10.

11.

12,

TOWNSHIP OF TOWNSHIP OF MELANCTHON

h

EI) AGENDA

Thursday, September 3, 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 - August 13, 2015

Business Arising from Minutes

Point of Privilege or Personal Privilege

Public Question Period (Please visit our website under Agendas and Minutes for information
on Public Question Period)

Road Business

1.

Accounts

County Council Update

Committee Reports

Correspondence

* Items for Information Purposes

1.
2.

10.
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Email from H Winagent (MOECC) dated August 6, 2015, Re - Proposed Hazardous Waste
Fees Increase

Draft Report - The Township of Melancthon - Report on the application of specified
procedures for the year ended December 31, 2015

Letter from R.J. Burnside & Associates dated July 13,2015, Re - Drainage Superintendent
Services

Email from Julie Nolan, Case Co-ordinator / Planner, Ontario Municipal Board dated
August 13, 2015, Re - Appeal

AMO Communications - Policing Update: Minister Announces Consulations on a New
Legislative Framework

Letter from the Grand River Conservation Authority dated August 5, 2015, Re 2014
Annual Report on Actions

Email from Brittney Wielgos, Normal Farm Practices Protection Board dated August 24,
2015, Re - Pre-Hearing Conference Cox vs. Town of Mono

AMO Communications - AMO Policy Update - Government Announces New Disaster
Recovery Assistance Programs

AMCTO - ODRAP Announcement Points to Successful Advocacy

* Items for Council Action

1.

Email from Michelle Vivar, Municipal Relations Specialist, Rogers dated July 21, 2015,
Re - Rogers Request for Concurrence

Email from Jerry Jorden, Planning Consultant dated August 25, 2015, Re - Report on
Rogers Tower Proposal

Email from Sharon Smith, Field Operations, Ontario Electronic Stewardship dated August
24, 2015, Re - E-Waste diversion program for residents

Email from Guy Gardhouse, East Garafraxa dated August 10, 2015, Re - CAA Review
Request



13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

5.

Letter from Harvey Lyons dated August 25, 2015, Re - Clean-out of portion of McNabb
Drain

General Business

1. Accounts
2. Applications to Permit
3. New/Other Business
1. Return tender deposit cheque to Flesherton Concrete in regards to the Spring
Gravel Tenders for A & M Gravel
4, Unfinished Business
1. North Dufferin Recreation - Draft Agreement
2. Corbetton Park - Update
3. Information Flyer - Update
4, Southgate Recreation Agreement
5. Ark Il Shelter in Horning’s Mills - Update
6. Manassa Bauman - Application to Permit
7. Correspondence from Chris Jones, Planner, Re - Universal Tire Proposal
Delegations
1. 5:15 p.m. - Chris Jones, Township Planner regarding his Report on Home Occupations
and On-Farm Uses
2. 5:30 p.m. - Steve Smith, Frank Cowan and Heather Hill, Noble Insurance regarding the
2015/2016 Insurance Program
3. 6:00 p.m. - Consideration of the Report on the Bauman Drainage Works - Tom Pridham,
Drainage Superintendent will be in attendance
4, 6:15 p.m. - Consideration of the Report on the Fluney Drainage Works - Tom Pridham,

Drainage Superintendent will be in attendance

Closed Session (if required)

Notice of Motion

Confirmation By-law

Adjournment and Date of Next Meeting - Thursday, September 17, 2015 - 5:00 p.m.

On Sites

Correspondence on File at the Clerk’s Office
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Canadian rowing team
at Guelph Lake

The Canadian National Men's Rowing Team is
using Guelph Lake for a training cainp this sum-

mier as it prepares for an Olympic qualifying event.

That means other boaters will have to take care
as they travel around the lake. The team is practis-
ing July 24 to Aug. 14 to prepare for the Olympic
qualifying regatta in France. They will be holding
two or three practice sessions a day in a special
course set aside for their use. The practices will
usually be held at 7 am., 11 a.m. and 3:30 p.n1. In
addition, the team may also row in other parts of
the lake.

As a safety precaution during practice times,
other boaters are asked to avoid entering or cross-
ing through the race course to avoid interfering
with the rowing shells. The training camp is host-
ed by the Guelph Rowing Club, which has its
home base at Guelph Lake,
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Park and Laurel Creek in 2016, Pinehurst Lake
and Rockwood in 2017, Belwood Lake and Guelph
Lake in 2018, Byng Island and Elora Gorge in
2019 and Conestogo Lake and Luther Marsh in
2020,

Key West Industries of Guelph won the contract
to supply the gate, cash station, card reader and
other related equipment at Shade’s Mills at a cost
of about $40,000. The total cost of the new gates at
all the parks is estimated to be $417,000.

New controlled gates
at Grand River Parks

Shade’s Mills Park will be the first Grand River
Park to have access-controlled gates, which will be
instailed this fall.

Installation of this type of gate was recommend-
ed through business plans that were prepared for
each of the conservation areas in 2012,

The new gate will allows visitors with a mem-
bership to gain entry to the park using their mem-
bership card. Others will be able to pay the
entrance fee at the gate using automated equip-
ment.

The automated gate may be used for year-round
access to Grand River Parks and will reduce
staffing and overtime costs. Shade’s Mills now has
an “honour box” where visitors can deposit their
fees, but few people use the fee box. The GRCAs
new membership card system was put in place in
2013 to replace the vehicle window sticker,

Over the next five years, controlled access gates
will be installed at al} 11 Grand River Parks: Brant

Filming at Rockwood

Rockwood Conservation Area continues to be
popular for film producers.

An episode of Reign, a television series about
Mary, Queen of Scots, was filmed on July 13 at
Rockwood and is expected to air this November.

A new children’s movie, Bark Ranger, has been
released on DVD. This movie was filmed almost
entirely in the park last summer.

Pollinator garden
at Guelph Lake

TDI International of Guelph was awarded a
contract to create the Operation Pollinator Garden
at Guelph Lake Park.

This will be installed on a 3.7-hectare (nine-
acre} parcel of land near the main park entrance as
part of the planned Guelph Lake Nature Centre
Complex. TDI will excavate two ponds and create
viewing mounds that will be surrounded by inter-
pretive and recreational trails. These will provide
teaching opportunities associated with nature cen-
tre programs. An outdoor classroom and
amphitheatre are included in the design, but are
not part of the project.

Excavation of the ponds and creation of mounds
is the first phase of the project. The tender was
issued May 15. There were eight bids on the proj-
ect, and TDI’s was the lowest bid for $96,000 plus
taxes.

A donation of $100,000 from Syngenta will be
used for this project. The donation came through
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the Grand River Conservation Foundation.
Work got underway in late July.

A combination of aquatic and wetland
plants will be planted in the ponds, while
native meadow plants and wildflowers will
be planted in the pollinator garden. A variety
of native trees will also be planted.

Stocco named new
communications manager

Lisa Stocco, a communications profession-
al with more than 15 years in the public, pri-
vate and not-for-profit sectors, becomes the
Manager of Communications for the Grand
River Conservation Authority ont Aug. 4.

She joins the GRCA from the Halton
Catholic District School Board where she has
worked since 2003. She served in several
posts, most recently as manager of strategic
communications. Prior to joining the school
board, she was the assistant manager of pub-
lic and media relations at the former Intesa
Bank Canada. Stocco holds a degree in mass
communication and French studies from
York University, and a post-graduate certifi-
cate in journalism from Humber College.
She is an accredited member (APR) of the
Canadian Public Relations Society (CPRS)
where she currently serves as co-president of
CPRS Hamilton.

Stocco replaced Dave Schultz as commu-
nications manager. Schultz joined the
GRCA’s communication departinent in 2002
and will be staying at the GRCA to help
develop a new GRCA website until his retire-
ment at the end of the year.

New amphitheatre
at Shades Mills

Construction of a new amphitheatre and
trails in the area above the beach at Shade’s
Mills Park in Cambridge is underway.

The amphitheatre will accommodate up to
75 people and will be used for the very pop-
ular Movies Under the Stars series on Friday
nights, It will also be used for nature centre
programs and special events.

Visitors will notice construction of this
$30,000 project underway until mid-Septem-
ber. A stage and upgraded projection system
are also part of this project. Accessible trails
will be winding through the area and will
eventually link the beach, parking lot and
amphitheatre areas.

PO Box 729, 400 Clyde Road, Cambridge, Ontario N1R 5We6 (519) 621-2761

Luther Marsh, July 29: GRCA staff counted 76 egrets, four active heron nests (all with young

still on the nest), five ospreys, a pair of sandhill cranes, a single loon, several hundred swallows
and more. Luther is a birding hotspot within the watershed.

Contract for union staff

The GRCA board voted in support of a
new three-year collective agreement which
covers 111 full-time, part-time and seasonal
staff who are members of the Ontario Public
Service Employees Union (OPSEU).

The previous collective agreement expired
at the end of 2014 and negotiations for a new
agreement concluded on July 8. The agree-
ment provides for a wage increase of 1.5 per
cent in 2015 and 2 per cent in each of 2016
and 2017.

Dry July follows wet June

Although rainfall was below average in
many parts of the watershed, the wet condi-
tions in June left the ground saturated in
July.

Rainfall in July was about average only at
Conestogo and Weolwich reservoirs. The
two locations with the lowest recorded rain-
fall for the month were Brantford at 51 pet
cent and Shand Dam at 38 per cent. Intense
storm events resulted in high runoff early in
the month.

July was also slightly cooler than average
for the first three weeks, but then it heated
up toward the end of the month with tem-
peratures reaching 35 C in some locations.

‘Water levels in Lake Erie are well above
the long-term average. However, the lake is

expected to drop slightly over the rest of the
year.

Reservoirs are at or slightly above the nor-
mal operating range for this time of year.
River augmentation has been less this year
than is typical for July.

“Subscribe to'GRCA'Current:
' GRCAcurrent-subscribe@grandriver.ca




Wendy Atkinson

From: hwinagent (MOECC) <hwinagent@ontario.ca>
Sent: August-06-15 5:01 PM

To: wendy@melancthontownship.ca

Subject: Proposed Hazardous Waste Fees Increase

The Ontario Minisiry of the Environment and Climate Change is proposing a regulation to amend Regulation 347, made
under the Environmental Protection Act. The proposed regulation, if made, would raise the tonnage component of the
Hazardous Waste Fees from $10 per tonne to $20 per tonne for hazardous waste transferred or disposed of between
January 1, 2016 and December 31, 2016. The tonnage component of the Hazardous Waste Fees would be further
increased to $30 per tonne as of January 1, 2017.

The pravince is committed to ensuring that hazardous waste is safely managed. Not managing waste properly now—
particularly hazardous waste—can lead to expensive clean-ups of contaminated land and water in the future. Current fees
offset about 50 percent of the cost to regulate the management of hazardous and liquid industrial waste in Ontario. The
proposed new fee structure is more in line with the actual costs of running the program. A full cost recovery approach will
ensure that the program is financially sustainable and continues to achieve its environmental objectives as it evolves in
the long term.

The ministry will work with businesses to ensure that the transition is as efficient as possible. We are also exploring
options to improve the service delivery to, and reduce the administrative burden on, generators.

Please see EBR Registry posting 012-3915 for additional information and to comment on this proposal. Do not respond to
this e-mail as the account it was sent from is not monitored.

Pour obtenir plus d'information sur cet avis en frangais veuillez consulter l'affichage 012-3915 sur le Registre
environnemental. Veuillez ne pas répondre a ce courriel génére automatiquement.

Total Control Panel Login
To: wendy@melancthontownship.ca Message Score: 1 High (60): Pass
From: hwinagent@ontario.ca My Spam Blocking Level: Medium Medium (75); Pass

Low (20): Pass
Block this sender
Block ontaric.ca

This message was delivered because the content filter score did not exceed your filter level.
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The Township of Melancthon

Repott on the application of specifje”c’fl;procedures
for the year ended December 31,2014

=,
x,
kS

Info 3 - September 3, 2015


lvanalstine
Typewritten Text
Info 3 - September 3, 2015



Contents

Page
Accountant’s report on the application of specified procedures -

Specified procedures Appendix A



o Grant Thornton

Accountant’s report on the
application of specified procedures Grant Thornton LLP

Suile 200

15 Allstate Parkway
Markham, ON

L3R 584

T (416) 366-0100
F (905) 475-8906
www,Gran(Thomten.ca

To the Association of Municipalities of Ontario

As specifically agreed, we have performed, for the year ended December 31, 2014, the
procedures described in Appendix A, with respect to the Municipal Funding Agreement for
the Transfer of Federal Gas Tax Funds between the Association of Municipalities of Ontario
(“AMO”) and The Township of Melancthon as of Apml 1, 2014.

As a result of applying the procedures described in Appendix A, we found the exceptions
listed in Appendix A. However, these procedures do not constitute an audit, and therefore
We express no opinion.

This report is prepared to demonstrate AMO’s compliance with the Administrative
Agreement on the Federal Gas Tax Fund between AMO and Government of Canada as of
April 1, 2014 and 15 intended solely for AMO, Government of Canada and The Township of
Melancthon and should not be distributed to or used by partes other than AMO,
Government of Canada and The Township of Melancthon,

Markham, Canada Chartered Accountants
July 24, 2015 Licensed Public Accountants

Audit » Tux » Advisory
Grant Thomton LLP. A Canadian Member of Grant Thomton Inlemational Ltd
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Per Funding Agreement Specified Audit Procedure Performed Findings
3. RECIPIENT REQUIREMENTS
Section 3.1 - Communications
The Recipient will comply with all requirements outlined No procedures performed as the Infrastructure Not applicable.

in Schedule E, including;

a) Providing upfront project information on an annual
basis for communications purposes;

b) Including Canada in local project communications;
and

) Installing federal ptoject signs.

