10.

TOWNSHIP OF MELANCTHON

AGENDA

Thursday, May 21, 2015 - 5:00 p.m.

Call to Order

Announcements

Additions/Deletions/Approval of Agenda

Declaration of Pecuniary Interest and the General Nature Thereof

Approval of Draft Minutes - May 7, 2015

Business Arising from Minutes

Point of Privilege or Personal Privilege

Public Question Period (Please visit our website under Agenda & Minutes for information on
Public Question Period)

Road Business

1. Data from road traffic counters - 2™ Line SW and 4" Line NE
2. Unfinished Business

1. Hunt Trucking - Road Use Agreement

2. Amendment to Half Loads By-law
Correspondence

* Outside Board & Committee Minutes

1.
2.

Minutes of the Shelburne & District Fire Board - Meeting April 7, 2015
Minutes of the Shelburne & District Fire Board - Meeting April 15, 2015

* Items for Information Purposes

1.

10.

11.

Email from Finbar Desir, P. Eng., Secretary, Normal Farm Practices Protection Board
dated May 4, 2015, Re - Motion and Pre-Hearing Order - Cox vs Town of Mono

Email from Finbar Desir, P. Eng., Secretary, Normal Farm Practices Protection Board
dated May 13, 2015, Re - Pre-Hearing Conference Order No. 2 - Cox vs Town of Mono
Letter from Ernie Hardeman, MPP Oxford, PC Critic for Municipal Affairs and Housing
dated April 29, 2015, Re - Correspondence sent to the Minister of Energy and response
Email from Darlene Noakes, Court Services Manager, Town of Caledon dated May 4,
2015, Re - Response to MAG’S AMPS Consultation Paper

Copy of a resolution passed by the Town of Mono and supported by the Township of
East Garafraxa dated May 12, 2015, Re - POA Service Delivery within the County of
Dufferin

Copy of a resolution passed by the Town of Mono and supported by the Township of
Amaranth dated May 6, 2015, Re - POA Service Delivery within the County of Dufferin
Copy of a resolution passed by the Town of Mono and supported by the Township of
Mulmur dated May 7, 2015, Re - POA Service Delivery within the County of Dufferin
GRCA Current - May 2015 - Volume 20 Number 4

Letter from Steven Del Duca, Ministry of Transportation dated May 4, 2015, Re - Winter
Highway Maintenance in Ontario

Email from South Georgian Bay Lake Simcoe Source Protection Region dated May 13,
2015, Re - Shelburne Well Supply Changes: Public Consultation

Notice of Complete Application and Public Meeting Under Sections 34 and 51 of the
Planning Act Regarding a Requested Amendment To The Town of Shelburne Zoning-By-
law And A Proposed Plan of Subdivision (Greenbrook Village Phase 8)



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

Correspondence

* Items for Council Action

1.

Email from G.W. Jorden, Planning Consultants Limited dated May 12, 2015, Re -
Preparation of a Consolidated Edition of the Approved Official Plan

Copy of aresolution passed by the Township of Madawaska Valley and supported by the
Township of Amaranth dated May 6, 2015, Re - Relief for Ontario Hydro One Customers
Notice of Request for Drain Maintenance and/or Repair - Ferguson Drainage Works, D
Drain

*Dufferin County Official Plan

1.

Letter from Marcia Wallace, PhD, Regional Director dated May 1, 2015, Re - County of
Dufferin Official Plan

Letter from Sybelle von Kursell, Team Lead, Community Planning and Development,
Central Municipal Services Office dated May 1, 2015, Re - County of Dufferin Official
Plan

General Business

1. Applications to Permit

2. Open quotes received for grass cutting and general maintenance for the Horning’s Mills
Cemetery, Park and Hall

3. New/Other Business
1. Community and OPP Meeting - June 1% at Horning’s Mills Hall - Update -

Councillor Webster

4. Unfinished Business
1. Corbetton Park
2. Hill Machinery Clean up of Property - Onsite rescheduled to June 4™ Council

meeting

3. Code of Conduct
4, By-law Enforcement
5. OMAFRA Guidelines on Permitted Uses in Ontario’s Prime Agricultural Areas
6. Shelburne Library - Renovation of Children’s Library

Delegations

1. 6:30 p.m. - Public Meeting - Application for Zoning By-law Amendment - B7/14
(Bonnefield)

2. 6:40 p.m. - Public Meeting - Application for Zoning By-law Amendment - B8/14
(Bonnefield)

3. 6:50 p.m. - Public Meeting - Application for Zoning By-law Amendment - B10/14
(Bonnefield)

4, 7:00 p.m. - Michelle Vivar, Rogers - Re - Telecommunications Tower on West Part of Lot
16, Concession 2 OS

5. 7:10 p.m. - Norman Bauman, MB Fasteners, Request for clean out of Road ditch along

260 Sideroad

Closed Session (if required)

1.

Approval of Draft Minutes - February 5, 2015

Notice of Motion

1.

Motion by Councillor Hannon for a four-way stop in Horning’s Mills

Confirmation By-law

Adjournment and Date of Next Meeting - Thursday, June 4, 2015 - 5:00 p.m.

On Sites

Correspondence on File at the Clerk’s Office
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G102 | 7 AVH

Station Name:2nd Line Sw South of 250
Site 1D:000000118072

Start Date/Time:05/04/15 11:15
End Date/Time:05/08/15 11:00

Class 1 Class 2 Class 3 Class 4 Class 5 Class 6 Class 7 Class 8 Class 9 Class10 Class 11 Class12 Class 13 Class 14 Class 15 All Classes

4-May-15 o 338 144 4
5-May-15 6 519 217 8
6-May-15 14 493 221 4
7-May-15 16 568 222 9
8-May-15 2 185 65 8
Totals 38 2103 869 33

Percentage 1.15% 63.90% 26.41% 1.00%

Total Trucks 281 8.54%

40KPH 45KPH 50KPH 55KPH

4-May-15 2 0 0 3
5-May-15 0 1 0 2
6-May-15 5 3 2 2
7-May-15 5 3 1 4
8-May-15 1 1 0 0
Totals 13 8 3 11

Percentage 0.40% 0.24% 0.09% 0.33%
Total Speeders 2788

Most Speeders between 7:00 &8:00 and 15:00 & 18:00

33
42
51

51
12

189

5.74%

60 KPH

BOWh W

19

0.58%

84.72%
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27 3 22

0.82% 0.09% 0.67%

65KPH 70KPH 75KPH
9 14 26
12 17 29
13 10 28
10 18 29
0 7 16
44 66 128

1.34% 2.01% 3.89%

OO NRE O

0.09%

80 KPH
26
48
50
67
20

211

6.41%

OO0 NO O

0.06%

85 KPH
42
58
62
76
26

264

8.02%

OO0 OO0

0.00%

90 KPH
93
155
121
138
52

559

16.99%

OO0 OO0
PO OO0

0.00% 0.03%

95 KPH 100 KPH
109 101
154 137
155 167
150 174
46 46
614 625

18.66% 18.99%

OO0 OO0

0.00%

110 KPH
69
134
133
138
42

516

15.68%

524
809
801
879
278

oOr OO0

1 3291

0.03% 100.00%

> 110 KPHAIl Speeds

27 524
58 809
47 801
61 879
17 278
210 3291

6.38% 100.00%



G102 | T AYH

Station Name:4th Line NE South of County Road 9

Start Date/Time:04/28/15 00:00
Stop Date/Time:05/05/11 00:00

Class 1 Class 2 Class 3 Class 4 Class 5 Class 6 Class 7 Class 8 Class 9 Class 10 Class 11 Class12 Class 13 Class 14 Class 15 All Classes

28-Apr-15 3 77 43 3 2 6 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 138
29-Apr-15 5 214 91 5 3 12 0 3 5 5 0 0 2 0 3 348
30-Apr-15 0 212 104 2 8 16 1 1 7 4 0 0 0 0 2 357
1-May-15 7 213 97 4 13 15 1 1 3 4 0 0 1 0 3 362
2-May-15 13 2098 77 3 7 10 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 322
3-May-15 27 212 58 1 5 5 0 2 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 313
4-May-15 0 69 23 3 0 4 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 102
Totals 55 1206 493 21 38 68 2 8 20 19 (1] 0 3 0 9 1942
Percent 2.83% 62.10% 25.39% 1.08% 1.96% 3.50% 0.10% 0.41% 1.03% 0.98% 0.00% 0.00% 0.15% 0.00% 0.46% 100.00%
Trucks 167
40KPH 45KPH S0KPH 55KPH 60KPH 65KPH 70KPH 75KPH B80KPH 85KPH 90KPH 95KPH 100KPH 110 KPH > 110 KPFAIll Speeds
28-Apr-15 9 0 0 4 14 10 20 25 24 13 11 2 4 1 1 138
29-Apr-15 14 3 9 8 21 22 45 101 47 31 31 10 2 4 0 348
30-Apr-15 2 1 6 15 24 36 51 72 64 30 31 13 7 5 0 357
1-May-15 7 4 7 7 21 26 40 96 53 37 40 13 9 1 1 362
2-May-15 3 6 9 18 15 25 44 63 58 33 20 7 6 4 1 322
3-May-15 6 3 11 15 22 24 57 45 48 39 25 9 7 2 0 313
4-May-15 1 1 2 4 5 11 14 24 14 8 12 4 2 0 0 102
Totals 47 18 44 71 122 154 271 431 308 191 170 58 37 17 3 1942
Percent 2.42% 0.93% 2.27% 3.66% 6.28% 7.93% 13.95% 22.19% 15.86% 9.84% 8.75% 2.99% 1.91% 0.88% 0.15% 100.00%
Speeders 476
Time No Consistant Time



SHELBURNE & DISTRICT FIRE BOARD

April 7, 2015

The Shelburne & District Fire Department Board of Management was held at the Fire
Hall on the above mentioned date at 7:00 P.M.

Present

As per attendance record.

1. Opening of Meeting

1.1 Chair Tom Egan called meeting to order at 7:00 pm.

2 Additions or Deletions to Agenda

21 None at this time.

3. Approval of Agenda

3.1 Resolution #1

Moved by K. McGhee - Seconded by H. Foster

BE IT RESOLVED THAT:

The Board of Management approves the agenda as presented.
Carried

4. Approval of Minutes

4.1 Resolution #2

Moved by J. Horner - Seconded by K. McGhee

BE IT RESOLVED THAT:
The Board of Management adopt the minutes under the date of March 3, 2015 as

circulated.
Carried

Be. (- M 21206



5.1

6.1

7.1

Pecuniary Interest

No pecuniary interest declared.

Public Question Period

No public present.

Delegations | Deputations

John Telfer — Town of Shelburne

It was stated that the Town of Mono has withdrawn their offer of overseeing the
Secretary-Treasurer position for the Shelburne & District Fire Department. It was
brought to the Board’s attention that The Shelburne & District Fire Board
Agreement needs to be amended through a by-law, which will not limit the board
to hire an employee from one of the municipalities. A few concerns arose;
supervision and remuneration, computer and accounting software would be
required, would the board be the supervisor of this position, and would this
position be a contract position (the library board and the CDRC board have
employees). It was discussed that a job description would be needed and should
be advertised soon. It was agreed that the staffing review committee will meet to
discuss. The Shelburne & District Fire Board will empower the sub-committee to
proceed with the available job advertisement for a Secretary-Treasurer. The
following motion was then passed:

Resolution #3

Moved by: H. Hayes — Seconded by: F. Nix

BE IT RESOLVED THAT:

WHEREAS the Town of Shelburne has given notice regarding the administration
responsibilities for the Fire Board to be expired as of the end of March 2015:

AND WHEREAS the sub-committee of the Fire Board have not provided any
recommendations to the Fire Board as far as next steps;

AND WHEREAS the Town of Shelburne recommends the Fire Board Agreement
be amended to allow administrative duties of the Secretary/Treasurer of the
Board to be open to proposals rather than restrictive to participating
municipalities’ employees only;



8.1

AND WHEREAS the advertising of the position of the Secretary/Treasurer needs
to be completed to complete the transition of the duties;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Board approves the wording to

be changed as an amendment to the agreement and brought forward to each
Council for ratification at their next Council meeting. Carried

Unfinished Business

Update on Staff Replacements

John Telfer offered the board assistance with the process of staff replacements.
It was mentioned again that a cost sharing formula needs to be drafted for the
additional hours of the FPQ services as Shelburne will not always be contributing
as much as they have offered in 2015.

The board agreed that the sub-committee needs to take John Telfer up on his
offer to assist and to meet as soon as possible. A sub-committee meeting date
was set for Thursday, April 9™, 2015, 7:00 pm at the Town Hall and the following
motion was then passed:

Resolution #4

Moved by: K. McGhee — Seconded by: G. Little

The Shelburne & District Fire Board direct the Human Resource Sub-Committee
comprised of a representative from each of the participating municipalities on the
Shelburne & District Fire Board, working with the Town of Shelburne CAQ to:

a) Develop a job description for the Secretary-Treasurer position

b} Advertise the said position in appropriate venues

c) Develop a job description for the Chief/FPO position and bring it back to
the board at the May 2015 meeting

Carried



9.1

10.

10.1

10.2

11.

11.1.

12.

12.1

New Business

Financial Statement Review
Resolution #5

Moved by: K. McGhee — Seconded by: W. Hannon

BE IT RESOLVED THAT

The Shelburne & District Fire Board accept the Financial Statement Trial Balance
as presented by the Secretary-Treasurer dated April 2™, 2015.

Chief’s Report

Monthly Report {(March 2015)

There were a total of 11 calls for the month of March, and inspections are
continuing in the area.

Update from Acting Fire Chief

Acting Fire Chief Ed Walsh reported that the ad has gone out in the local
newspaper for new recruits. He also wanted a reminder to be sent to all of the
municipalities to please inform the Fire Department of any road closures in our
catchment area — even for events and short periods of time — not just for road
construction. The new photocopier has been installed at the fire department and
the LED sign has been ordered.

Future Business

Nothing at this time.

Accounts & Payroll

Resolution #6

Moved by J. Horner - Seconded by W. Hannon

BE IT RESOLVED THAT:

The bills and accounts in the amount of $26,736.14 for the period of February
28", 2015 to April 2™, 2015 as presented and attached be approved for payment.

Carried



12.2 Resolution #7
Moved by H. Hayes — Seconded by K. McGhee
BE IT RESOLVED THAT:
Payroll for the following month(s) be approved for payment:
March 2015 - $10,451.30
Carried
13. Confirming and Adjournment
13.1 Resolution #8
Moved by H. Foster — Seconded by W. Hannon
BE IT RESOLVED THAT:
All actions of the Board Members and Officers of the Shelburne and District Fire
Board of Management, with respect to every matter addressed and/or adopted by
the Board on the above date are hereby adopted, ratified and confirmed; And
each motion, resolution and other actions taken by the Board Members and
Officers at the meeting held on the above date are hereby adopted, ratified and
confirmed. Carried
13.2 Resolution #9
Moved by W. Hannon — Seconded by J. Horner
BE IT RESOLVED THAT:
The Board of Management do now adjourn at 8:08 pm to meet again on May 5t
2015 at 7:00 pm or at the call of the Chair.
Carried
Respectiully submitted by: Approved:
Carey Holmes TomEgaw
Carey Holmes, AMCT Tom Egan

Secretary-Treasurer Chairperson



SHELBURNE & DISTRICT FIRE BOARD MEMBERS

Meeting Attendance Record Under Date of April 7, 2015

Municipality / Member Present Absent
Township of Amaranth
Heather Foster X
Gail Little X

Town of Mono

Ken McGhee X

Fred Nix X

Township of Melancthon

Janice Elliott X

Wayne Hannon X

Town of Shelburne

Tom Egan X

Ken Bennington X

Township of Mulmur

Heather Mcintosh-Hayes X
Janet Horner X
Staff

Ed Walsh — Acting Fire Chief X
David Holmes - Captain X

Carey Holmes - Sec/Treas. X




SHELBURNE & DISTRICT FIRE BOARD

April 15, 2015

The Shelburne & District Fire Department Board of Management was held at the Fire
Hall on the above mentioned date at 7:00 P.M.

Present

As per attendance record.

1. Opening of Meeting

1.1 Chair Tom Egan called meeting to order at 7:00 pm.

2. Approval of Agenda

2.1 Resolution #1

Moved by: J. Elliott - Seconded by: F. Nix

BE IT RESOLVED THAT:

The Board of Management approves the agenda as presented.
Carried

3. Fire Chief Job Description & Advertisement

3.1  The Board reviewed the Fire Chief Job Description & Advertisement and made
minor changes.

Resolution #2

Moved by: F. Nix — Seconded by: W. Hannon

BE IT RESOLVED THAT:

The Shelburne & District Fire Board approve the Job Description for a Fuil Time
Fire Chief {including the role of FPO) as amended;

And further that the Secretary-Treasurer be instructed to advertise the position

immediately.
Carried

Bco - MAY Z 1 2015



4. Confirming and Adjournment

41 Resolution #3
Moved by F. Nix — Seconded by J. Elliott
BE IT RESOLVED THAT:
All actions of the Board Members and Officers of the Shelburne and District Fire
Board of Management, with respect to every matter addressed and/or adopted by
the Board on the above date are hereby adopted, ratified and confirmed; And
each motion, resolution and other actions taken by the Board Members and
Officers at the meeting held on the above date are hereby adopted, ratified and
confirmed. Carried

4.2 Resolution #4
Moved by J. Elliott — Seconded by W. Hannon
BE IT RESOLVED THAT:
The Board of Management do now adjourn at 7:28 pm to meet again on May 5t
2015 at 7:00 pm or at the call of the Chair.

Carried

Respectfully submiited by: Approved:

Carey Holmes Tom Egar

Carey Holmes, AMCT Tom Egan

Secretary-Treasurer Chairperson



SHELBURNE & DISTRICT FIRE BOARD MEMBERS

Meeting Attendance Record Under Date of April 15, 2015

Municipality / Member Present Absent
Township of Amaranth
Heather Foster X
Galil Little X
Town of Mono
Ken McGhee X
Fred Nix X
Township of Melancthon
Janice Elliott X
Wayne Hannon X
Town of Shelburne
Tom Egan X
Ken Bennington X
Township of Mulmur
Heather Mcintosh-Hayes X
Janet Horner X
Staff
Ed Walsh — Acting Fire Chief X
David Holmes - Captain X

Carey Holmes - Sec/Treas.




Denise Holmes

From: Desir, Finbar (OMAFRA) <finbar.desir@ontario.ca>
Sent: May-04-15 4:41 PM
Fo: Justin Stein (justinstein0007@gmail.com); jwilker@thomsonrogers.com; Elaine Kehoe

(ekehoe@sympatico.ca); carmela_marshall@yahoo.ca; Luellaholmes@aol.com; Katherine
Lindsay (km_lindsay@hotmail.com); Denise Holmes {dholmes@melancthontownship.ca);
fred.nix@townofmono.com; Don MacFarlane (macfarlane.don.m@gmail.com)

Cc: Curran, Becky (OMAFRAY); Brook, Timothy (OMAFRA)

Subject: Motion and Pre-Hearing Order - NFPPB 2014-05: Cox vs Town of Mono
Attachments: MOTION PHC ORDER - May 4, 2015.docx

Importance: High

Please find attached the Order of the Normal Farm Practices Protection Board regarding the Motion from the Town of
Mono and the subsequent Pre-Hearing Conference, held on April 2, 2015, in the case of NFPPB 2014-05: Cox vs. Town of
Mono.

Finbar Desir, P. Eng., Secretary

Normal Farm Practices Protection Board
1 Stone Rd. W., 3rd Floor

Guelph, ON N1G 4Y2

Tel: 519-826-3549

Fax: 519-826-3259
finbar.desir@ontario.ca

Please verify receipt of this email

Totat Control Panel Login
To: dholmesi@melancthontownship.ca Message Score: 1 High (60): Pass
From: finbar.desir@ontario.ca My Spam Blocking Level: High Medium (75): Pass

Low {90): Pass
Block this sender
Block ontario.ca

This message was delivered because the content filter score did not exceed your filter level,

1 TRl - MAYZ1aB



Normal Farm Practices Commission de protection

Protection Board des pratiques agricoles
normales
3rd Floor 3° &tage
1 Stone Road West 1 Stone Road West
Guelph, Ontario N1G 4Y2 Guelph (Ontario) N1G 4Y2
Tel: {519) 826-3549 Tél.: (519) 826-3549 .-F
Fax: {519) 826-3259 Téléc.: (519) 826-3259 Ontario

Normal Farm Practices Protection Board

MOTION DECISION AND PRE-HEARING CONFERENCE ORDER

IN THE MATTER OF The Farming And Food Production Protection Act, S.0.
1998, Chapter 1.

AND IN THE MATTER OF An Application To The Board, Under Section 6
Of The Farming And Food Production Protection Act, S.0. 1998, Chapter 1, For
A Determination As To Whether A Municipal Bylaw Has The Effect Of
Precluding A Normal Farm Practice.

Board File Number: 2014-05: Cox v. Mono

Between:
Douglas Cox
Applicant
and
Town Of Mono,
Respondent
Before: Marty Byl, Board Member
Date: Thursday, April 2 2015
Location: Town of Mono Municipal Building, Mono, Ontario



Background

The Normal Farming Practices Protection Board received an application by mail from Douglas Cox
under s. 6 of the Farming and Food Production Protection Act, 1998 ("the Act") regarding the Town's
Fill By-law 2014-31. The application is dated January 28, 20135. It was made by Mr. Robert Iachetta of
Soilcan Inc., acting as agent for Mr. Cox.

