over thirty-six (36) years.  Feedback received from the Municipal 
Finance Officers Association (MFOA) Treasurer group has been very positive.    
 
Some of the features of the system include: 

- A secure Citizen Portal that will allow residents to log in and view, print, and pay tax 
bills, produce tax statements, pet licenses (not applicable currently), and business 
licenses (not applicable currently) 

- Electronic timesheets (on the project list) 
- HR module 
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- Budgeting software (on the project list) 
- Advanced analytics, dashboards, Key Performance Indicators (KPIs), and reporting, 

including reporting for year-to-date analysis, Financial Statements, and the Financial 
Information Return (FIR) for the ministry 

- Integration with GIS software 
- Purchasing and procurement workflows for all departments (not applicable currently) 
- Online processing of employee expenses (not applicable currently) 
- Grant management to help streamline applications, fund allocation, and compliance 

tracking (not applicable currently) 
- Automation for efficient financial operations 
- Integration with Microsoft products 

 
Benefits of the investment in SylogistGov for the municipality and residents over the long 
term: 

- Enhanced resident access to information via the Citizen Portal to aid in the prevention 
of additional fees for residents related to late payments, mail disruptions, statement 
reprints, etc. 

- Ability to design reporting to inform the annual Financial Information Return and the 
annual audited financial statements 

- Enhanced availability and access to training for new hires and/or other departments 
- Expanded capacity to manage transaction volume increases due to growth 
- SaaS (Software as a Service) mitigates business interruption risk 
- Can be used by and accessed by certain departments 
- Enhanced opportunity for succession planning, cross training, and system 

maximization utilizing training and AI functionality 
- Microsoft product allows for portability of information across different programs (for 

example Excel, Word, PowerPoint) 
 
OPTIONS CONSIDERED 
 
Option 1 (Recommended) – Reserve a timeslot for the GP migration by paying a refundable 
deposit with Endeavour.   
 
Option 2 – RFP for a new ERP system.   
This is not recommended.  Staff capacity and expertise and future delays in securing a spot 
would defer this project significantly. 
 
Option 3 – Delay GP Mitigation until closer to 2029.   
This is not recommended.  With waiting until closer to end of life of the current system should 
any “issues” or “roadblocks” occur it could be detrimental to the Township.  Also, the 
Township would lose out on any cost savings, such as training or migration, that would occur 
due to other locals/County moving forward without the Township. 
 
FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
Section 7.4 of the Township’s Procurement Policy states “Professional consulting services 
estimated to cost more than $2,000 shall be requested through a competitive Request for 
Proposal (RFP) process.”  
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County IT staff have been heavily involved in the discussions, along with discussions at the 
local level as well.  Very detailed demonstrations and conversations of current needs, 
additional requests, and future possibilities were well thought out.  The County and many of 
the other local municipalities are sole sourcing based on the feedback and information 
researched.  One local municipality performed a full request for proposal (RFP) and they are 
proposing to their Council to authorize the purchase of the new ERP to the same software, 
SylogistGov. 
 
Preliminary estimates for one-time implementation costs range between $250,000-$300,000.  
A formal quote will be provided in the coming weeks which will be reviewed with County IT 
staff.  Staff are hopeful that some migration costs can be reduced with joint training sessions 
and group purchasing strategies.  At time of this report, it appears that four (4) others (County 
and (three (3) local) are moving forward with the same system. 
 
Annual costs post implementation for the Microsoft/SylogistGov ERP solution supported by 
Endeavour Solutions Inc. is estimated to be approximately $60,000-$70,000.  In comparison, 
Great Plains is currently $36,500 per year but requires the investment of an on-premises 
server every ten (10) or less years (2023 cost of $53,700).  
 
Support is estimated to range between $20,000-$24,000, though support is based on actual 
time spent so could be lower. 
 
Throughout the project the Township will also need to retain County IT to assist with certain 
aspects of the project, for example the cloud environment, etc. 
 
A 25% deposit (estimated maximum of $75,000) + annual cost of licensing is required at the 
time of signing the agreement to secure/reserve a 2026/2027 migration time slot.  The 
deposit is fully refundable except for any work that was completed prior to the cancellation. 
 
Overall, the cost of the project could be between $350,000 and $400,000. 
 
Staff are recommending this project (currently just the deposit and licensing costs) be funded 
from the Contingency Reserve.  The Contingency Reserve is just over one million dollars. 
 
CLIMATE CONSIDERATIONS 
 
Not Applicable. 
 
STRATEGIC PLAN LINK 
 
Mission and Values – To deliver efficient and effective services for the benefit of residents, 
visitors, and businesses. 
 
Accountable – We value honest and transparent communication and strive for accountability 
in everything we do, demonstrating value for tax dollars and visible progress on municipal 
initiatives. 
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Process Improvement – Implement electronic timesheets, online tax look-up system.  
Procure and implement budgeting software. 
 
CONCLUSIONS 
 
Reserving a Great Plain migration timeslot slot early will ensure the Township always has a 
fully supported ERP system available. 
 
The new ERP brings a number of efficiencies both internally and to property owners.  
 
The new ERP also combines a number of projects into one project – electronic timesheets, 
budget software, etc. 
 
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  
May 6th, 2025 

 
Report #CAO-2025-15 

Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk 
 

PROPOSED NEW ROAD NAME & AMENDMENT TO ROAD NAMING BY-LAW 
CEDARWOOD WAY & BISHOPS WAY 

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
“THAT, the necessary by-law to name an existing Private Road to Cedarwood Way and 
amend the description of another existing Private Road, Bishops Way, as outlined in Report 
#CAO-2025-15 – Proposed New Road Name & Amendment to Road Naming By-Law – 
Cedarwood Way & Bishops Way, be brought forward for approval.” 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
A Building Permit Application was received for a property at 262 Bishops Way. The property 
is accessed via a legal right-of-way extending from Elm Grove Road, as partially shown in 
yellow and purple on the attached survey (27R-5265).  
 
All properties require legal access and road frontage (with some exceptions). A preliminary 
review was conducted by the Executive Assistant and legal access was verified for the 
applicant’s property.  
 
Historically, a portion of the right-of-way in question has been known locally as Bishops Way, 
a road name that is reflected in the Township’s Road Naming By-Law. However, a review of 
available survey documents, dating back as far as 1960, indicates that what was once 
perceived as a single roadway is actually composed of at least two distinct sections. 
 
The 1992 survey (27R-5265) clearly differentiates between a forked layout.  One branch (Part 
3, highlighted purple) leads directly to the applicant’s parcel, while the other (Part 4, 
highlighted yellow) extends northeast and serves as access to two other properties. 
 
Traditionally, the entire roadway was known as Bishops Way, but the physical layout in 
surveys and on the ground shows that these two parts serve as separate access routes. 
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DISCUSSION 
 
Road names are critical for civic addressing and emergency response purposes. To proceed 
with the applicant’s related building permit application, the Private Roads must be properly 
named and described in the Township’s Road Naming By-Law.  
 
Since a road cannot split into two parts with the same name, both roads must be properly 
described in the Township’s Road Naming By-Law. Because the Land Registry office 
requires descriptions to consist of distinct parts on plans of survey to register the Road 
Naming By-Law, a survey was required. 
 
The applicant’s options were: 

1. Name the surveyed portion of road leading to the applicant’s property (Part 3, purple). 
2. Survey and name the end of Part 4 (now shown as Part 1 on Plan 27R-12450, 

highlighted in brown) and add it to the Road Naming By-Law so the applicants can 
keep the name “Bishops Way”. 

• This option requires providing clear descriptions for both Private Roads in the Road 
Naming By-Law, including updating the description of Bishops Way. 

 
Because one of the owners wants to retain the name Bishops Way for the road leading to the 
applicant’s property, a survey was done on the other part. This part (Part 1 on 27R-12450, 
brown) is now proposed to be called Cedarwood Way. 
 
This ensures that each right-of-way is properly named and described in the Township’s Road 
Naming By-Law and that each Private Road has a unique name for emergency services 
purposes. 
 
The version of survey 27R-5265 on page eight (8) of this report shows the proposed 
Cedarwood Way in brown and the proposed portion of Bishops Way in Tay Valley Township 
in green. 
 
The applicant worked with affected landowners to select three proposed road names. Per the 
Road, Addressing, and Parcels (RAP) Project Policy, the proposed names were submitted to 
the County to be run through the database to ensure there were no duplicates or similarities 
to other roads in the region. 
 