Canada letter dated January 29, 2014 does not
require the monitoring or implementation of the
communications protocol to be subject to the
compliance audit.

Section 3.2 - Incrementality

Any Funds that the Recipient may receive from Canada
are not intended to replace or displace existing sources of
funding for the Recipient’s tangible capital assets. The
Recipient will ensure that its total annual expenditures on
tangible capital assets over the life of the Agreement, on
average, will not be less than the Base Amount

Obtain the documentation of the base amount (L.e.
the average spending on municipal infrastructure
in the years 2000 to 2004) from AMO.

Ensure that the current year spending on
municipal infrastructure as disclosed in the audited
financial statements of the municipality is not less
than the Base Amount.

Inquire of the staff as to whether the Recipient is
awate of the base amount and whether it is
monitored annually within the recipient.

No exceptions noted.

No exceptions noted.

Exception:

No process in place for
the annual monitoting by
the reciplent.

SECTION 3.3 — Contracts

The Recipient will award and manage all Contracts in
accordance with its relevant policies and procedures and, if
applicable, in accordance with the Agreement on Internal
Trade and applicable international trade agreements, and




Per Funding Agreement

Specified Audit Procedure Performed

Findings

all other applicable laws.

(a} The Recipient will ensure any of its Contracts for the
supply of services or materials to implement its
responsibilities under this Agreement will be awarded
in a way that is transparent, competitive, consistent
with value for money principles and pursuant to its
adopted procurement policy.

Obtain the Recipient’s Procurement Policy/By-
law and verify the summary of tender results
submitted to Council for the contracts awarded
during the year is in accordance with the
recipient’s Procurement Policy/By-law.

No exceptions noted.

4. ELIGIBLE PROJECTS

4.1 Eligible Project Categories.

Eligible Projects include investments in Infrastructure for
its construction, renewal or material enhancement in the
categories of public transit, local roads and bridges,
wastewater, water, solid waste, community energy systems,
capacity building, local and regional airports, short-line
rail, short-sea shipping, disaster mitigation, broadband
connectivity, brownfield redevelopment, cultural, tourism,
sport and recreational infrastructure, as more specifically
described in Schedule B and Schedule C.

4.2 Recipient Fully Responsible.

The Recipient is fully responsible for the completion of
each Eligible Project in accordance with Schedule B and
Schedule C.

No audit work performed as no action is required
by the Recipient.

Review the project(s) on which expenditures were
incurred during the year and ensure the
description and nature of the project(s) as
indicated by the municipality is consistent with
Schedule B and Schedule C of the Municipal
Funding Agreement for the Transfer of Federal
gas Tax Funds between AMO and the
municipality.

Not applicable.

No exceptions noted.




Per Funding Agreement

Specified Audit Procedure Performed

Findings

5. ELIGIBLE EXPENDITURES

5.1 Eligible Expenditures.
Schedule C sets out specific requirements for Eligible and
Ineligible Expenditures.

Review all invoices/progtess billing cettificates etc.

as listed in the costing sheet provided by the
Recipient for the projects funded by Federal Gas
Tax funds and, for all amounts in excess of 1% of
amount received from AMO during the year (i.e.
$8406), verify by agreeing the details to invoices,
progress billings and certificates of completion,
that all significant expenditures ate in accordance
with Schedule C of the Municipal Funding
Agreement for the Transfer of Federal Gas Tax
Funds between AMO and the municipality.

No exceptions noted.

5.2 Discretion of Canada.

Subject to Section 5.1, the eligibility of any items not listed | No audit work performed as no action is required | Not applicable.
in Schedule B and/or Schedule C to this Agreement is by the Recipient.

solely at the discretion of Canada.

5.3 Unspent Funds.

Any Unspent Funds, and any interest earned thereon, will | No audit work performed as no action is required | Not applicable.
be subject to the terms and conditions of this Agreement, | by the Recipient.

and will no longer be governed by the terms and

conditions of the First Agreement.

5.4 Reasonable Access.

The Recipient shall allow AMO and Canada reasonable No audit wortk petformed as no action is required | Not applicable.

and timely access to all documentation, records and
accounts and those of their respective agents or Third
Parties related to the receipt, deposit and use of Funds and
Unspent Funds, and any interest earned thereon, and all

by the Recipient.




Per Funding Agreement

Specified Audit Procedure Performed

Findings

other relevant information and documentation requested
by AMO or Canada or theit tespective designated
representatives for the purposes of audit, evaluation, and

ensuring compliance with this Agreement.

5.5 Retention of Receipts.

The Recipient will keep proper and accurate accounts and
records of all Eligible Projects including invoices and
receipts for Eligible Expenditures in accordance with the
Recipient’s municipal records retention by-law and, upon
reasonable notice, make them available to AMO and
Canada.

Scan the general ledger and note whether the
Federal Gas Tax funds are tracked separately in a
reserve fund account fund

Review the Recipient’s current record retention
By-law and
i. confirm with the municipality’s staff that
the documents and records pertaining to
the Federal Gas Tax funded projects are
being retained in accordance with the
Recipient’s retention by-law; and
ii. obsetve whether the Federal Gas Tax
related records are easily accessible.

No exceptions noted.

No exceptions noted.

6. FUNDS

6.1 Allocation of Funds.

AMO will allocate and transfer Funds that Canada may
make available for Ontario Municipalites to Recipients on
a per capita basis with allocations made on a 50:50 basis to
upper-tier and lower-ter Municipalities, where they exist.

No audit work performed as no acon is required
by the Recipient.

Not applicable.

6.2 Transfer of Funds to a Municipality.

Where a Recipient decides to allocate and transfer Funds
to another Municipality (the “Transferee Municipality”):
(a) The allocation and transfer shall be authorized by By-
law (a “Transfer By-law”). The Transfer By-law shall be
passed by the Recipient’s council and submitted to AMO

Review the Annual Report for any transfers
reported.

Not applicable as no
transfer of funds to a
municipality reported to
AMO on Schedule D.
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Specified Audit Procedure Performed

Findings

as soon thereafter as practicable. The Transfer By-law shall
identify the Transferee Municipality and the amount of
Funds the Transferee Municipality is to receive for the
Municipal Fiscal Year specified in the Transfer By-law.

Inquire of the Recipient staff whether any funds
had been transferred to other municipalities duting
the year.

If such a transfer took place, verify that the
Recipient had passed a By-law which specifically
identified the Transferee and the amount of
Funds.

Verify, by reviewing correspondence with AMO,
that the By-law was submitted to AMO.

Not applicable as no
transfer of funds to a
municipality reported to
AMO on Schedule D.

Not applicable as no
transfer of funds to 2
municipality reported to
AMO on Schedule D.

Not applicable as no
transfer of funds to a
municipality reported to
AMO on Schedule D.

6.2 Transfer of Funds to a Municipality.

(b) The Recipient is still required to submit an Annual
Report in accordance with Sections 7.1 (a), {c) and (f)
hereof with respect to the Funds transferred.

Verify, by reviewing the Annual Report, that it has
been prepared in accordance with Sections 7.1 (a),
(c) and (f) hereof with respect to the Funds

Not applicable as no
transfer of funds to a
municipality reported to

transferred and that the Annual Report has been | AMO on Schedule D.
submitted to AMO.

6.2 Transfer of Funds to a Municipality.

(c) No transfer of Funds putsuant to this Section 6.2 shall | Verify that the transfer date is after the date the Not applicable as no

be effected unless and untl the Transferee Municipality
has either () entered into an agreement with AMO on
substantially the same terms as this Agreement, or (ii} has
executed and delivered to AMO a written undertaking to
assume all of the Recipient’s obligations under this
Agreement with respect to the Funds transferred; in a
form satisfactory to AMO.

Transferee Municipality either (1} entered into an
agreement with AMO on substantially the same
terms as this Agreement, or (ii) executed and
delivered to AMO a written undertaking to assume
all of the Recipient’s obligations under this
Agreement with respect to the Funds transferred.

transfer of funds to a
municipality reported to
AMO on Schedule D.
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6.3 Transfer of Funds to a non-municipal entity.
Where a Recipient decides to support an Eligible Project
undertaken by an Eligible Recipient that is not a
Municipality:
(a) The provision of such support shall be authorized by a | Review the adoption of a resolution by the Not applicable as no

by-law (a “Non-municipal Transfer By-law”). The Non-
municipal Transfer By-law shall be passed by the
Recipient’s council and submitted to AMO as soon as
practicable thereafter. The Non-municipal Transfer By-law
shall identify the Eligible Recipient, and the amount of
Funds the Eligible Recipient is to receive for that Eligible
Project.

(b) The Recipient shall continue to be bound by all of the
provisions of this Agreement notwithstanding any such
transfer.

(¢) No transfer of Funds putsuant to this Section 6.3 shall
be effected unless and until the non-municipal entity
receiving the Funds has executed and delivered to AMO a
written undertaking to assume all of the Recipient’s
obligations under this Agreement with respect to the
Funds transferred, in a form satisfactory to AMO.

Recipient’s council for 2 Non-municipal Transfer
By-law identifying the Eligible Recipient, and the
amount of Funds the Eligible Recipient is to
receive for that Eligible Project.

Verify, by reviewing correspondence with AMO,
that a copy of the By-law was submitted to AMO.

No audit verification work required as by signing
of funding agreement the Recipient acknowledges
and agrees to this condition.

Verify, by reviewing correspondence with AMO,
that the Transferor Municipality received
notification from AMO that AMO had received a
written undertaking in 2 form suitable to them
from the non-municipal entity indicating that the
non-municipal entity had assumed all of the
Recipient’s obligations under this Agreement with
tespect to the Funds transfetred.

transfer of funds to a
non-municipality entity
noted.

Not applicable as no
transfer of funds to a
non-municipality entity
noted.

Not applicable as no
transfer of funds to a
non-municipality entity
noted.

Not applicable as no
transfer of funds to a
non-municipality entity
noted.




Per Funding Agreement Specified Audit Procedure Performed Findings
6.4 Use of Funds.
The Recipient acknowledges and agrees the Funds ate No audit verification work required as by signing | Not applicable.
intended for and shall be used only for Eligible the funding agreement the Recipient acknowledges
Expenditures in respect of Eligible Projects. and agrees to this condition.
6.5 Schedule of payout of Funds.
The Recipient agrees that all Funds are to be transferred No audit work performed as no action is required | Not applicable.

by AMO to the Recipient as set out in Schedule A. Subject
to Section 6.14, AMO will transfer Funds twice yearly, on
or before the dates agreed upon by Canada and AMO,
and, more specifically on the basis set out in Schedule A.

by the Recipient.

6.6 Use of Funds.

The Recipient will deposit the Funds in a dedicated
reserve fund or other separate distinct interest bearing
account ot invest the Funds through the One Investment
Program or any other eligible investment permitted by the
Ontario Municipal Act, 2001 and shall retain the Funds in
such reserve fund, account or investment until the Funds
are expended or transfetred in accordance with this
Agreement. The Recipient shall ensure that:

(a) any investment of unexpended Funds will be in
accordance with Ontario law and the Recipient’s
investment policy; and,

(b) any interest earned on Funds will only be applied to
Eligible Expenditures for Eligible Projects, more
specifically on the basis set out in Schedule B and
Schedule C.

Verify, by reviewing the general ledger, that the
Federal Gas Tax funds are tracked separately in a
reserve fund account fund.

Obtain a copy of the municipality’s investment
policy and review the policy to verify that it is
accordance with the Ontario Municipal Act, 2001

Determine the reasonability of the interest earned
by re-computing the interest earned on the un-

expended amount.

If the interest earned has been applied to Eligible

No excepdons noted.

Exception :
Recipient does not have
an investment policy.

No exceptions noted.

Not applicable.

7
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Expenditures for Eligible Projects, more
specifically on the basis set out in Schedule B and
Schedule C, agree the amount of Eligible
Expenditures to the Annual Report.

6.7 Funds advanced.

Funds transferred by AMO to the Recipient shall be
expended by the Recipient in respect of Eligible
Expenditures within five (5) years after the end of the year
in which Funds were received. Unexpended Funds shall
not be retained beyond such five (5) year peried. AMO
reserves the right to declare that Unexpended Funds after
five (5) years become a debt to Canada which the
Recipient will reimburse forthwith on demand to AMO
for transmission to Canada.

Verify, by comparing the unspent balance of funds
at the end of the year to the sum of the funds
received durting the last five years, that payments
received from AMO, including interest earned in a
particular year, have been expensed within five (5)
years following the year of receipt.

If the unspent balance of funds at the end of the
year is greater than the sum of the funds received

during the last five years, review correspondence
to verify that AMO been notified.

Not applicable until 2019
as the Agreement was
signed in 2014.

Not applicable until 2019
as the Agreement was
signed in 2014.

6.8 Expenditure of Funds.
The Recipient shall expend all Funds by December 31,
2028,

Not applicable as it is applicable for funds
received in 2023.

Not applicable.

6.9 GST & HST.

The use of Funds is based on the net amount of goods
and services tax or harmonized sales tax to be paid by the
Recipient net of any applicable tax rebates.

For the items identified in Section 5.1 above,
review the invoices pertaining to the projects
financed by Federal Gas Tax funds and verify that
the expenditures applied against the Federal Gas
Tax funds for fiscal year under review were net of
GST & HST net of any applicable tax rebates.