With the consent and input as to dates from the Applicant and the Town of Mono, the Board scheduled a
prehearing conference (PHC) and settlement conference, to be held Thursday, April 2, 2015 at Town of
Mono Municipal Office, 347209 Mono Centre Road, Mono, Ontario. Notice of this proceeding was
given to both parties by the Board on February 25, 2015.

Two individuals, Elaine Kehoe and Camilla Marshall contacted the Board on March 5 and 6, 2015
respectively, after the prehearing and settlement conferences had been scheduled and notice served.
These individuals did not at the time request status as a full party to the application, but both expressed
the desire to attend the scheduled conferences and to participate in the main hearing of this matter in
order to make their views known to the Board. A letter was also received by the Board from Mrs.
Katharine Lindsay dated April 1, 2015, expressing concerns about the application. All three individuals
were made aware of the prehearing conference and settlement conference. Not all of these interested
individuals were able to attend on April 2, 2015; however, they were invited to send a letter outlining
their desire to participate for the Board’s consideration during the PHC. In addition, letters of concern
were received from area residents Mathilde Struck (March 21), Howard and Donna Holmes (March 28)
and Fred Nix, a Town Councillor (April 1). A letter of support for the Applicant was received from
resident Frank Tucker ((March 12). Other than Ms, Kehoe and Ms. Marshall, the residents who wrote to
the Board did not request standing at the hearing. The Town of Melancthon did request Presenter status
in an email of April 1, 2015.

A Motion to Adjourn the PHC was submitted to the Board on March 20, 2015 by the Respondent’s
solicitors, Jeffrey J. Wilker and David N. Germain.

A subsequent notice of a motion hearing was issued by the Board on March 31°2015 and served to both
parties and their solicitors. This notice superseded the previous notice and notified parties of the
following;

“This Notice supersedes the Notice of Notice of Pre-Hearing and Settlement Conferences issued on
February 25, 20135,

“Please note the following:

1. “Ifthe Motion is granted, the Pre-Hearing and Settlement Conferences will be re-scheduled as
ordered at the Motion hearing.

2. “If the Motion is not granted, the Pre-Hearing and Settlement Conferences will commence
immediately after the Motion Hearing and will proceed according to the original Notice of Pre-
Hearing and Settlement Conferences, adjusted for time.”

2



The motion was filed with the Board and served on the Applicant by counsel for the Respondent.
Receipt was acknowledged by the Applicant.

On Thursday, April 2, 2015 the motion was heard before member Marty Byl at the Town of Mono
Municipal Office, 347209 Mono Centre Road, Mono, Ontario.

The Applicant, Douglas Cox was represented by Mr. Jeff Stein, rather than by Mr. lachetta of Soilcan,
who had made the application to the Board as Agent for Mr. Cox. Mr. Stein indicated that he and his
company, 2294948 Ontario Limited were separate and independent of Soilcan. Mr. Stein indicated
employees of Soilcan would be testifying at a full hearing, should one occur, and therefore Soilcan could
no longer act as Agent for Mr. Cox. Mr. lachetta was also present along with Mr. Cox and Mr. Stein.

The Town of Mono was represented by their counsel, Jeffrey J. Wilker, accompanied by the Director of
Planning for the Town of Mono, Mr. Mark Early.

All parties acknowledged receipt of the original notice of prehearing conference and settlement
conference, and the notice of motion hearing.

The chairing member (PHC Chair) polled the room, inquiring of the gallery if any person wished to seek
party status. No one identified themselves at that time as seeking party status. The member heard oral
arguments from Mr. Wilker and Mr. Stein.

An oral ruling denying the motion was presented to both parties at the motion hearing and the
prehearing conference commenced thereafter. A settlement conference was not held as one party
indicated they were not prepared to proceed.

The Motion

The motion by the Town of Mono was to adjourn the prehearing conference in order to enable area
landowners concerned with this matter and unable to attend on April 2, 2015, to attend the prehearing
and settlement conferences.

The reasons for denying this motion are as follows.

The prehearing conference and settlement conference are held by the Board for reasons as indicated in
Rule 23(1) of the Board’s Rules of Practice and Procedure. Rule 23(1) reads as follows:

23. (1) In any proceeding the Board, on its own initiative or on the motion of any party or any
person seeking party status, may direct the parties to make submissions in writing or may hold one or
more pre-hearing or seltlement conferences, for the purposes of:

a. identifying parties;

b. defining, formulating or simplifying issues;

c. clarifying, amplifying or limiting an application, intervention or reply;

d. deciding the procedure to be adopted in the proceeding;

e. disclosure of evidence, including:

i. identifying documents the parties intend to rely on;
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il. exchanging or arranging for the exchange of documents among parties;
iii. identifying witnesses, the nature of their evidence, and their order of presentation;
iv. considering the advantages and disadvantages of filing witness statements and
interrogatories and establishing a procedure for their service and filing if needed;
J- setting the date and place for commencement of the hearing;
g estimating the length of the hearing;
h. deciding any other matters that may aid in the simplification or most just disposition of the
proceeding;
i . considering the possibility of settlement of any or all of the issues in the proceeding; and
J. for any other purpose that the Board deems appropriate.

It is the very purpose of the prehearing conference to address procedural matters such as public
participation in the main hearing.

While one person who indicated a desire to participate in the hearing of this matter was unable to attend
the prehearing conference, she was given the option of submitting a written request or sending an
alternate to represent her. If submitting a written request, she was referred to Rule 55 of the Board’s
Rules of Practice and Procedure, and advised to identify in general terms the information she would like
to present at the hearing, whether she plans to represent others, and the estimated length of her
presentation. If seeking full party status, she was directed to subsection 6(8) of the Act. Links for the
Rules and the Act were provided.

While this type of submission may not allow for complete planning of how the hearing is to unfold, as
other interested persons may still come forward before the hearing, it does inform the decision on the
procedure to be adopted for the hearing and/or for adopting a framework for how public participation is
to occur.

Furthermore, adjourning the prehearing conference would not address the issues presented by an
unknown number of interested persons who desire to participate, with, of course, unknown availability.
Even if the prehearing conference was adjourned and a new date set, others who desire to participate in
the hearing in some way may not be available on that new date. It is also important to note that
regardless of the length of any adjournment, others could still come forward after a prehearing
conference held at a later date, and the hearing panel would still have to address as a preliminary matter
requests for adding parties and requests for standing under Rule 55 to give public testimony.

Concerns with an unknown number of interested persons, with unknown availability, with a possibility

of others expressing an interest in participating in this matter after the prehearing conference (whenever
it is held) were key considerations in the denial of this motion orally on April 2. At the time of writing,
subsequent events have demonstrated these concerns to be valid, as others have since come forward,

The Board also notes that the April 2, 2015 date was set on consent and input from both the Applicant
and Respondent. Rule 22 (1) states:



A date for a hearing, prehearing conference, settlement conference or motion that has been fixed
by the Board with the agreement of all the parties or counsel for the parties will be considered
peremptory to all consenting parties and counsel and will be considered to have committed
themselves to be present on the date fixed and to have undertaken to make no other commitments
that will render their attendance impossible.

The Board also notes that further prehearing conferences may be held in any case to address procedural
issues as outlined in Rule 23(1).

Thus, adjourning the prehearing conference due to the unavailability of some interested persons would
not achieve the town’s aim as stated in paragraph 14 of their motion materials, namely to enable
adjacent landowners to participate fully, simply because all of the interested persons are not known at
this time, the date an adjourned prehearing conference is set for may still not be suitable to all interested
persons, and allowing and planning for public participation would not be affected by proceeding to
address other matters set out in Rule 23(1) on April 2, 2015. Denying the adjournment request does not
prevent public participation in the hearing of this application in any way.

The Town also included in their motion a point about notice for the prehearing conference being
insufficient, relying on s. 6(9) of the Act. This section pertains to notice of the main hearing of a matter
and not a prehearing conference. Furthermore, information necessary to fulfill s. 6(9) is required to be
provided by the Town as per s. 6(13).

Other Procedural Matters
Adding parties and public testimony

It is obvious that there is much public interest in this application to the Board and the proposal of Mr.
Cox. The Board received communications from five residents, one citizen’s group and one other
municipality before the prehearing conference. As of the time of writing this decision and procedural
order, one additional citizen’s group has also come forward expressing their views and an interest to
participate in the hearing of this application.

The Act allows for adding parties to an application in s. 6(8), and the Rules provide for the giving of
public testimony in Rule 55 and the receiving of written submissions in Rule 56.

Following the ruling on the motion, one person sought party status, Mrs. Elaine Kehoe. The PHC Chair
explained the rights and obligations of a party, and she indicated that she understood them. Neither
existing party objected to her being added as a party. Mrs. Kehoe was accepted as a party to the
Application.

From the amount of interest indicated, some plan for public participation at the hearing is advisable in

order to ensure that concerned residents and other entities have a means of having their views known.

However, at this time, the total number of interested persons is not known, and it is likely that the

hearing panel will have to address the issue of public participation at the commencement of the hearing.
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While the Board values hearing the views of those who could be affected by a proposal or an
application, ensuring an opportunity for public participation must be balanced with the desire to have a
manageable hearing that is not unduly lengthy. To that end, unduly repetitive presentations may be
limited by the hearing panel. In order to keep the hearing from becoming unduly lengthy, it was
indicated that there would be a limit of 5 presentations permitted under Rule 55. Concerned members of
the public and other entities are encouraged to be mindful of this, and perhaps arrange for representative
speakers to provide Rule 55 testimony or testimony as a witness on behalf of concerned residents with
similar positions. Written submissions under Rule 56 are also an option. Any persons or entities
interested in participating in the hearing of this matter may attend and seek standing from the hearing
panel, but they should be mindful of the above points. All interested persons and other entities who
contacted the Board by the date of the issue of this decision and order are included in the mailing list for
this order and all those who contact the Board indicating a desire to make their views known will be
provided with further notices in this proceeding.

Scope of hearing

The PHC Chair was asked to rule on the scope of the hearing by counsel for the Respondent. The
Respondent argued that the jurisdiction of the Board was limited by the application, and its discussion of
fees, deposits and hours of operation. Mrs. Kehoe similarly argued for a narrow scope limited to these
three items. Mr. Stein argued for a broad scope of all issues. He cited that the intent was to resolve all
matters, rather than to reapply should these three issues be resolved and their application before the
Town still be denied. An application for permit has not been submitted to the Town due to the monetary
issues stated above.

It is important to note that section 6 (1) of the Farming and Food Production Protection Act reads “No
municipal by-law applies to restrict a normal farm practice carried on as part of an agricultural
operation.” The wording within section 6(1) directs the Board to consider whether the practice is a
normal farm practice carried on as part of an agricultural operation in order to determine whether the
practice qualifies for protection under the Act. Furthermore, the application clearly indicates the
proposal as including the importation of topsoil in the opening paragraph of its accompanying letter.
“This letter is an explanation of how the Town of Mono Site Alteration Bylaw is affecting Mr. Cox's
farming practices. The purpose of the importation and grading of fill and topsoil is to rehabilitate
agricultural land to a usable farmable property which he has been farming for over 35 years with the
intention to increase his sheep herd from 250 to over 500.”

While other paragraphs do outline fees, deposits and restrictions on hours of operation, the opening
paragraph lists the practice of soil importation and alleges it is a normal farm practice.

As the issue of whether the proposal is a normal farm practice carried on as part of an agricultural
operation goes to the heart of this matter, as only normal farm practices receive protection under the Act,
and because of the stated reason for the application, the entire proposal will need to be considered.
Following that determination, it may be necessary to consider how the by-law applies to restrict the
proposal. However, the application was made to the Board at an early stage, due to the alleged impacts
of the by-law on the proposal at this time (i.e. deposits, etc.), and thus all possible ways the by-law may
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affect the proposal would be speculative at this point. The alleged ways the by-laws applies to restrict a
normal farm practice should only relate to what is known at this time — i.e. the fees, deposit and hours of
operation.

As there may be an issue with the timing of the application to the Board as the entirety of the impacts of
the by-law are not known, it is conceivable that the Applicant may need to make a further application to
the Board, depending on the outcome of the hearing. Note that the hearing panel may determine that
other issues are relevant.

Witness identification and length of hearing

Intentions regarding the witnesses to be called by each party were canvassed at the PHC. The Applicant
indicated he planned on calling 10 witnesses of whom 5 would give expert testimony. The Respondent
indicated 4 or 5 witnesses would be called, all of whom would give expert testimony. Mrs. Kehoe also
indicated she wished to call 10 witnesses, none of whom would give expert testimony. The Parties
agreed that there would be a possible variation in each of their present plans for the presentation of
documentary evidence and the number of witnesses which would be required to be called to complete
the presentation of that evidence.

With regard to the lengthy witness lists, the Parties are advised to consider the following:
- whether some testimony would be repetitive and unnecessary;
- whether it would be more appropriate for proposed witnesses to give Rule 55 presentations;
- whether groups of concerned members of the public should appoint a representative speaker who
would seek standing under Rule 55 to speak on their behalf.

It is apparent that some clarity is needed regarding the proposed witnesses. It is not clear at this time
who all of the proposed witnesses are and what they intend to testify to, and thus, it is not clear whether
their testimony would be refevant or unduly repetitious.

In order to ensure a manageable hearing and to anticipate the length of the hearing, a second PHC, to be
held by way of teleconference call among the current parties, will need to be conducted to ensure that
witnesses provide relevant testimony that is not unduly repetitious. Parties should be prepared to
identify proposed witnesses and to identify, in general terms, the anticipated content of their testimony,
as well as any expert credentials. CV’s and statements of proposed witnesses may be exchanged prior to
a second PHC if desired, but need not be exchanged until the document exchange dates which will be set
following a second PHC.,

ORDER

The scope of the hearing issues shall include whether the applicant’s proposal is a normal farm practice
carried on as part of an agricultural operation, and whether the Town’s Site Alteration Bylaw 2014-31,
as applied in terms of fees, deposits, and hours of operation, restricts the alleged normal farm practice.
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The Board orders that conflict resolution between the parties, considering the above ruling on scope, be
attempted prior to the hearing.

The three parties are to contact the Secretary of the Board by 12.00 pm May 15, 2015 to schedule a PHC
teleconference call.

As per his undertaking, Mr. Stein is instructed to provide documentary proof to the Board, by 12.00 pm
May 15, 2015, of the independence of himself and his company from Soilcan.

The Town is instructed to provide the information required by s. 6(13) of the Act.

Document exchange will be addressed at the second PHC.

DATED May 4th, 2015
//: h, b: Q}

Marty Byl, Pre-Hearing Chair




Denise Holmes

From: Desir, Finbar (OMAFRA) <finbar.desir@ontario.ca>
Sent: May-13-15 4:09 PM
To: Justin Stein (justinstein0007@gmail.com); Jeff Wilker (jwilker@thomsonrogers.com);

David Germain (dgermain@thomsonrogers.com); Elaine Kehoe (ekehoe@sympatico.ca);
Don MacFarlane (macfarlane.don.m@gmail.com); carmela_marshall@yahoo.ca; Denise
Holmes (dholmes@melancthontownship.ca); fred.nix@townofmono.com;
Luellahoimes@aol.com; Katherine Lindsay (km_lindsay@hotmail.com)

Cc: Curran, Becky (OMAFRA)

Subject: Pre-Hearing Conference Order No. 2
Attachments: MOTION PHC ORDER #2 - May 13 2015.docx
Importance: High

Please find attached Pre-Hearing Conference Order No. 2 in the matter of NFPPB 2014-05 Cox v Mono, following the
Pre-Hearing Conference held at the Town of Mono on April 2, 2015, and the Board Order dated May 4, 2015.

Finbar Desir, P. Eng., Secretary

Normal Farm Practices Protection Board
1 Stone Rd. W., 3rd Floor

Guelph, ON N1G 4Y2

Tel: 519-826-3549

Fax: 519-826-3259

finbar.desir@ontario.ca

Please verify receipt of this email.

Tatal Coutrol Panel Login
To: dholmes@melancthontownship.ca Message Score: 1 High (60): Pass
From: finhar.desiri@@ontario.ca My Spam Blocking Level: High Medium (75): Pass

Low (90): Pass
Block this sender
Block ontario.ca

This message was delivered because the content filter score did not exceed your filter level.

' Tnfoo —  MAYZTI0R



Normal Farm Practices
Protection Board
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1 Stone Road West
Guelph, Ontario N1G 4Y2

Commission de protection
des pratiques agricoles
normales
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1 Stone Road West
Guelph (Ontario) N1G 4Y2
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Téléc.: (519) 826-3259 Ontario

Tel: (519) 826-3549 Tél.: (519) 826-3549
Fax: (519) 826-3259

Normal Farm Practices Protection Board

PRE-HEARING CONFERENCE ORDER No. 2

IN THE MATTER OF The Farming And Food Production Protection Act, S.0.
1998, Chapter 1.

AND IN THE MATTER OF An Application To The Board, Under Section 6
Of The Farming And Food Production Protection Act, S.0. 1998, Chapter 1, For
A Determination As To Whether A Municipal Bylaw Has The Effect Of
Restricting A Normal Farm Practice.

Board File Number: 2014-05: Cox v. Mono

Between:
Douglas Cox
Applicant
and
Town Of Mono,

Respondent
Before: Marty Byl, Board Member
Date: Thursday, April 2, 2015
Location: Town of Mono Municipal Building, Mono, Ontario



Background

The Normal Farming Practices Protection Board received an application by mail from Douglas Cox
under s. 6 of the Farming and Food Production Protection Act, 1998 ("the Act") regarding the Town's
Fill By-law 2014-31. The application is dated January 28,2015. It was made by Mr. Robert lachetta of
Soilcan Inc., acting as agent for Mr. Cox.

With the consent and input as to dates from the Applicant and the Town of Mono, the Board scheduled a
prehearing conference (PHC) and settlement conference, to be held Thursday, April 2, 2015 at Town of
Mono Municipal Office, 347209 Mono Centre Road, Mono, Ontario. Notice of this proceeding was
given to both parties by the Board on February 25, 2015.

Two individuals, Elaine Kehoe and Carmela Marshall, contacted the Board on March 5 and 6, 2015,
respectively, after the prehearing and settlement conferences had been scheduled and notice served.
These individuals did not at the time request status as a full party to the application, but both expressed
the desire to attend the scheduled conferences and to participate in the main hearing of this matter in
order to make their views known to the Board. A letter was also received by the Board from Mrs.
Katharine Lindsay dated April 1, 2015, expressing concerns about the application. All three individuals
were made aware of the prehearing conference and settlement conference. Not all of these interested
individuals were able to attend on April 2, 2015; however, they were invited to send a letter outlining
their desire to participate for the Board’s consideration during the PHC. In addition, letters of concern
were received from area residents Mathilde Struck (March 21), Howard and Donna Holmes (March 28)
and Fred Nix, a Town Councillor (April 1). A letter of support for the Applicant was received from
resident Frank Tucker (March 12). Other than Ms. Kehoe and Ms. Marshall, the residents who wrote to
the Board did not request standing at the hearing. The Town of Melancthon did request Presenter status
in an email of April 1, 2015.

A Motion to Adjourn the prehearing conference was submitted to the Board on March 20, 2015 by the
Respondent’s solicitors, Jeffrey J. Wilker and David N. Germain.

The Applicant, Douglas Cox was represented by Mr. Jeff Stein, rather than by Mr. lachetta of Soilcan,
who had made the application to the Board as Agent for Mr. Cox. Mr. Stein indicated that he and his
company, 2294948 Ontario Limited were separate and independent of Soilcan. Mr. Stein indicated
employees of Soilcan would be testifying at a full hearing, should one occur, and therefore Soilcan could
no longer act as Agent for Mr. Cox. Mr. lachetta was also present along with Mr. Cox and Mr. Stein.

A subsequent notice of a motion hearing was issued by the Board on March 31, 2015 and served to both
parties and their solicitors. This notice superseded the previous notice.

The motion was filed with the Board and served on the Applicant by counsel! for the Respondent.
Receipt was acknowledged by the Applicant.

On Thursday, April 2, 2015 the motion was heard before member Marty Byl at the Town of Mono
Municipal Office, 347209 Mono Centre Road, Mono, Ontario.



A motion decision and Prehearing Order was issued by the Board on May 4, 2015. The order reads in

part:

While the Board values hearing the views of those who could be affected by a proposal or an
application, ensuring an opportunity for public participation must be balanced with the desire to
have a manageable hearing that is not unduly lengthy. To that end, unduly repetitive
presentations may be limited by the hearing panel. In order to keep the hearing from becoming
unduly lengthy, it was indicated that there would be a limit of 5 presentations permitted under
Rule 55. Concerned members of the public and other entities are encouraged to be mindful of
this, and perhaps arrange for representative speakers to provide Rule 55 testimony or testimony
as a witness on behalf of concerned residents with similar positions. Written submissions under
Rule 56 are also an option. Any persons or entities interested in participating in the hearing of
this matter may attend and seek standing from the hearing panel, but they should be mindful of
the above points. All interested persons and other entities who contacted the Board by the date
of the issue of this decision and order are included in the mailing list for this order and all those
who contac! the Board indicating a desire to make their views known will be provided with
Jurther notices in this proceeding.

