@ Tay Valley Township

PUBLIC MEETING
ZONING BY-LAW AMENDMENT
MINUTES

Tuesday, August 12t", 2025

5:00 p.m.

Tay Valley Municipal Office — 217 Harper Road, Perth, Ontario
Council Chambers

ATTENDANCE:

Members Present: Chair, Deputy Reeve Fred Dobbie
Reeve Rob Rainer
Councillor Greg Hallam
Councillor Korrine Jordan (arrived at 5:45 p.m.)
Councillor Keith Kerr
Councillor Angela Pierman
Councillor Marilyn Thomas

Staff Present: Amanda Mabo, Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk
Aaron Watt, Deputy Clerk
Noelle Reeve, Planner

Public Present: Scott Pemberton
Laura Johnstone
Tom Ellis
Catherine Anderson
Frank Sammut
Fred Ager
Christine Melville

1. CALL TO ORDER
The public meeting was called to order at 5:00 p.m.
2, INTRODUCTION

The Chair provided an overview of the Zoning By-Law application review process to be
followed, including:

o the purpose of the meeting
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o the process of the meeting

o 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)

o the flow and timing of documentation and the process that follows this meeting

o 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.

APPLICATION

i) FILE #ZA25-07: Alyssa and Nadia Zaid

4210 Scotch Line Road
Part Lot 16, Concession 7,
Geographic Township of North Burgess

a) PLANNER FILE REVIEW & PROPOSED BY-LAW

The Planner reviewed the PowerPoint Presentation that was attached to
the agenda.

A letter of concern was received today from owners of an adiacent
property objecting to the application as submittec

b) APPLICANT COMMENTS

The applicant was present.

Chris Clarke, Planner, Egis Canada, explained that he was contacted by
the applicant when planning approvals were needed, and further
explained that:

he was retained to assist in meeting zoning approval requirements
the applicant started providing appropriate permits

the applicant is going through all permit processes required to
legalize the structures that exist now

the applicant is installing a class 2 sewage system

Alissa Zaid, applicant, explained that:

the AirBnB ran for two (2) seasons

there have been no noise complaints

there are very strict rules within AirBnB

the original owner was living in bunkie 1

there was a fire

a gravel company came to do a professional installation of a
foundation
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d)

- both fireplaces are the originals that were installed, have been
inspected, and have permits

- stories of the property are shared on social media in the hopes of
reopening

The Planner explained that if the property were sold, a site plan control
agreement would go with it, limiting the number of bunkies that could be
placed on it. The agreement would be registered on title, showing two (2)
bunkies permitted. Anything additional would require rezoning.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

Scott Pemberton, Laura Johnstone, adjacent neighbour:

- crafted a letter of objection today

- want to point out that cabin 1 was not used as a residence, except for
very occasional lodging use

- at the time of the Zaid purchase, cabin 1 was being used to house a
car being repaired, not as a sleeping cabin

- there is no previous use as an AirBnB

S. Pemberton read their letter of objection

The Planner confirmed that the application meets the test as set out in
the Provincial Planning Act, the Lanark County Official Plan, and the Tay
Valley Township Official Plan.

RECOMMENDATION
The Planner proposed that the amendments to Zoning By-Law No. 02-

121 be approved. The by-law will come forward at the next Council
meeting.

FILE #ZA25-04: Scotton and Carmichael

b)

262, 264, 265, 267, 269 Bishops Way

Part Lot 1, Concession 7

Geographic Township of North Burgess
PLANNER FILE REVIEW & PROPOSED BY-LAW

The Planner reviewed the PowerPoint Presentation that was attached to
the agenda.

It was noted that any reference to Bathurst in the presentation should be
Burgess.

APPLICANT COMMENTS

The applicant was not present.
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ii)

PUBLIC COMMENTS

None.

RECOMMENDATION

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

121 be approved. The by-law will come forward at the next Council
meeting.

FILE #ZA25-05: Gregory Taylor

528 Otty Lake SW Shore Road

Part Lot 6, Concession 7,

Geographic Township of North Burgess
PLANNER FILE REVIEW & PROPOSED BY-LAW

The Planner reviewed the PowerPoint Presentation that was attached to
the agenda.

APPLICANT COMMENTS

The applicant was present.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

None.

RECOMMENDATION

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

121 be approved. The by-law will come forward at the next Council
meeting.

FILE #ZA25-06: Roy and Katie Blythe

727 Loons Way

Part Lot 5, Concession 7,

Geographic Township of North Burgess
PLANNER FILE REVIEW & PROPOSED BY-LAW

The Planner reviewed the PowerPoint Presentation that was attached to
the agenda.

APPLICANT COMMENTS

The applicant was present.
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4,

PUBLIC COMMENTS

Christine Melville and Fred Ager, residents:
- no objection to what is requested
- what map did Council use on the notice, as it is incorrect

The Planner explained that:

- the base layer map is received from the Municipal Property
Assessment Corporation (MPAC)

- itis known that the MPAC mapping is not always 100% accurate,
however that is what the Township is given to use

- the MPAC map does not overrule a survey

- the legal description of a property provides the R-Plan number, which
is what is attached to the By-Law

The Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk explained that the map used is
meant to provide a general idea of where the lot is, while the property
deed contains the legal description of the property.

F. Ager expressed concern that:

- members of the public do not know that the map is for a general
purpose only

- wording should be included explaining that the map is being used as
a “general depiction” and may not match the official legal property
description

- correspondence was sent to Township Councillors by email and
personal delivery, and they had received no reply

A Member confirmed that the correspondence that arrived by personal
delivery had not been addressed to a specific Member of Council, and
that it had been received today as meetings are not held in July.

d) RECOMMENDATION
The Planner proposed that the amendments to Zoning By-Law No. 02-
121 be approved. The by-law will come forward at the next Council
meeting.
ADJOURNMENT

The public meeting adjourned at 6:24 p.m.

Chéirperson
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question is h Iy unlikely to be able to accommodate the construction of a second septic
system and possible second well

We are firmly of the belit that there is no persuasive argu :ntto he ade for the approval of
the requested ament 1€ to Zoning By-Law No. 2002-1z  eing applied for by Zaid. The
exte iive numbe of exceptions listed in the application and the future ramifications of an
approval far outweig e current owners' desire to operate, and profit from the sale of, a
commercii  Airbnb operation.

We v h to be formally notified of the decision of Tay Va 1y Township on the proposed zoning
hy-law ¢ :ndmu

Scc Pemberton & Laura Ji  1stone

4232 ¢ 'H 3C5
Email: anc
Tel: (6
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