No exceptions noted.




Per Funding Agreement Specified Audit Procedure Petformed Findings
6.10 Limit on Canada’s Financial Commitments.
The Recipient may use Funds to pay up to one hundred No audit verification work required. Not applicable.
percent (100%) of Eligible Expenditures of an Eligible
Project. R
6.11 Federal Funds.
The Recipient agrees that any Funds received will be No audit verification work required. Not applicable.
treated as federal funds for the purpose of other federal
infrastructure programs.
6.12 Stacking.
If the Recipient is receiving federal funds under other For any projects funded by Federal Gas Tax funds | Not applicable as no
federal infrastructure programs in respect of an Eligible which are also funded through any other grant projects funded by
Project to which the Recipient wishes to apply Funds, the | programs, review the funding limitations set out in | Federal Gas Tax funds

maximum federal contribution limitation set out in any
other federal infrastructure program agreement made in
respect of that Eligible Project shall continue to apply.

that funding agreement and verify that the
limitations have been followed.

were also funded through
other federal grant
programs.

6.13 Withholding Payment.

AMO may withhold payment of Funds where the
Recipient is in default of compliance with any provisions
of this Agreement.

No audit work performed as no action is required
by the Recipient.

Not applicable.

6.14 Insufficient funds provided by Canada.
Notwithstanding Section 2.4, if Canada does not provide
sufficient funds to continue the Funds for any Municipal
Fiscal Year during which this Agreement is in effect,
AMO may terminate this Agreement.

No audit work perform_ed as no action is required
by the Recipient.

Not applicable.




Per Funding Agreement Specified Audit Procedure Performed Findings
7. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS
7.1 Annual Report.

The Recipient shall report in the form in Schedule D due
by March 31st following each Municipal Fiscal Year on:
{a) the amounts received from AMO under this
Agreement in respect of the previous Municipal Fiscal
Year;

(b} the amounts received from another Municipality;

(c) the amounts transferred to another Municipality;

(d) amounts paid by the Recipient in aggregate for Eligible
Projects;

(€) arnounts held at year end by the Recipient in aggregate,
including interest, to pay for Eligible Projects;

(f) indicate in a narrative the progress that the Recipient
has made in meeting its commitments and contributions;
and,

(g) a listing of all Eligible Projects that have been funded,
indicating the location, investment category, project
description, amount of Funds and total project cost.

Verify, by agreeing the amounts to the accounting
records, that the Annual Report has been properly
completed by in accordance with the reporting
requirements prescribed in Schedule D for items

(a) through (g).

No exceptions noted.

7.2 Outcomes Report.

The Recipient shall account in writing for outcomes
achieved as a result of the Funds through an Outcomes
Report to be submitted to AMO. Specifically the
Outcomes Report shall describe, in a manner to be
provided by AMO, the degree to which investments in
each Eligible Project are supporting progress towards
achieving:

(a) beneficial impacts on communities of completed
Eligible Projects; and

(b) enhanced impact of Funds as a predictable source of
funding.

Verify, by reviewing the Outcomes Report, that
the it has been prepared in the manner provided
by AMO, showing the degree to which
investments in each project are supporting
progress towards achieving:

{a) beneficial impacts on communities of
completed Eligible Projects; and

(b) enhanced impact of Funds as a predictable
source of funding.

Verify, by reviewing correspondence with AMO,

No exceptions noted.

No exceptions noted.
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Per Funding Agreement Specified Audit Procedure Performed Findings
that it has been submitted to AMO.
8. ASSET MANAGEMENT
8.1 Asset Management Plan, ) )
The Recipient will develop and implement an Asset Not applicable until 2016. Not applicable.
Management Plan prior to December 31, 2016.
8.2 Outcomes.
On a date and in 2 manner to be determined by AMO, the | Not applicable in 2014 as the municipalitics have | Not applicable.

Recipient will provide a report to AMO demonstrating
that Asset Management Plans are being used to guide
infrastructure planning and investment decisions and how
Funds are being used to address priority projects.

not yet been provided with the reporting template.

9. RECORDS AND AUDIT

9.1 Accounting Principles.

All accounting terms not otherwise defined herein have
the meanings assigned to them,; all calculations will be
made and all financial data to be submitted will be
ptepared in accordance with generally accepted accounting
principles (GAAP) in effect in Ontario. GAAP will
include, without limitation, those principles approved ot
recommended for local governments from time to time by
the Public Sector Accounting Board or the Canadian
Institute of Chartered Accountants or any successor
institute, applied on a consistent basis.

Verify, by reviewing the most recent annual
audited financial statements, that they have been
prepared in accordance with Public Sector
Accounting standards. Also scan the auditors’
report for any qualifications for non-compliance
with Public Sector Accounting standards.

No exceptions noted.
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9.2 Separate Records.

The Recipient shall maintain separate records and
documentation for the Funds and keep all records
including invoices, statements, teceipts and vouchers in
respect of Funds expended on Eligible Projects in
accordance with the Recipient’s municipal records
retention by-law. Upon reasonable notice, the Recipient
shall submit all records and documentation relating to the
Funds to AMO and Canada for inspection or audit.

Obtain a copy of the Recipient’s By-law for
municipal records tetention and verify compliance
with the By-law by examining the general ledger
and documentation for the Federal Gas Tax funds
maintained and retained.

No exceptions noted.

9.3 External Auditor.

AMO and/or Canada may request, upon written
notification, an audit of Eligible Project or an Annual
Report. AMO shall retain an external auditor to carry out
an audit of the material referred to in Sections 5.4 and 5.5
of this Agreement. AMO shall ensure that any auditor
who conducts an audit pursuant to this Section of this
Agreement or otherwise, provides a copy of the audit
repott to the Recipient and Canada at the same time that
the audit report is given to AMO.

No audit work performed as no action is required
by the Recipient.

Not applicable.

10. INSURANCE AND INDEMNITY

10.1 Insurance.

The Recipient shall put in effect and maintain in full force
and effect ot cause to be put into effect and maintained
for the term of this Agreement all the necessary insurance
with respect to each Eligible Project, including any Eligible
Projects with respect to which the Recipient has
transferred Funds pursuant to Section 6 of this
Agreement, that would be considered appropriate for a
prudent Municipality undertaking Eligible Projects,
including, where appropriate and without limitation,

Verify, by reviewing the Insurance Certificates,
that the Insurance Certificates for the fiscal year
are:
a. insurance covers each Eligible Project, and
b. the certificates listed AMO and Canada as
additional insured.

No exceptions noted.
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property, construction and liability insurance, which
insurance coverage shall identify Canada and AMO as
addidonal insureds for the purposes of the Eligible
Projects.

10.2 Certificates of Insurance.

Throughout the term of this Agreement, the Recipient
shall provide AMO with a valid certificate of insurance
that confirms compliance with the requirements of Section
10.1. No Funds shall be expended or transfetred pursuant
to this Agreement untl such certificate has been delivered
to AMO.

Verify, by reviewing cortespondence with AMO,

that the insurance certificate has been submitted to
AMOQ.

No exceptions noted.

10.3 AMO not liable.

In no event shall Canada or AMO be liable for:

(a) any bodily injury, death or property damages to the
Recipient, its employees, agents or consultants or for
any claim, demand or action by any Third Party against
the Recipient, its employees, agents or consultants,
arising out of or in any way related to this Agreement;
or

(b} any incidental, indirect, special or consequential
damages, or any loss of use, revenue or profit to the
Recipient, its employees, agents or consultants arising
out of any ot in any way related to this Agreement.

No audit verification wotk required as by signing
of funding agreement the Recipient acknowledges
and agrees to this condition.

Not applicable.

10.4 Recipient to Compensate Canada,

The Recipient will ensure that it will not, at any time, hold
Canada, its officers, servants, employees or agents
responsible for any claims or losses of any kind that the
Recipient, Third Parties or any other person or entity may
suffer in relation to any matter related to the Funds or an
Eligible Project and that the Recipient will, at all times,
compensate Canada, its officers, servants, employees and

No audit verification work required as by signing
of funding agreement the Recipient acknowledges
and agrees to this condition.

Not applicable.
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agents for any claims or losses of any kind that any of
them may suffer in relation to any matter related to the
Funds or an Eligible Project. The Recipient’s obligation to
compensate as set out in this section does not apply to the
extent to which such claims or losses relate to the
negligence of an officer, servant, employee, or agent of
Canada in the performance of his or her duties.

10.5 Recipient to Indemnify AMO.

The Recipient hereby agrees to indemnify and hold
harmless AMO, its officers, servants, employees or agents
(each of which is called an “Indemnitee”), from and
against all claims, losses, damages, liabilities and related
expenses including the fees, charges and disbursements of
any counsel for any Indemnitee incurred by any
Indemnitee or asserted against any Indemnitee by
whomsoever brought or prosecuted in any manner based
upon, or occasioned by, any injury to persons, damage to
or loss or destruction of property, economic loss or
infringement of rights caused by or arising directly or
indirectly from:

(a) the Funds;

(b) the Recipient’s Eligible Projects, including the design,
construction, operation, maintenance and repair of any
patt or all of the Eligible Projects;

(c) the performance of this Agreement or the breach of
any term ot condition of this Agreement by the Recipient,
its officers, servants, employees and agents, or by a Third
Party, its officers, servants, employees, or agents; and

(d) any omission or other willful or negligent act of the
Recipient ot Thitd Party and their respective officers,
servants, employees or agents.

No audit verification work required as by signing
of funding agreement the Recipient acknowledges
and agrees to this condition.

Not applicable.
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Per Funding Agreement Specified Audit Procedure Performed Findings
11. TRANSFER AND OPERATION OF
MUNICIPAL INFRASTRUCTURE
11.1 Reinvestment. ' )
The Recipient will invest into Eligible Projects, any Review the Annual Report for the reporting of any | Not applicable as no sale,

revenue that is generated from the sale, lease,
encumbrance or other disposal of an asset resulting from
an Eligible Project where such disposal takes place within
five (5) years of the date of completion of the Eligible
Project.

asset disposals.

For any sale, lease, encumbrance or disposal of an
asset of an Eligible Project by the Recipient within
five (5) years of the date of completion of the
Eligible Project, vetify, by reviewing the
transactions recorded in the general ledger, that
the revenue generated from such disposal was
invested into an Eligible Project.

lease, encumbtrance or
disposal of an asset of an
Eligible Project by the
Recipient.

11.2 Notice.

The Recipient shall notify AMO in writing 120 days in
advance and at any time during the five (5) years following
the date of completion of an Eligible Project if it is sold,
leased, encumbered or otherwise disposed of.

Verify, by reviewing correspondence with AMO,
that AMO was notified in writing 120 days in
advance and at any time during the five (5) yeats
following the date of completion of an Eligible
Project if it is sold, leased, encumbered or
otherwise disposed of.

Not applicable as no sale,
lease, encumbrance or
disposal of an asset of an
Eligible Project by the
Recipient.

11.3 Public Use.

The Recipient will ensure that Infrastructure resulting
from any Eligible Project that is not sold, leased,
encumbered or otherwise disposed of, remains primarily
for public use or benefit.

Verify, by reviewing the asset inventory or listing
of assets which supports the amount recorded in
the general ledger, that the Recipient has retained
the assets resulting from any Eligible Project that
is not sold, leased, encumbered or otherwise
disposed of, remains primarily for public use or
benefit.

No exceptions noted.
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R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited 15 Townline Orangeville ON LSW 3R4 CANADA
telephone (519) 941-5331 fax (519} 941-8120 web www.rjburnside.com

(3 BURNSIDE

{THE DIFFERENGE 15 DuR PEOFLE]

July 13, 2015

Via: Mail

Denise Holmes, AM.C.T.
CAO/Clerk

Township of Melancthon
157101 Highway 10
Melancthon, ON L9V 2E6

Dear Denise:

Re: Drainage Superintendent Services
File No.: D-ME-SUP
Project No.: MS0019743.2015

As we are into the second half of our business year, we would appreciate updating our account
for Professional Services. The enclosed invoice covers the time period from April 1, 2015
through June 30, 2015.

The work undertaken during this period includes the following:

April 2015

¢ Obtain current ownerships for the Henderson Drain from Township staff. Revise drain plan
to reflect new ownerships and new severances. Review draft assessment schedule with
revised ownerships for proposed maintenance work.

s General discussion with owners and Tiling Contractor regarding proposed Ballinger Drain
cleanout including designed drain gradeline for new tile outlets.

« On-site to McCue Drain for field investigation regarding requested cleanout. General
discussion with several affected owners.

+ Attend at Public Works regarding nuisance beaver complaints. General discussion
regarding procedure and assist with applications for DeMelo and James Foley Drains.
Review drain files for previous applications.

+ On-site at Bradley-French Drain regarding conditions for leveling cieanout spoil.

s On-site to Ballinger Drain and to Henderson Drain for field investigation regarding requested
drain maintenance. _

e Review Ferguson Drainage Works, D Drain status.

May 2015

e Review field information regarding existing conditions on the Ballinger Drain and compare
data to design gradelines. Discuss minor required field work with survey crew and obtain
datum elevations for them.

Info 4 - September 3, 2015
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Denise Holmes, AM.C.T. Page 2 of 3
July 13, 2015
Project No.: MS0019743.2015

General discussion with affected owners on Bradley-French Drain regarding leveling of
excavated material. General discussion with Contractor regarding timing to complete the
work.

Request from Rutledge regarding beaver flooding on Henry Drain. Forward nuisance
beaver application to County for trapping.