And also reads:

In order to ensure a manageable hearing and to anticipate the length of the hearing, a second
PHC, to be held by way of teleconference call among the current parties, will need to be
conducted to ensure that witnesses provide relevant testimony that is not unduly repetitious.
Parties should be prepared to identify proposed witnesses and to identify, in general terms, the
anticipated content of their testimony, as well as any expert credentials. CV’s and statements of
proposed witnesses may be exchanged prior to a second PHC if desired, but need not be
exchanged until the document exchange dates which will be set following a second PHC.

Prior to issuance and since the May 4 Order was issued, other persons and groups have contacted the
Board seeking either party status or seeking to make presentations under Rule 55 of the Board’s rules.

Reconsideration and clarification of the May 4, 2015 Order as it relates to public participation,
witnesses and a second prehearing conference

Concerns have been raised regarding public participation issues being addressed at the commencement
of the hearing, and that it is evident that at least some of those who have expressed an interest in
participating in this matter desire to have a ruling on standing in advance of the first hearing day in order
to better prepare.

There is a possibility that some of the proposed witnesses include persons only seeking to make their
views for or against the applicant’s proposal known, and that these individuals may be more
appropriately considered as Rule 55 presenters and not witnesses.



The Board did not receive any summaries of proposed presentations nor any indication of the estimated
duration of anticipated presentations from those unable to attend the PHC. Therefore, the Board is
issuing this order clarifying and reconsidering, in part, the order dated May 4, 2015, as it relates to
public participation, witnesses and a second prehearing conference.

The Board issues this Order to:

1. Cause a second prehearing conference to be scheduled
Ensure receipt of written summaries of persons seeking to make oral presentations under Rule

55.
3. Ensure identification of proposed witnesses and to receive summaries of anticipated testimony.
4. Inform a ruling on the status of any persons or groups seeking standing in the application.

Rules 55 and 56 of the Board’s Rules of Practice and Procedure are presented below:

Public Testimony _
55. Any person having relevant testimony may, with the Board's permission, testify without becoming a parly fo the
hearing or being called as a witness by a party.
Written Submissions
56. (1) The Board prefers evidence fo be given orally at the hearing so that the evidence given may be fesied by cross-
examination. However, where notice of a hearing has been given, any person who does not wish to be a party to the
hearing or testify but who wishes to make his or her views regarding the hearing known to the Board may file with
the Board a written submission commenting on the hearing, which describes the nature of the person's interest in the
hearing and states clearly his or her views regarding the hearing, together with any relevant information that may
be useful in explaining or supporting those views.
(2) Before a writien submission is made part of the record, the Board shall make it available to all other parties to
the hearing and provide an opportunity for parties to comment on its relevance, admissibility, and whether it would
be unfair to make the submission part of the record without an opportunity lo cross-examine the person making the
wriiten submission.
(3) The Board may take into account any such written submission unless, after hearing submissions, it determines
that accepting it as evidence would unduly prefudice any party.

ORDER

A second prehearing conference will be held where all Parties are to attend, either in person or by an
agent or representative.

Those interested in making a presentation under Rule 55 or being added as a Party must submit a written
summary of their anticipated testimony or their proposed witnesses’ anticipated testimony, including
the estimated duration of their presentations or the estimated duration of the examination in chief of
proposed witnesses, by June 8, 2015. These individuals and group representatives may attend the
second prehearing conference if they chose.

All Parties must submit by June 8, 2015 proposed witness statements for non-expert witnesses. These
statements shall be a succinct summary only.

Parties and those seeking Party status should be prepared to identify at the PHC all proposed expert
witnesses and to speak to the relevance of their anticipated testimony.
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The Board will use these summaries and estimates of presentation duration to inform an order on
standing, to better plan for public participation at the hearing, and to estimate the hearing time required
for the testimony of Parties’ witnesses and for public participation.

This will permit some additional preparation time for those granted standing in this matter and will help
ensure that testimony is relevant and not unduly repetitious.

For those members of the public, including citizens groups, municipalities, and other organizations, who
do not make a written submission that outlines their anticipated testimony or their proposed witnesses’
anticipated testimony, including an estimated duration of their presentations, or the duration of their
examination in chief of proposed witnesses, by June 8, 2015, their participation will be conducted as a
Rule 56 written submission for the hearing panel’s consideration. Writien submission under Rule 56
must be submitted prior to the commencement of the hearing.

Where it appears from the summaries that proposed presentations of members of the public or witnesses
are repetitious, the Board may, depending on the number of requests for standing made and on the
number of proposed witnesses giving non-expert testimony, direct some of those interested persons and
proposed witnesses to make a written submission under Rule 56 instead of giving oral testimony at the
hearing.

All Rule 56 written submissions will be considered by the hearing panel.

All other aspects of the May 4 order, including the order as it pertains to conflict resolution, Mr. Stein’s
undertaking, obligations under s. 6(13) of the Act and document exchange, remain unchanged.

All Parties are to contact the Secretary of the Board by June 1, 2015 to provide available dates for the
second prehearing conference.

DATED May 13th, 2015

Marty Byl, Pre-Hearing Chair
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ERNIE HARDEMAN, M.P.P. Queen's Park Office: Constiluency Office:

Oxford Room 413, Legislative Bldg. 12 Perry Street
Toronto, Ontario Woodstack, Ontario
M7A 1A8 N4s 302

. Tel, (416) 325-1239 Tel. {519) 537-5222

April 29, 2015 Fax (416} 325-1259 Fax {519) 5373577

Mayor Darren White

Township of Melancthon

157101 Highway 10

Melancthon, ON L9V 2E6

Dear Mayor White,

Thank you again for meeting with me during the recent ROMA/OGRA Conference.

As I mentioned in my last letter, I wrote to the Minister of Transportation asking for
clarification regarding the placement of transmission line poles on municipal road
allowances.

The Minister of Transportation forwarded the letter to the Minister of Energy for response.
Enclosed, please find a copy of the response that I received from the Ministry of Energy.
While it doesn’t clarify the authority over placing transmission poles on municipal road
allowances, it does indicate that there is more than one instance where this problem has

occurred and that they are currently examining the issue.

I hope that raising the issue with the Ministries has helped encourage them to find a solution
which gives you the authority you need to ensure the safety of your roads.

If I can be of any further assistance please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely

Ernie Har&eman, MPP Oxford
PC Critic for Municipal Affairs and Housing

cc: Sylvia Jones, MPP Dufferin-Caledon

Tl - MNLIIE
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Ministry of Energy Ministére de PEnergie
77 Grenville Street 77 rue Grenville

Toronto, Ontario _7° étage

7™ Floor Toronto (Ontario)

M7A 2C1 M7A 2C1

April 27, 2015

Mr. Ernie Hardeman, MP-ID ‘
Room 413, Legislative Building
Toronto, ON M7A 1A8

Dear Mr. Hardeman:

| was forwarded your letter to Minister Del Duca of March 11, 2015 with regard to
transmission line pole placement in municipal road allowances and | am happy to
respond.

First let me set out that while | would like to provide some general information to
answer your questions, this letter should not be considered [egal advice on
interpreting the application of Ontario’s laws. Municipalities that are interested in
determining their legal options in respect of this issue should seek their own legal
advice.

In your letter you asked about the extent of municipal authority over the location
of transmission poles that are sited in municipal road allowances. There are
provisions in the Efectricity Act that confer certain rights to transmitters and
distributors in relation to pole placement, and in some circumstances where there
is a lack of municipal agreement there is a role for the Ontario Energy Board. In
the great majority of cases this regime has ensured that new or upgraded lines
are located in a manner agreeable to the local municipality. However, this
Ministry has recently become aware of instances related to renewable energy
projects where concerns about transmission pole placement have been raised.



As a result, we are currently examining this issue in cooperation with Ministry of
the Environment and Climate Change (MOECC).

Your letter also specifically asks about requirements related to pole placement
for transmission lines associated with renewable energy projects: With regard to
setback distances, there are no regulatory requirements for setback distances
from roads for transmission line pole placement under the Renewable Energy
Approval (REA) Regulation (O.Reg. 359/09) administered by MOECC. The
setback distance requirement from roads in the REA regulation applies only to
the wind turbines. However, municipal consultation is a key component of the
REA and there are regulatory requirements to seek input from the municipality
through a Municipal Consultation Form. This is a good opportunity for
municipalities to identify issues and communicate expectations related to the
placement of distribution or transmission poles in municipal road allowances, if
applicable. The proponent is also required to complete a Consultation Report
that describes how issues raised during consultation were considered and this
report is evaluated by MOECC in its decision on the REA. The REA process is
an additional avenue available to municipalities to discuss placement of
transm|SS|on or dlstr[butlon poles for renewable energy projects.

| trust you will find this information helpful, and thank you for writing.

. Sincerely,

YE—

Ken Nakahara
Director, Energy Networks & Partnerships



Wendy Atkinson

From: Darlene Noakes <darlene.noakes@caledon.ca>
Sent: May-04-15 2:44 PM
To: Carey deGorter; Denise Holmes, Melancthon; Heather Boston, Mulmur; Heather Foster;

Heather Haire; Jane M. Wilson, Grand Valley; John Telfer, Shelburne; Karen Canivet,
Amaranth-East Garafraxa; Keith J. McNenly, Mono; Ken McGhee; Nicole Shearman; Pam
Hillock, Dufferin County; Patti Hossie, Shelburne; Peggy Tollett; Sue Stone, Amaranth-
East Garafraxa; Susan Greatrix, Orangeville; Terry Horner, Mulmur; Vern Douglas,
Orangeville; Wendy Atkinson, Melancthon

Cc: Leo Butko; Colleen Grant; Melanson, Tim (JUS); Sills, Steven (JUS) (Steven.Sills@opp.ca);
kmoore@shelburnepolice.com; Wayne Kalinski

Subject: Response to MAG'S AMPS Consuitation Paper

Attachments: AMPS response.pdf

Good Afternoon,

Please find attached the Town of Caledon’s response to the Ministry of Attorney General’s public request for a response
to their AMPS Consultation Paper.

Our Town Solicitor and myself prepared a Report to Council and the attached response together and we encourage you
to familiarize yourself with this information.

| have attached the link from the MAG website for some background information
http://www.attorneygeneral.jus.gov.on.ca/english/POA%20ConsultationPaper%20Final ENG.pdf

If you have any questions regarding this Ministry initiative please give me a call.
Thank you,

Darlene Noakes

Court Services Manager

Town of Caledon

905-584-2272 x 4119

“This message {and any associated files) is infended only for the use of the individual or entity te which it is addressed. The content of the message is the property
of the Corporation of the Town of Caledon. The message may contain information that is privileged, confidential, subject to copyright and exempt from disciosure
under applicable law. ¥f the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are notified that any dissemination, distribution, copying, or modification of
this message is striclly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender immediately, advising of the error and delete this message
without making a copy. {Information related to this email is automatically monitored and recerded and the content may be required to be disclosed by the Town to
a third party in certain circumstances). Thank you.”

Total Control Panel Login
To: watkinson@melancthontownship.ca  Message Score: 57 High (60): Pass
From: darlene.noakes@caledon.ca My Spam Blocking Level: Medium Medium (75): Pass

Low (90): Pass
Biock this sender
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Administration

6311 Old Church Road
Caledon, ON L7C 1J6
www.caledon.ca

T. 8905.684.2272
1.888.225.3366
F. 805.584.4325

April 28, 2015 Sent by email to: poa-amp.feedback@ontario.ca
POA-AMP Consultation

Ministry of the Attorney General

720 Bay Street

11" floor

Toronto, ON M7A 289
Dear Sir/Madam:
RE: Administrative Monetary Penalty System for Provincial Offences

The Corporation of the Town of Caledon is pleased to provide a response to the
consultation paper on the use of online Administrative Monetary Penalties for
infractions of provincial statutes and municipal by-laws in Ontario from the
Ministry of Attorney General.

The Town's response to the questions contained within the consultation paper is
attached to this letter. ) :

The provision of access fo- justice requires all of the parties involved in the
judicial system to participate in a fair and equitable manner. Access to justice
involves the rights of individuals to respond and defend one’s actions before an
impartial tribunal. '

In order to provide a comprehensive response and opinion as to the viability of
the project, the Town would ask that further details be provided, including
information regarding the retention of AMPS revenues by the municipality, the
types of offences to be included, .proposed penalties such as demerit points,
details regarding the process to either resolve or dispute matters, proposed
online processes and process of the hiring of hearing officers.

Once further information has been provided to the stakeholders, it may be
. possible to address the impact upon the rights of individuals, the impact upon
public safety, and the impact upon municipalities.

We thank you for the opportunity to become involved and look forward to being
included in further consultation.

Your truly,
4
Ll o
Colleen Gra
Manager of ervices/Solicitor

cc. Douglas Barnes, Chief Administrative Officer
Carey deGorter, Director of Administration/Town Clerk
Darlene Noakes, Court Services Manager, Provincial Offences
Fuwing Wong, Chief Financial Officer

Encl. )




POA Modernization
Ad_ministrati%re Mlon'etary Penélties (AMPSj' |

Ministry Statement: Administrative monetary penalties are a civil mechanism for enforcing
compliance with regulatory requirements. '

Access to Justice refers to the right to defend one’s actions with the judiciary, The burden of
proof is on the prosecutor.

PN R
TOWN OF CALEDON




POA Modernization

POA Modernization
Administrative Monetary Penalties (AMPS)

The following is The Corporation of the Town of Caledon’s
response to the Consultation Paper “Exploring an online
Administrative Monetary Penalty System for infractions of
provincial statutes and municipal by-laws in Ontario”.

Question 1: not applicable

Question 2: not applicable

Question 3: What benefits and/or challenges do you foresee with
creating an online AMP system for minor and/or straightforward
matters currently dealt with under the POA?

» The diverse culture may dictate the [imitations of an on-line
system, Studies into the success of those systems already in
place should be conducted and shared.-

» The best use of an on-line system would be for payment or
requesting an appointment as an initial phase.

» Consider alternative methods of filing trial requests such as on-

* line, electronic filing and not in person.

Question 4: What kinds of infractions do you think could be fairly .
and appropriately addressed in an onfine AMP system? -

+ The AMP system would be beneficial for parking offences and
regulatory by-law charges. This system is successful for minor
penaliies without affecting road saféty.

» Charges under the POA Statutes require a judicial process as

. strict or absolute liability is defined on a case by case basts.

Ensure the means achieves theend. » 1

Review the pilot AMP
pI¢ essmthe west
before changing
legxs]ahon -

ii:'if;jcfcthnls to be heél:l_‘d
and paid in one stream.

- A few quéstions to

consider.......

Howmany =
municipalities currently

have an AMP system?

Is the parking process
ad111j.r\i§te_red through
the Ihui'ﬁcipality or
through the court?
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Question 5: If the first phase of the transition to an online AMP system was to focus on fraffic
infractions, what should be J'ncluded? What should be excluded?

o The first phase should be to implement AMPs for palkmg infractions and consider whether all
municipalities will opt in or out.

* Charges contained within the Highway Traffic Act should be excluded as they require a ]ud1c1a1
process,

¢ Often these charges are given together at the side of the road and could not be separated. If they
were separated we would be adding another layer of process for the public.

*  Until we have clarification on the proposed penalties, we cannot comment on the types of infractions
that would be suitable,

¢ There needs to be a balance of all involved parties’ intetests. (i.e. Prosecution, Administration,

_ ]udluary, Enforcement and Defendants).

*  We cannot comment on how traffic infractions would be enforced througl the AMPS system
Purther consultation is needed with these stakeholders.

o Inorder to ensure that all members of the public are {reated equally when enforcement takes place
these rules would need to be imiposed provinciaily.

Question 7: We encou_rage you to share your 1deas for other approaches the mnustry should consider,
achlevmg its Better Justice Together goals.

s Streamlining the process to assist the public once they are in the judicial process:
o Allowing administrators to process and be given the authority to sign:
* Extensions of Time to Pay
= Re-opening Applications
»  FIR dockets .

o Administration has the historical data and staffing to manage this process, in coordination
with collection staff, and assist the public with this stream in a more efficient and ilmely
manner.

o. Defendants often remain unlicensed or suspended while they await a judicial decision
regarding the Re-opening Application. Removing this task from the judiciary would free
additional intake time for attendance in court.

o Currently, parking infractions are reviewed by an administrator and a conviction is entered
with an administrative authority.

o This process could be moved along with Part 1 tickets requiring a conviction on a Fail to
Respond docket in the same manner and removed from the judiciary as an intake task,

" & Provide Legal Aid/Assistance to the public for POA matters when incarceration is iinposed or for
those with mental health issues.

o All stakeholders invest a significant amount of judicial resources to unrepresented
individuals facing serious consequences of conviction.

» Consider areview of the current appeal process to improve access to Justice for defendants.

Bnsure the means achieves the end. * 2
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Question 8: What impact would a new AMP system have on your organization? What challenging

implementation issues to you foresee? How might we address them?

Currently, we do not use the AMP system, however, we would consider this option should all fine .

_ thresholds be included.

Addmg the AMP system would require new hiring for screening and hean.ng officers and therefore
wé could not be implemented without budget and council approval,

The new form would need to be ordered and would also impact budget lines for municipalities.
All police agencies would need to be on-board and fully trained.

Local municipalities with opt-in and opt-out parking agreements would be unpacted by new
software, processes and staffing,

Currently all POA tickets can be paid at any provincial court. How will the new system be
implemented? Will the software be provincial? Having multiple payment systems will confuse the
process for the public.

Ensure the means achieves the end, * 3




ADM-2015-033

To: Mayor and Members of Council
From: Administration Depariment
Meeting: 2015-04-28

Subject: Response to Ministry of Attorney General's Public Consultation
Administrative Monetary Penalty System

RECOMMENDATIONS

That Report ADM-2015-033 regarding Response to Ministry of Attorney General's public
consultation regarding Administrative Monetary Penalty System, be received; and

That the Manager of Court Services in consultation with the Manager of Legal Services
be authorized to respond to the public consultation on behalf of the municipality; and

That the Ministry of Attorney General be requested to consuit with the Town in any
further discussions relating to this program.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

¢ In 1999 the Ministry of Attorney General (“MAG”) transferred the responsibility for
the administration of the Provincial Offences Court and certain prosecution
functions to municipalities.

* As aresult of this, the Town entered into a Memorandum of Understanding
(MOU) with MAG in 1999 regarding the court’s administrative and prosecutorial
functions.

« On March 3, 2015, MAG published a consultation paper entitled “Exploring an
online Administrative Monetary Penalty System for infractions of provincial
statutes and municipal by-laws in Ontario.” The consultation requested input
from the public and MAG's direct stakeholders simultaneously.

» These proposed changes to the delivery of service by the Town could have a
significant impact upon the Town of Caledon,

« Staff recommends they be authorized to respond to the consultation paper on
behalf of the municipality.

DISCUSSION

Purpose (background)

Responsibility for Provincial Offences Court administration and prosecution of certain
offences was transferred to Caledon in 1999 pursuant to the Provincial Offences Act and
a Memorandum of Understanding executed between the Town and the Queen in Right
of Ontario (Ministry of Attorney General). As a result of the transfer, the Town retains the
majority of the fine revenues imposed. However, victim fine surcharge and other costs
such as Justice of Peace and Prosecutor salaries are reimbursed to MAG.

Page 1of 4
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Presently, the Town administers the Provincial Offences Court for Caledon and Dufferin
County and prosecutes matters under the Provincial Offences Act (*POA”), including the
Highway Traffic Act and the Town's regulatory by-laws such as the Traffic By-law
(parking infractions).

The POA matters fall into three categories:
1. Part 1- Minor ticketable offences with a maximum penalty of $1000.00 fine,
including municipal by-law offences;
2. Part 2- Parking tickets;
3. Part 3- Serious matters where defendants are required to appear before court
and where the maximum penalty could be significant fines and/or jail time,
including municipal by-law offences.

All Part 1 Matters have the option of the following:
¢ Plead guilty — payment out of court either on-ling, in person or by phone.
» Request an Early Resolution meeting with the prosecutor to discuss a reduction.
The request can be made by mail or in person.
¢+ Request a Trial to plead not guilty. This request must be filed in person at the
court location issued.

Currently, for Part 2 Parking Matters, the Town has a parking facilitation program in
place whereby a defendant may appear at the POA counter to request a reduction otherwise
they have the option to request a trial and appear in court. Payment is also accepted on-line, by
phone, mail or in person.

All Part 3 Matters issued by an enforcement agency are prosecuted by a Part 3
prosecutor provided by the Attorney General. The only exception being the Municipal
By-law charges issued by the Town of Caledon which are prosecuted by the Town's
Municipal Prosecutor. These charges do not have a set fine and the person must
appear before the Justice of the Peace in court to resoive or dispute their charge.

In 2006, the Municipal Act, 2001 and the Provincial Offences Act were amended to
permit municipalities to implement an alternate system. Administrative Monetary Penalty
System (AMPS) was introduced and optional for specified municipal offences, including
licensing and parking infractions, for matters involving fines up to $100.00. The City of
Vaughan and this year, the City of Mississauga and Brampton have opted into this
process for parking and licensing.