Both affected landowners agreed to the name Cedarwood Way, which was the only proposed 
option that had no duplicates or similarities in the region. 
 
OPTIONS CONSIDERED 
 
Option #1 (Recommended) – Name the Existing Private Road Cedarwood Way and 
Amend the Description of the existing Private Road Bishops Way 
Cedarwood Way meets the requirements of the RAP Policy and consensus was received 
from a majority of affected landowners. This option also formalizes the long-standing name of 
Bishops Way by properly describing it in the Township’s Road Naming By-Law. This ensures 
consistency with road naming and municipal addressing practices and maintains the existing 
civic addresses for the majority of properties. 
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Option #2 – Propose Alternate Names for Both Private Roads 
This option is not recommended because it would delay the Road Naming process at least 
two months, require starting the process over, and it does not recognize the efforts the 
applicants put into surveying the road so they could keep the name Bishops Way. 
 
STRATEGIC PLAN LINK 
 
None. 
 
FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
All costs are borne by the applicants. Per the Tariff of Fees, the applicant submitted a $650 
fee for staff time and a $2,000 deposit for any legal, road name signs and posts. 
 
CONCLUSIONS 
 
That the necessary by-law to name the existing Private Road “Cedarwood Way” and to 
amend the description of the existing Private Road “Bishops Way”, as outlined in this report, 
be brought forward for approval. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 

 
i) GIS Maps 
ii) Survey 27R-5265 highlighted 
iii) Survey 27R-12450 highlighted as proposed Cedarwood Way 
iv) Survey 27R-9174 highlighted with a portion of Bishops Way in the Township of 

Drummond/North Elmsley 
 
 
Prepared and Submitted by:      Approved for Submission by:

    
 
 
 
Dayna Clark,           Amanda Mabo, 
Executive Assistant/Alternate CEMC        Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk
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GIS Map showing Cedarwood Way off Bishops Way in Tay Valley Township 
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GIS Map showing Bishops Way off McKay Farm Road in the Township of Drummond/North Elmsley 
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County GIS Map showing entirety of Bishops Way in Tay Valley Township and the Township of Drummond/North 
Elmsley
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Plan 27R-5265 showing Part 4 (yellow) and Part 3 (purple) in Tay Valley Township 
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Survey 27R-12450 (Showing Cedarwood Way)
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Survey 27R-5265 (Showing proposed Cedarwood Way in brown and the proposed 
portion of Bishops Way in Tay Valley Township in green) 
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REPORT 
 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE  
May 6th, 2025 

 
Report #CAO-2025-16 

Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk 
 

ROAD NAMING POLICY - EXEMPTION CONSIDERATION 
CRUDDEN AND STORER 

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
“THAT, the right-of-way on the property at 164 Althorpe Road be exempt from the Road 
Naming Policy as long as it continues to be used solely for farm access, the property at 164 
Althorpe Road and the adjacent farm property continue to have frontage on a Public Road 
(Althorpe Road), and the farm property obtain a civic address,  as outlined in Report #CAO-
2025-28 – Road Naming Policy – Exemption Consideration (Crudden and Storer).” 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
A Building Permit application was received for a property at 164 Althorpe Road. The property 
has road frontage on Althorpe Road and contains a legal right-of-way, which originates from 
a neighbouring farm, runs down a portion of the applicant’s laneway toward Althorpe Road, 
then runs parallel to the road and across the applicant’s property (see attached in red).  
 
Per the Municipality’s Official Plan, all properties require road frontage (with some 
exceptions) and legal access.  
 
This right-of-way has existed since at least 1983 and serves two purposes: 

1. It forms the initial portion of the applicant’s laneway leading to their dwelling. 
2. It allows an adjacent farmer to cross the applicant’s property to access their farmland 

on the other side. 
 
It was not previously named or included in the Township’s Road Naming By-Law as a Private 
Road. 
 
It is important to note that the adjacent farmland parcel does not have an approved entrance 
or assigned civic address from the County Road. Also, the physical right-of-way is not in the 
surveyed location.  
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DISCUSSION 
 
The Township’s Road Naming Policy requires that all Private Roads providing access to 
multiple properties be named to ensure emergency services can locate and access the 
property efficiently. Generally, when an application is submitted for a property that relies on 
an unnamed Private Road which existed prior to 2002, the road must be named and added to 
the Township’s Road Naming By-Law before proceeding with any other applications. 
 
Of particular note in reviewing this application against the Road Naming Policy: 
• The right-of-way in question is used solely for agricultural purposes. It allows the adjacent 

farmer to cross the subject property to reach their own farmland (which surrounds the 
subject property on three sides – see GIS Map attached) 

• Both properties have frontage on a Public Road  
• Staff have conducted a site visit and, in their opinion, the right-of-way does not warrant 

being named as long as the intent of the right-of way does not change (is always used for 
farming purposes only and not primary access) 
 

OPTIONS CONSIDERED 
 
Option #1 (Recommended) – Exempt this Right-of-Way from the Road Naming Process  
The right-of-way is not used for access to the adjacent property, only to cross the applicant’s 
property for farming purposes and the physical right-of-way is not in the surveyed location. It 
should be noted that should the use of the right-of-way change in the future for other than 
farm purposes, then it must be named. 
 
The farm property does not currently have a civic address, they will be required to obtain one 
for emergency services purposes. 
 
Option #2 – Formalize the Right-of-Way and Name the Private Road 
Not recommended in this case, as the naming of the right-of-way used for farm access only 
does not make sense. In order to name the road a new survey would be required and both 
properties deeds updated to reflect this change.   
 
STRATEGIC PLAN LINK 
 
None. 
 
FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
All costs are borne by the applicants. Per the Tariff of Fees, a $650 fee was paid to cover 
staff time. If Council decides the Road Naming is to proceed, the applicant is to submit the 
$2,000 deposit for any legal, road name sign and posts. 
 
CONCLUSIONS 
 
In this case, strict application of the Road Naming Policy does not align with its intent. The 
right-of-way serves only as a crossing for farm operations and could be confusing if named.  
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ATTACHMENTS 
 

i) GIS Map  
ii) Survey 27R-8308 highlighted 

 
Prepared and Submitted by:      Approved for Submission by:

    
 
 
 
Dayna Clark,           Amanda Mabo, 
Executive Assistant/Alternate CEMC        Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk



Page 97 of 153 
 

 
 

GIS Map 
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Survey 27R-8308 highlighted 
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REPORT 
 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE  
May 6th, 2025 

 
Report #CAO-2025-17 

Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk 
 

PROPOSED NEW ROAD NAME & AMENDMENT TO ROAD NAMING BY-LAW 
BUCHANAN ROAD & CLEAR LAKE LANE 11 

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
“THAT, the necessary by-law to name an existing Private Road “Buchanan Road” and to 
properly describe both Buchanan Road and Clear Lake Lane 11, as outlined in Report #CAO-
2025-17 – Proposed New Road Name – Buchanan Road and Clear Lake Lane 11, be 
brought forward for approval following receipt of the final deposited survey.” 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
A building permit application and a planning application were received for a property located 
at 363 Clear Lake Lane 11, in Lot 8, Concession 8, geographic Township of South 
Sherbrooke. The property is accessed via a legal right-of-way, as shown in purple and yellow 
on the attached survey, extending from Armstrong Line.  
 
Per the Municipality’s Official Plan, all properties require road frontage (with some 
exceptions) and legal access.  
 
The Executive Assistant conducted a preliminary review, followed by a site visit by the 
CAO/Clerk and Executive Assistant. Legal access was verified for the applicant’s property.  
 
The right-of-way provides access to six properties and has legally existed since at least 1989.  
 
Historically, the entire right-of-way has been known as Clear Lake Lane 11, a road name that 
is reflected in the Township’s Road Naming By-Law. However, the physical surveys and the 
ground layout clearly indicate that the road branches off in multiple directions. 
 
Since a road cannot split into multiple directions with the same name, both roads must be 
properly described, and the second road must be named and adopted into the Township’s 
Road Naming By-Law.  
 
A new survey was required to create distinct parts to meet Land Registry Office requirements 
for proper road descriptions prior to registering the Road Naming By-Law. 
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The applicant has engaged a surveyor to complete this work, and the attached preliminary 
survey has been reviewed by the Township prior to deposit. 
 
The “purple” portion of the right-of-way currently has no civic addresses assigned to 
properties directly off of it. To avoid affecting existing civic addresses, the applicant’s agent 
proposed surveying the smaller portion of road (shown in yellow) and retaining the name 
“Clear Lake Lane 11”. This approach minimizes disruption to adjacent property owners. 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
Road names are critical for civic addressing and emergency response purposes. To proceed 
with the applicant’s related application(s), the existing Private Roads must be properly named 
and added to the Township’s Road Naming By-Law.  
 