Review field information regarding existing conditions on the Henderson Drain and on the
McCue Drain and compare data to design gradelines.

Prepare draft plan showing current ownerships for McCue Drain proposed cleanout and
forward to Township staff for revision.

Complete nuisance beaver applications for complaints on the McCue Drain, on the Henry
Drain and on the Bradley Drain and forward to County for action.

On-site with Contractor to Bradley-French Drain to commence leveling of the cleanout
material. General discussion with owners regarding concerns and check progress of the
work.

Obtain current ownerships for the Ferguson Drain plan from Township staff and revise drain
plan to reflect new ownerships.

June 2015

Received Contractor’s invoice for leveling excavated material on Bradley-French Drain.
Review and authorize invoice and forward to Clerk for payment.

Received from Township staff, updated ownership list for McCue Drain plan regarding
proposed cleanout. Assist staff with preparation of draft assessment schedule. Revise
drain plan with current ownerships.

Further discussions with affected owners regarding proposed cleanout of McCue Drain
including their estimated costs.

Complete minor field survey on Ballinger Drain to determine existing elevations of entrance
culverts and of recently installed field tile outlets. Compare survey findings to designed
gradeline. General discussion with owner regarding the proposed cleanout and cost
including the lowering of one entrance culvert. Assist staff with preparation of draft
assessment schedule.

On-site discussions with Director of Public Works and Adam Vander Zaag regarding the
Ferguson Drain clean-out.

Preparation and attendance at site meeting with GRCA representatives regarding
connection of recently installed underdrainage across the 4th Line SW to the Crowder
Drainage Works.

On-site discussions with Harvey Lyon regarding beaver dams on the McNabb Drain.
Additional discussions with Public Works regarding coordinating the trapping of the beavers
and removal of the beaver dams.

Prepared and delivered our findings and recommendations for maintenance work on the
Levi Allen Drainage Works (Upper Portion), Ballinger Drainage Works, Henderson Drainage
Works (Upper Portion), McCue Drainage Works (Middle Portion) and Ferguson Drainage
Works, D Drain.

As you are aware, the cost of employing a Drainage Superintendent is eligible for a 50% grant.
The Ministry has requested that the grant application be submitted yearly. As such the
application will be completed for you at year's end.



Denise Holmes, A.M.C.T. Page 3 of 3
July 13, 2015
Project No.; MSO019743.2015

Should you or Wendy have any questions or if we can be of any further assistance in the
meantime, please call.

Yours truly,

R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited
Drainage Superintendent

""\ZQ.\\

T.M. Pridham, P.Eng.
Drainage Engineer
TMP:tw

Enclosure(s) Invoice No. MSO019743.2015-2

CC: Wendy Atkinson, Treasurer/Deputy Clerk, Township of Melancthon (enc.) (Via: Mail)

019743.2015_DHolmes_Ltr_150713.docx
13/07/2015 1:13 PM



R.J. Burnside & Associates Limited

15 Townline

@ BURN S iDE Orangeville, ON LOW 3R

4

Phone: (519) 941-5331 Fax: (519) 941-7721

www.riburnside.com

Township of Melancthon
157101 Highway 10

Melancthon, ON L9V 2E6 July 15, 2015
Invoice No:

Project MS0019743.2015 RJB File: D-ME-SUP - 2015
Professional Services through June 30, 2015

MS0019743.2015 - 2

Hours Amount
Senior Engineer |
Pridham, Thomas 35.00
Engineer |
Nyenhuis, Jeremy 23.00
Tech IV
Uderstadt, Gerd 84.00
Totals 142.00
Total Labour
Travel - Mileage 272.98
Misc Reimbursable Expense 270.37
Total Reimbursables 543,35
HST #885871228 13.00 % of 18,424.35 2,395.17
Total Tax 2,395.17

Total Amount Due

Billings to Date

Current Prior Total
Labor 17,881.00 6,321.50 24,202.50
Expense 543.35 97.19 640.54
Tax 2,395.17 834.43 3,229.60
Totals 20,819.52 7,253.12 28,072.64

Please reference your client number [61] when making payments via direct deposit or electronic transfer,

Project Manager Thomas Pridham

17,881.00

543.35

2,395.17
$20,519.52

Payment terms are net 30 days. Late payments are subject to a penalty of 1.5% per month (18% annually).



Denise Holmes

From: Nolan, Julie (MAG) <Julie.Nolan@ontario.ca>
Sent: Thursday, August 13, 2015 3:51 PM
To: info@dufferincounty.on.ca; johna@davieshowe.com; r_baird @sympatico.ca;

ronalddavidson@rogers.com; Egeh, Hodan (MAH); dholmes@melancthontownship.ca;
amcdonald@nation.on.ca; Shachter, Irvin (MAH); Young, Claire (MAH)

Cc: Von Kursell, Sybelle (MAH)
Subject: PL150353

Attachments: PL150353 Letter.doc
Importance: High

Good afternoon,
Please see the attached correspondence.

Sincerely,

Julie Nolan
Case Coordinator/Planner

Ontario Municipal Board
416 326 6782

We are committed to providing accessible services as set out in the Accessibility for Ontarians with Disabilities
Act, 2005. If you have any accessibility needs, please contact our Accessibility Coordinator at
ELTO@ontario.ca as soon as possible. If you require documents in formats other than conventional print, or if
you have specific accommodation needs, please let us know so we can make arrangements in advance.

The information contained in this e-mail is not intended as a substitute for legal or other advice and in providing
this response, the Environment and Land Tribunals Ontarioc assumes no responsibility for any errors or
omissions and shall not be liable for any reliance placed on the information in this e-mail. This email and its
contents are private and confidential, for the sole use of the addressees. If you believe that you received this
email in error please notify the original sender immediately.

Total Control Panel Login
To: dholmes@melancthontownship.ca Message Score: 1 High (60): Pass
From: julie.nolan(@ontario.ca My Spam Blocking Level: High Medium (75): Puss

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

This message was delivered because the content filter score did not exceed your filter level,
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Environment and Land Tribunals Tribunaux de I'environnement et de

»

Ontario I'aménagement du territoire Ontario
Ontario Municipal Board Commission des affaires municipales
de I'Ontario
655 Bay Street, Suite 1500 655 rue Bay, suite 1500
Toronto ON M5G 1ES Toronto ON M5G 1E5
Telephone; (416) 212-6349 Téléphone: (416) 212-6349
Toll Free: 1-866-448-2248 Sans Frais; 1-866-448-2248 q_‘m
Fax: {416) 326-5370 Télécopieur: {416) 326-5370 Ontario
Website: www.elto.gov.on.ca Site Web: www.elto.gov.on.ca
August 13, 2015 XPRESSPOST, E-MAIL

Township of Melancthon
157101 Highway 10
Melancthon, ON L9V 2E6

Subject: Case Number: PL150353
File Number: PL150353
Municipality: Dufferin
Official Plan Number: 22-0OP-143362-DCOP
Property Location: Municipal Wide
Appellants: 1682843 Ontario Limited, Township of Melancthon,

Valley Grove Investments Inc. & Harmount Invest.

After further review of the file mentioned above, the Board has determined that it does
have the statutory authority to consider the appeal by the Township of Melancthon.

The County of Dufferin made notice of the decision on the above noted matters on
March 27, 2015. In accordance with Sections 17(386), the last date to file an appeal with
the Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing was on April 16, 2015.

It has been confirmed that Sybelle Von Kursell at the Ministry of Municipal Affairs and
Housing received your appeal by email on April 16, 2015. As such, the Board will
continue to process your appeal.

Sincerely,

Yours truly,

Julie Nolan
Case Coordinator, Planner
{(416) 326-6782

C.C.

Assessment Review Board - Board of Negotiation - Conservation Review Board - Environmental Review Tribunal - Ontaric Municipal Board
Niagara Escarpment Hearing Office - Office of Consolidated Hearings



1682843 Ontario Limited

Valley Grove Investments Inc. & Harmount Invest.
The Clerk (Dufferin)

John Alati

Claire Young

Flynn Paquin

Irvin Shachter

Ron Davidson

1501



Wendy Atkinson

From: AMO Communications <communicate@amao.on.ca>

Sent: August-13-15 4:11 PM

To: watkinson@melancthontownship.ca

Subject: Policing Update: Minister Announces Consultations on a New Legislative Framework

August 13, 2015

Policing Update: Minister Announces Consultations on a New
Legislative Framework

Today the Minister of Community Safety and Correctional Services, the Honourable Yasir Naqvi, announced a plan to consult on
updating the Police Services Act.

The current legislative framework for policing in Ontario dates back to 1990, It has not been changed significantly in twenty-five
years. The Minister announced that the consultation will seek input on how to:

o Enhance accountability and strengthen civilian governance of police services boards as well as how to ensure police
oversight bodies are effective and have clear mandates.

o Improve interactions between police and vulnerable Ontarians, including enhancing frontline responses to those in
crisis.

o Clarify police duties, modernize training programs and deliver services using a range of public safety personnel.

o Develop a provincial framework for First Nations policing to ensure equitable and culturally responsive policing for
the province's First Nations communities.

Further information about consultation dates and how the public (and mun1c1pa11t1es) can provide their feedback on the new strategy
will be available in the coming weeks.

In April, AMO President Gary McNamara provided the Minister with a copy of AMO’s Policing Modernization Report. The Report
contains 34 recommendations, with ideas and a vision for the future of how this critical public service can be delivered. Two of the
report’s three priority recommendations are captured by the Minister’s announcement. They include:

o Improve the quality of the existing governance and civilian oversight system.
o Make legislative changes to permit the greater transfer of specific functions to civilians or other security providers
where appropriate.

More details regarding the Ministry’s consultations are expected within days. The Minister will be addressing municipal delegates at
AMO’s upcoming AGM and Annual Conference in Niagara Falls on Wednesday, August 19, 2015,

AMO fundamentally believes in the need to advance the agenda of reform. This imperative is driven by the undeniable need to ensure
that all Ontario communities can afford policing, along with all the other public programs and services that keep people not only safe,
but healthy.

Ontarians currently pay the highest policing costs in the country. Per capita policing costs in Ontario are $320 per vear, well above the
national provincial average of $259. For at least a decade, police spending has been growing at three times the rate of inflation.

AMO supports this discussion and encourages municipal participation. Modernized legislation has the potential to improve the
efficiency and effectiveness of policing in Ontario.

Links:
-for-a-safer-ontario.html

The Minister’s announcement: htip;//news.ontario.ca/meses/en/2015/8/province-developing-a-new-strate
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AMO’s Policing Modemization Report: hitp:/www.amo.on.ca/AMO-PDFs/Reports/2015/AMO-Policing-Modernization-Report-
Final-2015-04-27. aspx

AMO President’s Speech to the Ontario Association of Police Service Boards: hitp://www.amo.on.ca/AMO-
Content/Speeches/2015/AMO-President-s-Remarks-at-OAPSB-Conference.aspx

AMO President’s Speech on Policing at the OSUM Conference; http://www.amo.on.ca/AMOQ-Content/Speeches/201 5/AMO-
President-s-Remarks-at-2015-OSUM-AGM.aspx

AMO Contact: Matthew Wilsen, Senior Advisor, mwilson(@amo.on.ca 416.971.9856 ext, 323,

PLEASE NOTE: AMO Breaking News will be broadcast to the member municipality’s council, administrator, and clerk. Recipients of
the AMO broadcasts are free to redistribute the AMO broadcasts to other municipal staff as required. We have decided to not add
other staff to these broadcast lists in order to ensure accuracy and efficiency in the management of our various broadcast lists.

DISCLAIMER: Any documents attached are final versions. AMO assumes no responsibility for any discrepancies that may have been
transmitted with this electronic version. The printed versions of the documents stand as the official record.

OPT-OUT: If you wish to apt-out of these email communications from AMO please click here.

H-

Total Control Panel Login
To: watkinson@melancthontownship.ca  Message Score: 20 High (60); Pass
From: communicateg@amo.on.ca My Spam Blocking Level: Medium Medium (75): Pass

Low (90): Pass
Block this sender
Block amo.on.ca

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

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Wielgos, Brittney (CMAFRA) <Brittney.Wielgos@ontario.ca>

Monday, August 24, 2015 5:03 PM

"Justin Stein’; jwilker@thomsonrogers.com; David Germain

(dgermain@thomsonrogers.com) {dgermain@thomsonrogers.com);
ekehoe@sympatico.ca; Ernest Rovet (rovetlaw@gmail.com); Luellaholmes@aol.com;
'km_lindsay@hotmail.com’; 'dholmes@melancthontownship.ca’;

carmela_marshall@yahoo.ca

Jamieson, Andrew {OMAFRA); Curran, Becky (OMAFRA)

Pre-Hearing Conference Order No. 4 - NFPPB 2014-05: Cox v. Town of Mono

PHC ORDER #4 08-24-2015.pdf

Sent on behalf of Andrew Jamieson:

Please find attached the Order of the Normal Farm Practices Protection Board arising from the pre-hearing

conference No.2 held on July 20 2015, in the case of NFPPB 2014-05: Cox v. Town of Mono.

Please verify receipt of this email.