The Town of Caledon does not have this process in place as the volume of matters
for parking and licensing subject to AMPS is low.

MAG is presently conducting a consultation process to study the proposed expansion of
the AMPS program. The consultation paper is attached as Schedule “A” to this report.

m Page 2 of 4

TOWN OF CALEDON



ADM-2015-033

Staff has reviewed the consultation paper's broad ideas and is proposing to submit the
following comments to MAG on behalf of the municipality.

» The existing Memorandum of Understanding (MCU) between the Town and MAG
permits the Town to retain revenues from fines imposed in POA court. The -
proposed consultation paper does not indicate if revenues will remain with the
municipality or return to the Province. This may have a serious financial impact
upon the Town.

¢ |tis unclear as to who will be responsible for the hiring of a hearing officer. This
too could potentially have a financial impact upon the Town.

» As the current AMPS parking and licensing program is in the early stages, it
would be beneficial to study the results of the AMPS program once it is fuily in
place. The first phase would be to fully expand the parking potential across the
province before broadening to other areas.

» Additional information, concerning demerit points and licence plate denial, has
not been addressed in the consultation paper.

As the proposed consultation paper is very broad in nature, staff believes that specific
comments concerning the benefits or drawbacks of the proposed AMPS system in
relation to the municipality is premature at this time. Further information is required to
comment on the full impact this system may have on the current POA system in the
Town of Caledon..

It is recommended that the Manager of Provincial Offences Office in conjunction with the
Manager of Legal Services, respond to the questions imposed in the paper and provide
comments as set out in this report.

It is also recommended that staff request that the Town be consulted in any future
discussions relating to the AMPS program as a direct stakeholder.

Financial Implications

At this time, the Province has not provided any information concerning whether or not the
revenues from the proposed Administrative Monetary Penalty System (AMPS) would continue to
be recovered by the municipality.

The 2015 budget for the Caledon Provincial Offences Court is as follows:
Revenue $2,886,116

Expense $1.502,701
Net Budget  $1,363,415

35
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Applicable Legislation and Requirements

The legal implications are set out in the other sections of this report.
COMMUNITY BASED STRATEGIC PLAN

Not applicable

NEXT STEPS

Staff will submit a response to the consultation paper on behalf of the municipality.
ATTACHMENTS

Schedule A- Consultation Paper

Prepared by: Darlene Noakes and Colleen Grant

Approver (L1): Darlene Noakes

Approver (L2): Carey deGorter

Approver (L3): Doug Barnes

Approver (L4):

Approver (L5):
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Exploring an Online Administrative Monetary Penalty
System for Infractions of Provincial Statutes and
Municipal By-Laws in Ontario

Objectives of this Consultation

This consultation seeks public input on the merits and key features of an online
Administrative Monetary Penalty (AMP) system for infractions of provincial statutes and
municipal by-laws, excluding very serious offences (including those that result in
imprisonment). This input will help the ministry make decisions about a potential
framework and key features for the system, and draft proposals for legislative change
needed for its implementation.

Introduction

When an individual violates a provincial statute or municipal by-law, the current system
treats it as an “offence” to be prosecuted under the Provincial Offences Act (POA).

Last year in Ontario, roughly 1,650,000 Part | and Part Il provincial offences charges
were [aid under provincial statutes and municipal by-laws. These charges are largely
made up of traffic matters (e.g. driving without a license).

Although provincial offences are not crimes, the process for fighting them in court often
mirrors the criminal trial process, which is designed to emphasize the seriousness of an
offence and to protect defendants from being unfairly punished. Like the criminal court
process, the process for dealing with these matters requires significant court and law
enforcement resources, which are paid for by Ontario and municipal taxpayers —
resources that could be redirected to other needs.

mately 1 6‘50 000 Part | and Part il prown0|a! offences charges were laid in
'Iast-;year In contrast between 500, 000 and 600 000 crlmlnal charges are

! Detail about how the system will operate, and specifically the elements of the online adjudication system, is beyond
the scope of this consultation. The ministry plans to work with technological and subject-matter experts throughout
the development process.
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The complexity of the current system may also pose barriers to meaningful access to
justice. Those who wish to dispute provincial offence charges may find that the cost,
length of time involved, formality and inconvenience of the court process are significant
deterrents to fighting a ticket.

To help build a system that is effective, simpler, faster, less expensive — but still fair —
for all Ontarians, the Ministry of the Attorney General (“the ministry”) is exploring
whether to adopt an online administrative monetary penalty system (AMP) for select
infractions of provincial statutes and municipal by-laws. The most serious provincial
matters would continue to be prosecuted as offences in the Ontario Court of Justice.

An online AMP system has the potential to be a more appropriate and accessible way to
deal with certain matters under the Provincial Offences Act. It may also meet the
public’s expectation of electronic access to modern public services.

See Appendix for more information about Ontario’s current system for provincial

offences

]

tive monetary penalt[es (AMPS) are acivil- (rather than. qua5|-cr|m|nal)
anlsm_ for enforcmg com”llance with regulatory: requ1rements Theyarean -
jqUIck clear and: tang:ble way for regulators to respondto mfractlons of the
practlce a monetary penalty is'assessed and imposed in the form of a notice
- wit] rescnbed date an; lme for payment Whlle monetary penaltles do not Iead to

control

The case for change

Costs of the current system

The resources required to enforce straightforward infractions of provincial statutes and
municipal by-laws under the Provincial Offences Act are significant.

An AMP system could provide a more proportionate, efficient means to ensure
enforcement. Last year, POA matters used over 17 per cent of court time at the Ontario
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Court of Justice?, even though only three per cent of tickets resulted in a full trial. While
criminal matters are given priority over provincial offences in scheduling, a significant
portion of justice of the peace time must be set aside for provincial and municipal
disputes.

Managmg the cost of POA court inToronto "~ -

the p v:nce

As a result ofa hrgh volume -of charges the city has budgeted over $50 million
annually for POA courts in: recent years ln 2014, the cost of having pollce offlcers
v appear |n Toronto POA courts was over $5 5 mllhon N - :

In addition, most POA ftrials — even for minor traffic offences — require the in-person
participation of a justice of the peace or judge, a prosecutor and the officer who laid the
charge. POA trials are therefore often scheduled months in advance, extending the
public’s wait times to resolve their cases and tying up valuable court resources that
could be used for more serious, including criminal, matters.

Justices of the peace and prosecutors also perform critical functions in the criminal
justice system. Addressing the less complex, straightforward provincial and municipal
matters, which are not criminal in nature, through a civil process would not only be more
proportionate to the seriousness of the majority of these infractions, but would also
allow the Ontario Court of Justice to focus its resources on the over 220,000 criminal
cases heard before the court each year.

Other key costs associated with POA trials include the attendance of enforcement
officers as witnesses and courtroom facilities. An online AMP system would not reqwre
most of these resources and their associated costs.

The Law Commission of Ontario’s report

In its 2011 report, Modernizing the Provincial Offences Act, the Law Commission of
Ontario conducted an in-depth review of the POA system. The review was to ensure the
POA system was appropriate for Ontario’s current legal environment, and to determine

% The remainder of Ontario Court of Justice court time is comprised of criminal matters (74%) and family
matters (9%).
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whether a less expensive, but equally fair, forum for adjudicating provincial offences
should be made available to the public.

In developing the report, the Commission consulted with the judiciary and a wide range
of stakeholders, including municipalities, court administrators, prosecutors, the criminal
defence bar, police and ministry officials.

The report recommended that all parking offences be resolved in an AMP system. It
also recommended a review of other minor provincial infractions to ascertain their
suitability for AMPs. These recommendations were based on three core factors:

1. The high volume of minor cases being heard within POA courts on a yearly basis
2. The significant costs associated with the administration of those courts

3. The increased use of AMP systems in Canada and Ontario as alteratives to
traditional court processes

The Commissions' review of AMPs, and literature documenting their effectiveness and
advantages as an enforcement tool, provided a compelling case for a gradual shift away
from court-based processes. Aside from court and resource considerations, the Law
Commission of Ontario suggested that a greater respect for the rule of law and
administration of justice would be achieved if court and judicial resources were reserved
for more serious matters.

Achieving Ontario’s access to justice goals

The Ministry of the Attorney General is committed to working with justice partners in
new and more collaborative ways to make the province's justice system simpler, faster
and less expensive for all Ontarians.

To achieve this goal, the ministry is leading a comprehensive plan to build Better Justice
Together. This strategy seeks to improve access to justice for all Ontarians by
implementing changes in thoughtful, evidence-based and innovative ways that uphold
principles of justice and fairness while making the best use of resources.

Many of these changes leverage new technologies to target and meet the expectations
of court users and the public. For example:

+ Ontariocourtdates.ca now provides information to the public and lawyers about
cases being heard the next day in the Superior Court of Justice and the Ontario
Court of Justice.
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¢ Under a new pilot initiative, people or businesses can file small claims in
Brampton, Oshawa, Ottawa and Richmond Hill online using an e-filing
application.

« In the far North, the ministry is providing video solutions to connect First Nations
people remotely with justice services.

Exploring the creation of an online administrative monetary penalty system for
infractions of provincial statutes and municipal by-laws directly aligns with the ministry’s
vision.

Exploring an online administrative monetary penalty system

The provincial offences system is the part of the justice system that members of the
public are most likely to use. Today, a significant number of people in the provincial
offences courts are self-represented. An online AMP system for designated POA
matters would provide an appropriate, efficient, accessible and fair process for
challenging tickets, while decreasing costs to the public.

Specifically, the ministry is exploring a system that:

+ takes place online, and provides essential educational and/or law-related
resources to help users understand and navigate provincial or municipal
infractions

» utilizes independent hearing officers, rather than judicial officers
+ directs as many straightforward infractions out of the courts as possible
» resolves disputes through an informal, fair and accessible hearing process

The ministry is also interested in the views of the public and our justice partners about
what kind of ticketable infractions could be captured within such a system.

Given the many kinds of offences currently prosecuted under the POA, a phased
approach to implementation will help us to properly assess the suitability of an online
AMP process. For example, the majority of POA matters heard in court are traffic-
related. Some of these matters, along with parking and minor by-law tickets, might
therefore appropriately be among the first to be dealt with in an alternative online AMP
system.
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Traff' c-related charges in Ontario
e ‘ %
| ApprOXImater 85 per cent of POA charges result-from violations of the Highway 4
Trafflc Act {e.g. speedlng, no vehicle permit) and Compulsory Automobile Insurance
Act ]

The ministry recognizes that not all matters are suitable for an online administrative
monetary penalty system. Very serious offences raising significant concerns about
public safety and welfare, for example, would continue to be prosecuted as offences in
the court system. This would include prosecutions under Christopher's Law where the
penalty includes imprisonment, or the most serious provincial matters resulting in death
or serious harm. As mentioned earlier, such matters would continue to be prosecuted as
offences in the Ontaric Court of Justice.

The widening use of AMPs generally, and for traffic offences

AMP systems are becoming widely accepted as the modern approach to regulation in
Ontario, across Canada and around the world. There is a growing belief that using
AMPs for straightforward infractions which are currently prosecuted as provincial
offences more accurately reflects their regulatory nature, while also distinguishing them
from criminal offences.

In Ontario, AMPs exist for many non-criminal violations of the law, including violations of
energy licences, environmental damages and unfair insurance practices, among others.
They are also being applied to parking infractions in several municipalities, including
Oshawa, Brampton, Mississauga, and Windsor.

Ontario is not the only jurisdiction in Canada to explore the use of AMPs for some traffic
matters. This is a relatively new concept taking shape in both British Columbia and
Alberta. Like Ontario, both jurisdictions currently resolve traffic offences in provincial
courts that are designed for prosecuting serious cases. Alberta, in particular, claims that
this practice has become expensive, intimidating and confusing to taxpayers.

Both jurisdictions are currently in the design and development phases of their projects.
British Columbia passed legislation in 2012 to set up an AMP system, which has not yet
been implemented. Alberta consulted on their traffic court reform in early 2014. A pilot
project is underway in Red Deer that removes traffic violations from local courts and
redirects the public to a designated venue where their matters are heard before an
impartial adjudicator.
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Guiding principles for exploring an alternative system

Increase access to justice through online technologies

Online technologies have the potential to promote both efficiency and meaningful
access to justice. While an online system for resolving POA disputes does not yet exist
in Canada, it would have a humber of advantages.

The current process for dealing with provincial and municipal infractions is primarily
paper-based. Transitioning appropriate provincial and municipal matters to a user-
friendly, online system could remove the barriers of complexity, formality and
inconvenience experienced by some defendants.

There is growing consensus globally about the need to integrate technology into the
provision of public services, including justice services. Today, Ontarians are growing
increasingly accustomed to using computer and mobile devices to access business and
government services, such as online shopping, banking, or applying for a new driver's
licence or health card.

We are also seeing an increasing number of jurisdictions utilizing online technologies for
the resolution of civil disputes. British Columbia began testing the use of online dispute
resolution (“ODR") in 2011 for tenancy and consumer disputes. Since then, ODR
models are being used by Consumer Protection BC and the Property Assessment
Appeal Board with very promising results. BC is also finalizing the development and
implementation of its Civil Resolution Tribunal, which it claims will rely heavily on
modern information communication technologies, like ODR, to deliver its services. We
can find examples of ODR being used globally in other areas including family law,
housing or tenancy and employment. These examples demonstrate a shift towards
alternative dispute resolution processes that are streamlined, user-focussed and
complementary alternatives (or additions) to traditional court processes.

The Law Commission noted that the provincial offences system is the “face of the
justice system” for most Ontarians and that most defendants are unrepresented. The
POA must, therefore, have “simple, easily understood and accessible procedures®. An
online system could therefore provide a familiar and easy way for the public to access
and efficiently resolve penalty disputes. 1t could also provide those wishing to challenge
a penalty with important information about the dispute process, relevant legal
considerations, including available defences and possible outcomes, and references to
educational resources,
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Proportionality

Proportionality is an important consideration in exploring an online AMP system.
Proportionality means that the public resources allocated to resolving a dispute are
justified by, and do not exceed what would be appropriate for, the severity of that
dispute. The most costly procedures should be reserved for the most serious disputes.
This concept has been supported in civil law all the way up to the Supreme Court of
Canada.

i .

: rem (;ourt Madam Just:ce Karakatsanis wntmg for the court in Hrymakv -Mauldm 2014 SCC T (CanL]E) at :
para 29 e N :

Even in criminal law proportionality is one of many valid goals. For example, some
years ago the federal government “reclassified” a humber of criminal offences so that a
prosecutor can now decide whether a particular case needs the most costly of
procedures, for example a jury trial, or could be heard following a simpler and faster
process.

Utilizing the same process for disputing some traffic, and other ticketable, matters that is
required for prosecuting serious matters is disproportionate and unnecessary. Moving
some POA matters from the courts to an administrative system would uphold the
concept of proportionality while continuing to protect the public interest in using court
resources where most appropriate.

Our next steps

The ministry has not made any decisions about a possible future online AMP system for
infractions of provincial statutes or municipal by-laws, or what infractions would move to
an AMP system. Your advice and input will help inform decisions about if and how the
ministry will proceed with the AMP system, and the key components that could be
included.
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Determining the design elements of a delivery model, such as an online dispute
resolution system, will require further consultation with technology and legal experts.
These more detailed discussions will take place in future phases of this initiative.

Consultation questions
We would appreciate your input on any of these issues and on the questions beiow.
See submissions below for details on how to submit your input to the ministry.

1) What has been your experience with the current court process for prosecuting
provincial offences, like traffic matters? Please provide details. For example:

« Was it inconvenient to have to attend in person?
« Was your matter resolved quickly?

« Do you have concerns about the complexity of the process, significant
lead times for trials, etc.?

2) Please tell us about your experiences with AMP systems (generally) in Ontario
and/or other jurisdictions. Were you satisfied with the process and outcome? Why or
why not?

3) What benefits and/or challenges do you foresee with creating an online AMP system
for minor and/or straightforward matters currently dealt with under the POA? Also
consider:

¢ If the on-line system provided supporting information and guidance
through the dispute or payment process, would this enhance access to
justice for self-represented litigants?

* What kinds of information and services could be provided on-line to help
users (e.g. instructional videos, smart forms, on-line mediation, etc.?)

« What is the best way for people without internet access to receive
services, attain information or dispute a matter, e.g. over the telephone?

* Would it be an advantage if the system was available 24-77

4) What kinds of infractions do you think could be fairly and appropriately addressed in
an online AMP system? For example:
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* Matters that could result in jail time are not appropriate for AMPs. Are
there others?

5) If the first phase of the transition to an online AMP system was to focus on traffic
infractions, what should be included? What should be excluded?

6) If you live in a municipality that is using AMPs for parking infractions, please tell us
about your experience. What did you like/dislike about the system? Also:

« Some Ontario municipalities employ screening and hearing officers to
resolve parking infraction disputes. What training and expertise should be
expected of a screening and/or hearing officer in a new online AMP
system for infractions of other ticketable matters?

7) In the coming years, the Ontario government will be focusing its energy on
modernizing ministry and court processes and technologies to make our services
more efficient, and to improve access to justice. Exploring an AMP system for POA
infractions, and the online delivery of that system, is just one of the many
approaches the ministry is considering. We encourage you to share your ideas for
other approaches the ministry should consider to achieve its Better Justice Together
goals.

8) (For large organizations) What impact would a new AMP system have on your
organization? What challenging implementation issues do you foresee? How might
we address them?

Submissions
Please provide your submissions no later than April 14, 2015.
Both electronic and hard copy submissions will be accepted.

Electronic submissions may be sent by email to poa-amp.feedback@ontario.ca. Please
use subject line: Administrative Monetary Penalty System for Provincial Offences.

Written submissions may be mailed to:

POA-AMP Consultation

Ministry of the Attorney General
720 Bay Street, 11th Floor
Toronto, Ontario

M7A 259

10
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Questions/Privacy Statement

Please note that unless agreed otherwise by the Ministry of the Attorney General, all
responses received from organizations in response to this consultation will be
considered public information and may be used and disclosed by the ministry to assist
in evaluating and revising the proposal. This may involve disclosing any response
received to other interested parties.

An individual who provides a response and who indicates an affiliation with an
organization will be considered to have submitted the response on behalf of that
organization.

Responses received from individuals who do not indicate an affiliation with an
organization will not be considered public information. Responses from individuals may
be used and disclosed by the ministry to assist in evaluating and revising the proposal.
Any personal information such as an individual's name and contact will be handled in
accordance with the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and will not
be disclosed by the ministry except in accordance with that Act or as may otherwise be
required by law.

If you have any questions about the collection of this information or about any other
aspect of the review, please contact: poa-amp.feedback@ontario.ca

11



Appendix A: About Ontario’s current system for provincial offences

Canada’s constitution enables the federal government to make substantive criminal law. 1t also grants provinces with the
power to impose punishments by fine, penalty or imprisonment for the purpose of enforcing otherwise valid provincial law.
In Ontario, the Provincial Offences Act (POA) is the procedural code for prosecuting offences created by provincial
statutes, regulations and municipal by-laws. This means that while charges are laid under the legislation that created the
offences (e.g. speeding and many other traffic-related charges are laid under the Highway Traffic Act), the forms used and
the procedures followed are set out in the POA.

POA offences are divided into three categories:

Part I: Minor ticketable offences with a maximum penalty of a $1,000 fine. There were 1,500,000 charges received
in 2014.

Part II: Parking tickets. About 4 million are issued each year. These matters take up a minimum amount of POA
court time.

Part lll: Serious matters where defendants are required to appear before the court and the maximum penalty could
be a significant fine and/or jail time. There were 145,000 charges received in 2014.

Municipalities administer the courts where provincial offences trials are heard. Justices of the peace adjudicate most
provincial offence trials. Some provincial offences trials — usually those pertaining to serious matters— are heard by
judges. Depending on the type of charge, prosecutions are conducted by either municipal or provincial prosecutors, or by
Crown counsel in the Ministry of the Attorney General.

The following page provides a map of the Part |, Part Il, and Part Ill processes for resolving disputes in the current POA
model. For a complete written description of each process, please see the Provincial Offences Act Process Map-Text
Version which is also posted on the ministry's website. If you require an alternative format to either the map or the written
document, you may submit your request to the contact provided in the submissions section of this paper.

12



An Online AMP System for Infractions of Provincial Statutes and Municipal By-Laws

Provincial Offences Act Process
For Part I, Part I, Part 1l Matters

—Part 1 &1l
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TOWNSHIP OF EAST GARAFRAXA

DATE: May 12, 2015

MOVED BY

SECONDED BY

BE IT RESOLVED THAT

Gouncil do hereby support the resolution passed by the Town of Mono calling for the County of
Dufferin in co-operation with the Town of Caledon, to investigate the delivery of the POA service
within the County of Dufferin, and that a discussion paper be prepared for the consideration of the
County of Dufferin, local Dufferin municipalities, the Town of Caledon and the Province.