The applicants have proposed at least three potential road names. In accordance with the 
Road, Addressing and Parcels Project (RAP) Policy, these names were submitted to the 
County of Lanark for review and recommendation to ensure there is no duplication or 
similarities within the road name database of Lanark County and region. 
 
Additionally, the affected property owners along the road must be notified and a majority of 
those property owners must agree on a preferred name in order for the name to be 
considered by Council.   
 
Once the proposed road name meets the requirements of the RAP Policy, including obtaining 
agreement from a majority of the property owners, it is forwarded to Council for approval. 
 
Since the second road (shown in yellow) was not separately incorporated into the Township’s 
Road Naming By-Law, a by-law amendment is required to name the “purple” road and 
properly describe both roads, and the by-law must be presented to Council for approval. 
 
OPTIONS CONSIDERED 
 
Option #1 (Recommended) – Adopt Buchanan Road 
Meets the requirements of the RAP Policy and the majority of property owners agreed with 
the name, in honour of the original settler of the lands. 
 
Option #2 – Propose an Alternate Name 
Not recommended as the naming of the road would not occur for at least another two months 
and the process would need to start over. 
 
STRATEGIC PLAN LINK 
 
None. 
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FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
All costs are borne by the applicants, in accordance with the Tariff of Fees. A $650 fee covers 
staff time, while a $2,000 deposit is required to cover costs related to legal services, road 
name and stop signs, and sign posts. 
CONCLUSIONS 
 
That the necessary by-law to officially name the existing Private Road “Buchanan Road”, as 
outlined in this report, be brought forward for approval once the final survey has been 
received. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
i) GIS Map  
ii) Survey 27R-3765 
iii) Preliminary Survey 

 
 
Prepared and Submitted by:      Approved for Submission by:

    
 
 
 
Dayna Clark,           Amanda Mabo, 
Executive Assistant/Alternate CEMC        Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk
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GIS Map 
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Survey 27R-3765 highlighted
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Preliminary Survey – Clear Lake Lane 11 
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REPORT 
 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE  
May 6th, 2025 

 
Report #CAO-2025-18 

Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk 
 

PROPOSED NEW ROAD NAME 
LITTLE BEAVER BEND 

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
“THAT, the necessary by-law to name an existing Private Road to Little Beaver Bend as 
outlined in Report #CAO-2025-18 – Proposed New Road Name – Little Beaver Bend, be 
brought forward for approval once the required survey is deposited with Land Registry.” 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
A building permit and a planning application was received for a property located at 683 
Beaver Dam Lane, in Lot 3, Concession 8, geographic Township of North Burgess. The 
property is accessed via a legal right-of-way, as partially shown in yellow on the attached 
survey, extending from Beaver Dam Lane.  
 
Per the municipality’s Official Plan, all properties require road frontage (with some 
exceptions) and legal access. The Executive Assistant conducted a preliminary review, 
followed by a site visit by the CAO/Clerk and Executive Assistant. During this review, legal 
access was verified for the applicant’s property and legal access over the subject portion of 
the right-of-way was verified for the adjacent properties.  
 
The subject right-of-way, which provides access to three properties, has legally existed since 
at least 2001, though it was never named or included in the Municipality’s Road Naming By-
Law. Naming the right-of-way would provide the necessary road frontage for the applicant’s 
property and the other affected properties, while also clarifying emergency services’ access 
to the dwellings. 
 
The Land Registry Office requires road descriptions to clearly define distinct parts on plans of 
survey to register the Road Naming By-Law. While part of the Private Road has already been 
surveyed, a portion located on the adjacent property still requires surveying. The adjacent 
landowners have confirmed that a surveyor has been engaged to complete this work. 
 
Once the associated draft survey is completed, it must be reviewed by the Municipality prior 
to deposit with the Land Registry Office. 
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DISCUSSION 
 
Road names are critical for civic addressing and emergency response purposes. To proceed 
with the applicant’s related application(s), the existing Private Road must be named and 
added to the Township’s Road Naming By-Law.  
 
The applicants have proposed at least three potential road names. In accordance with the 
Road, Addressing and Parcels Project (RAP) Policy, these names were submitted to the 
County of Lanark for review and recommendation to ensure there is no duplication or 
similarities within the road name database of Lanark County and region. 
 
Additionally, the affected property owners along the road must be notified and a majority of 
those property owners must agree on a preferred name in order for the name to be 
considered by Council.   
 
Once the proposed road name meets the requirements of the RAP Policy, including obtaining 
agreement from a majority of the property owners, it is forwarded to Council for approval. 
 
Since this road was previously unknown to the Township, it was never incorporated into the 
Township’s Road Naming By-Law. Therefore, the necessary by-law to officially name the 
road will need to be presented to Council for approval. 
 
OPTIONS CONSIDERED 
 
Option #1 (Recommended) – Adopt Little Beaver Bend 
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 naming of the road would not occur for at least another two months 
and the process would need to start over. 
 
STRATEGIC PLAN LINK 
 
None. 
 
FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
All costs are borne by the applicants, in accordance with the Tariff of Fees. A $650 fee covers 
staff time, while a $2,000 deposit is required to cover costs related to legal services, road 
name signs and civic address blades, and posts. 
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CONCLUSIONS 
 
That the necessary by-law to officially name the existing Private Road “Little Beaver Bend”, 
as outlined in this report, be brought forward for approval once the final survey has been 
received. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 

 
i) GIS Map  
ii) Survey 27R-7877 (first part of Private Road) 
 
Prepared and Submitted by:      Approved for Submission by:

    
 
 
 
Dayna Clark,           Amanda Mabo, 
Executive Assistant/Alternate CEMC        Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk
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GIS Map 
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Survey 27R-7877 highlighted 
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REPORT 
 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE  
May 6th, 2025 

 
Report #CAO-2025-19 

Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk 
 

PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE ROAD NAMING BY-LAW 
BYGROVE LANE (PUBLIC), CROZIER ROAD AND POSNER LANE 

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
“THAT, the necessary by-law to amend the Road Naming By-Law to properly include and 
describe three existing Public Roads, as outlined in Report #CAO-2025-19 – Proposed 
Amendment to the Road Naming By-Law – Bygrove Lane (Public), Crozier Road and Posner 
Lane, be brought forward to the next Council meeting for approval.” 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
In 1998, the Township adopted By-Law No. 1998-087 - Road Naming By-Law, to establish 
official names and descriptions for Public Roads and known Private Roads. 
 
In 2012, the Township passed By-Law No. 2012-062 to assume three roads within the 
Sherbrooke Bluffs Subdivision for public use - Bygrove Lane, Crozier Road & Posner Lane. 
 
While Bygrove Lane and Crozier Road were already included in the 1998 Road Naming By-
Law, Posner Lane does not appear to have been formally added to the Road Naming By-Law 
despite being legally described and assumed for public use and designated as a public 
highway under By-Law No. 2012-062. This discrepancy has been identified following a recent 
Road Naming for the private portion of Bygrove Lane, which resulted in a review of the 
Bygrove Lane (Public) file and the requirement to redescribe the public portion of Bygrove 
Lane. 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
To ensure consistency, accuracy, and clarity in the Township’s official records, an 
amendment to the Road Naming By-Law is required to formally recognize Posner Lane and 
to re-describe Bygrove Lane (Public) and Crozier Road in accordance with the requirements 
of the Land Registry Office. 
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OPTIONS CONSIDERED 
 
Option #1 – Recommended – Amend the Road Naming By-Law to Include Posner Lane 
and Re-Describe Bygrove Lane (Public) and Crozier Road 
To ensure the Road Naming By-law is accurate. 
 
Option #2 – Not Recommended - Do Not Amend the Road-Naming By-Law 
This option would leave the existing discrepancy unresolved. It could cause confusion for 
residents, emergency services, and staff. 
 
FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
None. 
 
STRATEGIC PLAN LINK 
 
None. 
 
CLIMATE CONSIDERATIONS 
 
None. 
 