Brittney Wielgos, Secretary (A)
Normal Farm Practices Protection Board

1 Stone Rd. W., 3rd Floor
Guelph, ON N1G 4Y2
Tel: 519-826-3773

Brittney.wielgos@ontario.ca<mailto:Brittney. wielgos(@ontario.ca>

Totat Control Panel

To: dholmes@melancthontownship.ca
From: brittney. wielgos@ontario.ca

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

Message Score: 1
My Spam Blocking Level: High

Block this sender
Block ontario.ca

High (60): Pass
Medium (75): Pass
Low (90): Pass
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Normal Farm Practices
Protection Board

3rd Floor
1 Stone Road West
Guelph, Ontario N1G 4Y2

Tel:
Fax:

{519) 826-3549
(519) 826-3259

Commission de protection n
des pratiques agricoles L
normales

3% étage
1 Stone Road West
Guelph (Ontario) N1G 4Y2

Tél.: (519) 826-3549 ‘-F

Téléc.: (519) 826-3259 Ontario

Normal Farm Practices Protection Board

PRE-HEARING CONFERENCE ORDER No. 4

IN THE MATTER OF an application to the Board under section 6 of the
Farming and Food Production Protection Act, 199.

Board File No.: 2014-05: Cox v. Mono

Between:

Before:

Date:

Location:

Douglas Cox
Applicant
and
Town Of Mono,
Respondent
and
Elaine Kehoe,
Party
and
Mono Mulmur Citizen’s Coalition,
Party

Marty Byl, Board Member
Monday, July 20, 2015

Town of Mono Municipal Building, Mono, Ontario



Background

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

Ms. Elaine Kehoe and Ms. Carmella Marshall, contacted the Board on March 5 and 6, 2015,
respectively, after the pre-hearing 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.

In addition, letters of concern were received from several other area residents. 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 letter was also received by the Board from Ms. Katharine Lindsay dated April 1, 2015, expressing
concerns about the application.

A motion to adjourn the pre-hearing conference was submitted to the Board on March 20, 2015 by the
Respondent’s solicitors, Jeffrey J. Wilker and David N. Germain.

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 motion was denied. A pre-hearing
conference was conducted directly afterwards, at the same location, following the motion hearing.

The Applicant, Mr. Douglas Cox was represented by Mr. Justin Stein, rather than by Mr. Robert 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
Soilean could no longer act as Agent for Mr. Cox. Mr. lachetta was also present along with Mr. Cox and
Mr, Stein.

At the April 2 pre-hearing conference Ms. Kehoe sought and was granted party status.

No settlement conference was held on that date.

A motion decision and pre-hearing order was issued by the Board on May 4, 2015.

A second attempt at conflict resolution was attempted prior to this date but was unsuccessful.

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



Proceedings

The current parties and their agents were all present including the Applicant Mr. Douglas Cox and his
agent Mr. Justin Stein, The Town of Mono and their counsel Mr. Jeffrey Wilker, Ms, Elaine Kehoe,
representing herself.

Mr. Don MacFarlane, president of the Mono Mulmur Citizen’s Coalition and its counsel, Mr. Earnest
Rovet LLB, were also present.

Based upon previous letters and emails, the Board was aware that this group sought standing as a party
in this matter.

Mr. MacFarlane assured the pre-hearing Chair that the Mono Mulmur Citizen’s Coalition was
incorporated.

The Applicant and both other parties presented no objection to the Mono Mulmur Citizen’s Coalition
being granted party status.

The Mono Mulmur Citizen’s Coalition was added as a party.

Other interested parties wishing to make presentation have contacted the Board prior to the June 8, 2015
deadline imposed by Board Order dated May 13, 2015.

The Applicant, Respondent and the two other parties were canvased as to their intended witnesses both
expert and non expert.

All parties were reminded that the Normal Farm Practices Board has no jurisdiction to allow a party to
contravene other legislation such as the Environmental Protection Act and the Ontario Water Resources
Act.

The Applicant indicated they planned to rely upon five witnesses include three whom the applicant
intends to have qualified to give expert testimony: )

Either Keith or Murray Wilson (non expert) depending upon availability
Douglas Cox (non expert)

Geoff Ball, environmental engineer

Braham Amirnezhad

Robert Iachetta of Soilcan
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The Respondent indicated they planned to rely on three witnesses all whom the Respondent intends to
have qualified to give expert testimony:

I. Mark Early, Town planner
2. Gord Feniak, Engineer
3. Rob Stovel, Planner and agrologist

Mr. Wilker also indicated his witness list may change as a result of the Applicant’s submission.
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Mr. Rovet indicated he will be relying on cross examination, however may call one expert witness
depending on review of the Applicant and Respondent’s witnesses’ intended testimony.

Mrs. Kehoe initially indicated she planned to have at least four people testify, however she was
cognisant of possible duplication with the Town’s witnesses and indicated that she would work with the
Town after receiving the Applicant’s disclosure. She also expressed concern that the experts called by
the Respondent may not address her specific concerns. She indicated she would attempt to elicit
appropriate testimony from them but may require an expert or two to testify. She considers two of her
witnesses to be experts. Her additional witnesses might require notification and summons service. Her
provisional witness list includes:

Carmella Marshall (non expert)

Natalie Kotyck (non expert)

Marvin Stevenson regarding animal nutrition
Ed Krocher, environmental engineer

e

However, after the testimony of all other experts, she may also wish to call two other public servants by
virtue of a summons. If, after receiving disclosure documents or after hearing the testimony of the
applicants’ witnesses, Ms. Kehoe requires any summonses to be issued, she is directed to contact the
Board without delay to minimize the possibility of any delay in the proceeding.

All parties should be cautioned that the term ‘expert” has been used loosely during pre-hearing
conferences. The full panel will rule whether proposed witnesses are qualified and proven to be
independent and expert. Only a successfully proven expert witness may provide opinion evidence and
only in relation to their field of endeavor. Witnesses not accepted as expert cannot give opinion
evidence.

The pre-hearing Chair determined based upon their responses, no less than three days would be required
for a hearing. Two additional days might be required for a full hearing, should Ms. Kehoe and Mr. Rovet
feel further expert testimony be required.

The Board recognizes that the Respondent and other parties may need to alter witness lists and
documentary evidence to be relied upon once the Applicant has submitted his disclosure in order to
properly answer the application. The Applicant may also alter his witness list and documents to be relied
upon in order to properly reply to submissions of the Respondent and additional parties.

Ms. Catherine Lindsay was present and indicated that she would like to give oral presentation at the full
hearing. The pre-hearing Chair indicated he would defer his decision on the matter until a written order
is issued. Ms. Lindsay has been in contact with the Board throughout this application and well before the
May 4 order was issue by the Board.

The pre-hearing Chair noted that while five concurrent days were available, it was not possible to
schedule an initial three days, followed by two days some time afterwards.



As the Hearing Panel was available for five concurrent days, the Chair determined it appropriate to
schedule all five days. The Hearing Panel will address any adjournment motions.

There was consensus that public notification by newspaper advertisement was effective and appropriate.
There was consensus that a third attempt at conflict resolution would be unfruitful.

The Respondent and other parties indicated they were not prepared to participate in a Settlement
Conference at this time.

The Respondent reiterated that at this point, no fill permit application has ever been received by the
Town of Mono from Mr. Cox, Soilcan or any other representative. The pre-hearing Chair asked that Mr.
Wilker reiterate this status of application at the full Hearing.

Mr. Stein indicated that they would request two site visits, one to the Cox property and another to a
completed project. The pre-hearing Chair indicated Mr. Stein, or any other party who desires that the
hearing panel visit any sites, should make their request to the Hearing Panel on the first day of the
hearing.

Order

* The Board will hold a full hearing commencing November 23rd at 10:30 am.

» The Board will set aside five days for the hearing, Monday, November 23 to Friday, November
28, 2015 inclusive.

¢ If available, the hearing will be held at the Town of Mono Municipal Building, Mono, Ontario.

e A Notice of Hearing will be issued to all parties, once the location has been confirmed, fixing the
dates, time and location of the hearing.

» The Applicant shall file with the Board and serve on all other parties all relevant documents,
including a completed witness list, statements of witnesses, CVs of expert witnesses, reports,
photographs, maps and plans and any other documents to be relied upon no later than Friday,
October 9, 2015. A copy of any presentation or a factum may be included if desired.

¢ The Respondent shall file with the Board and serve on all other parties all relevant documents,
including a completed witness list, statements of witnesses, CVs of expert witnesses, reports and
any other documents to be relied upon no later than Friday, October 30, 2015. A copy of any
presentation or a factum may be included if desired.

* Ms. Elaine Kehoe shall file with the Board and serve on all other parties all relevant documents,
including a completed witness list, statements of witnesses, CVs of expert witnesses, reports and
any other documents to be relied upon no later than Friday. October 30, 2015. A copy of any
presentation or a factum may be included if desired.

¢ The Mono Mulmur Citizen’s Coalition shall file with the Board and serve on all other parties all
relevant documents, including a completed witness list, statements of witnesses, CV's of expert
witnesses, reports and any other documents to be relied upon no later than Friday October 30,
20135. A copy of any presentation or a factum may be included if desired.
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e The Applicant shall file with the Board and serve on all other parties a reply, if any, no later than
Friday November 13, 2015.

¢ No party shall tender as evidence any document not listed in their submitted materials and
circulated prior to the hearing without leave of the Board.

e No party or interested person may bring a motion without leave of the Board.

¢ If any party wishes to call an expert witness who will be referring to a written report during his
or her evidence, the said report shall be included in the party’s document list and copies provided
to all other parties as set out above.

e The Board will distribute to all parties copies of correspondence submitted by parties and
members of the public.

» The matter of any site visits will be determined by the full hearing panel. Requests for any site
visits should be made at the outset of the hearing.

e All other interested persons may make written submissions to the Hearing Panel under Rule 56.
These must be filed at or before the commencement of the hearing. Copies shall be provided to
all parties.

e Ms. Catherine Lindsay may make an oral presentation under Rule 55 to the Board not to exceed
20 minutes, following the testimony of all witnesses, prior to closing arguments. During the full
hearing she is directed to remain communicate with the Board secretary, so that she need only be
present on the day she is required.

e No further dispute resolution is ordered.

¢ Asacknowledged by the Respondent, notice to the public will be made by way of two newspaper
advertisements similar to those placed by the Board prior to this second pre hearing conference
and in the same publications, the Orangeville Banner and the Orangeville Citizen.

» The Hearing Panel of the Board, once convened, may vary this order as appropriate.

So Orders the Board.

DATED August 24, 2015

¥

AN

Marty Byl, Pre-Hearing Chair




Wendy Atkinson

From: AMO Communications <communicate@amo.on.ca>

Sent: August-20-15 3:09 PM

To: watkinson@ melancthontownship.ca

Subject: AMO POLICY UPDATE - Government Announces New Disaster Recovery Assistance
Programs

August 20, 2015

Government Announces New Disaster Recovery Assistance Programs

Earlier this week at the AMO Conference in Niagara Falls, the Honourable Ted McMeekin, Minister of Municipal Affairs and
Housing, unveiled changes to the way the Province will help assist municipal governments and individuals recover from the impacts
associated with natural disasters. The Ontario Disaster Relief Assistance Program (ODRAP) will be retired and replaced by two new
programs: a Municipal Disaster Recovery Assistance program and a Disaster Recovery Assistance for Ontarians program. The design
and delivery of the new programs will have implications on how municipal governments plan for and recover from disaster events.

The Municipal Disaster Recovery Assistance program will:

¢  Help municipal governments address eligible emergency response costs and repairs to damaged property and infrastructure
such as roads, bridges and public buildings; and

¢ Provide an extended four month timeframe for a municipality to assess the damage and costs of the natural disaster and
request provincial assistance. Under ODRAP, municipal governments had 14 days to assess damage and request assistance
from the Province.

The Disaster Recovery Assistance for Ontarians program will:

¢ Provide assistance to individuals, small businesses, farmers and not-for-profit organizations that have experienced damage
to, or loss of, essential property as a result of the disaster;

e Be directly administered by the Province; and

¢  Municipal governments will no longer be required to appoint volunteer Disaster Relief Committees to fundraise for matching
provincial assistance, but they may choose to continue to fundraise on their own.

Municipal governments have been requesting the government to make the private and public components of ODRAP more clear,
transparent and streamlined. These new programs will help municipal governments focus efforts on disaster response and recovery in
the wake of an event. Further information on the eligibility criteria and requirements for the new programs will be made available by
early 2016. AMO looks forward to the release of these details and will provide a further update to the membership once this
information is provided.

The eligibility requirements of ODRAP funded repairs to damaged municipal infrastructure to pre-disaster condition only. AMO
would like to see funding assistance extended beyond this requirement so that municipal governments can better prepare critical
infrastructure for the effects from climate change and natural disasters.

The Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing launched their review of ODRAP last fall as part of the direction in the Minister’s
mandate letter. Municipal governments, through several forums including AMO’s ODRAP Review Task Force, participated and

provided input during these consultations.

Contact: Nicholas Ruder, Policy Advisor, E-mail: nruder@amo.on.ca, 1.877.426.6527 (toll free) or 416.971.9856 ext. 411 (local).
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PLEASE NOTE: AMO Breaking News will be broadcast to the member municipality’s council, administrator, and clerk. Recipients of
the AMO broadcasts are free to redistribute the AMO broadcasts to other municipal staff as required. We have decided to not add
other staff to these broadcast lists in order to ensure accuracy and efficiency in the management of our various broadcast lists.

DISCLAIMER: Any documents attached are final versions. AMO assumes no responsibility for any discrepancies that may have been
transmitted with this electronic version. The printed versions of the documents stand as the official record.