N

Recorded Vote NAY ABSTAIN

Deputy Mayor John Stirk
Councillor Lenora Banfield
Councillor Frances Pinkney
Councillor Tom Nevills
Mayor Guy Gardhouse

-
m

noooao
Ooooao
ooooo
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BEN RYZEBOL, Director of Public Works
PUBLIC WORKS - TELEPHONE: {519) 941-1065
FAX: (519)941-1802

email: bryzebol@amaranth.ca

374028 6™ LINE, AMARANTH, ONTARIO
LSW DM6

May 6, 2015

Keith McNenly

Chief Administrative Officer and Clerk
Town of Mono

347205 Mono Centre Road

Mono, ON  L9W 653

Dear Mr. McNenly:

Re: POA Service Delivery within the County of Dufferin

SUSAN M. STONE, C.A.0./Clerk-Treasurer
TELEPHONE: (519) 941-1007

FAX: {519)941-1802

email:  suestone@amaranth-eastgary.ca

At the regular meeting of Council held May 6, 2015, the following resoiution was set forth:

Moved by J. Aultman — Seconded‘bv G. Little

Resolved that Council do hereby support the resolution passed by the Town of Mono
calling for the County of Dufferin in co-operation with the Town of Caledon to investigate
the delivery of the POA service within the County of Dufferin, and that a discussion paper
be prepared for the consideration of the County of Dufferin, local Dufferin municipalities,

the Town of Caledon and the Province. Carried.

Should you require anything further please do not hesitate to contact this office,

Yours truly,

Susan M. Stone, A.M.C.T.
CAQ/Clerk-Treasurer
Township of Amaranth

SMS/kp

cc: County of Dufferin
Town of Caledon
Ministry of the Attorney General

Tnblb -
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758070 2nd Line East
Mulmur ON LSV 0G8
TELEPHONE: 705-466-3341 -« FAX: 705-466-2922

May 7, 2015

Mr. Keith McNenly
CAO/Clerk

Town of Mono

347209 Mono Centre Road,
Mono, Ontario. L9W 6S3

Dear Mr. McNenly:

Re;: Provincial Offences Act Administration

Mulmur Township Council at their meeting on May 6, passed the following motion;

- That the Council of the Township of Mulmur support the resolution passed by the Town of
Mono calling, for the County of Dufferin in co-operation with the Town of Caledon to
investigate the delivery of the POA service within the County of Dufferin, and that a
discussion paper be prepared for the consideration of Dufferin County, local Dufferin

municipalities, the Town of Caledon and the Province.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me,

Yours truly; .

Terry Horner, AMCT

CAQ/Clerk.

o Dufferin County Municipalities
Town of Caledon

Ministry of the Attorney General

TnfoT
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Successful Brant Park burn

Perfect weather led to a very successful pre-
scribed burn on six hectares of mature tallgrass
prairie habitat at Brant Park April 12.

Burns are held periodically to create or improve
tallgrass prairie habitat at specific locations on
GRCA land. Tallgrass prairies require occasional
fires to remove non-native invasive plants and
woody plants and help germinate native prairie
seeds.

The GRCA hires an experienced contractor to
develop and carry out these burns, This will help
bring back native species such as little bluestem,

Indian prairie grass, green milkweed, round-head-
ed

bushelover and wild bergamot, as well as pro-
vide habitat for native wildlife.

Burns require very specific conditions and must
be carried out during early April when the weath-
er is dry. Burns have taken place at Brant Park in
2006, 2008 and 2010.

Osprey cam operating

A new webcam is giving watershed residents a
bird’s eye view of an osprey family living near the
gatehouse at Belwood Lake Park,

The nest has been occupied by osprey for sever-
al years. A breeding pair arrived back at the Bel-
wood nest on April 8, when the camera had
already been put in place.

The live feed was set up on April 25 and at that
time, the osprey were sitting on the nest which
had two eggs. The camera is now operational and
there are three eggs in the nest. The live feed can

be viewed at www.grandriver.ca/osprey.

This webcam is a special project that helps peo-
ple connect with nature, and it generated a lot of
interest when it was announced on social media
even before the camera went live. Donations were
solicited for the set-up cost.

Osprey numbers declined between 1940 and
1970 as a result of eggshell thinning and egg mor-
tality which has been linked to DDT and other

compounds used in pesticides. After DDT was
banned in 1972, osprey have come back.

Based on the dates the eggs appeared, they
should hatch sometime close to June 2.

Water Festivals

The Grand River Conservation Authority is a
proud partner in three children’s water festivals
that all take place this month and all are celebrat-
ing significant anniversaries this year.

The Waterloo Wellington Children’s Groundwa-
ter Festival (May 25 to 29 ) turns 20 and was
among the first in Ontario. Over the past 20 years,
this festival has educated 80,000 Grade 2 to 5 stu-
dents at Doon Heritage Village and the Waterloo
Region Museum in Kitchener. Water consumption
is well under the Canadian average for both these
municipalities, and the festival has helped bring
about that change. The Brantford/Brant Children’s
Water Festival May 12 to 14 turns 10 this year. It is
exclusively for Grade 4 students and about 15,000
from Brantford, Brant and Six Nations have
attended this event through the years.

The toddler of the trio is the Haldimand Chil-
dren's Water Festival which took place for the first
time last fall at Taquanyah Nature Centre, Cayuga.
This year it will held in September for the second
time with funding committed for the next three
years,

While the GRCA assists with these festivals,
funding comes from donors.

Source protection
consultation complete

All public consultation meetings for updates to
the Grand River Source Protection and the Long
Point Region Source Protection Plan are now
complete.

Revised plans will be submitted to the Source
Protection Authority in june 2015, with submis-
sion to the Ministry of Environment and Climate
Change to follow.

The Ministry has confirmed funding for this

Grand River Conservation Authority

Tnhes — MAY 1 12015



program for the 2015/16 fiscal year, with
$572,000 allocated to staffing and $909,000
allocated to Tier 3 Water Quantity Risk
Assessments.

New Guelph agreement

The GRCA and the City of Guelph have
negotiated a new updated maintenance
agreement for recreational use of GRCA land
within the city limits.

The GRCA has 63 different municipal
maintenance agreements across the water-
shed, many of which date back 30 to 50
years. Four previous agreements with the
City of Guelph have expired. The new agree-
ment replaces these four agreements, It also
clearly outlines the responsibilities of Guelph
for maintaining those lands.

Most GRCA lands are passive parkland,
but some have become more actively used
with sports fields, playgrounds, trails and
swimming facilities. The GRCA owns some
land along the rivers and Hanlon Creek
Conservation Area within Guelph.

Over the next five years, the GRCA and
Guelph will work together to evaluate all the
lands and related water infrastructure and
determine if the GRCA or the City are the
appropriate landowners,

The GRCA owns 19,400 hectares within
the watershed, including urban parkland.
Many of these land parcels were acquired for
flood control purposes or were purchased by
the GRCA at the request of the municipality
with provincial grants for land acquisition
that are no longer available.

Normal weather in April

Precipitation was close to or above average
for April, allowing the GRCA to fill the
reservoirs to seasonal levels.

Temperatures were 5.8 degrees, which is
very close to the long-term average. Daytime
highs were above freezing and reached 20
degrees C April 13, however it snowed April
23,

Higher stream flows helped bring the
reservoir levels back to their normal operat-
ing range. All of the large reservoirs have
met the filling target level for April 1 and are
on target for May 1.

Lake Erie was slightly below the long-term
average at the end of the month. Ice cover on
the lake gradually melted throughout the

PO Box 729, 400 Clyde Road, Cambridge, Ontario N1R 5W6 {519) 621-2761

A successfu! controlled burn took place at Brant Park in April to improve the tallgrass prair

habitat, The burn kills invasive plants and glves a boost to native vegetation. This area of the _

park has been burned in previous years.

month with no ice left at the end of April,

Two watershed conditions statements were
issued in April, both for water safety. The
first was issued April 2 and warned of rising
water levels from precipitation and melting
snow. The second on April 9 was based on a
forecast of 35 mm of rain. No major flooding
occurred during either event.

Foundation turns 50

The Grand River Conservation Founda-
tion dates back 50 years to April 12, 1965,
when it received its letters patent from the
province.

Over the years it has raised $11 million for
GRCA-related projects and programs. It is
gaining momentum, with $1 million raised
in each of the last three years.

As of April, the GRCF has a new logo. The
update will help prepare for the next 50
years. The new logo continues themes of
water, land and trees, with a new modern
twist,

1Grand River

CONSERVATION FOUNDATIDN

Parks opened May 1

Grand River Parks opened for business

May 1 and will close Oct. 15.

The weather on opening weekend was

ideal and the camping reservation system is
fully functional.
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Ministry of Ministére des i BE@UI RECENED
Transportation Transports
Office of the Minister Bursau du ministre -05- 2015
Ferguson Block, 3" Floor Edifice Ferguson, 3°étage U teed- It ecomoaaao
77 Wellesley St. West 77, rue Wellesley ouest = '
Toronto, Ontario Toronto (Ontario) Ontario
M7A 1Z8 M7A 178
416-327-9200 . 416-327-9200
www.ontario.ca/transportation www.ontario.ca/transpors

M2015-1860
May 4, 2015

His Worship Darren White
Mayor

Township of Melancthon
157101 Highway 10
Melancthon ON L9V 2E6

Dear Mayor White:

The Auditor General released her report on winter highway maintenance in Ontario on
April 29, 2015. We thank her for this thorough and thoughtful review, and her
recommendations. While we have already taken action on many of them, we continue to
work with our contractors and the OPP to improve highway snow clearing operations.

Being able to travel safely on our highways is very imporiant to Ontarians, and at the
Ministry of Transportation (MTO) it's our top priority. Over the past few years, MTO has
worked to improve the quality of highway snow clearing by adding more than 100 pieces
of equipment. We've also strengthened our oversight and enhanced the way we plow
truck climbing and passing lanes, and freeway ramps and shoulders. In the coming
months, we’ll be doing more to make driving conditions better in winter 2015/16.

The Auditor General's report provides eight recommendations to the ministry. These
recommendations identify improvements to how maintenance contracts are awarded;
oversight of highway maintenance contractors; the effective use of equipment, sand,
salt or anti-icing liquid to achieve the ministry’s snow clearing standards,; contractors’
patroliing and reporting; and improved communications with the public on winter driving
conditions and winter maintenance performance.

As a ministry, we have a lot of work to do and so do our contractors. | will be meeting
with them in person as soon as possible to determine how we can work together to
improve this program and their performance.

. f2
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Further, | have directed ministry staff to provide me with an action plan within 60 days
that outlines ways to further strengthen and improve winter maintenance, while
addressing the Auditor's recommendations, to ensure that we are doing everything

possible to provide Ontarians with safe highway conditions. | will make that action plan
public.

I have heard from some municipalities regarding how winter maintenance has improved
this past winter season but there is more we need to do. | look forward to reporting back
on our action plan, our progress implementing the Auditor’'s recommendations and the
additional steps we will be taking to enhance winter maintenance in Ontario.

Sincerely,

Steven Del Duca
Minister



Denise Holmes

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

South Georgian Bay Lake Simcoe Source Protection Region <swp@ourwatershed.ca>
May-13-15 12:01 PM

dholmes@melancthontownship.ca

Shelburne Well Supply Changes: Public Consultation

DRINKING WATER " P Y Y
SOURCE PROTECTION } ) R @

ACT FOR CLEAN WATER N\

South Georglan Bay Lake S[mcoe Source Protection Reglon

Dear Denise Holmes,

Please share this with your members of council immediately.

Pursuant to requirements under the Clean Water Act, we are sending this notice to
advise of amendments to the technical Assessment Report for the Nottawasaga Valley
Source Protection Area of the South Georgian Bay Lake Simcoe Source Protection
Region.

As you probably already know, over the past few years, the municipal well supplies in
Shelburne have undergone some changes. The addition of Well 7 (located just west of
Town limits, in the Township of Melancthon) and the decommissioning of Well 2
(Dufferin Street, south of Highway 89) have required that we update the Nottawasaga
Valley technical Assessment Report to capture local information about water suppiies
and potential threats.

As such, the Assessment Report chapter for Shelburne in the Nottawasaga Valley Area
of South Georgian Bay Lake Simcoe Source Protection Region has been updated to
reflect the changes. The updated chapter can be found online here:

http://www.ourwatershed.ca/documents/assessment_reports.ph

The main changes that have resulted include:

1. Addition of vulnerable areas around the new well (Well 7),
2. Removal of vulnerable areas for the well that has been decommissioned (Well

2).

3. Changes to the vulnerable areas for the existing wells as a result of #1 and #2
above.

4, Approved Source Protection Plan policies will apply in the updated vulnerable
areas

We are reaching out to you to advise that changes have taken place and to let you
know that we are engaging in a public consultation with area residents about the
changes.

We will be placing advertisements in your local newspaper, the Shelburne Free Press, in
its May 14 and 21 editions. We are posting the information on our website and we are
visiting properties in the newly identified vulnerable areas. The consultation period runs
from May 14 to June 19, 2015.

If you have any questions about this communication, feel free to contact Ryan Post at
the Nottawasaga Valley Source Protection Authority. He can be reached at

1 Trdoto - MAY 21205



r.post@nvca.on.ca or 705-424-1479, ext 249.

Sincerely,

2l

Lynn Dollin, Chair, Source Protection Committee
South Georgian Bay Lake Simcoe Source Protection Region
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THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF SHELBURNE
NOTICE OF COMPLETE APPLICATION AND PUBLIC MEETING
UNDER SECTIONS 34 AND 51 OF THE PLANNING ACT REGARDING A REQUESTED AMENDMENT TO THE TOWN OF SHELBURNE ZONING BY-LAW
AND A PROPOSED PLAN OF SUBDIVISION {GREENBROOK VILLAGE PHASE 8)

Take notice that the Council of the Corporation of the Town of Shelbume has received a complete application for a Draft Plan of Subdivision and Zoning By-law
Amendment and will hold a public meeting on:

MONDAY, JUNE 8, 2015

The public meeting is scheduled to start at 7:00 p.m., or as shortly thereafter as possible, and will be held in the Council Chambers at the Municlpal Office, 203 Main
Street East, Shelbumne.

The purpose of the meeting is to consider a proposed Draft Plan of Subdivision and related Amendment to the Town of Shalbume Zoning By-lew No. 38-2007. Take
notice that the application has been deemed complete so that it can be circulated and reviewed,

The land subject to these applications is part of the Greenbrook Village subdivision known as “Phase 8" and is legaliy described as Part of the Easl Half of Lot 2,
Concession 2, Plan 7M-49, Blocks 91 & 84 in the Town of Shelbume, Gounty of Dutferin. The subject land has atotal area of approximately 2.89 hectares {7.14 acres)
previously registered as two future development blocks. The subject land is designated as ‘Residential’ in the Town of Shelbume Official Plan and is currently zoned
‘Development = D' in the Town of Shelbume Zoning By-law No. 38-2007. The accompanying map illusirates the location of the land subject to the proposed zoning
amendment and plan of subdivision.

Application for Zoning By-law Amendment (Flle No. 215101)
The purpose of the requested amendment to the Town's Zoning By-law is to re-zone the subject lend from Development{D} Zone to Residential Type Three (R3) Zonato
permit the proposed single detached dwellings.

Application for Plan of Subdivision {File No, DPS15/01)

The purpose of the proposed plan of subdivision is to create 45 lots for the development of single detached dwellings, with 31 of the proposed lots having a minirum
frontage of 12,2 metres and 14 lots having a minimum lot frontage of 13.1 melres. The proposed Draft Plan of Subdivision is shown below, Wansburgh Way curently
provides access {0 the subject Jand from County Road 124 to the east. Halbert Drive and Hammond Street currently terminate In temporary tuming circles tothe weslof
ihe subject land. Access to the proposed 45 new lots will require the removal of the two existing temporary tumning circles 1o allow for the extension of Halbert Drive and
Hamrond Street connected to Wansburgh Way via new 20 mefre right-of-way. At the time of this Naotice, the County of Dufferin s the approval authority for the draft plan

of subdivision application, On May 13, 2015, the County requested as per section 51 (20) of the Planning Act that the Town provide netification and hold a public meeting
for this application,

Athe meeting you will be given an opportunity to ask questions and indicate whether you support or oppose the applications for a Draft Plan of Subdivision and Zoning
By-law Amendment. Written submissions will be accepted by the Clerk of the Town of Shelbume up to the time of the Public Meeting and will ba given consideration by
{ne Council prior to a decision being made.

If a person or public body does not make oral submissions et a public meeting, or make writlen submissions to the Clerk of the Town of Shelburne befare the zoning by-
law is passed, or o the Clerk of the County of Dufferin and the Clerk of the Town of Shelbune in respect of the proposed plan of subdivision before the approval authority
gives or refuses to give approval fo the draft plan of subdivision, the person or public body is not entitled to appeal the decision of the Council of the Town of Shalbume or
the County of Dutferin to the Ontario Municipal Board,

If a person or public body does not make oral submissions at a public meeting, or make writlen submissions to the Clerk of the Town of Shelbume before the zoning by-
lawis passed, or to the Clerk of the County of Dutferin and the Clerk of the Town of Shelbume in respect of the proposed plan of subdivision before the appraval authority
gives of refuses to give approval fo the draft plan of subdivision, the person or public body may not be edded as a party to the hearing of an appeal before the Ontario
Municipal Board unless, in the opinion of the Board, there are reasonable grounds to do so.

If you wish to be notified of the decision of the approval authority in respect of the proposed plan of subdivision, you rmust make a writen request to the Glerk of the
County of Dufferin, 55 Zina Street, Orangeville, Ontario, LOW 1ES. Atthe date of this Notice, the County of Dufferinis the approval authority for plans of subdivisionin the
Town of Shelbumne. Changes o the approval authority for plans of subdivislon are being considered, and therefore all requests to be netified and submissions addressed
fo the County of Dufferin pursuant to this Notice must also be addressed to the Clerk of the Town of Shelbume.

1§ you wish to be netified of the passing of the zoning by-law, or refusal of the zoning by-law, you must make a writlen request to the Town of Shelbume at the address
below.

Additional informatien relating to the propesed Draft Plan of Subdivision and Zoning By-law Amendmert is available for inspection at the Town of Shelbume Municipal
Office et 203 Main Street East, during normal office hours, §:30 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. and on the Town's website at www.shelbume.ca.

Dated at the Town of Shelbume on the 14" day of May, 2015.

John Teffer, CAQ/Clerk
Town of Shelbume

203 Main Street East
Shelbume, Ontario
LoV 3KT

Phone: 519-925-2600
Fax: 519-925-6134
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G. W. JORDEN Pianning Consultants Limited
153 BURNSIDE DRIVE, LONDON, ONTARIO N5V 1B4

May 12, 2015
VIA EMAIL
Ms. Denise B. Holmes, AMCT
CAO/Clerk
Township of Melancthon
157101 Highway 10
Melancthon, Ont.
L9V 2Eé6

Dear Ms. Holines:
Preparation of a
Consolidated Edition of the

Approved Official Plan

Now that the Ministry has modified and approved the new Official Plan, a consolidated
edition of that Plan incorporating the modifications should be prepared for use by the
Township and the public. In view of the Township’s appeal of three parts of the Plan,
this can either be done now with the appealed sections identified in the Plan or it can
be held until there is a decision on the appeal.

If you wish to proceed with this work now, I can provide the computer file of the text
of the Plan for Township staff use in preparing the consolidated edition. It would be
preferable if I could have an opportunity to review the new edition of the Plan’s text
before it is finalized for printing and posting on the Township website. Alternatively,
if you would prefer, I could prepare the consolidated edition of the Plan’s text for the
Township’s review, printing and posting on the website.

I can have the map schedules to the Plan revised to reflect the Ministry’s deciston and
modifications and provide you with PDF editions. In summary, the map schedule
changes would include the following,.

1. ScheduleD:anarea would be removed from the provincially significant wetland
category.

2. Schedule E: a “watercourses” category would be added to the legend.

Telephone: (619) 601-2077 Email: jjorden@rogers.com
Actl ~ MAY 7 1 2815



G. W. Jorden Planning Consultants Page 2

3. Schedule G: would be either marked as being subject to an appeal or the decision
on the appeal would be reflected on the schedule.

4.  Schedule H: the map title, legend and a portion of the actual map would be
revised to reflect the Ministry’s modifications

5. All schedules: the date on the schedules would be changed to reference the date
of the Ministry’s approval.

Assuming the work is done now rather than after a decision on the Township’s appeal,
the estimated costs for this firm’s work in assisting to prepare a consolidated up to date
edition of the Official Plan would be either $300 or $600, plus HST, depending on
whether we were to prepare the revised text of the Plan or simply review that text as
prepared by the Township.

Sincerely,

. W. Jorden, RPP



BEN RYZEBOL, Dlrector of Public Works
PUBLIC WORKS - TELEPHONE: {519} 541-1065
FAX: (519)941-1802

email: bryzebol®amaranth.ca

374028 6™ LINE, AMARANTH, ONTARIO
LYW OM6

May 6, 2015

Hon. Kathleen Wynne, Premier
Legislative Building, Queen’s Park
Toronto, ON M7A 1A1

Dear Premier Wynne:

Re: Resolution from the Township of Madawaska Valley — Relief for Ontario Hydro One
Customers

At the regular meeting of Council held May 6, 2015, the following resolution was set forth:

Moved by C. Gerrits —Seconded by H. Foster

Resolved that Council do hereby support the resolution of the Township of Madawaska
Valley calling on Premier Wynne and the Province of Ontario to take immediate action to
prevent Hydro One rate increases; and further to bring these rates down to a reasonable
level. Carried.