 

CONCLUSIONS 
 
It is recommended that the necessary by-law to amend the Road Naming By-Law to properly 
include and describe three existing Public Roads, as outlined in this report, be brought 
forward for adoption by Council. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 

i) GIS Map 
ii) Registered Plan of Subdivision 27M-11 – Portion of Crozier Road 
iii) Registered Plan of Subdivision 27M-12 
iv) Registered Plan of Subdivision 27M-13 – Portion of Crozier Road 

 
Prepared and Submitted by:      Approved for Submission by:

    
 
 
 
Dayna Clark,           Amanda Mabo, 
Executive Assistant/Alternate CEMC        Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk 
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GIS Map
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Registered Plan of Subdivision 27M-11
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Registered Plan of Subdivision 27M-12 
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Registered Plan of Subdivision 27M-13 
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REPORT 
 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
May 6th, 2025 

 
Report #CAO-2025-20 

Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk 
 

ROAD CLOSING - MUTTON’S ROAD 
 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
It is recommended that: 
 
“THAT, Report #CAO-2025-20 – Road Closing – Mutton’s Road, be received for information; 
 
AND THAT, the necessary by-law come forward to Council for approval.” 

 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
In March 2016, Council passed Resolution #C-2016-03-19, directing staff to prepare for the 
closure of Mutton’s Road to traffic between Harper Road and the Waste Site to enhance 
public safety after a number of near-misses between vehicle traffic and Public Works fleet.   
 
Since that time, the following steps have been completed: 
 

• a Public Meeting was held in November 2016; 
• a survey of the road was completed in March 2025, including the provision of an 

easement to accommodate new access for Safe Line Utilities and Hydro. 
 
Although Resolution #C-2016-03-19 stated “THAT, staff be directed to prepare for the closing 
of Mutton’s Road to traffic from Harper Road to the exit of the Glen Tay Waste Site prior to 
the next winter maintenance season” the project was delayed so that decisions regarding the 
layout of the waste site could be held. Those discussions and decisions took until this year to 
finalize. 
 
The Township is now in a position to pass a by-law to stop up, and close Mutton’s Road now 
that the survey has been received. 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
The full length of the subject portion of Mutton’s Road will be stopped up, closed and 
consolidated with the Municipality’s adjacent lands. 
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The section from the Waste Site exit northeasterly will continue to function as a driveway 
providing access to the Waste Site. 
 
Gates will be installed to control vehicle access and enhance public safety. A GIS map is 
attached for reference. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 

 
i) Survey Plan 27R-12442 
ii) GIS Map 
 
Prepared and Submitted by:    Approved for Submission by: 
   
 
 
 
Dayna Clark       Amanda Mabo, 
Executive Assistant/Alternate CEMC   Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk
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Survey Plan 27R-12442
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GIS MAP

 

 

Approximate 
location of gate 
to the south of 
the Waste Site 

 Approximate 
location of gate to 
the west of the sand 
shed and to the east 
of the relocated 
Safeline entrance. 
 

 
Approximate portion 
of Mutton’s Road 
closed to public 
traffic. 
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CORRESPONDENCE 
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                                                            COUNCIL COMMUNICATION PACKAGE 

   April 30th, 2025 
 
 
1. Lanark County: Media Release – Highlights from the Lanark County Council 

Meeting Held March 26, 2025 – attached, page 3. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. Township of Selwyn: Resolution – U.S. Tariffs on Canada – attached, page 7. 

3. Township of Frontenac: Resolution – U.S. Tariffs on Canada – attached, page 9. 

4. Town of LaSalle: Resolution – Trade Tariffs – attached, page, 10. 

5. Township of Mulmur: Resolution – Tariffs – attached, page 12. 

6. Regional Municipality of Durham: Resolution – Nazi Symbols – attached, page 14. 
 

7. Town of Parry Sound: Resolution – Diversity of Canadian Communities – 
attached, page 16. 
 

8. City of Port Colbourne: Resolution – Ontario Heritage Act – attached, page 17. 

9. Township of Puslinch: Resolution – Ontario Heritage Act – attached, page 18. 

10. Niagara on the Lake: Resolution – Ontario Heritage Act – attached, page 19. 

11. Township of Rideau Lakes: Resolution – Strong Mayor Powers – attached, page 23. 

12. Township of Zorra: Resolution – Strong Mayor Powers – attached, page 26. 

13. Greater Napanee: Resolution – Strong Mayor Powers – attached, page 27. 
 

 

14. The Corporation of the Town of Tecumseh: Resolution – Strong Mayor Powers – 
attached, page 28. 

15. Town of Amherstburg: Resolution – Strong Mayor Powers – attached, page 32. 
 

16. Town of Kingsville: Resolution – Opposition to Strong Mayor Powers – 
attached, page 34. 
 

17. Town of Tillsonburg: Resolution – Proposed Strong Mayor Powers – 
attached, page 36. 
 

18. Town of Aylmer: Resolution – Strong Mayor Powers – attached, page 38. 
 
19. Town of Parry Sound: Resolution – Strong Mayor Powers – attached, page 40. 
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20. Town of Saugeen Shores: Resolution – Strong Mayor Powers – attached, page 43. 
 

21. City of Peterborough: Resolution – Use of X – attached, page 45. 
 
22. Township of North Glengarry: Resolution – Good Roads Safety Program – 

attached, page 47. 
 
23. Prince Edward-Lennox & Addington: Resolution – Ontario Works 

Financial Assistance Rates – attached, page 48. 
 
24. AMO: Policy Update – AMO Responds to the Speech from the Throne – 

attached, page 50. 
 
25. The Corporation of the City of Cambridge: Resolution – Provincial Land 

Transfer Tax – attached, page 54. 
 
26. Town of Georgina: Resolution – Salt Management – attached, page 56. 
 
27. Tay Valley Township: Report – Building Reports – March 2025 – attached, page 59. 
 
28. Tay Valley Township: Report – Building Summary Report with Previous 3 Year 

Average – March 2025 – attached, page 60. 
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UPDATES 
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BOLINGBROKE CEMETERY BOARD 
MINUTES 

 
 
Thursday, April 3rd, 2025 
2:00 p.m. 
Tay Valley Municipal Office – 217 Harper Road, Perth, Ontario 
Council Chambers 
 
ATTENDANCE: 
 
Members Present:  Chair, Councillor Wayne Baker 
    Doug Boyd 

Ron Fournier 
    Darla Kilpatrick 
    Dan Milner 
 
Staff Present: Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk 
    
Members/Staff Absent: Betty Anne Gillespie 
 
 
1. CALL TO ORDER 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

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

2. AMENDMENTS/APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA  

The agenda was approved 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 – November 28th, 2024. 

The minutes of the Bolingbroke Cemetery Board Meeting held on November 
28th, 2024 were approved as circulated. 
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5. BUSINESS 
 

i) Fixing Monuments. 
 

 

 

 

 

D. Boyd contacted Grace Monuments.  Without seeing the monument, they are 
unable to provide a quote.  The cost to send someone to inspect is $150, plus 
tax or it could be inspected when they are onsite sometime.  But costs could be 
up to $850 if a new footing is required and work on the moment. 
 
The monument company will be onsite in the near future and D. Kilpatrick will 
work with the monument company to complete the inspection of the monument. 
 

ii) Entrance Pillars Update. 
 
Follow-Up from Last Meeting – South pillar and footing to be torn down this 
Spring so that both can be rebuilt.  The Secretary will try to obtain a date. 
 

iii) Driveway Update. 

Staff will obtain a quote for the entire driveway and if $80,000 or less staff will 
tender the project.  The Board would like to gravel the entire driveway.  Once 
the tender comes back it will come forward to the Board in the form of a staff 
report for consideration by the Board. 
 

iv) Google Maps Update. 

The account login information is D. Boyd’s personal account.  He will delete his 
account from the Google Map account for the cemetery and the Township will 
create a general account. 
 

v) Volunteer Recruitment. 

D. Boyd did not get a response from the Frontenac News.  He will reach out 
again to place a free ad for volunteers. 
 
Staff will again post on the website, newsfeed and Facebook asking for 
volunteers. 
 

vi) General Account versus Care and Maintenance Fund Account. 

The Board reviewed the accounts. 
 

vii) Transfer of Ownership of Cemetery Update. 
 

The file is moving forward.  The CAO/Clerk has been working with legal pulling 
together an affidavit and supporting evidence to present to the court. 
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viii) Increasing the Number of Urns in a Plot. 
 

 

 

 

 

   

 

Staff have not had the opportunity to investigate this. 

6. NEW/OTHER BUSINESS 

i) Expansion of Cemetery 

In light of the decision to not expand at this time, D. Milner will speak with the 
adjacent property owner to inform them. 

7. NEXT MEETING DATE AND PROPOSED AGENDA ITEMS 
 
Next Meeting:  To be determined. 
 