OPT-OUT: If you wish to opt-out of these email communications from AMO please click here.
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Denise Holmes

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

AMCTO <broadcasts@amcto.com>

Tuesday, August 25, 2015 9:00 AM
dholmes@melancthontownship.ca

ODRAP Announcement Points to Successful Advocacy

If this email does not display properly, please view our online version.

i AMCTO

THE MUNICIPAL EXPERTS

August 25, 2015

ODRAP Announcement Points to Successful Advocacy

Last week at the annual Association of Municipalities Ontario (AMO) conference in Niagara
Falls, Premier Wynne announced that the government will introduce two new disaster
assistance programs: one for municipalities and one for citizens and other organizations. The
two new initiatives will replace the beleaguered Ontario Disaster Relief Assistance Program
{ODRAP), which the government has been reviewing since early 2015.

AMCTO presented a submission to the Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing (MMAH) as
part of that review, with five high-level recommendations for making ODRAP a more effective
program for municipalities in Ontario. While only limited details about the new programs have
been released, it appears that the government has adopted two of AMCTO's
recommendations. Specifically the new program will extend the amount of time for
municipalities to assess damage costs from 14 days to 4 months and eliminate the private
fundraising and donation matching component.

AMCTO will continue to monitor this file and provide more detailed updates when the full
program details are released by the Ministry in early 2016. For more information you can read
AMCTO’s submission, or the government's news reiease.

AMCTO - The Municipal Experts
2680 Skymark Avenue Suite # 610, Mississauga ON L4W-5L6
Phone - 905-602-4294 | Fax - 905-602-4295
Send to a friend | Unsubscribe

Powered By %.informz

Total Control Panel
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ODRAP REFORM

AMCTO Submission to The Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing as
part of the Ontario Disaster Relief Assistance Program Review

AMCTO
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About AMCTO:

AMCTO represents excellence in local government management
and leadership. AMCTO has provided education, accreditation,
leadership and implementation expertise for Ontario’s municipal
professionals for over 75 years.

With approximately 2,200 members working in municipalities
across Ontario, AMCTO is Canada’s largest voluntary association
of local government professionals, and the leading professional
development organization for municipal administrative staff.

Our mission is to provide management and leadership service to
municipal professionals through continuous learning opportunities,
member support, and legislative advocacy.

For more information about this submission, contact:
Rick Johall

Director, Member and Sector Relations

riohal@amcto.com | 905.602.4294 ext. 232

Eric Muller
Coordinator, Legislative Services
emuller@amcto.com | (905) 602-4294 x234

Contact us:

AMCTO | Association of Municipal Managers, Clerks and
Treasurers of Ontario

2680 Skymark Avenue, Suite 610

Mississauga, Ontario L4W 516

Tel: (905) 602-4294 | Fax: (905) 602-4295

Web: www.amcto.com | @amcto_policy
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March 4, 2015

Ms Elizabeth Harding

Assistant Deputy Minister, Municipal Services Division
Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing

Municipal Programs and Education Branch

777 Bay Street, 16th Floor

Toronto, ON M5G 2ES

Dear Ms Elizabeth Harding:
RE: Ontario Disaster Relief Assistance Program Review

I am writing on behalf of AMCTO - the Municipal Experts, and the approximately 2,200 municipal
professionals who make up our membership, to present our submission as part of the Ontario
Disaster Relief Assistance Program (ODRAP) Review.

During his address to the assembled delegates of the 2015 ROMA/OGRA Combined Conference,
the Honourable Minister McMeekin said that he was interested in hearing any ideas that would
enable the province to be more effective in the way that it relieves the suffering of those impacted by
a disaster. It is in that spirit that AMCTO presents this submission, which is based upon the input of
municipal professionals from across the province who have been through the ODRAP process.

We appreciate your consideration of our suggestions and look forward to hearing back in a timely
manner. Should you have any questions about this submission, please do not hesitate to contact Rick
Johal, Director of Member & Sector Relations at AMCTO. He is best reached at richal@amcto.com or
905 602 4294 Ext. 232.

Yours sincerely,

228810%s~

Michelle Smibert
AMCTO President

C. Deputy Minister Laurie LeBlanc
C. Monika Turner, Director of Policy — Association of Municipalities of Ontario (AMO)
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INTRODUCTION

The Ontario Disaster Relief Assistance Program (ODRAP) is a key resource for municipalities. While
not a replacement for private insurance, the program fills the gaps and provides crucial relief to local
communities after a disaster. Though municipalities have come to rely on the program as a key
source of post-disaster funding, its composition and structure has on a number of occasions left
much to be desired.

Ontario has experienced a number of significant natural disasters over the past two decades. With
our climate continuing to change at a rapid pace, and the frequency and intensity of catastrophic
rainfall events growing, the province is likely to see a continued upsurge in the need for emergency
relief assistance (Sandink, 2007, 24). ODRAP is increasingly important and it is crucial that the
Ministry of Municipal Affairs & Housing (MMAH) seize the opportunity of this review to make the
changes that the program needs to be more efficient, effective and reliable.

As AMCTO worked with municipal professionals across Ontario in the course of preparing this
submission, the overwhelming message conveyed was that the ODRAP process lacks consistency.
The experience of one municipality may be vastly different from the experience of another. While
some spoke positively of their experience, others were frustrated and disappointed.

This submission is based upon the input and experience of those who have been through the
ODRAP process while responding to disasters across the province. While each municipality has had
a unigue experience with the program, the following recommendations are reflective of common
concerns from the municipal sector. We hope these recommendations inform the review process and
help to ensure ODRAP is a valuable program for municipalities moving forward. Specifically we
recommend that MMAH:

1. Create a team of expert ODRAP advisors;
Decentralize and streamline decision making;

Develop a set of best-practices;

Review the 2:1 donation matching program; and

o A~ M

Simplify red tape and reporting.
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RECOMMENDATION 1:

CREATE A CONSISTENT TEAM OF EXPERT ODRAP ADVISORS WITHIN MMAH
THAT COULD BE DEPLOYED TO DISASTERS ACROSS THE PROVINCE.

The disaster relief process is a steep learning curve for municipal administrators, community
members chosen to serve on local disaster relief committees (DRC) and MMAH staff. As a result of
the relative infrequency of natural disasters in Ontario, most municipal staff have not worked on a
disaster response before. For example, during the 2013-2014 flooding in Minden Hills, only one staff
member from the Township had previous experience dealing with flooding, and none of the members
of the DRC had training or experience managing the relief or recovery phase of a disaster (Minden
Hills, 2014, 5).

Given that many municipal administrators have limited exposure to disaster response, it is crucial
that the Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing act as an expert-level resource to advise and
assist municipalities and their respective disaster relief committees. While some municipalities have
spoken highly of their MMAH representatives, others have noted inconsistency in the level of ODRAP
knowledge and familiarity that Ministry staff possess.

To mediate this challenge the Ministry should create a standing roster of expert ODRAP advisors,
housed within MMAH that could deploy to disasters across the province. These expert advisors
would receive the most current, and specialized training and would be empowered with the
necessary tools and decision-making authority to provide a high-level of service. Their role would not
be to manage the emergency relief or recovery process—a responsibility that is best left to the
municipality and local disaster relief committee—but to serve as advisors who are able and
empowered to navigate a municipality and its DRC through the process.

RECOMMENDATION 2:
DECENTRALIZE AND STREAMLINE DECISION-MAKING DURING A DISASTER.

Closely linked to the need to provide a higher-level of specialized service, is the need to decentralize
decision-making during a disaster response, especially for larger, ongoing emergencies. We heard
overwhelmingly that the ability to respond to citizen needs and relieve suffering during a disaster is
hampered by slow decision-making. For example, one disaster response official waited 4 weeks to
get a minor clarification about the ODRAP program guidelines (Minden Hills, 2014, 16).

One of the reasons that decision making is slow is that few decisions are made at the ground level,
by MMAH representatives who are present in the disaster zone. Instead many decisions are relayed
back to the Ministry offices in Toronto creating an additional delay. While this may be appropriate for
some programming decisions, it is certainly not for the tight-timelines faced by those responding to
an emergency situation.

AMCTO ODRAP SUBMISSION 5



The Ministry should decentralize its decision-making when it comes to ODRAP. One natural way to
do this would be to provide MMAH advisors, who are actually on the ground at the scene of a
disaster, with greater decision-making authority. This would lead to more relevant, responsive and
timely decisions within the context of events on the ground. It would also lead to better coordination
and communication between MMAH and municipalities, which is frequently identified as a concern
(Fragomeni, 2014).

There would also be value in including clear timelines for decisions from MMAH and the Minister in
the ODRAP guidelines. While the program guidelines contain clearly defined time limits for a
municipality to make decisions or deliver on key reporting requirements, there are no corresponding
timelines for decisions by Ministry stafi or the Minister.

RECOMMENDATION 3:

DEVELOP A SET OF BEST-PRACTICES TO IMPROVE CONSISTENCY DURING A
DISASTER RESPONSE.

A team of ODRAP experts and timelier decision-making would be well complemented by a set of
best-practices on how to get the most from ODRAP. As we prepared this submission, we heard
repeatedly that it appears as though MMAH staff start from scratch every time they respond to a
request for assistance under ODRAP. It did not seem to those who had worked on multiple disaster
responses that the Ministry learned from its previous use of the program, or used past experiences to
make improvements.

We have also heard from municipalities that there is no structured process for them to learn from the
experiences of other municipalities who have been through the process before. As a result, many
DRC members and municipal staff felt that there was a range of options available to them that they
were simply unaware of.

There is great value in the experiences and lessons-learned from those who have been through the
program during previous disaster responses, and the Ministry should undergo a sustained review
process to generate a series of best-practices, and lessons learned with regard to ODRAP, Thisis a
process that should include the results of rigorous monitoring and evaluation of ODRAP in every
medium- to large-scale disaster. It should also result in MMAH creating a set of best-practice tools
and resources that can be given to municipalities at the outset of a disaster to help them respond in
the most efficient, effective, and relevant manner possible.

AMCTO ODRAP SUBMISSION 6



RECOMMENDATION 4:
REVIEW THE 2:1 PRIVATE DONATION MATCHING COMPONENT.

One of the most prominent aspects of ODRAP is the 2:1 private donation matching program, which
stipulates that the province will match funds raised by a DRC “up to a 2 to 1 ratio to settle the claims,
up to 80 per cent of the estimated eligible amount” (Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing, 2009,
11). While the 2:1 matching program has been lauded by some (Minden Hills, 2014), it has also led
to confusion, misperception and frustration.

Many of the issues stem from the fact that the 2:1 donation matching program is not truly a matching
program, but more accurately a provincial top-up of the private ODRAP component. Under the
current program architecture, while the provinge will match private donations collected by a DRC,
there are two important limits. For one, it only covers up to 90 per cent of eligible claims covered
under the private component. The more complicated aspect of the matching component however, is
that the province will only match funds as long as the local DRC does not raise more than 1/3 of
eligible private claims. Once a local community raises more than 1/3, the province will only provide
top-up funding to reach 90 per cent of eligible claims. For instance, following the Goderich tornado,
the local DRC raised more than $4 million in donations. However, instead of being matched by $8
million of provincial funding, MMAH provided only $2.16 million, because that was ali that was
needed to reach 90 per cent of eligible claims (Creces, 2013).

in effect the 2:1 matching program creates a perverse disincentive, which discourages local
communities from fundraising too successfully and punishes them when they do. The more money a
local community raises on its own, the less support that it gets from the province. However, the
potentially more troubling aspect of the 2:1 matching program is the way that it distorts expectations
at the local level and places members of the local DRC in a fraught position where they are
encouraging donations based upon a matching program that may or may not exist.

The result is two-fold: a level of frustration directed at the DRC, which is often made up of prominent
members of the community who volunteer their time to help those affected by the disaster; and,
blame for the matching program being unfairly directed at the municipality.

The current 2:1 private donation matching program is in serious need of review. If it is to remain a
true donation matching program, then the conditions and limitations should be removed. However, if
the Ministry is not willing to do this, it should be restructure and refocus the 2:1 component as a
provingial top-up, designed and communicated clearly as a supplement to private fundraising.

RECOMMENDATION 5:
SIMPLIFY RED TAPE AND REPORTING.

There is also room for some of the ODRAP decision-making and reporting processes to be
simplified. A study conducted in 2005 by the Institute for Catastrophic Loss Reduction (ICLR) found
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that those who filed with claims through private insurance were generally satisfied, while those
eligible for ODRAP believed that payments came too slowly, and were generally dissatisfied with the
program (Sandink, 2007, 26).

One concern cited frequently by municipalities that have been through the ODRAP process is that
program materials were either not available or late arriving (City of Thunder Bay, 2014, 4). Itis
particularly troubling that a number of municipalities reported that the ODRAP guidelines were being
updated, and were not provided until weeks and even months into their disaster response.

In the course of future responses, all program documentation should be provided to a municipality at
the outset. It is unreasonable to assume that a municipality will be able to work within the confines of
a complicated program like ODRAP, without receiving program documents or guidelines until after it

has made important decisions, many of which are likely to impact program eligibility.

The current program documents also lack clarity around what is and is not covered by the program.
A number of municipalities reported that they were unsure about what expenses could be
reimbursed, how much money a municipality could receive and whether or not a community was
even eligible for the program in the first place (Mcgrath, 2014). In at least one iteration of the
program pillowcases and beds were eligible for coverage, but pillows and mattresses were not.
Meanwhile businesses could be reimbursed for lost inventory, but a farmer couldn't claim crop
losses (Creces, 2013). This lack of clarity has led to a number of perplexing situations that if left
unresolved will cast doubt on the efficacy and legitimacy of the program in the future.