Council of the Township of Amaranth would also like to voice their strong opposition to the
proposed sale of Hydro One,

Yours truly,

A@Mf _ f?b

Susan M. Stone, A.M.C.T.
CAO/Clerk-Treasurer
Township of Amaranth

SMS/kp

=] Mayaor K. Love, Township of Madawaska Valley
Sylvia Jones, MPP, Dufferin Caledon

Acfe —

SUSAN M. STONE, C.A.0./Clerk-Treasurer
TELEPHONE: (519) 941-1007

FAX: (519)941-1802

email: suestone@amaranth-eastgary.ca
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THE CORPORATION OF THE
TOWNSHIP OF MADAWASKA VALLEY

85 Bay Strast, P.O, Box 1000, Barry's Bay, Ontaria KoJ 1RO
TEL: {613} 756-2747 = FAX (813) 756-0553
E-MAH. - Info@madawaskavealloy.oca.

Tuesday, Aprit 7, 2015
Dear Municipal Leader,

The Totvnship of Madawaska Valley recognizes the struggle that many of iis ratepayers in our rural area
are experiencmgwlth rising hydra rates and feels that, as a collective of municipalities, we must let our
voicas be heard to the Province. Similar to-many municipalities across Ontaria, we have an aging
community, many on a fixed income; who have a decreasing ability to make ends'meet. Simflarly,
industrial and commercial growth in rural Ontario is becoming increasingly difficult becguse of riging
hydro rates; it is preventing younger families from relocating to our communities to help them grow. To
that end, the Council of the Township of Madawaska Valley, at their March 23, 2015 regular meeting of
council, passed the following resotution:

Moved by; Councillor Bromwich 14-2303-15
Seconded by: Counclllor Archer 23 March 2015

BE IT RESOLVED;

WHEREAS the cost-of hydro has doubled and in some cases mare than doubled in the past five years;
and

WHEREAS the costs of electricity in the Province of Ontario is forcing businesses to consider leaving the
area; and

WHEREAS many famiiies are having difficutty keeping up with their monthly payments; and

WHEREAS the Province’s Long Term Energy Plan anticipates that consumers will face hydro rates that
will rise by 42% over the next five (5) years; and

WHEREAS it is essential that the residents and businesses of the Madawaska Valley to have access to
affordable hydro to thtive.and prosper; and

WHEREAS Council urges Provincial relief to Ontario Hydro One Customers to reflect.the means of rural
residents to reasonably access hydro thraugh a review of Provincial policies and their agencies that set
Ontario rates for electricity, distribution charges, debt retirement, global adjustments costs and carbon
taxes. Coundil requests, that this review would include consulitation with ruratand urban municipalities;
and

WHEREAS Council reminds Rural municipalities to advocate the investigation by the Ontario
Ombudsman regarding the major systemic issues identified by complaints involving overcharging of
hydro, an explanation of line items on billing and, resolve of related matters; and

WHEREAS it is imperative that the Province of Ontario review their energy palicies and utilize The Rural
and Northern Lens advocalted by the Rural Ontario Municipal Association to evaluate and assess the
needs of rural municipalities so that they can succeed and thrive. Many rural muwcipai;t!es have a
population of 50% or mare seniors.on fixed incomes who are struggling to keep waiém in low population
density communities with colder teniperatures that do not benefit from the heat retentionin



condominium residences and whom are challenged by geography and climate scales, Our core sectors of
economic development in our region, lumber mills and farming, are often under-employed and are
subject to rates that are higher than othér provinces due to impack of high delivery charges and glohal
adjustment fees {that can be up to 2.5 times higher than the actual hydro used) and threaten the
sustainability of families and agro-food sectors iri rural Ontario; and

WHEREAS-all municipalities that have a significant amount of citizens moving into the seasonal
residences, that they.are encouragedto inform those residents to seek relief from seasonal hydro rates
through direct communigation of such to their electrical utility provider;

WHEREAS all municipalities-should be encouraged to monitor, through specific data categories, smart
meter electrical fires and/or smart meter malfunctions that have resulted in exploslons, and further to
better assess their impact .and the potential need of CSA approved ineters employing codes and
standards used globally by regulators and industry to facilitate safer and more sustainable products.
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Towiiship of Madawaska Valley CALL ON Premler Wynne
and the Province of Ontario to take immediate action to prevent these and any other rate increase from
being implemented; and

THAT Premier Wyhne and the Province of Ontario be encouraged to do something to bring these rates
down to a reasonable leve| and to do so-as quickly as possible; and

THAT this motian be ¢ircutated to ali Ontario municipalities for support.

The Township of Madawaska Valley is a smaller municipality, in the western quadrant-of Renfrew
County with approximately 4300 permanent résidents, with a larger suramer population, For more
information on our municipality, please visit us online at www.madawaskavalley.ca.

Like many rural.Ontario municipalities, we are faced with increasing adversity to growth.. Itis the
Counclf's desire to show support for the Township’s homeownérs by passing this resolution and asking
for immediate relief from the Province. '

On behalf of the Council of the Townshlp of Madawaska Valley, please endorse our resolution and send
it to the appropriate representatives at Queen’s Park.

Sincerely,

Kirm Love

Mayor, Township of Madawaska Vailey-

ce.

Honourable Kathleen Wynne, Province of Ontario
MPP John Yakabuski, Renfrew-Nippissing-Pembroke

Peter Emon, Warden, County of Renfrew



: s e Notice of Request for D}amealr'ff’elfahce

S and/or Repair —y
Drainage Act, R.S.0. 1990, c. D.17, sﬁb”\' ' Elﬂ@%

To: The Clerk of the Corporation ofthe  Township of Melancthon

Re: Feguson Drainage Works, D Drain

(Name of Drain}

In accordance with section 74 and 79(1) of the Drainage Act, take notice that |, as a person affected by the above mentioned drain,
request that it be maintained and repaired.

Provide a brief description of how you are affected by the condition of this drain;

The Ferguson Drainage Works, D Drain has silted in and become obstructed by trees and brush. The drain needs to
be cleaned out up to the road culvert on the 3rd Line.

Property Owners:

= Your municipal property tax bill will provide the property description and parcel rolt number.
* In rural areas, the property description should be in the form of (part) lot and concession and civic address.

= In urban areas, the property description should be in the form of street address and Iot and plan number, if available.

Property Description

Pt. Lot 23, Concession 3 OS

Ward or Geographic Township Parcel Roll Number
Melancthon 22-19-000-002-07400-0000

If property is owned in parinership, all partners must be listed. If property is owned by a corporation, list the corporation’s name and the name
and corperate position of the authorized officer. Only the owner(s) of the property may request drain maintenance andfor repair.

Partnership

Partnership (Each partner in the partnership must complete this section).

Name (Last Name, First Name) Signature Date (yyyy/mm/dd)
e S— .n.,f/
Roberts, Frank Cors A 5 /,/

Roberts, Mary : ' ‘ 20! %/55// I

0202E (2013/02)  ® Queen's Printer for Ontario, 2013 Disponible en frangais ) Page fof 2
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Enter the mailing address and primary contact information:

LaSt Name First Name Middle Initial

Roberts Frank W

Mailing Address

Unit Number Street/Road Number | Street/Road Name PO Box
478170 3rd Line

City/Town Province Postal Code

Melancthon Ontario L9V 1T7

Telephone Number | Cell Phone Number (Optional) Email Adgress (Cotionalh

- " = u

To be completed by recipient municipality:

Notice filed this /A4~ day of Mg 20 15
Name of Clerk (Last Name, First Name) —~ Signature of Clerk
" LS
/’?L“/ws, Denise @ - 5“[”'-/“"*‘—‘4 ’]g Cop—t—s
My
>

L Ontario

0202 (2013/02) Page 2 of 2
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Ministry of ‘ Ministére des A (\j
Municipal Affairs Affaires municipales }

and Housing et du Logement
Murnicipal Services Office Bureau des services aux municipalités D nta rl O
i Centre de 'Ontario

Central Ontario

777 Bay Street, 13th Floor 777, rue Bay, 2™ étage
Toronto ON M5G 2E5 Torento ON M5G 2E5
Phone: 416-585-6226 Téléphone: 416-585-6226
Fax: 416-585-6882 Télécopieur: 416-585-6882
Toll-Free: 1-800-668-0230 Sans frais: 1-800-668-0230
May 1, 2015
Pam Hillock, Clerk R
. . f’-\ el ol \\
County of Dufferin r;:- fivie e l
55 Zina Street

Orangeville, ON

A=
...........
_______

Dear Ms. Hillock:

Subject: County of Dufferin Official Plan
MMAH File #: 22-0P-143362

Further to the Notice of Decision given on March 27, 2015 under subsection 17(34) of the
Planning Act with respect to the approval of the new Dufferin County Official Plan, this letteris
intended to provide you with the status of the decision on the Official Plan pursuant to '
subsections 17(36) and (38) of the Planning Act which pertain to appeals when decisions
become final, and when approvals come into effect.

I am pleased to advise that, with the exception of the parts noted below, the County of
Dufferin Official Plan is now in effect.

Three appeals have been lodged within the 20-day appeal period. These appeals are
specific to the following parts of the Official Plan:

e Section 5.4 — Water Resources and Source Water Protection,
» Schedule D, Minerai Aggregate Resource Areas — only as it relates to lands described
as Part Lot 30, Lot 31 and 32, Concession 4, E.H.S., Town of Mono, and

s Appendix 2, Source Water Protection.

The remainder of the County Official Plan as modified by the Minister is in effect, in
accordance with subsection 17(38) of the Planning Act, which states:

“(38) Decision final - If no notice of appeal is filed under subsection (36) in respect of all or
part of the decision of the approval authority and the time for filing appeals has
expired,

(a) the decision of the approval authority or the part of the decision that is not the
subject of an appeal is final; and

(b) the plan or part of the plan that was approved and that is not the subject of an
appeal comes into effect as an official plan or part of an official plan on the day
after the last day for filing a notice of appeal.” .

Page 1 of 2
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In accordance with subsections 17(2) and (4) of Pfanning Act the County of Dufferin is now
the approval authority in respect of the official plans of its lower tier municipalities. Similarly, in
accordance with subsections 51(5) and (5.1) of the Planning Act, the. County is now the
approval authority the purposes of sections 51 and 51.1 pertaining to subdivision of land.
Furthermore, pursuant to section 9 of the Condominium Act, 1998, the County is responsible
for condominium descriptions (in addition to plans of subdivision).

Please note that under separate cover, we will provide you with details pertaining to in-
process applications that will be transferred to the County for a decision, and provide
guidance regarding the Municipal Plan Review and One Window Planning Service
processes.

If you require further clarification or have any questions, please contact Sybelle von Kursell at
(416) 585-6053.

Yours trl

PhD, MCIP, RPP
Regiongl Director

C. Those on the Decision Notification List
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
John Alati, on behalf of Valley Grove Investments Inc. and Hamount Investment

Inc.(Appellant)

Page 2 of 2



Ministry of Ministére des PF
Municipal Affairs Affaires municipales } r
and Housing et du Logement D Onta rIO

Municipal Services Division Division des services municipaux
777 Bay Street — 13th Floor- 777, rue Bay, 13° étage

Toronto ON M5G 2E5 Toronto ON M3G 2E5
Telephone: 416 585-6226 Téléphone: 416 585-6226

Fax: 416 585-6882 Télécopieur: 416 585-6882 -
Toll-Free: 1-800-668-0230 Sans frais: 1-800-668-0230
May 1, 2015

Ms. Joanne Hayes
Registrar/Secretary
Ontario Municipal Board
655 Bay Street, Suite 1500
Toronto ON M5G 1E5

Dear Ms. Hayes: _ . | .

Re: - County of Dufferin Official Plan
MMAH File No.: 22-O0P-143362-DCOP 2014

On behalf of the Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing, and pursuant to section 17(42) of
the Planning Act (“the Act”), | hereby forward to you Notices of Appeal, attached to this record,
filed against this Ministry’s decision to approve the first Official Plan for the County of Dufferin.

The Official Plan will guide land use planning and development within the whole County of
Dufferin. The Official Plan establishes policy direction on matters of County significance such
as growth management, the promotion of economic development objectives, and the natural

environment and resources.

The Official Plan applies to all lands within the County of Dufferin (Amaranth Township, East
Garafraxa Township, Town of Grand Valley, Town of Orangeville, Melancthon Township, Town
of Mono, Mulmur Township and Town of Shelburne).

The Official Plan was adopted by By-taw No. 2014-31 on September 11, 2014 and was
submitted to the Ministry for approval, pursuant to subsection 17(31) of the Act On March 25,
2015, the Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing made a decision to approve the Official
Plan with moedifications. On March 27, 2015, a Notice of Decision was issued, pursuant to

subsection 17(35) of the Act.
The last date for appeal was Monday, April 16, 2015. -

The Ministry received three (3) Notices of Appea[ within the 20-day appeal period. The
appeals are to parts of the Official Plan.

.Please note that based on the review of the County’s record, the following appellants did not
make a submission either oral or written to the County Council prior to adoption of the Official
Plan:

1682843 Ontario Limited c/fo Sam Greenwood, and

Valley Grove Investments Inc. and Hamount Investments Inc.
) 1
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List of Materials

Section 17(42) of the Planning Act and section 9 of O. Reg. 543/06 direct the épproval authority
to forward specific materials to the Board. As such, in addition to a copy of this cover letter and
Board Form R1, the items below are attached according to the corresponding tabs:

Tab 1 All original copies of notices of appeal and reasons for appeal, with an indication of the date
on which the notice was flled — pursuant to subsection 9(2) of Q. Reg. 543/06.

The fee paid by Appellants and made payable to the Minister of Finance is affixed to the

Notices of Appeal.

Tab 2 Certified copies of both the by-law adopting the proposed OPA and the adopted OPA.

Tab 3 A copy of the approval authority’s notice of decision and decision — pursuant to subsection
.9(1) of Q. Reg. 543/06. )

Tah 4 A list of suggested names and addresses of persons and agencies 1o be notified of the
OMEB hearing.

Tab § A copy of the Ministry Staff Report — pursuant to subsection 8(7) of O. Reg. 543/06.

Tab 6 One original record received by the approval authority — pursuant to subsection $(3) of O.
Reg. 543/06.

Tab 7 A statement from an employee of the approval authority as to whether the decision of the

council, planning board or approval authority,
i. is consistent with the policy statements issued under subsection 3(1) of the Acf, and
ii. conforms to or does not conflict with any applicable provincial plan or plans.

Pursuant to subsection 9(5) of Q. Reg. 543/06.

Tab 8 A sworn declaration made by an employee of the approval authority certifying that the
requirements for giving notice of the decision under subsection 17(35) of the Act have been
complied with — pursuant to subsection 9(4) of O. Reg. 543/06.

[ trust that you wfil find the enclosed satisfactory. Please feel free to contact me at (416) 585-
6063 should you have any questions.

Sincerely,

S it
Sybelle vorf Kursell, MCIP RPP

Team Lead, Community Planning and Deve]c:pment
Central Mumcnpal Services Office

Enclosures

- CC.: Pam Hillock, Clerk, County of Dufferin (letter only)
Irvin Shachtér, MAH Legal Services Branch (letter with enclosures on CD)
Karen Partanen, Teamn Lead, One Window Planning Office, MAH (letter only) . -
Gord Miller, Environmental Commissioner of Ontario (letter only)
Sonya Pritchard, County of Dufferin (leifer only)
Sue Stone, Townships of Amaranth and East Garafraxa (letter only)
Keith J. McNenly, Town of Mono (letter only)
Susan Greatrix, Town of Orangeville (letter only)
John Telfer, Town of Shelbume {letter only)
Jane M. Wilson, Town of Grand Valley (letter only)
Denise Holmes, Township of Melancthon (letter only)
Terry Horner, Township Mulmur (letter only)




TOWNSHIP OF MELANCTHON Bonnefield B7/14

NOTICE OF RECEIPT OF A COMPLETE APPLICATION
FOR A ZONING BY-LAW AMENDMENT
AND
NOTICE OF A PUBLIC MEETING CONCERNING A RELATED
PROPOSED ZONING BY-LAW AMENDMENT

TAKE NOTICE that the Township of Melancthon has received a complete application to amend Municipal Zoning By-law
12-79, as amended. The purpose of the rezoning is to amend the Township’s Comprehensive Zoning By-law to zone lands
located in Lot 25, Concession 3, O.S., that were the subject of a recent severance approval.

AND PURSUANT to Section 34 (12) of the Planning Act, the Zoning By-law amendment application file is available for
review at the Township Office. Please contact the Township Cletk to arrange to review this file.

NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING WITH COUNCIL

TAKE NOTICE that the Council for the Corporation of the Township will be holding a Public Meeting under Section 34 of
the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990, ¢.P. 13, as amended, to explain the proposed Zoning By-law amendment as described below
and to receive public comments on it.

DATE AND LOCATION OF THE PUBLIC MEETING

Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015
Time: 6:30 p.m.
Location: Township of Melancthon Municipal Office (Council Chambers)

DETAILS OF THE ZONING BY-LAW AMENDMENT

The application affects lands located in Lot 25, Concession 3, O.3. in the Township of Melancthon. A key map has been
appended to this Notice to identify the subject lands.-

The purpose of the proposed By-law is to amend Restricted Area (Zoning) By-law No. 12-79, as amended, to rezone lands
that were the subject of consent application B7/14. The By-law would implement two approval conditions forthat application.
The severance would create a lot containing an existing residence which is surplus to the needs of the land owner as a result
of farm consolidation. The By-law would rezone that proposed lot from the General Agricultural (A1) zone to the Rural
Residential(RR) zone to permit its continued use for a detached dwelling. The By-law would also rezone the retained lands,
as identified in the consent application, from the General Agricultural (A1) zone to the General Agricultural Exception (Al-
128) zone. All uses permitted in the Al zone would be permitted in the A1-128 zone except that a dwelling would be
prohibited in compliance with the requirements of the Provincial Policy Statement for surplus dwelling severances. The effect
of the proposed By-law would be to recognize the residential use of the severed lot and to permit agriculture on the retained
lands while prohibiting any new dwelling on those retained lands.

Information relating to this application is available at the Township of Melancthon Municipal Office for public review during
regular office hours.

FURTHER INFORMATION AND MAP OF LAND SUBJECT TO THE APPLICATION
Key maps have been appended identifying the lands that are subject to this amendment.

The purpose of this meeting is to ensure that sufficient information is made available to enable the public to generally
understand the proposed Zoning By-law Amendment. Any person who attends the meeting shall be afforded an opportunity
to make representations in respect of the proposed amendment.

If you wish to be notified of Township Council’s decision in respect to the proposed Zoning By-law Amendment, you must
submit a written request (with forwarding addresses) to the Clerk of the Township of Melancthon at 157101 Highway 10,
Melancthon, Ontario, L9V 2E6. Phone: (519) 925-5525. Fax (519) 925-1110

If a person or public body does not make oral submissions at a public meeting or make written submissions to the Township
of Melancthon before the by-law is passed, the person or public body is not entitled to appeal the decision of the Council of
the Township of Melancthon to the Ontario Municipal Board.

If a person or public body does not make oral submissions at a public meeting or make written submissions to the Township
of Melancthon before the by-law is passed, the person or public body may not be added as a pasty to the hearing of an appeal
before the Ontario Municipal Board unless, in the opinion of the Board, there are reasonable grounds to do so.

Further information relating to the proposed amendment is available to the public for inspection at the Township of
Melancthon Municipal Office on Monday to Friday, between the hours of 8:30 a.m. and 4:30 p.m.

Mailing\Date of this Notige: April 13, 2015
it B el e
Denise Holmes, CAO/Clerk

- Township of Melancthon
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TOWNSHIP OF MELANCTHON Bonnefield B8/14
NOTICE OF RECEIPT OF A COMPLETE APPLICATION
FOR A ZONING BY-LAW AMENDMENT
AND
NOTICE OF A PUBLIC MEETING CONCERNING A RELATED
PROPOSED ZONING BY-LAW AMENDMENT

TAKE NOTICE that the Township of Melancthon has received a complete application to amend Municipal Zoning By-law
12-79, as amended. The purpose of the rezoning is to amend the Township’s Comprehensive Zoning By-law to zone lands
located in parts of Lots 17, 18 and 19, Concession 2, O.S., that were the subject of a recent severance approval.

AND PURSUANT to Section 34 (12) of the Planning Act, the Zoning By-law amendment application file is available for
review at the Township Office. Please contact the Township Clerk to arrange to review this file.

NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING WITH COUNCIL

TAKE NOTICE that the Council for the Corporation of the Township will be holding a Public Meeting under Section 34 of
the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990, c.P. 13, as amended, to explain the proposed Zoning By-law amendment as described below

and to receive public comments on it.

DATE AND LOCATION OF THE PUBLIC MEETING

Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015
Time: 6:40 p.m,
Location: Township of Melancthon Municipal Office (Council Chambers)

DETAILS OF THE ZONING BY-LAW AMENDMENT

The application affects lands located in parts of Lots 17, 18 and 19 Concession 2, 0.8. in the Township of Melancthon. Key
maps have been appended to this Notice to identify the subject lands.