Proposed Agenda Items:  
• Expansion of Cemetery (on hold as per November 28th, 2024 meeting) 

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

 
• None. 

9. ADJOURNMENT  
 
The meeting adjourned at 2:57 p.m. 
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DRUMMOND NORTH ELMSLEY TAY VALLEY FIRE BOARD 
MINUTES 

 

 

 

 

Thursday, April 3rd, 2025 
6:00 p.m. 
BBD&E Station – 14 Sherbrooke Street East, Perth, ON 
Training Room 
 
 
ATTENDANCE: 
 
Members Present:   Chair, Councillor Ray Scissons 

Vice-Chair, Marilyn Thomas 
Councillor John Matheson 

     Councillor Paul Coutts 
  Councillor Wayne Baker 
  Councillor Greg Hallam 
   
Staff Present: Greg Saunders, Fire Chief 
     Darren Gibson, Deputy Fire Chief 
     Megan Moore, Recording Secretary  
 
Members & Staff Absent:  None. 
__________________________________________________________________________ 
 
1. CALL TO ORDER 

The meeting was called to order at 6:00 p.m. 
A quorum was present. 

2. AMENDMENTS/APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

i) Addition under Business: Emergency Response Calls as of March 31st, 2025 
ii) Addition under Business: 2024/2025 Firefighter Hours & Pay Update as of 

March 16th, 2025 
 
The Agenda was adopted as amended. 
 

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

  



Page 129 of 153 
 

4. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 

 

 

 

i) Minutes – Confidential – November 14th, 2024 – Identifiable Individual – 
Wage Review for Full Time Fire Department Staff. 
 

 RESOLUTION #FB-2025-10 
MOVED BY: Marilyn Thomas 
SECONDED BY: Greg Hallam 

“THAT, the confidential minutes of the Drummond/North Elmsley Tay Valley 
Fire Rescue Board Meeting (Closed session – Identifiable Individual – Wage 
Review for Full time Fire Department Staff) held on November 14th, 2024 be 
approved as circulated.” 

ADOPTED 
 

ii) Minutes – January 30th, 2025. 
 

 RESOLUTION #FB-2025-11 
MOVED BY: John Matheson 
SECONDED BY: Paul Coutts 

“THAT, the minutes of the Drummond/North Elmsley Tay Valley Fire Rescue 
Board meeting held on January 30, 2025 be approved as presented.” 

ADOPTED 
 

iii) Minutes – Confidential – January 30th, 2025 - Identifiable Individual – 
Personnel Issues. 
 

 RESOLUTION #FB-2025-12 
MOVED BY: John Matheson 
SECONDED BY: Paul Coutts 

“THAT, the confidential minutes of the Drummond/North Elmsley Tay Valley 
Fire Rescue Board Meeting (Closed Session – Identifiable Individual – 
Personnel Issues) held on January 30th, 2025 be approved as circulated.” 

 
ADOPTED 

  



Page 130 of 153 
 

5. DELEGATIONS & PRESENTATIONS 
 

i) Jessica Rothwell (KPMG LLP): 2024 Audit. 
 
RESOLUTION # FB-2025-13 

MOVED BY: Marilyn Thomas 
SECONDED BY: Greg Hallam 

 

 

  

“THAT, the 2024 audited financial statements for the Drummond/North Elmsley 
Tay Valley Fire Rescue be adopted as presented.” 

ADOPTED 
 

6. BUSINESS 

i) Auditor Appointment.  
 
RESOLUTION # FB-2025-14 

MOVED BY: John Matheson 
SECONDED BY: Paul Coutts 
 

“THAT, KMPG LLP be appointed to complete the 2025 Audit for the 
Drummond/North Elmsley Tay Valley Fire Rescue.” 

ADOPTED 
 

ii) 2024 Surplus/Deficit Allotment. 
 
The Fire Board reviewed the surplus/deficit amounts from the 2024 audit and 
the current amounts in reserves – attached pages 7-9. 
 
RESOLUTION # FB-2024-15 

MOVED BY: Wayne Baker 
SECONDED BY: John Matheson 
 

“THAT, the $2,870.00 surplus from the 2024 Administration budget be 
transferred to the Administration Reserve;  
 
THAT, the -$100,108.00 deficit from the 2024 BBD&E Station budget be 
transferred from the BBD&E Apparatus Reserve; 
 
THAT, $10,000.00 of the surplus from the 2024 South Sherbrooke Station 
budget be transferred to the South Sherbrooke Honorarium/Recruit Reserve, 
and $43,649.00 of the surplus from the 2024 South Sherbrooke Station budget 
be transferred to the South Sherbrooke Apparatus Reserve; 
 
AND THAT, the -$336.00 deficit from the 2024 Smiths Falls Fire Agreement 
budget be transferred from the Smiths Falls Fire Agreement Reserve.” 

ADOPTED 
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iii) Fire Protection Grant. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

  

RESOLUTION # FB-2025-16 
MOVED BY: Greg Hallam 
SECONDED BY: Paul Coutts 
 

“THAT, the Fire Board move forward with the purchase and installation of a 
professional cleaning and decontamination unit from Canadian Safety 
Equipment; 
 
AND THAT, the expenses not covered through the 2024 Fire Protection Grant 
be expensed from the BBD&E Equipment Reserve (the amount expensed from 
the BBD&E Equipment reserve will be $45,282.30) and BBD&E Building 
Reserve (the amount expensed from the BBD&E Building Reserve will be 
$30,244.45).” 

ADOPTED 
 
Item 6 vi) was discussed next. 

iv) Deputy Fire Chief Update.  

TRAINING 
- Testing of the internal Pump Ops course next weekend, April 13th, 2025. 
- Have been given the opportunity to use a house that is being remodeled for 

training end of April as well as a commercial building that is due for 
demolition. 

PREVENTION 
- Thanks to DNE for the invite to speak at the Agriculture Lunch last week. I 

talked about fire permits as well as thought of having fire extinguishers in 
farm machinery. Since the talk we have had multiple residents log in and 
sign up for the updated permit system. 

v) Fire Chief Update. 

- BBDE calls to date: 80, last year at this time: 50. 
- SS calls to date: 23, last year at this time: 19. 
- There have been a few firefighters announce that they are resigning from 

the Fire Department.  
- Fire Chief G. Saunders attended the Fire Coordinator’s Conference last 

week. 
- Work has started on this years capital projects including bodywork on 340, 

purchasing nozzles and a purchasing a trailer for ice water rescue 
equipment.  
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vi) Emergency Response Calls as of March 31st, 2025 – attached page 10. 
 

RESOLUTION # FB-2025-17 
MOVED BY: Marilyn Thomas 
SECONDED BY: Greg Hallam 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

“THAT, the 2024/2025 Emergency Response Calls as of March 31st, 2025 be 
received for information.” 

ADOPTED 

vii) 2023/2024 Firefighter Hours & Pay Update as of March 16th, 2025 – 
attached page 11. 

RESOLUTION # FB-2025-18 
MOVED BY: Paul Coutts 
SECONDED BY: Wayne Baker 

“THAT, the 2024/2025 Firefighter Hours & Pay Update as at March 16th, 2025 
be received for information.” 

ADOPTED 
 

Item 6 iv) was discussed next. 

7. NEW/OTHER BUSINESS 
 
 None. 

8. IN-CAMERA 
 
None. 
 

9. NEXT MEETING DATE AND PROPOSED AGENDA ITEMS 
 
Next Meeting: To be determined. 

10. DEFERRED ITEMS 
 
*The following items will be discussed at the next and/or future meeting: 
 
• None at this time. 

 
11. ADJOURNMENT 

 
The Board adjourned at 7:30 p.m. 
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PINEHURST CEMETERY BOARD 
MINUTES 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Thursday, April 17th, 2025 
2:00 p.m.  
Tay Valley Municipal Office – 217 Harper Road, Perth, Ontario 
Council Chambers 
 
ATTENDANCE: 
 
Members Present:   Chair, Deputy Reeve Fred Dobbie 
 Bill Avery 
 Jay Playfair 
 Rob 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. INTRODUCTIONS  

The Chair introduced the newest Member Rob Playfair. 
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5. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 
i) Minutes – October 17th, 2024. 

 
RESOLUTION #PCB-2025-01 

 MOVED BY: Jay Playfair 
 SECONDED BY: Bill Avery 

 

 
 

 

 

 

“THAT, the minutes of the Pinehurst Cemetery Board Meeting held on October 
17th, 2024 be approved as circulated.” 