There is also widespread concern about the ability of a municipality to access advance funds for
citizens in immediate distress. For instance, during the Minden Hills flood response, advance funds
were not available for more than two months, despite immediate requests from the municipality and
the fact that a number of families were out of their homes for 3-4 weeks, and unable to access
financial resources (Minden Hills, 2014, 10).

Finally, this review should look closely at the disaster information report, which municipalities are
required to submit within 14 days of a declaration of disaster by the Minister. The disaster information
report was frequently cited by those that we consulted as a frustrating and ineffective piece of
reporting. In the past it has produced inaccurate estimations of damage, and consumed a significant
amount of staff time that could be better spent responding to citizen needs. Take again for example,
the experience of Minden Hills. Just 14 days after the declaration of disaster, when the disaster
information report was due to be submitted, the streets were still floocded and access to the disaster
zone was severely restricted (Minden Hills, 2014, 22).

There is a strong case for eliminating the disaster information report requirement. However, if the
Ministry feels that it is a useful tool that helps them assist municipalities during the response phase of
a disaster, it should be simplified to be less time-consuming and focused on helping the Ministry
gain an understanding of the magnitude of the disaster, rather than identifying exact dollar figures.

AMCTO ODRAP SUBMISSION 8



CONCLUSION

This program review provides the Ministry with an excellent opportunity to learn from those who have
been through the ODRAP process. While ODRAP is clearly an important lifeline for municipalities
providing relief to their citizens following a disaster, there is clearly some room for improvement. As
we have detailed in this submission, the program could be more effective, efficient and relevant.
Most importantly the delivery of the program could become more consistent, so that the service a
municipality receives is not contingent on its size, location, or the prominence of the disaster it is
struggling to recover from.

We would encourage the Ministry to take seriously the recommendations contained in this
submission. The importance of this program will only continue to grow.

AMCTO ODRAP SUBMISSION
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Denise Holmes

From: Jerry Jorden <jjorden@rogers.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 25, 2015 10:28 AM

To: Denise Holmes

Subject: Report on Rogers Tower Proposal

Attachments: Rogers Tower Proposal, Lot 16, Conc. 2, OS, Report to Council, Sept. 3, 2015.PDF
Denise:

Attached is my report on the tower proposal by Rogers Communications in part of the west half of Lot
16, Concession 2 O.S.

Jerry Jorden

G. W. JORDEN PLANNING CONSULTANTS LIMITED
153 Burnside Drive

London, Ontario N5V 1B4

Phone: 519.601.2077

Email: jjorden@rogers.com

Total Contrel Panel Login

To: dholmes@melancthentownship.ca Remove this sender from my allow list
From: jjorden@rogers.com

You received this message because the sender is on your allow list.
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TOWNSHIP OF MELANCTHON

REPORT TO COUNCIL
TO: MAYOR WHITE AND MEMBERS OF COUNCIL
FROM: JERRY JORDEN, G. W. JORDEN PLANNING CONSULTANTS LIMITED
DATE: SEPTEMBER 3, 2015

SUBJECT: ROGERS COMMUNICATIONS INC. TELECOMMUNICATIONS
TOWER PROPOSAL, WEST HALF, LOT 16, CONCESSION 2, O.5.

1.0 RECOMMENDATIONS
It is recommended that:

a. the applicant for a telecommunications tower in the west half of Lot 16,
Concession 2, O.S., be required to enter into a road use agreement with the
Township prior to the issuance of any municipal concurrence concerning the
tower application and that the applicantbe advised of this requirement; and,

b. the applicant be instructed to now proceed in accordance with the remaining
provisions of the Protocol for Establishing Telecommunication Facilities with
aNovember23™ deadline for concluding the efforts to resolve objectionsand
concerns in accordance with sections 12 to 18 of part 6 of the Protocol.

2.0 PURPOSE

This report is prepared in compliance with the related provisions of the Township’s
Protocol for Establishing Telecommunication Facilities. Its primary purpose s to fulfili the
report preparation requirements of section 10 of part 6 of the Protocol, Public Consultation
and Township Decision Making. In accordance with that section, the report provides
comments on the proposal and the applicant’s related material. It also identifies and
discusses areas of potential municipal concern or interest. As referenced in section 3 herein,
this is not the final report on the proposal and Council’s decision on this report is not its
final decision on the proposal. Under section 20 of part 6 of the Protocol, a second report
will be required after the issues resolution process and immediately prior to Council’s final
decision.
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3.0 TOWER PROTOCOL CONTEXT

To this point the applicant has proceeded in general accordance the Protocol. The required
documentation has been provided, key agencies have been consulted and much of the
public consultation process has been completed including the holding of a public
meeting/open house on July 8th. In keeping with the requirements of section 9 of part 6 of
the Protocol the applicant has submitted a July 21* letter reporting on the results of that
consultation process and providing various related material. That letter and attachments
have been provided to Council and are referenced throughout this report.

The following summarizes the remaining major components of the Protocol’s process. The
applicant’s material is provided to Council along with this report. The applicant then has
a 60 day period to attempt to resolve any objections or concerns from the public or
agencies, If any issues are not resolved during that period, the applicant must provide any
remaining objectors and the Township with written notice of a final 20 day response
period.

After that period the applicant will take whatever actions are necessary to implement the
resolution of any objections. If there remain unresolved issues, the Township will report
this to Industry Canada when it makes its final decision concerning its position on the
proposal.

A report will be prepared to assist Council in making a decision on its position concerning
the proposal. Depending on the circumstances, at this point Council may hold an
additional public meeting or attempt to resolve any remaining issues. Council will make
its decision and provide its position on the proposal to Industry Canada, along with any
recommendations on revisions to the proposal or conditions of approval.

40 THE SUBJECT PROPERTY AND AREA

The property, area and some related features are shown or referenced in the material
supplied by the applicant on July 21* and previously submitted with the application. The
subject 17.6 hectare property is located on the north side of 15 Sideroad between County
Road 124 and the 3rd Line, O.S. Approximately the north half of the property is used for
a horse farm, including a horse training track, arena and stable. The proposed tower would
be located in the eastern part of the area within the horse track.
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The southern portion of the lot includes primarily sloped forested lands, a stream and a
small wetland generally associated with the stream. The farm related residence is also
included in the center of the lot in part of the treed area. A long driveway from the
Township road provides vehicular access through these predominantly forested areas to
the house, the agricultural facilities and the site of the proposed tower.

Predominantly agricultural lJands extend east, west and north from the agricultural area
on the northern portion of the property. There are also a few rural residential uses in these
areas, although none in the immediate vicinity of the proposed tower site.

The forest and watercourse related features on the southern portion of the property also
extend to the east, west and south. Within this area there are several rural residential uses
and lots fronting on both sides of 15 Sideroad, including two lots immediately abutting the
front part of the subject property and four lots directly across the road. There are no
agricultural lands or uses along this section of the road.

50 THE DEVELOPMENT PROPOSAL

The proposed communications tower and the related facilities are illustrated and described
in the material submitted by the applicant. The tower would be located in the northeastern
section of the subject property within the horse training track area. This would be a 90
metre guy-anchored tower accommodating antenna systems for both Rogers
Communications Inc and Bell Mobility. A fenced 5.5 metre square area at the base of the
tower would also contain an alarmed and electronically monitored small steel walk-in
radio equipment cabinet. The 1.8 metre high chain link fence would include a locked gate.

Vehicular access to the site would be provided by the existing access route from 15
Sideroad to the agricultural facilities. Hydro service would be aligned along that route from
the Sideroad to a point in the open lands north of the house where it would extend directly
across the open level lands to the proposed tower site.

6.0 AREAS OF POTENTIAL MUNICIPAL CONCERN OR INTEREST
6.1  Justifying the Need for the Tower and the Selection of the Proposed Site
Notwithstanding its lack of direct jurisdiction, the Township has an interest in minimizing

the number of towers scattered throughout the area. The Township’s preference and
priority is to maximize the use of existing towers through the co-location of
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communications facilities on all such towers thereby reducing the potential for new towers.
Within that context the applicant has provided sufficient information to demonstrate the
need for the proposed tower at the selected location

Each of these towers serves a relatively small geographic area and there is a gap in the web
of towers resulting in poor wireless communications services generally in the Horning’s
Mills area and extending primarily to the north and east and along a portion of the County -
Road 124 corridor. The documentation submitted with the subject application identifies
that area of deficient service and demonstrates the proposed tower's potential for
significant service improvement. The towers and antennae bordering this area cannot be
upgraded to provide expanded services that would properly address the deficiencies.

The documentation provided by the applicant appears to be thorough and definitive. If
Council has any concerns regarding the applicant’s technical support material relating to
the proposed tower or antennae, an appropriately qualified expert could be retained to
complete a peer review. This is not a recommendation of this report.

The proposed site is relatively central to the service area and, as discussed in section 6.3
below, is well located in terms of the separation from sensitive uses and avoidance of
important environmental features. Also, accommodating antenna systems for both Bell
Mobility and Rogers is in keeping with the Township’s preference for the co-location of
such facilities and eliminates the need for a second tower in or near Horning’s Mills,
something that Bell Mobility had been previously pursuing,.

6.2  The Proposed Height of the Tower

While section 5(4) of the Protocol references a maximum tower height of 75 metres, the
subject application proposes a 90 metre high tower. In the context of this proposal and the
subject site this height would be acceptable in view of the following considerations.

a. As documented in the material submitted with the application, a 90 metre
high tower would serve a larger and more complete coverage area than
would one having a height of 75 metres.

b. Even at a height of 90 metres the tower would be at least partially screened
from the closest rural residential uses along 15 Sideroad by areas of mature
forest.
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c. Co-location of Bell Mobility facilities on a tower of this height immediately
eliminates the need for one additional tower in the area and possibly others
in the future.

6.3 Land Use and Environmental Impacts

While the Township has no approval authority for communication towers, it does have
statutory authority for land use planning and, therefore, a direct interest in the land use
impacts associated with all forms of development. In view of the land uses and landscape
characteristics in the area of the proposed tower, it appears that there would be no
unacceptable land use impacts associated with this tower proposal.

The following land use and natural environment related considerations are particularly
important. It should be noted that the applicant’s documentation has also addressed these
matters as referenced in the Protocol.

A.  The proposed site is within an Agricultural designation in the Official Plan and is
appropriately integrated within an existing agricultural use. There would be no
interference with the on-site farm operations or with adjacent agricultural uses.

B. There would be appropriate separation distances from area rural residential uses.
The nearest residential uses are located on the north side of 15 Sideroad,
approximately 430 metres from the proposed tower site. The limited residential uses
on the south side of that road are approximately 600 metres or further from the site.
To put that distance in some perspective, 600 metres is the maximum notification
distance required under the Protocol. The few rural residences elsewhere in the
general area are located even further from the site.

C.  There are no potentially conflicting uses such as public or private airstrips or wind
turbines in the area of the proposed tower site.

D.  The mature forest covering most of the southern half of the subject property and
extending east and west along parts of both sides of 15 Sideroad would assist in
screening the rural residential uses in this area from all or part of the proposed
tower. There are also significant separation distances from these residences.

E.  These treed areas along with the stream and wetland in the southern half of the
subject property and extending across adjacent lands are important features of the
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natural environment that are recognized with appropriate environmentally related
designations and zones in the Township’s Official Plan and Zoning By-law. The
development will occur well outside these features. Vehicular movements across
this area will be via the existing route to the farm facilities. No works will be
required on that access route within these features. There are, therefore, no issues
with regard to the environmentally related objectives of the Plan.

F. These lands on the south half of the property are within the regulatory jurisdiction
of the Nottawasaga Valley Conservation Authority. Although the tower site is well
to the north of these features and the area regulated by the NVCA, in accordance
with the Protocol the applicant has consulted with staff at the Authority and has
been advised that, in view of the lack of any works being required within the area
of their jurisdiction, there are no concerns with the proposal.

In summary, it can be concluded that there would be no unacceptable land use or
environmental impacts associated with the proposed tower.

64 Road Impacts

Roads and the related infrastructure is another important area of Township jurisdiction and
interest. Peak road impact potential occurs during the construction period on these
projects. In this case that would involve approximately two weeks and would include some
construction related traffic, including trucks. Once the facility is operational, the only traffic
generated would be a maintenance related trip by a technician in a regular sized van once
every two or three months.

The existing access route would be used for vehicular access to the site from the Township
road and construction and maintenance related parking would occur on-site. The on-site
access route would be maintained by Rogers through local contractors.

Any adverse impacts on Township roads must be addressed by the applicant. This section
of 15 Sideroad between the 3 Line OS and County Road 124 is a paved two lane road. It
is subject to the Township’s by-law restricting its use by heavy trucks during part of the
year. The applicant should be required to enter into a road use agreement that would
ensure that the applicant is responsible for any related road improvements and for
minimizing and repairing any project related damage to Township roads and the
associated infrastructure.
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6.5  Public Safety

The proposed tower site is located over 500 metres from 15 Sideroad, the nearest public
road. In light of this distance separation there are no public safety issues concerning the
potential for ice or other materials falling from the tower or the unlikely possibility of
structural collapse.

As previously noted, there are no airstrips in the imunediate vicinity of the site that would
be adversely affected by the development of a 90 metre tower on these lands. NAV Canada
and Transport Canada will determine if navigation warning lights will be needed on the
tower.

Although not related to any area of Township jurisdiction, it is important to note that the
applicant is required to comply with the limits of Health Canada’s Safety Code 6 in the
installation and operation of the proposed antenna system. This is a regulation that places
a safe limit on radio frequency emissions from such facilities.