The purpose of the proposed By-law is to amend Restricted Area (Zoning) By-law No. 12-79, as amended, to rezone lands
that were the subject of consent application B8/14. The By-law would implement two approval conditions for that application.
The severance would create a lot containing an existing residence which is surplus to the needs of the land owner as a result
of farm consolidation. The By-law would rezone that proposed lot from the Open Space Conservation (0S2) zone and the
General Agricultural (A1) zone to the Rural Residential Exception (RR-158) zone to permit its continued use for a detached
dwelling and to recognize the 40 metre lot frontage which is below the 60 metre minimum zone requirement. The By-law
would also rezone most of the retained lands, as identified in the consent application, from the General Agricultural (A1) and
General Agricultural Exception (A1-72) zones to the General Agricultural Exception (A1-127) zone. All uses permitted in
the Al zone would be permitted in the A1-127 zone except that a dwelling would be prohibited in compliance with the
requirements of the Provincial Policy Statement for surplus dwelling severances, The effect of the proposed By-law would
be to recognize the residential use of the severed lot and to permit agriculture on the retained lands while prohibiting any new
dwelling on those retained lands.

Information relating to this application is available at the Township of Melancthon Municipal Office for public review during
regular office hours.

FURTHER INFORMATION AND MAP OF LAND SUBJECT TO THE APPLICATION
Key maps have been appended identifying the lands that are subject to this amendment.

The purpose of this meeting is to epsure that sufficient information is made available to enable the public to generally
understand the proposed Zoning By-law Amendinent. Any person who attends the meeting shall be afforded an opportunity
to make representations in respect of the proposed amendment.

If you wish to be notified of Township Council’s decision in respect to the proposed Zoning By-law Amendment, you must
submit a written request (with forwarding addresses) to the Clerk of the Township of Melancthon at 157101 Highway 10,
Melancthon, Ontario, L9V 2E6. Phone: (519) 925-5525. Fax (519) 925-1110

If a person or public body does not make oral submissions at a public meeting or make written submissions to the Township
of Melancthon before the by-law is passed, the person or public body is not entitled to appeal the decision of the Council of
the Township of Melancthon to the Ontario Municipal Board.

If a person or public body does not make oral submissions at a public mneeting or make written submissions to the Township
of Melancthon bf:fore the by-law is passed, the person or public body may not be added as a party to the hearing of an appeal
before the Ontario Municipal Board unless, in the opinion of the Board, there are reasonable grounds to do so.

Further information relating to the proposed amendment is available to the public for inspection at the Township of
Melancthon Municipal Office on Monday to Friday, between the hours of 8:30 a.m. and 4:30 p.m.

Mailing Date of this Nofice: April 13, 2015
€ A, i

Denise Holmes, CAO/Clerk

Township of Melancthon
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TOWNSHIP OF MELANCTHON Bonnefield B10/14
NOTICE OF RECEIPT OF A COMPLETE APPLICATION
FOR A ZONING BY-LAW AMENDMENT
AND
NOTICE OF A PUBLIC MEETING CONCERNING A RELATED
PROPOSED ZONING BY-LAW AMENDMENT

TAKE NOTICE that the Township of Melancthon has received a complete application to amend Municipal Zoning By-law
12-79, as amended. The purpose of the rezoning is to amend the Township’s Comprehensive Zoning By-law to zone lands
located in parts of Lots 16, 17, 18, 19, 20 and 21, Concession 3, O.S., that were the subject of a recent severance approval.

AND PURSUANT to Section 34 (12) of the Planning Act, the Zoning By-law amendment application file is available for
review at the Township Office. Please contact the Township Clerk to arrange to review this file.

NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING WITH COUNCIL

TAKE NOTICE that the Council for the Corporation of the Township will be holding a Public Meeting under Section 34 of
the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990, c.P. 13, as amended, to explain the proposed Zoning By-law amendment as described below

and to receive public comments on it.

DATE AND LOCATION OF THE PUBLIC MEETING

Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015
Time: 6:50 p.m.
Location: Township of Melancthon Municipal Office (Council Chambers)

DETAILS OF THE ZONING BY-LAW AMENDMENT

The application affects lands located in parts of Lots 16, 17, 18, 19, 20 and 21, Concession 3, O.S. in the Township of
Melancthon. A key map has been appended to this Notice to identify the subject lands.

The purpose of the proposed By-law is to amend Restricted Area (Zoning) By-law No. 12-79, as amended, to rezone lands
that were the subject of consent application B10/14. The By-law would implement two approval conditions for that
application. The severance would create a lot containing an existing residence which is surplus to theneeds ofthe land owner
as a result of farm consolidation. The By-law would rezone that proposed lot from the General Agricultural (A1) zone to the
Rural Residential Exception (RR-159) zone to permit its continued use for a detached dwelling and to recognize the 7,500
square metre lot area which is below the 8,000 square metre minimum zone requirement. The By-law would also rezone most
of the retained lands, as identified in the consent application, from the General Agricultural (Al) zone, the General
Agricultural Exception (A1-54) zone and the Rural Residential zone to the General Agricultural Exception (A1-129) zone.
All uses permitted in the Al zone would be permitted in the A1-129 zone except that a dwelling would be prohibited in
compliance with the requirements of the Provincial Policy Statement for surplus dwelling severances. The proposed By-law’s
effect would be to recognize the size and residential use of the severed lot and to permit agriculture on the retained lands
while prohibiting any new dwelling on those retained lands.

Information relating to this application is available at the Township of Melancthon Municipal Office for public review during
regular office hours.

FURTHER INFORMATION AND MAP OF LAND SUBJECT TO THE APPLICATION
Key maps have been appended identifying the lands that are subject to this amendment.

The purpose of this meeting is to ensure that sufficient information is made available to enable the public to generally
understand the proposed Zoning By-law Amendment. Any person who attends the meeting shall be afforded an opportunity
to make representations in respect of the proposed amendment.

If you wish to be notified of Township Council’s decision in respect to the proposed Zoning By-law Amendment, you must
submit a written request (with forwarding addresses) to the Clerk of the Township of Melancthon at 157101 Highway 10,
Melancthon, Ontario, L9V 2E6. Phone: (519) 925-5525. Fax (519) 925-1110

If a person or public body does not make oral submissions at a public meeting or make written submissions to the Township
of Melancthon before the by-law is passed, the person or public body is not entitied to appeal the decision of the Council of
the Township of Melancthon to the Ontario Municipal Board.

If a person or public body does not make oral submissions at a public meeting or make written submissions to the Township
of Melancthon before the by-law is passed, the person or public body may not be added as a party to the hearing of an appeal
before the Ontario Municipal Board unless, in the opinion of the Board, there are reasonable grounds to do so.

Further information relating to the proposed amendment is available to the public for inspection at the Township of
Melancthon Municipal Office on Monday to Friday, between the hours of 8:30 a.m. and 4:30 p.1n.

Mailing ateofthisNotyi?é: April 13, 2015

L aide B
Denise Holmes, CAQ/Clerk
Township of Melancthon
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Corporation of the Township of Melancthon

Moved by WAYME%’A/M‘»’?A/ ......

Seconded bY couevueeeiie Date ............... MA‘/ ........ 7 ..... , 2015

Be it resolved that:
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Recorded Vote Yea Nay

Mayor Darren White

Deputy Mayor Janice Elliott

Councillor Dave Besley

Councillor Wayne Hannon

Councillor James C. Webster

Carried/Lost:

MAYOR



MEMORANDUM
To:  The Corporation of the Township of Melancthon
Attn: Denise Holmes, AMCT

From: Stutz Brown & Self Professional Corporation
Attn: Steve Christie

Date: May 19, 2015

Re: Reduced Load By-Law - Amendment

Further to your request, | am providing you with a memorandum with respect to the
proposed amendment to the Township’s Reduced Load By-law.

As indicated in prior correspondence to you, there is a potential issue regarding the grant
of an exemption to Hunt Trucking as the by-law does not aliow for exemptions as currently
drafted. | do note that there are several different approaches that other municipalities
employ, and which the Township could consider.

Firstly, it is possible for Melancthon to take a case-by-case approach to exemptions to
the Reduced Load By-law. That is, if approached with a request for the exemption, staff
could consider the request and if it would be recommended, then it could be presented to
Council. Council may agree with the imposition of condition(s) (i.e. entering into a Road
Use Agreement acceptable to Council). Once conditions are met, the affected road(s)
would be removed from the by-law. A downside to this approach is that once a road is
removed from the by-law, then anyone would be entitled to carry heavy loads over these
roads since nothing would preclude them from doing so (as the by-law would no longer
prohibit such a use). This would be contrary to the expectations of the applicant as well
since they would agree to be responsible for damage, although anyone could cause it.
Quantifying the damage and attributing it to the applicant would be difficult, if not
impossible, if there were a number of users carrying heavy loads. In addition, the costs,
including legal expenses, relating to requests to an exemption may be borme by the
Township. -

Alternatively, an amendment to the by-law could be considered wherein it provides for an
exemption process. To this end, | would turn Council's attention to the County of Dufferin’s
Consolidated Traffic By-law which provides for a permitting process. This is the process
followed in a number of municipalities. The benefit to this approach is that the Township
could collect an application fee which would off-set the expenses in considering the
application. | have attached a copy of the relevant sections of the County’s by-law. More
information, including a copy of the Permit application can be found at:

hitp:/Awww . dufferincounty. ca/governmentpermits-and-
applications#Excess%20L oad%20Permit ( aiochal )




This approach further would enable the applicant to receive a permit to carry in the event
that it's right to carry heavy loads were questioned, and would enable the Township to
manage the number of heavy trucks using its roads. For this reason, the Township should

consider bringing in such a permitting process if it will be considering exemptions to the
Reduced Load by-law.

Trusting this to be of assistance.



REDUCED LOADS

10.

Delegation to Staff

9]

(2).

(3)

Upon certification by the County Engineer that the structure of a highway
is at risk of damage, the Director may post-signs designating such a
highway as restricted to reduced loads during the reduced load period
declared in s. 11 of this By-law.

The Director is given the authority to stipulate the conditions for the
application of any permit issued pursuant to Section 12 of this By-law.

The Director is given the authority to stipulate the amount of security
deposit for damages to Bighways, if any, is required prior to the issuance
of a permit pursuant to Section 12 of this By-law.

Reduced Load Period; Restrictions During That Time

(®

(2)

(3)

4)

(5)

(6)

The reduced load period shall be on and from the 1st day of October in
each year, to and on the 31st day of May of the following year.

The reduced load period may be altered if the County Engineer certifies
that the condition of the highway is such that there is risk of damage to the
highway if the reduced load is not imposed.

During the reduced load period, it constitutes an offence for a person to
operate, draw or haul a Commercial Motor Vehicle or Trailer, other than a
public Vehicle referred to in Section 12 (1) upon any Designated Highway,
where the weight upon any one axle of the Vehicle exceeds five thousand
(5000 kg) kilograms.

During the reduced load period, it constitutes an offence for a person to
operate a two axle tank truck, while used exclusively for the transportation
of liquid or gaseous heating fuel upon any Designated Highway where the
weight upon an axle exceeds seven thousand five hundred (7500 kg)
kilograms.

During the reduced load period, it constitutes an offence for a person. to
operate a two axle tank truck, while used exclusively for the transportation
of livestock or feed upon any Designated Highway where the weight upon
an axle exceeds seven thousand five hundred (7500 kg) kilograms.

During the reduced load period, it constitutes an offence for a person to
operate a two axle tank truck, while used exclusively for the transportation
of poultry upon any Designated Highway where the weight upon an axle
exceeds seven thousand five hundred (7500 kg) kilograms.



12,

()

(8)

During the reduced load period, it constitutes an offence for a person to
operate a Vehicle having a carrying capacity in excess of one thousand
(1000 kg) kilograms, other than a motor Vehicle or Trailer, upon any
Designated Highway where the weight upon any millimeter in the width of
the tire exceeds five (5 kg) kilograms.

It constitutes an offence for a person who is the bearer of a permit issued
pursuant to Section 12 of this By-law, to fail to comply with any conditions
set out in the permit relating to protection of persons and property from
injury or damage.

Exemptions & Permits

@

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

Section 11 of this By-law does not apply to:

(a)  Vehicles operated by or on behalf of the municipality or other
authority having jurisdiction and control of a Highway, where the
Vehicles are engaged in Highway maintenance, including the carriage
and application of abrasives or chemicals to the Highway, the stock
piling of abrasives or chemicals for use on a Highway, or the removal
of snow from a Highway;

(b)  Vehicles used exclusively for the transportation of milk;

(¢)  Fireapparatus;

(d) Vehicles operated by or on behalf of the municipality collecting
and/or transporting waste; or

(e)  Public Utility Vehicles.

Upon application in writing, a permit may be granted to a person to permit
the moving of heavy Vehicles, loads, objects or structures in excess of the
load restrictions set out in this By-law during reduced load periods. The
holder of a permit is exempt from the provisions of Section 11 of this By-
law.

A non-refundable administrative fee, as determined from time to time by
Council, applies to any application for a permit under 12 (2) above.

Permits issued under 12 (2) above shall be effective only for the time
period specifically set out for that permit, and for the particular Highway
or Highways set out for that permit. The exemption granted by 12 (2)
above applies strictly and solely to the Highways and times prescribed by
the permit itself.

The Director may impose any reasonable conditions with respect to the
permit referred to in 12 (2) above, including, but not limited to those
conditions necessary to:



13.

(6)

(a)  protect persons and/or property from injury or damage;
(b)  protect the structural integrity of the highway; and
(c)  prevent any further damage to the structure of the highway persons

or property.

It is deemed to be a condition of every permit issued that the original of
the permit be carried in the Vehicle for which the permit was issued and be
produced when demanded by a police officer or an officer appointed for
carrying out the provisions of this By-law. Failure to comply with this
condition constitutes an offence.

Highway Damage

6]

Any person who contravenes Sections 11 or 12 of this By-law is liable for
the damages caused to the Highway as a result of that contravention, in
addition to, and not in substitution for, any penalty imposed for
committing an offence pursuant to this By-law.

SPEED LIMITS

14.

@)

(2)

(3)

)

The maximum rate of speed on any County road shall be 80 kilometres per
hour, except where official signs have been erected and are on display in
accordance with the maximum rates of speed prescribed in Subsections (2),
(3) and (4) of this Section.

When the highways set out in Schedule “F” to this by-law, Column 1,
between the limits set out respectively in Columns 2 and 3 of the said
Schedule, have official signs erected and on display in compliance with the
Regulations of the Act, the maximum rate of speed thereon shall be 50
kilometres per hour.

When the highways set out in Schedule “G” to this by-law, Column 1,
between the limits set out respectively in Columns 2 and 3 of the said
Schedule, have official signs erected and on display in compliance with the
Regulations of the Act, the maximum rate of speed thereon shall be 60
kilometres per hour.

When the highways set out in Schedule “H” to this by-law, Column 1,
between the limits set out respectively in Columns 2 and 3 of the said
Schedule, have official signs erected and on display in compliance with the
Regulations of the Act, the maximum rate of speed thereon shall be 70
kilometres per hour.



COUNTY OF DUFFERIN _
»X (¢ PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT Permit No. Office Uso Oniy:

55 ZINA STREET, 2 FLOOR, ORANGEVILLE, ONTARIO, L9W 1E5

D U l: F E RIN PH: 519-941-2816 ext. 2600 FAX: 519-941.4565

COUNTY www.dufferincounity.ca EMAIL: publicworksinfofddufferincounty.ca
APPLICATION TO MOVE EXCESS LOAD
Under Section 110 of the Mighway Traffic Act
S Annual Permit (within MTO annual maximums). $200.00 each. Valid Jan 1 - Dec 31. MTO ANNUAL MAXIMUM
Complete Sections 1, 2, 6 Only DIMENSIONS:
. e LENGTH {m): 25
C Special Annual Permit** (in excess of MTC annual maximums} $200 each. Valid Jan 1 - Dec 31. HEIGHT AT HIGHEST POINT (m): 4.26
* Complete All Sections as applicable **Note Conditions. e DesY PORT ()i 3.7

GROSS WEIGHT {kgs): HTA

Temporary {Single Trip Permit) $40 per vehicle per trip.
Complete All Sections

SECHIONG

COMPANY NAME: | | conTACT NAME: | |
ADDRESS: CITY: PROVISTATE POSTALIZIP CODE:

| | | | |

TELEPHONE: | | Exr:|

SEEEETAT T AR T TV F
AREIICANTINEORVAT

O RER I e pmes

ST A R AR

MTO PERMIT #: (Required) OR: Permit Pending, will submit as soon as received. O

Submit Copy (Note: permit wilf not be issued until receipt of MTQ permit)

OR: NO MTO permit required and/or available. O

Note: alf conditions of MTO permit shall apply to County Permit, Please contact office immediately,

IMENSIONS R e i L T
MENSTONSI R R i e
LENGTH (m: WIDTH AT WIDEST POINT (m):  HEIGHT AT HIGHEST POINT (m):  GROSS WEIGHT (kgs):
OR:
|| | wra O
T T
; ’hﬁ.‘.’f’tﬂgﬂ% a&.&&?&%&a,‘m
LOAD DESCRIPTION:| | ROUTE wirsiv ourrern | |
ORIGIN: | pEsTINATION| |

REQUIRED!

DATES REQUIRED:

FCITAR Y o~ :;:;“wua"z BT T :\’W"f' :.m;g 2 ;‘5"’
D AR AT ON (MR b cOmpletct L AL

[:] | have reviewed and accept all Provisions and Conditions attached to this application {see page 2)

[:] 1 have/will submit an Insurance Certificate, naming the County as additional insured, as required prior to permit issue.

[:] | have/will submit page 1 of my MTO permit, as required prior to permit issue.

[:| I have/will provide payment, as required prior to permit issue, (see page 3 -required)

Permissioniistherebyigraniedifotherat
gjé;;““é%m?n“o st h"“e%gﬁfgfﬁ‘nt:éiﬁféﬁiing udingil

ke

"fff : it
e o
The personal information collected on this form is for the purpose of the proper administration of Excess Load Moving Permits. Specific questions relating to the Municipal Freedom
of Informatior: and Protection of Privacy Act can be directed to the Coordinator for the County of Dufferin, Clerk, 519-941-2816 ext 2503,




PROVISIONS AND CONDITIONS
for

PERMIT TO MOVE EXCESS LOAD
Issued Under Section 110 of the Highway Traffic Act

PERMIT IS NOT VALID:

a) on any road or highway other than roads under the jurisdiction of the County of Dufferin.

b) for overweight vehicles on any load restricted County Road. Load restrictions generally apply annually
during the period of March 1% to May 15' but may change at the County's diseretion, Roads not
affected by reduced load periods include County Roads 3, 24, 25, 109 and 124. Permit holder is
responsible for verifying current load restrictions,

c) on Saturdays, Sundays and Statutory Holidays.

d) in congested traffic conditions when the overall width exceeds 3.05 metres (10 feet) or the overall
length exceeds 24.5 metres (80 feet).

) from 1/2 hour after sunset to 1/2 hour before sunrise or at any other time when, due to insufficient light
or unfavourable atmospheric conditions, persons and vehicles on the road are not clearly discemible at
a distance of 150 metres or less.

f) Subsections (c),(d) and (e) do not apply to overweight and over height vehicles.

CONDITIONS:

a) all conditions that are contained on the Ontario Ministry of Transpartations Permit shall apply to this
permit.

b) Permit holder must provide escort vehicles to precede and follow load(s) in excess of 4.0 metres in
width when crossing the Grand River Bridge (200 m west of Dufferin 24 on Dufferin 109.

c) Annual permit holders in excess of MTO annual permit limits (“Sp Annual’) must notify the County
of Dufferin a minimum of 2 business days in advance of each haul. (Quote permit #) The County
reserves the right to deny specific loads. Confirmation of notification and approval will be issued by
the County and must be carried in the vehicle for each load.

d) A photo copy of this permit and an original of the Ontario Ministry of Transportations permit must
be carried in the vehicle and produced on demand of a police officer or an officer for carrying out
enforcement of the Highway Traffic Act.

e) It is the responsibility of the permit holder to confirm all horizontal and vertical clearances along haul
route prior o transport. Permit is issued on the condition the permit holder accepts responsibility for
any and all damage that may be caused to overhead wires, structures, roads, encroachments, or
railway rights-of-ways.

MTO ANNUAL MAXIMUMS:

Width: 3.7 metres; height: 4.26 metres, length: 25 metres, weight as per hta



NDUPFERIN

COUNTY

PUBLIC WORKS Credit Card/Payment Authorization Letter
Company Name Contact Name
Email Phone Number Ext.
I,
hereby authorize the County of Dufferin to charge my: (O VISA (" Mastercard

Card Number; Exp Date (mmiyy) |:]

For the following itemns:

Quantity Total
C Excess Load Permit - Annual ($200) $0.00
O Excess Load Permit - Special Annual ($200) $0.00
G Excess Load Permit - Single Trip {$40) 50.00
(‘ Emergency Number ($20 +HST) $0.00
C Emergency Number Post (315 + HST) $0.00
HST $0.00
Grand Total  |$0.00

Date: 20/05/15

I hereby authorize the indicated Grand Total to be charged to my credit card.
0 Signature: ONLY necessary if faxing or mailing this form:

OR:

[[] !am providing payment by alternate methods (mail cheque, fax/phone credit card info.)