ADOPTED 
 
6. BUSINESS 

ii) Pinehurst Cemetery By-Law Update.
 
The By-Law was sent to the BAO on September 6th, 2024.  The CAO/Clerk has 
followed up on the status and will follow-up again next week. 
 

iii) Name Sign Update. 
 
The Board is suggesting that the sign could be installed where the “old” sign is 
at the front gate as there are already sono tubes, or just inside the fence. Staff 
will arrange with Public Works. 
 

iv) Site Visit for Compliance Update. 

• Topsoil and Footstones 

This will be monitored annually moving forward. 
 

• History of Cemetery – staff to look at Township files 

Hopefully there will be time for staff to look at over the summer. 
 

• Leaning Stone – 50% deposit paid in October 2024 
 

 

Jay will follow-up to get a date for completion. 
 

v) Budget Update. 
 
The Board reviewed the budget. 
 

vi) Expansion of Cemetery 

• Legal Update 
• Letter from Medical Officer of Health Update 
• Next Steps 
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Staff have followed up with the Health Unit and the request got lost when they 
merged.  They hope to review and have a response by the end of next week. 
 

vii) 2025 Memorial Service. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Jay will be in touch so that the Township can assist with advertising. 

7. NEW/OTHER BUSINESS 
 
None. 

8. NEXT MEETING DATE AND PROPOSED AGENDA ITEMS 
 
Next Meeting:  October 2nd, 2025 at 1:30 p.m. 
 
Proposed Agenda Items: 
 
• 2026 Draft Budget 

9. DEFERRED ITEMS 

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

• None. 

10. ADJOURNMENT 
 
The Board adjourned at 2:29 p.m. 
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GREEN ENERGY AND CLIMATE CHANGE WORKING GROUP 
MINUTES 

 
 
Friday, April 11th, 2025 
2:00 p.m. 
Tay Valley Municipal Office – 217 Harper Road, Perth, Ontario 
Council Chambers 
 
 
ATTENDANCE: 
 
Members Present: Chair, Councillor, Greg Hallam  
 Councillor, Angela Pierman  
 Bob Argue 
 Jennifer Dickson 
 Douglas Barr  
 Gilbert Rossignol 
 
Members Absent: David Poch 
 
Staff Present: Noelle Reeve, Planner 
 Genevieve Neelin, Recording Secretary 
 

 
1. CALL TO ORDER 
 

 

 

The meeting was called to order at 2:07 p.m.  
A quorum was present. 

2. AMENDMENTS/APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

The Agenda was approved as circulated.  
 

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

  



Page 137 of 153 
 

4. APPROVAL OF MINUTES  
 

 

 

 

 

 

i) Minutes – February 14th, 2025. 

The minutes of the Green Energy and Climate Change Working Group Meeting 
held on February 14th, 2025 were approved as circulated.  
  

5. DELEGATIONS & PRESENTATIONS 
 
None.  

6. BUSINESS 

i) Climate Action Plan Update. 

- Lanark Better Homes Retrofit Program Update 

The Planner announced that the program will launch June 2nd. There will be 
a meeting April 24th to communicate details to municipalities and two 
meetings for contractors on May 2nd and May 28th. Contractors who attend 
this training session will be added to a list for use by the public. 

 

 

 

 

Publicity materials will be sent to lower tiers in May to share online. 
 

The goal is to achieve deep energy retrofits on 400 homes per year 
(approximately 60 per municipality). The interest rate for the loan will be 
2.75%. There are several grant and loan programs and choosing the 
appropriate program can be confusing for homeowners so Climate Network 
Lanark will be offering educational sessions through their Climate Concierge 
Program. EnviroCentre Ottawa will also offer information about energy 
auditors. Tay Valley is offering a loan for the up-front cost of the energy audit 
and other municipalities may follow suit.  

B. Argue asked whether there will be any targeted promotion done by Tay 
Valley Township, such as direct mailings. The Planner is going to e-mail 
stakeholder contacts (Lake Associations, Agricultural Associations, 
Subdivision Associations, and Community networks) and she will look at the 
Lightspark data to see if she can determine dwellings in energy poverty from 
it. Councillor G. Hallam suggested putting a notice on the tax bills. The 
Planner suggested putting up a poster with information at the Maberly Hall.  

B. Argue asked whether the program offers any grants. The Planner 
explained that there is up to $5,000 available to those in energy poverty. 

- Climate Adaptation Plan and Intern 
 
The Planner announced that Griffin Calder, a 4th year student in Geography, 
Environmental Studies, and Geomatics at Carleton University, will be at Tay 
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Valley Township one day a week in the summer of 2025 working on a 
Climate Adaptation Plan. The Plan is a federal requirement for funding 
applications. It identifies risks from Climate Change affecting the Township, 
analyzes which factors pose the greatest risk to residents, and maps those 
risks. Recommendations for adaptation to those risks are provided as part of 
the plan. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The Planner described the ICLEI Advancing Implementation and Training 
Initiative, a community of practice the Township was accepted into by ICLEI. 

Councillor A. Pierman asked if the Township can make the public aware of 
projects the Township is working on, such as the Adaptation Plan, on the 
Township website and through other communication means. 

ii) Communications  

- Lanark County Climate Change Committee Update 

- The Planner informed members that Lanark County’s project of mapping 
Natural Heritage features and developing Natural Heritage policies is 
moving forward.  

- A new $5,000 grant will be available for non-profits from the County. 
- Mississippi Mills will be using the $7,500 granted to municipalities by the 

County to hire a consultant to write a Climate Action Plan. 
- Tay Valley will most likely put those funds towards the Electric Vehicle for 

the Chief Building Official. 
- County will pay 50% of the cost of a tree giveaway organized by a lower-

tier municipality.  
- County is undertaking a Green Infrastructure Inventory as required by the 

Province’s Asset Management Plans. The Planner has asked them to 
provide their template to Tay Valley.  

- Building to Net Zero Cohort – The County has paid to be part of this 
ICLEI program to provide guidelines for contractors to build Net Zero 
homes.  

• Material for Township Website  

- The Planner suggested some resources and events the Township can 
share with residents, including an upcoming EarthFest event in Carleton 
Place.  

- The Planner suggested making videos, perhaps with the help of the 
incoming intern, telling first person stories about local climate change 
impacts. 

- Councillor A. Pierman said that the Township website should have 
content about Electric Vehicles because this was a hot topic around the 
Township previously.  
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- D. Barr asked about retrofitting homes for fire resistance. The Township 
can share the Intact Centre for Climate Change Factsheets about 
Wildfire protection and Flooding protection. 

- J. Dickson made three suggestions for content to add to the website – 
where and how can people participate in tree giveaways; what are the 
requirements for Tiny Homes in Tay Valley Township; and how do you 
decide what is the best use of your land (for instance, for conservation 
purposes)? The Planner informed the group about the Conservation 
Land Tax Incentive Program and Forest Tax Incentive Program.  
 

 

 

 

 
  

• Greener Neighbourhood Pilot Programs by Natural Resources Canada 

-  G. Rossignol provided an overview of this program that aims to validate 
the benefits and business cases of aggregated deep energy retrofit 
approaches in up to six community housing neighbourhoods in Canada. 
EnviroCentre Ottawa is one of the pilots. https://natural-
resources.canada.ca/funding-partnerships/greener-neighbourhoods-pilot-
program 

 
7. NEW/OTHER BUSINESS 

  
None. 
 

8. NEXT MEETING DATE AND PROPOSED AGENDA ITEMS 
 
Next Meeting: Friday, June 13th, 2025 at 2:00 p.m. 
 

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

• None 

10. ADJOURNMENT 
 
The Working Group adjourned at 3:00 p.m. 
 

https://natural-resources.canada.ca/funding-partnerships/greener-neighbourhoods-pilot-program
https://natural-resources.canada.ca/funding-partnerships/greener-neighbourhoods-pilot-program
https://natural-resources.canada.ca/funding-partnerships/greener-neighbourhoods-pilot-program
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RVCA Board of Directors Meeting Summary – April 11th, 2025 
 
Dear member municipalities, 
  
The RVCA circulates the following email to all municipal CAOs, clerks and other interested 
staff after each Board meeting. The email provides: 
•           A link to approved minutes for our past month’s meeting 
•           A summary of our current month’s Board meeting 
•          The date of our next Board meeting 
  
If you would like additional people in your office to receive this email directly, please let me 
know. 
 
February 27, 2025 – Approved minutes 
  

• 2025 budget and municipal levy were approved following a municipal consultation 
period.  

• Tree planting contracts were approved for machine planting, hand planting (large and 
small batches) and band spraying 

• The Board appointed a new Sewage System Inspector under the Building Code Act. 
• Rental fees for canoes and snowshoes, cleaning fees for facility rentals and fees for 

outdoor education family programs were added to RVCA's fee schedules 
• A new Surveillance Policy was approved. 
• The Board approved an increase in Board member per diem rates to $85 and Chair 

honorarium rate to $2,400. 
• RVCA Administrative By-Law amendments were approved. 
• RVCA held its Annual General Meeting: 

o Executive Committee and Audit Committee members were appointed for the 
2025 term. 

o The Chair was appointed voting delegate to Conservation Ontario, with Vice-
Chair and General Manager appointed first and second alternate. 

o Auditors and Legal Counsel were appointed for 2025. 
o Signing officers were appointed for 2025. 

  
March 27, 2025 – Meeting Summary 

• Members received annual timeline reporting for Section 28 applications (97% of 
permits were issued within timelines in 2024). 

• The 2024 unaudited Financial reports and proposed year end reserve transfers were 
received. 

• Staff provided program highlights from January and February. 
  
  

https://can01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.rvca.ca%2Fgovernance%2Fboard-of-directors%2Fbod-meeting-schedule&data=05%7C02%7CDeputyClerk%40tayvalleytwp.ca%7Ccad20ab829a64aa1785708dd7926f85e%7Cebeb5c63d4aa4b229cea84b8c3735bad%7C0%7C0%7C638799930481919039%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=QVsaLf9ycR9nIhXRjQkfTlPrka%2BhwEHYF6xQrnJysXE%3D&reserved=0
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April 24, 2025 – Next Meeting 
  
Marissa 
  
Marissa Grondin (she/her) 
Executive Assistant 
613-692-3571 or 1-800-267-3504 ext. 1177 
marissa.grondin@rvca.ca 

 

 
 
  

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%7Ccad20ab829a64aa1785708dd7926f85e%7Cebeb5c63d4aa4b229cea84b8c3735bad%7C0%7C0%7C638799930481965000%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=TTtfwwkOZnlf66qV9WraJZ9Ljx0tv0WsKl5DFHM4nn8%3D&reserved=0
https://can01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftwitter.com%2Frideauvalleyca%3Flang%3Den&data=05%7C02%7CDeputyClerk%40tayvalleytwp.ca%7Ccad20ab829a64aa1785708dd7926f85e%7Cebeb5c63d4aa4b229cea84b8c3735bad%7C0%7C0%7C638799930482004187%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=XD2Hyj8NL9D0zyh6k9WG58JScKbU0C0Rs7C20B17nQs%3D&reserved=0
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RVCA Board of Directors Meeting Summary – April 17th, 2025 
 
Good afternoon,  
 
The Board of Directors and Source Protection Authority (SPA) meetings scheduled for next 
Thursday, April 24, 2025, 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 SPA meeting will start promptly at 6:30 p.m. directly 
followed by the Board of Directors meeting. 
  
The Board of Directors agenda package and minutes can be found at the links below: 

• April 24, 2025 - Agenda Package  
• March 27, 2024 - Draft Minutes  

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

• April 24, 2025 - Agenda Package  
• January 23, 2024 - Draft Minutes 

 
Please RSVP your attendance by EOD Tuesday, April 22nd. The Zoom link and calendar 
invite will be emailed in advance to those who RSVP.  
  
Thank you, 
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%2Fboard-of-directors%2Fbod-meeting-schedule&data=05%7C02%7CDeputyClerk%40tayvalleytwp.ca%7C7420320105e04819790408dd7de73885%7Cebeb5c63d4aa4b229cea84b8c3735bad%7C0%7C0%7C638805154248791840%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=MmzP4gnUqwY8JeM7vMo4gCwtTeED5UhEHp59w4Uv%2BkI%3D&reserved=0
https://can01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.rvca.ca%2Fgovernance%2Fboard-of-directors%2F2024-bod-agendas-minutes&data=05%7C02%7CDeputyClerk%40tayvalleytwp.ca%7C7420320105e04819790408dd7de73885%7Cebeb5c63d4aa4b229cea84b8c3735bad%7C0%7C0%7C638805154248810478%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=KLOQG3ueYmhmn8wsbdsMSlXr4KKVfjbOeV%2Fwtr573HI%3D&reserved=0
https://can01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.rvca.ca%2Fgovernance%2Fsource-protection-authority&data=05%7C02%7CDeputyClerk%40tayvalleytwp.ca%7C7420320105e04819790408dd7de73885%7Cebeb5c63d4aa4b229cea84b8c3735bad%7C0%7C0%7C638805154248823859%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=i%2B9zFX08asRFAcjAt3Wmm8xseKGaTpmkdxXMb%2B%2Fx8K4%3D&reserved=0
https://can01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.rvca.ca%2Fgovernance%2Fsource-protection-authority&data=05%7C02%7CDeputyClerk%40tayvalleytwp.ca%7C7420320105e04819790408dd7de73885%7Cebeb5c63d4aa4b229cea84b8c3735bad%7C0%7C0%7C638805154248835739%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=dVDBxxSRBNp2zELq1q%2FICHA8UvtqpaoBU64TtbuE2S4%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%7C7420320105e04819790408dd7de73885%7Cebeb5c63d4aa4b229cea84b8c3735bad%7C0%7C0%7C638805154248847795%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=GUcRiAe4edzNkFUXvJ05QmrbBonYeZxWIehCPmgrnY4%3D&reserved=0
https://can01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftwitter.com%2Frideauvalleyca%3Flang%3Den&data=05%7C02%7CDeputyClerk%40tayvalleytwp.ca%7C7420320105e04819790408dd7de73885%7Cebeb5c63d4aa4b229cea84b8c3735bad%7C0%7C0%7C638805154248860807%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=sHm9o2fdZv4YfZeYe1ZOvk5%2BwQXRkU1LTX1e%2FWFONvk%3D&reserved=0
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	COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
	AGENDA
	Tuesday, May 6th, 2025
	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) – April 8th, 2025 – attached, page 9.

	5. DELEGATIONS & PRESENTATIONS
	6. PRIORITY ISSUES
	i) Report #PD-2025-10 – Communal Services Policy and Procedure – attached, page 18.
	ii) Report #PD-2025-09 – Bill 5 – Protect Ontario by Unleashing Our Economy Act, 2025, Schedule 10 – Proposed Changes to the Endangered Species Act, 2007 and a Proposal for the Species Conservation Act, 2025; Schedule 7 – Proposed Amendments to the On...
	“THAT, staff submit comments to the Environmental Registry of Ontario posting on key areas of importance to Tay Valley Township, as identified in Report #PD-2025-09 – Bill 5 – Protect Ontario by Unleashing Our Economy Act, 2025; Schedule 10 – Proposed...
	AND THAT, this report be circulated to the Minister of Environment Conservation and Parks, Minister of Citizenship and Multiculturalism, Ministry of Economic Development, Job Creation and Trade, local MPP Jordan, and the Rural Ontario Municipal Associ...
	iii) Report #PW-2025-09 – Blue Box Program Changes to Non-Eligible Sources – attached, page 72.
	iv) Report #PW-2025-10 – Traffic Counting Services – RFP Award – attached, page 76.
	v) Report #FIN-2025-08 – New Financial System (ERP) – attached, page 80.
	vi) Report #CAO-2025-15 – Proposed New Road Name & Amendment to Road Naming By-Law – Cedarwood Way & Bishops Way – attached, page 85.

	Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk.
	vii) Report #CAO-2025-16 – Road Naming Policy – Exemption Consideration – Crudden and Storer – attached, page 94.

	Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk.
	viii) Report #CAO-2025-17 – Proposed New Road Name & Amendment to Road Naming By-Law – Buchanan Road & Clear Lake Lane 11 – attached, page 99.

	Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk.
	ix) Report #CAO-2025-18 – Proposed New Road Name – Little Beaver Bend – attached, page 105.

	Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk.
	x) Report #CAO-2025-19 – Proposed Amendment to the Road Naming By-Law – By-Grove Lane (Public), Crozier Road and Posner Lane – attached, page 110.

	Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk.
	xi) Report #CAO-2025-20 – Road Closing – Mutton’s Road – attached, page 116.

	Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk.
	xii) Appointment of Soccer Volunteers

	7. CORRESPONDENCE
	i) 25-04-30 – Council Communication Package – attached, page 121.
	ii) 25-04-07 – 2024 Integrity Commissioner Services – Annual Report – attached, page 123.