The personal information collected on this form is for the purpose of the proper administration of Credit Card payments, Specific questions relating to the Municipal
Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act can be directed to the Coordinator for the County of Dufferin, Clerk, 519-941-2816 ext 2503,

COUNTY OF DUFFERIN
55 Zina Street, Orangeville, ON LYW 1ES | 519.941.2816 ext. 2600 | dufferincounty.ca



Oversize/overweight permits M/(—D }:t& | /L(]Lb

Oversize/overweight permits

Carriers must apply for permits to operate or transport oversized or overweight vehicles and
loads. Carriers are responsible for following all permit conditions to ensure their vehicles operate
safely on Ontario's King's highways.

Who needs a permit

You will need an oversize/overweight permit if the dimensions or weight of your vehicle and/or
load exceed the limits set out in the Highway_ Traffic Act

<httg:,fzwww.g-faws.ggv.on.caghtml,{regsz:english,{elaws reqgs 050413 e .htm>

Permits are issued for oversize vehicles or loads if they cannot be reduced in size or would:

+» be unable to perform the function for which they were intended
 be unusable for their intended purposes
* require more than eight work hours to dismantle using appropriate resources and equipment

Limitations
Overheight:

« the load must not be made up of articles loaded or mounted on top of each other in a way that
will create additional height

Overwidth:

» the load must not be made up of articles loaded or mounted side by side or crosswise in a way
that will create additional width

Overlength:

= the load must not be made up of articles loaded or mounted one behind the other in a way that
will create additional length
= any overhang to the rear must not exceed 4.65 m from the centre of the rearmost axle

Overweight:

e the load must not be made up of more than one article

» when crossing bridges, vehicles over 45,000 kg gross weight must be operated at the lowest
practicable speed

= bridge postings and load restrictions pursuant to Part VII of the HTA apply

Types of permits

There are four types of oversizefoverweight permits. Each permit has specific conditions that
must be strictly adhered to.

1. Annual permits

Annual permits are used for repeat trips with oversizefoverweight vehicle and/or loads to
maximum weights and dimensions as follows (subject to vehicle configuration):

¢ Weight : 63,500 kg

Width : 3.85 metres on multi-lane highways, 3.7 metres on 2-lane highways

Length : 25 metres

Height : 4.26 metres

They are valid for 12 months from the date of issue on all King's highways.

Carriers with annual permits can travel on Highway 407 ETR as long as the vehicle has a valid
transponder.

When to apply

Annual permits take 10 to 15 business days to be issued from the date the application is
received. To avoid delays, apply at least 30 days before the requested start date.

2. Project permits

Project permits are issued to allow carriers operating under the terms of a contract, to move
similar loads, objects and structures over the same specified route for a neriad 11n tn and

Page 1 of 4



Oversize/overweight permits Page 2 of 4

including six months, depending on the duration of the contract. Maximum weights and
dimensions as follows (subject to vehicle configuration):

* Weight : 70,000 kg

Width : 4.3 metres (subject to clearance check)
Length : 36.75 metres

Height : subject to clearance check

The weights and dimensions provided must be specific to the load. The weights and dimensions
specified on the permit are those of the load,not the maximum limit.

When to apply

Include a copy of the contract with your application. The letter of contract must be written on
company letterhead and include:

= the name and address of the carrier

« the contract number (if available)

» the duration of the contract

* a description of the product being transported

» the origin and destination of the load, specifying the complete route (including municipal roads)

Once the ministry receives all the required documents, staff will assess traffic and construction
concerns before it approves and issues the permit.

3. Single trip permits
A single trip permit is issued for a one-way trip along a specified route for a limited period.
When to apply

A carrier must apply a minimum of 3 business days prior to the proposed move date to allow the
Permit Issuing Office sufficient time to process the permit request.

Superloads
Superloads exceed any of the following limits:

= 120,000 kg gross vehicle weight
* 5 metres in width
* 45.75 metres in length

Permit applications for Superloads of 6 metres or greater must include justification that
demonstrates the necessity of transporting the loads on the province's highways, and require
extra time and documentation. These loads will be subject to a thorough review by the
ministry's Weight and Load Engineer, as well as various senior ministry management personnel.

Those considering Superload moves should consult with the Permit Issuing Office in the early
planning stages. A carrier must submit their application a minimum of 5 days prior to the
proposed move date due to the more involved approva! process. Complex operations may take
as many as 6 months to fulfill all requirements.

For gross vehicle weights exceeding 120,000 kg, carriers will need to submit an evaluation by a
qualified engineer to evaluate the bridges on their route for ministry approval.

Approved bridge consulting enqineers with desugn and evaluatlon gualificatiopns

OggnForm&Stgrt“I&CountMIOOD&Coﬁag_xse 2. 2 3&Seg=4>

4. Special vehicle configuration permits

Special vehicle configuration permits are issued for vehicles with unique weights or dimensions
that vary from the HTA and other regulation. They are subject to economic, infrastructure and
safety assessments by the applicant, to prescribed ministry standards.

The purpose of these permits is to:

» harmonize configurations, weights and dimensions with those of any other jurisdiction
= allow for a trial of a vehicle
» allow for a variance from a limit within a specific geographical area

When to apply



Oversize/overweight permits

Applications for these permits may take up to 14 days to process. To learn more, contact the
ministry at:

* 416-246-7166 ext. 6306
» 1-8B00-387-7736 ext. 6306 (Ontario only)

Applying for a permit

Download an application form and guidelines (see below). Incomplete applications will be
returned,

Applications can be printed, filled out and sent to the Ministry of Transportation by fax to 905-
704-2545, by mail or in person.

Before you obtain a permit, there may be other requirements you need to meet to travel in
Ontario (e.g. CVOR, National Safety code, etc.). The operator is responsible for complying with
registration, fuel tax and other federal and provincial requirements and procedures.

The ministry must review and approve all documentation before it issues a permit. Consideration
will only be given to the move if you can adequately prove that it is absolutely necessary,

« Single Trip Permit Application
<htip://www.forms.ssh.qov.on.ca/mbs/ssb fformsfsshforms.nsf/GetFileAttach /023~
SR-L-105ST-E~] /%File /SR-L-1055T~E, pdf> (PDF - 1010 KB}

* Annyal Permit Application
<hitp:/ /www.forms.ssb.gov.on.ca/mbs/ssk/forms/ssbforms.nsf/GetFileAttach/023-
SR-L-105A~E~1 /$File/SR-L-105A_ E.pdf> (PDF - 1145 KB)

» Application to Exercise Special Tow Truck Certificates
< s L fwww. forms.ssh.gov.on.ca/mbs forms/ssbforms.nsf/GetFileA SR~
E-504Er1 /$Fil R-E-504F.pdf> (PDF - 863 KB)

+ Project Permit Application
<http://w Jforms.ssb, on.cafmbs/ssb/forms/ssbforms.nsf/GetFileAttach/023-

SR-L-105PP-Eev I /$File/SR-1-1Q05PP-E.pdf> (PDF - 1075 KB)

* Credit Card Authorization Form
<hftp:/ /' www.forms. Jov.on.ca/mbs/s forms/ssbiforms.nsf/GetFileAttach/023-
SR-LV-034E~2/$File/SR-L V-034E. pdf> (PDF - 1255 KB)

Special vehicle configuration permits

+ Long Combination Vehicle Pilot Program Permit Application Forms

o Long Combination Vehicle Permit Application
<http: //www.forms.ssb.gov.on.ca/mbs/ssb /forms /ssbforms.nsf/GetFileAttach /SR~

E-501Ew~1/$File/SR-E-501E.pdf> (PDF - 1658 KB)

» Long Combination Vehicle Origin-Destination (Q/D) Application
<htip: //www.forms.ssb.gov.on.ca/mbs/ssb/forms/ssbforms.nsf/FormDetail?
OpenForm&ACT=RDR&TAB=PROFILE&ENV=WWEKNO=023-05005E> (PDF - 96 KB)
= Long Combination Vehicle Origin/Destination Location - Road Authority Consent

< fiwww. Fformms.ssb. gov.on.ca/m forms/ssbforms.nsf/FormbDetail?

QpenForm&ACT=RDRE&TAB=PROFII E&ENV=WWE&NO=023-05006E> (PDF - 92 KB)

« Permits to Extend Grandfathering of Dump Semi-Trailers
= Dump Semi Trajlers Extension Permit application

= :/ fwww. . forms.ssb.gov.on.ca/mbs/ssh/form shforms.nsf/GelFileAttach /SR~

E-50Q0E~1/$File /SR-E-500E.pdf> (PDF - 949 KB)

Permits to operate Extended Tractor B-Train Double Trailers up to 27.5 metres in overall length
are available on request by:

By mail:

Permit Office

Ministry of Transportation

301 St. Paul Street

3rd Floor

St Catharines, Ontario L2R 7R4

By phone: 416-246-7166 ext. 6306 or 1-800-387-7736 ext. 6306

Page 3 of 4



Oversize/overweight permits

By fax: 905-704-2545

By email: po.permits@ontario.ca <mailto:00.permits@ontario.ca>

Permit fees

Oversize/overweight permit fees
Annual Permit
Project Permit
Single Trip Permit
Oversized
Overweight up to 120,000 kg and up to 100 km of travel on
provincial highways.
Overweight up to 120,000 kg and between 101 km and 500 km of
travel on provincial highways.
Overweight up to 120,000 kg and over 500 km of travel on
provincial highways.

Overweight greater than 120,000 kg and unlimited travel distance.

Special Vehicle Configuration Permit

The following types of payment are accepted:

e credit card {VISA, MasterCard or American Exprass)

« personal cheque (must be certified, unless sent by mail)
« cash (walk-In clients only)

« Ministry pre-paid account

Permit issuing office
Contact the permit issuing office at:
By mail:

Ministry of Transportation
Permit Office

301 St. Paul Street

3rd Floor

St Catharines, Ontario L2R 7R4

$400
$260

$65
$125

$200
$260
$700

Refer to Highway Traffic Act
5110.1 (10}

By phone: 416-246-7166 ext. 6306 or 1-800-387-7736 ext. 6306 (English) or 6307 (French)

By fax: 905-704-2545

By email: po.permits@ontario.ca <mailto:oo.permits@ontario.ca>

Recommended for you
+ Commercial vehicle operator’s registration {(CVOR)

<http: ww.ontario.c naglish /tr cornmercial-vehicle- rators-

registration.shtmli>

* Get or renew CVOR certifi <phtip:/ /www,ontario.ca /fenglish /trucks/get-renew-cvor-

certificate.shtmi>
e Commercial motor vehicle safety requirements

<http:/ /www.gniario.ca/english /trucks /commercial-vehicle-safety-
requirements.shimi>

+ Commercial Vehicle Operators Safety Manual

<http:/ /www.ontario.c naglish /trucks /pdfs /commerical-vechicle-operators-

safety-manual.pdf> (PDF - 4,70 MB)
e Farm Guide - Farm Equmment on the Highway

h:ghwaz pdf> (PDF - 817 KB)
s Commercial vehicles - frequently asked questions
<http: / /www.ontario.ca/english /trucks/commercial-vehicle-faqg.shtmi>
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Township of Minden Hills
ROADS DEPARTMENT

BOX 359,
MINDEN, ON KOM 2K0
Ph: (705) 286-1260 Fax: {705) 286-4917

OVER DIMENSIONAL Permit Fee :  $300.00
AN'NUAL PERMIT No. : Issue Date :

COMPANY :
ADDRESS : CONTACT :
Phone: { )
Fax: ( )
1. Authorizing the moving of;
2, For the following period : To
3. Overall Length: m  ( For Two Lanes Highways - See Highway Traffic Act for Various Combinations)
Overall Width: m  (Legal Width For Two Lane Highways - 2.60m)
Overall Height: m  (Legal Height For Two Lane Highways - 4.15m)
Overall Weight: As permitted by The Highway Traffic Act
4, Authorized route from/to Via Township Roadway : Various Destinations Within The Township of Minden Hills
5. This permit not valid i} On any roadway other than roads comprising the Township Road System.
i) On Saturdays, Sundays or Statutory Holidays except Easter Monday
. and Remembrance Day, when Remembrance Day falls on Monday to
Friday inclusive.
iiii) From one half hour after sunset to one half hour before sunrise or at
any other time when, due to insufficient light or unfavourable
atmospheric conditions, persons and vehicles on the highway are not
clearly discernible at a distance of 150 metres or less,
6. The original of this permit, including any attachment, must be carried in the vehicle and produced on demand of a police

officer or an officer appointed for carrying out the provisions of the Highway Traffic Act.

7. The issuance of this permit is contingent upon the Permit Holder accepting responsibility for any and all damage that may be
caused to overhead wires, structures, highways, encroachments or railways right of ways. The Permit Holder must obtain any
additional approvals that may be required from other municipal, county and/or provincial authorities for encreachments within
the selected routes.

8. Any overweight privitages contained in this permit are not valid on Township Roads designated for reduced loading during the
months of March to May. (as per the provisions outlined in Township By-Law # 2216 — Reduced Load Period)

9. Notwithstanding condition 5(fi), loads may be moved under this permit on Saturday, excepl during the
months of July and August.

10. Exemption from Ontaric Regulation 363/04 Clyes O No
{ Security of Loads )

Notwithstanding Ontaric Regulation 363/04, where the permit specifically provides for exemptlion, loads may be moved under this
permit provided they are firmly bound, or otherwise secured or lvaded, in such manner that no portion of the load may become
dislodged or fall from the motor vehicle or trailer on which they are being transported.

Approval of Township Road Authority
Road Superintendent

NOTE : See conditions on the reverse side.

Forward with cheque: INSURANCE: TOWNSHIP TO BE NAMED AS ADDITIONAL INSURED



THIS PERMIT SHALL BE SUBJECT TO THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS AND ANY
SUPPLEMENTARY CONDITIONS ESTABLISHED BY THE TOWNSHIP AUTHORITY AT TIME
OF ISSUE

A permit is valid only upon the township roads specified in the route destination. The applicant is
responsible for notifying the township and all other applicable agencies in the event of a change in
route or time of the Intended Move,

The Applicant shall produce evidence satisfactory to the Township Road Authority of adequate
insurance coverage to save harmless the Township of Minden Hills in all possible claims of damage,
personal or property, that may arise from the Intended Move.

The Applicant shall notify the Township of Minden Hills Roads Department 48 hours prior to the
commencement of the Intended Move.

Certain restrictions may apply concemning the days and hours of travel. These will be indicated on
the Permit.

Overall dimensions beyond Highway Traffic Act limitations are as follows:

i) LENGTH: The load shall not be composed of articles loaded one behind the other
and any overhang shall not exceed 4.65 metres from the center of the
rearmost axle.

ii) WIDTH: The load shall not be composed of articles loaded side be side or
crosswise rather than [engthwise.

iii) HEIGHT: The load shall not be composed of articies loaded one on top of the other.
The applicant shall obtain approval from the owners of all overhead
utilities that may be impacted via the selected route.

iv) WEIGHT: The load shall not be composed of more than one article. In all
circumstances, the weight authorized is subject to bridge loading and
load restricticns.

Vehicles and loads in excess of the width and/or length prescribed under the Highway Traffic Act
shall be marked with four or more flags, ane as near as practical to each corner of the vehicle or
load. The flags shall be red or orange in colour, and shall not be less than 40cm square. Where a
vehicle or load is wider at any point on either side than at any corner, it shall, where practical, be so
marked with a flag.

Vehicles and loads in excess of the length prescribed under the Highway Traffic Act shall, in addition
to the flags required under Condition No. 6, display on the rear, a sign bearing the words “LONG
LOAD" in black letters at least 200mm high with lines forming the letters at least 30mm wide on a
yellow background.

A permit may be cancelled at any time for breach of the regulations or conditions of the permit or for
such other reascns as the Township may deem proper.



Denise Holmes

From: Rose Dotten <rdotten@shelburnelibrary.ca>
Sent: May-20-15 12:31 PM

To: '‘Denise Holmes'

Subject: Funding Formula etc.

Hi Denise

In the letter requesting funding for the Children’s Library expansion’, the request for funding was based on
approximately 16% of the remaining $45, 000.00 in costs. The 16% is probably a rounded off number of the same %
amount Melancthon contributes to our operational budget.

The number of patrons in 2014 for Melancthon is 994 which is approximately an 8% increase from 2013

1 sent the Board members an explanation of how the funding formula relates to the budget and | will insert it as a quote
for you. Hope this helps.

We do really appreciate your continued support.

Best regards

Rose

“To the best of my knowledge the original formula was based on the Fire catchment area and indeed has not changed
inyears... the one year we looked at a user based schedule for one of the Townships, it would have increased their %
ratio incredibly so it was never followed up. You can go into the xls spreadsheet on the budget and that should give you
the formula for each township.. | can give you a list of the formulae that we use.

Coming up with a new process would be a major undertaking and require much research and work and staff time. It
would need our Board to approve and recommend to proceed and a significant cost associated with the work would
need to be considered.

The formulae are as follows:

Shelburne 54 %

Amaranth 12.80 %

Melancthon 16.00 %

Mono 8.80 %

Mulmur 8.70 %

It is also interesting to note that all of the Municipalities have increased their patrons by approximately 7 - 8%. Even
though Shelburne has grown in terms of new development their increase of library patrons is within that % increase.
Therefore changing the ratios of contribution would really not be a major factor at this time. In fact, looking at a
historical profile and please remember this is an approximation, all of our municipalities have experienced a 30%
growth since 2010, again reinforcing the fact that the formuia that has been in place is still relevant as of 2010.

Using the above % formula as a base, resulted in the $ amount of funding we requested towards the Children’s Library
expansion specific to each Municipality after subtracting $5000.00 as the library reserve contribution.™

Total Control Panel Login
To: dhoimes@melancthontownship.ca Message Score: 15 High (60): Puss
From: rdotten@shelburnelibrary.ca My Spam Blocking Level: High Medium (75): Pass

Low (90): Puss
Block this sender



	Agenda - May 21, 2015
	RD 1 - Data from road traffic counters - 2nd Line SW and 4th Line NE
	BC 1 - Minutes of the Shelburne & District Fire Board - Meeting April 7, 2015
	BC 2 - Minutes of the Shelburne & District Fire Board - Meeting April 15, 2015
	Info 1 - Email from Finbar Desir, P. Eng., Secretary, Normal Farm Practices Protection Board dated May 4, 2015, Re - Motion and Pre-Hearing Order - Cox vs Town of Mono
	Info 2 - Email from Finbar Desir, P. Eng., Secretary, Normal Farm Practices Protection Board dated May 13, 2015, Re - Pre-Hearing Conference Order No. 2 - Cox vs Town of Mono
	Info 3 - Letter from Ernie Hardeman, MPP Oxford, PC Critic for Municipal Affairs and Housing dated April 29, 2015, Re - Correspondence sent to the Minister of Energy and response
	Info 4 - Email from Darlene Noakes, Court Services Manager, Town of Caledon dated May 4, 2015, Re - Response to MAG’S AMPS Consultation Paper
	Info 5 - Copy of a resolution passed by the Town of Mono and supported by the Township of East Garafraxa dated May 12, 2015, Re - POA Service Delivery within the County of Dufferin
	Info 6 - Copy of a resolution passed by the Town of Mono and supported by the Township of Amaranth dated May 6, 2015, Re - POA Service Delivery within the County of Dufferin
	Info 7 - Copy of a resolution passed by the Town of Mono and supported by the Township of Mulmur dated May 7, 2015, Re - POA Service Delivery within the County of Dufferin
	Info 8 - GRCA Current - May 2015 - Volume 20 Number 4
	Info 9 - Letter from Steven Del Duca, Ministry of Transportation dated May 4, 2015, Re - Winter Highway Maintenance in Ontario
	Info 10 - Email from South Georgian Bay Lake Simcoe Source Protection Region dated May 13, 2015, Re - Shelburne Well Supply Changes Public Consultation
	Info 11 - Notice of Complete Application and Public Meeting Under Sections 34 and 51 of the Planning Act Regarding a Requested Amendment
	Act 1 - Email from G.W. Jorden, Planning Consultants Limited dated May 12, 2015, Re - Preparation of a Consolidated Edition of the Approved Official Plan
	Act 2 - Copy of a resolution passed by the Township of Madawaska Valley and supported by the Township of Amaranth dated May 6, 2015, Re - Relief for Ontario Hydro One Customers
	Act 3 - Notice of Request for Drain Maintenance and.or Repair - Ferguson Drainage Works, D Drain
	COP 1 - Letter from Marcia Wallace, PhD, Regional Director dated May 1, 2015, Re - County of Dufferin Official Plan
	COP 2 - Letter from Sybelle von Kursell, Team Lead, Community Planning and Development, Central Municipal Services Office dated May 1, 2015, Re - County of Dufferin Official Plan
	DEL 1 - 630 p.m. - Public Meeting - Application for Zoning By-law Amendment - B7.14
	DEL 2 - 640 p.m. - Public Meeting - Application for Zoning By-law Amendment - B8.14
	DEL 3 - 650 p.m. - Public Meeting - Application for Zoning By-law Amendment - B10.14
	Del 5 -710 p.m. - Norman Bauman, MB Fasteners, Request for clean out of Road ditch
	NOM 1 - Motion by Councillor Hannon for a four-way stop in Horning’s Mills
	9.  Road Business – 2.1
	11. General Business - Item 4 Unfinished Business 6. Shelburne Library – Renovation of Children’s Library