	8. COMMITTEE, BOARD & EXTERNAL ORGANIZATION UPDATES
	ii) Committee of Adjustment – deferred to the next meeting.
	vi) Lanark County OPP Detachment Board – deferred to the next meeting.
	vii) Green Energy and Climate Change Working Group.
	viii) Mississippi Valley Conservation Authority Board – deferred to the next meeting.
	ix) Rideau Valley Conservation Authority Board.
	x) Lanark County Traffic Advisory Working Group.
	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. APPLICATION
	i) FILE #ZA24-12: Thies Schacht
	ii) FILE #ZA24-13 &: Rosemary Tayler
	iii) FILE #ZA24-12: We the Shermans Inc.

	4. ADJOURNMENT

	COMMUNAL SERVICING POLICY AND PROCEDURE
	STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S)
	BACKGROUND
	DISCUSSION
	OPTIONS CONSIDERED
	STRATEGIC PLAN LINK
	FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS
	CLIMATE CHANGE CONSIDERATIONS
	CONCLUSIONS
	ATTACHMENTS

	BILL 5 - PROTECT ONTARIO BY UNLEASHING OUR ECONOMY ACT, 2025
	SCHEDULE 10 - PROPOSED CHANGES TO THE ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT, 2007 AND A PROPOSAL FOR THE SPECIES CONSERVATION ACT, 2025;
	SCHEDULE 7 - PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE ONTARIO HERITAGE ACT; AND
	SCHEDULE 9 - SPECIAL ECONOMIC ZONES ACT, 2025
	STAFF RECOMMENDATION
	BACKGROUND
	DISCUSSION
	OPTIONS TO BE CONSIDERED
	FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS
	STRATEGIC PLAN LINK
	CLIMATE CONSIDERATIONS
	CONCLUSION
	ATTACHMENTS
	STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S)
	BACKGROUND
	DISCUSSION
	FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS
	OPTIONS CONSIDERED
	CLIMATE CONSIDERATIONS
	STRATEGIC PLAN LINK
	Mission: To deliver efficient and effective services for the benefit of residents, visitors, and businesses.
	CONCLUSIONS
	ATTACHMENTS

	TRAFFIC COUNTING SERVICES – RFP AWARD
	STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S)
	BACKGROUND
	DISCUSSION
	FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS
	CLIMATE CONSIDERATIONS
	OPTIONS CONSIDERED
	STRATEGIC PLAN LINK
	CONCLUSIONS
	ATTACHMENTS

	NEW FINANCIAL SYSTEM (ERP)
	STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S)
	BACKGROUND
	DISCUSSION
	OPTIONS CONSIDERED
	FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS
	CLIMATE CONSIDERATIONS
	STRATEGIC PLAN LINK
	CONCLUSIONS
	ATTACHMENTS

	PROPOSED NEW ROAD NAME & AMENDMENT TO ROAD NAMING BY-LAW
	CEDARWOOD WAY & BISHOPS WAY
	BACKGROUND
	DISCUSSION
	OPTIONS CONSIDERED
	STRATEGIC PLAN LINK
	FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS
	CONCLUSIONS
	ATTACHMENTS

	ROAD NAMING POLICY - EXEMPTION CONSIDERATION
	CRUDDEN AND STORER
	BACKGROUND
	DISCUSSION

	 The right-of-way in question is used solely for agricultural purposes. It allows the adjacent farmer to cross the subject property to reach their own farmland (which surrounds the subject property on three sides – see GIS Map attached)
	 Both properties have frontage on a Public Road
	 Staff have conducted a site visit and, in their opinion, the right-of-way does not warrant being named as long as the intent of the right-of way does not change (is always used for farming purposes only and not primary access)
	OPTIONS CONSIDERED
	STRATEGIC PLAN LINK
	FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS
	CONCLUSIONS
	ATTACHMENTS

	PROPOSED NEW ROAD NAME & AMENDMENT TO ROAD NAMING BY-LAW
	BUCHANAN ROAD & CLEAR LAKE LANE 11
	BACKGROUND
	DISCUSSION

	Since the second road (shown in yellow) was not separately incorporated into the Township’s Road Naming By-Law, a by-law amendment is required to name the “purple” road and properly describe both roads, and the by-law must be presented to Council for ...
	OPTIONS CONSIDERED
	STRATEGIC PLAN LINK
	FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS
	ATTACHMENTS

	PROPOSED NEW ROAD NAME
	LITTLE BEAVER BEND
	BACKGROUND

	Once the associated draft survey is completed, it must be reviewed by the Municipality prior to deposit with the Land Registry Office.
	DISCUSSION

	Since this road was previously unknown to the Township, it was never incorporated into the Township’s Road Naming By-Law. Therefore, the necessary by-law to officially name the road will need to be presented to Council for approval.
	OPTIONS CONSIDERED
	STRATEGIC PLAN LINK
	FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS
	CONCLUSIONS
	ATTACHMENTS

	PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE ROAD NAMING BY-LAW
	BYGROVE LANE (PUBLIC), CROZIER ROAD AND POSNER LANE
	BACKGROUND
	DISCUSSION
	OPTIONS CONSIDERED
	FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS
	STRATEGIC PLAN LINK
	CLIMATE CONSIDERATIONS
	None.
	CONCLUSIONS
	ATTACHMENTS

	ROAD CLOSING - MUTTON’S ROAD
	BACKGROUND
	DISCUSSION
	ATTACHMENTS

	BOLINGBROKE CEMETERY BOARD
	MINUTES
	1. CALL TO ORDER
	2. AMENDMENTS/APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA
	3. DISCLOSURE OF PECUNIARY INTEREST AND/OR CONFLICT OF INTEREST AND GENERAL NATURE THEREOF
	4. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
	i) Minutes – November 28th, 2024.

	5. BUSINESS
	i) Fixing Monuments.
	ii) Entrance Pillars Update.
	iii) Driveway Update.
	iv) Google Maps Update.
	v) Volunteer Recruitment.
	vi) General Account versus Care and Maintenance Fund Account.
	vii) Transfer of Ownership of Cemetery Update.
	viii) Increasing the Number of Urns in a Plot.

	6. NEW/OTHER BUSINESS
	i) Expansion of Cemetery

	7. NEXT MEETING DATE AND PROPOSED AGENDA ITEMS
	8. DEFERRED ITEMS
	9. ADJOURNMENT
	The meeting adjourned at 2:57 p.m.

	DRUMMOND NORTH ELMSLEY TAY VALLEY FIRE BOARD
	MINUTES
	1. CALL TO ORDER
	2. AMENDMENTS/APPROVAL OF AGENDA
	3. DISCLOSURE OF PECUNIARY INTEREST AND/OR CONFLICT OF INTEREST & GENERAL NATURE THEREOF
	4. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
	5. DELEGATIONS & PRESENTATIONS
	6. BUSINESS
	The Fire Board reviewed the surplus/deficit amounts from the 2024 audit and the current amounts in reserves – attached pages 7-9.
	“THAT, the $2,870.00 surplus from the 2024 Administration budget be transferred to the Administration Reserve;
	THAT, the -$100,108.00 deficit from the 2024 BBD&E Station budget be transferred from the BBD&E Apparatus Reserve;
	THAT, $10,000.00 of the surplus from the 2024 South Sherbrooke Station budget be transferred to the South Sherbrooke Honorarium/Recruit Reserve, and $43,649.00 of the surplus from the 2024 South Sherbrooke Station budget be transferred to the South Sh...
	AND THAT, the -$336.00 deficit from the 2024 Smiths Falls Fire Agreement budget be transferred from the Smiths Falls Fire Agreement Reserve.”
	7. NEW/OTHER BUSINESS
	8. IN-CAMERA
	None.
	9. NEXT MEETING DATE AND PROPOSED AGENDA ITEMS
	10. DEFERRED ITEMS
	11. 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. INTRODUCTIONS
	5. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
	i) Minutes – October 17th, 2024.

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

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

	GREEN ENERGY AND CLIMATE CHANGE WORKING GROUP
	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) Minutes – February 14th, 2025.

	5. DELEGATIONS & PRESENTATIONS
	6. BUSINESS
	i) Climate Action Plan Update.
	- Lanark Better Homes Retrofit Program Update
	- Climate Adaptation Plan and Intern

	ii) Communications
	- Lanark County Climate Change Committee Update
	- The Planner informed members that Lanark County’s project of mapping Natural Heritage features and developing Natural Heritage policies is moving forward.


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