6.6  Compliance with the Tower Protocol

To this point, with the exception of the height of the proposed tower, the applicant has
complied with the applicable provisions of the Township’s Protocol. As discussed in section
6.2 above, there are valid reasons for, and benefits from the use of a tower that is 15 metres
higher than the 75 limit referenced in the Protocol.

Once Council makes a decision on the recommendations in this report, the applicant will
be required to complete the remainder of the Protocol’s processing as outlined in section
3 above, at which time a final Council decision can be made on the proposal.

7.0 AREAS OF PUBLIC OBJECTION OR CONCERN

Inthe applicant’s consultation process five people including Councillor Webster, attended
the public open house session and four others provided written comments. Information on
the consultation process and the questions, comments and concerns received from the
public is included in the applicant’s July 21* material.

There were no concerns raised by any public agency. Of the four written submissions
received from the public, two were in support and two expressed concerns or objections.
Those in attendance at the public open house asked a number of questions about the
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proposal. Aspects of the written concerns or objections and the open house questions
related to some of the matters discussed in section 6 of this report.

The written concerns and objections are briefly summarized below and are followed by a
list of the questions received from those in attendance at the public open house. The
applicant’s responses to these submissions and questions are provided in the July 21
material.

7.1  Written Objections and Concerns from the Public

G.  Younger Ahluwalia, 625340 15 Sideroad, expressed concerns about property
devaluation, the tower’s visual impact and an increase in traffic.

H.  JulieStewart, 626022 15 Sideroad, discussed concerns about negativeimpacts on the
environmental and habitat features found on and near the southern portion of the

subject property.
7.2 Questions from the Public at the Open House Session

How high will the tower be?

Will the tower provide co-location?

How soon would the tower be built?

Is the proposed antenna installation safe?

Is this location already final?

Have First Nations been consulted?

Is the land going to be rezoned to industrial?

Q@ me an o

8.0 COMPLETING THE PROCESSING OF THE APPLICATION

With the applicant’s submission of the July 21* material and Council’s decision on this
report, the applicant will have reached the issues resolution component of the Protocol.
This involves sections 12 to 18 of part 6 of the Protocol and requires the applicant to
endeavour to address and resolve the concerns raised in the public consultation process to
date. It involves a maximum of 80 days from the date of Council’s decision on this report.
Council can then proceed to make a decision as to whether or not it will support the
application’s approval by Industry Canada.
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9.0 SUMMARY

A 90 metre high telecommunications tower is proposed in part of the west half of Lot 16,
Concession 2, 0.S. The applicant has provided satisfactory documentation on most of those
aspects of the tower proposal that are of municipal concern or interest including the
important issues of need and location.

There would be no unacceptable land use, environmental or public safety impacts.
However, road impact is an area of municipal concern or interest that does require further
action on the part of the applicant. That aspect is addressed in the recommendations
provided herein.

At this point there is no apparent need for either a technical peer review of the applicant’s
documentation or for the provision of any screening features at the site or elsewhere. Any
further action with regard to the written submissions from area residents should await the
applicant’s completion of the objection resolution related component of the Protocol.

10.0 FINANCIAL

The associated application fees are intended to cover any municipal costs related to the
evaluation of a tower proposal such as this. Any other municipal costs should be the
responsibility of the applicant under the applicable agreements.

Respectfully submitted,
G. W.JORDEN PLANNING CONSULTANTS LIMITED

Jerry Jorden, RPP



Denise Holmes

From: Sharon Smith <sharon.smith@ontarioes.ca>

Sent: Monday, August 24, 2015 11:32 AM

To: dholmes@melancthontownship.ca

Cc: dwhite@melancthontownship.ca

Subject: FW: E-Waste diversion program for residents

Attachments: Collection Site Cperator Agreement Melancthon Township.pdf
Hi Denise,

| was at AMO last week and was speaking with Darren about e-waste recycling at the Township office. | understand that
the only reason that Melancthon was not on board in the Fall of 2014 was due to the sorting requirement in the
attached contract. | explained to Darren that no sorting would be required from your location. It is a standard
agreement that we use for all sites but those that use roll offs or small metal bins are not required to do any sorting.

i have amended the agreement to reflect todays date. | am not sure if it must go back to Council but Darren was in

agreement that the Township would like to proceed with this program. If you have any questions, please don’t hesitate
to contact me.

Thanks Denise.

Sharon

Sharon Smith
Field Operations — Central Region
Tel: 519-217-1471 | Fax: 1-877-825-1955

@ES

ot Dnebasis S tdsiip .

Ontario Electronic Stewardship

5750 Explorer Drive, Suite 301, Mississauga, ON L4W DA9

QES Customer Service: 1-888-646-1820 ext 11 | OES Operations: 1-888-646-1820 ext 12
OES Operations Fax: 1-877-825-1955

OntarioElectronicStewardship.ca | RecycleYourElectronics.ca

From: Sharon Smith [mailto;sharon.smith@ontarioes.ca]

Sent: August 13, 2015 2:15 PM

To: ‘mike@townofmono.com' <mike @townofmono.com>; 'dholmes@melancthontownship.ca’
<dholmes@melancthontownship.ca>; 'jwilson@townofgrandvalley.ca' <jwilson@townofgrandvailey.ca>;
'suestone@amaranth-eastgary.ca' <suestone@amaranth-eastgary.ca>; 'djones@orangeville.ca’
<djones@orangeville.ca>; 'swheeldon@townofshelburne.on.ca' <swheeldon@townofshelburne.on.ca>;
"itelfer@townofshelburne.on.ca’ <jtelfer@townofshelburne.on.ca>; 'hmcginnity@orangeville.ca'
<hmcginnity@orangeville.ca>

Act 3 - September 3, 2015
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Cc: 'Melissa Kovacs' <mkovacs@dufferincounty.ca>; 'sburns@dufferincounty.ca' <sburns@dufferincounty.ca>
Subject: E-Waste diversion program for residents

Thanks Melissa...it feels like coming home @ |

As many of you are aware, since leaving the County in 2012 | have been working with Ontario Electronic

Stewardship. This is the only non-profit, provincial program to oversee the safe recycling of electronics in Ontario. We
have been working with the County of Dufferin for over 5 years now and through partnerships like these, we have
diverted almost 450,000 tonnes of e-waste from landfill since 2009. Qur mandate is simple...we strive to increase
accessibility for Ontario residents to safe recycling options and increase overall waste diversion.

The permanent locations at municipal offices/works yards accomplishes both goals. The permanent collection will
enhance the service already offered by the County at their rotating events from May-Qctober. | have included a picture
of the bin which | would recommend for your offices. They are clean, well labelled, enclosed on top and lockable. We
accept all electronic devices with a plug and will pay the municipality $150.00 per tonne for the material. When the bin
is ready to be collected, a quick email is alf that is required. Diversion numbers and payment details are available online
through our Material Tracking System.

i you have any questions or wouid like to get together to discuss this program, please let me know. Back to school is
(sadly) just around the corner but a great time to introduce this new program.

Thanks kindly, enjoy this beautiful weather!
Sharon
Sharon Smith

Field Operations — Central Region
Tel: 519-217-1471 | Fax: 1-877-825-1955

Ontalio Bocloniz Sematdinfn

Ontario Electronic Stewardship

5750 Explorer Drive, Suite 301, Mississauga, ON L4W 0A9

OES Customer Service: 1-888-646-1820 ext 11 | OES Operations; 1-888-646-1820 ext 12
OES Operations Fax: 1-877-825-1955

OntarioElectronicStewardship.ca | RecydeYourElecironics.ca

From: Melissa Kovacs [mailto:mkovacs@dufferincounty.ca]

Sent: August 13, 2015 1:35 PM

To: Mike Dunmore <mike @townofmono.com>; Denise Holmes (External) <dholmes@melancthontownship.ca>; Jane
Wilson <jwilson@townofgrandvalley.ca>; Sue Stone (External) <suestone@amaranth-eastgary.ca>;
diones@orangeville.ca; 'Scott Wheeldon (External)' <swheeldon@townofshelburne.on.ca>; John Telfer {External)
<jtelfer@townofshelburne.on.ca>

Cc: Sharon Smith <sharon.smith@ontarioes.ca>; Scott Burns <sburns@dufferincounty.ca>

Subject: E-Waste diversion program for residents

Good afternoon everyone,



Ontario Electronic Stewardship {QES) is the County’s e-waste contractor for HHW & E-Waste Events. They can also
provide small collection containers at various locations (i.e. municipal buildings, schools etc.) for public drop-off.

The Township of Mulmur has recently placed a collection container at their municipal office/yard, and has had three
collections totaling 1400 kgs (1.4 metric tonnes) since January 2015. They are paid per tonne of material collected.

I've cc’d Sharon Smith from QES into this email. Some of you will remember her from her time at the County. She can
give you additional details about this convenient diversion program for residents.

| hope you're all having a wonderful summer!
Best regards,

Melissa

Melissa Kovacs Reid [ Manager of Waste Services | Public Works Department | County of Dufferin
519.941.2816 ext. 2622 | mkovacs@dufferincounty.ca | 55 Zina Street, Orangeville, ON LW 1E5 |
www.dufferincounty.ca/waste

DISCLAIMER: This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of
the individual or entity to which they are addressed. If you have received this email in error please notify the
sender. Please note that any views or opinions presented in this email are solely those of the author and do not
necessarily represent those of the County of Dufferin. Finally, the recipient should check this email and any
attachments for the presence of viruses. The County of Dufferin accepts no liability for any damage caused by
any virus transmitted by this email. The Corporation of the County of Dufferin, 55 Zina Street, Orangeville,
Ontario. www.dufferincounty.ca
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To: dhobmesigdinslancthontownship.ca Message Score: 25 High (60): Pass
From: sharon.smith@eprassociation.ca My Spam Blocking Level: High Medium (75): Pass

Low (90): Pass
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COLLECTION SITE OPERATOR AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT is made the 24" day of August, 2015 between:

ONTARIO ELECTRONIC STEWARDSHIP, a corporation without share capital
continued under the Waste Diversion Act, 2002, with a principal office address of
5750 Explorer Drive, Suite 301, Mississauga, ON L4W 0A9 (“OES™)

-and -

Melancthon Township, with a Head Office address of 15701 Highway 10
Melancthon, Ontario L9V 2E6 (the “Collector™).

RECITALS

A. OES has been designated as the industry funding organization under the Act for WEEE;

B. The Collector wishes to operate an Approved Collection Site for Acceptable WEEE in
accordance with the Rules; and

C. The purpose of this Agreement is to set out the terms and conditions under which the

Collector will operate an Approved Collection Site at the address listed in Schedule “E”;

NOW THEREFORE the parties agree as follows, as of the date set out above:

1.

Definitions
In this Agreement:

(a) “Acceptable WEEE” means WEEE designated in Schedule A, as it may be amended
by OES from time to time;

(b) “Act” means the Waste Diversion Act, 2002 (Ontario), as amended;

(c) “Agreement” means this Collection Site Operator Agreement and includes the
application to become a Collector, and all schedules and amendments thereto,

(d) “Applicant” means a person, corporation or other organization that submits an
application to become a Collector;

(e) “Approved Collection Site” means a facility/location approved by OES for
receiving Acceptable WEEE from the public and/or an IC&I Business as defined
under the WEEE Program Plan promulgated from time to time by the Minister of the
Environment in accordance with section 26 of the Act;
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“Bill of Lading” means the document provided to Collectors by OES, used to track
the transportation of Acceptable WEEE between two locations;

“Collection Site Assessment” means a review of the Approved Collection Site’s
ability to collect WEEE and compliance with the requirements set out in Schedule C;

“Collector” has the meaning given to that term in the listing of parties to this
Agreement;

“Non-Acceptable WEEE” means all WEEE that is not Acceptable WEEE;
“OES” has the meaning given to that term in the listing of parties to this Agreement;

“Registration System” means the OES Collection Site Operator, Transporter and
Processor Registration System (https:/mtsreg.oesdatasystem.ca/login.aspx);

“Transporter” means any person or firm duly registered with and approved by OES
as authorized to transport Acceptable WEEE;

“WEEE” means “waste electrical and electronic equipment” as defined under
Ontario Regulation 393/04;

“WEEE Guidelines” means the guidelines, policies and procedures established from
time to time by OES and which can be found at
www.ontarioelectronicsstewardship.ca.

Responsibilities of Collector

The Collector shall:

(a) abide by the requirements set out in this Agreement and its schedules;

(b) update collection site or event information provided to OES in the Registration
System as soon as possible after the information is changed;

(c) ensure that all Acceptable WEEE material collected at an Approved Collection Site
operated by Collector is provided to an OES Transporter;

(d) not modify, disassemble, deconstruct or strip for parts any Acceptable WEEE
collected by it, provided that power cords may be removed and included separately in
the shipment of Acceptable WEEE;

(e) ensure that all Acceptable WEEE material sent to an OES transporter is as it was

®

(&)

when collected;

complete and sign all required Bills of Lading in preparation for transportation, in the
manner directed by OES from time to time;

submit to Collection Site Assessments by OES or OES’s designated representative, at
intervals which are reasonable in the sole judgment of OES;

2



()

(@)

@

k)

0

(m)

()

use equipment and supplies provided by OES only for their intended purposes and in
an efficient manner;

confirm and submit authorization of monthly report from OES, within 30 days
following transmission by OES which may be extended at OES’s discretion, and final
concurrence with OES of Site’s activities and volumes in the form prescribed by OES
from time to time, summarizing the previous month's activity;

upon receiving a purchase order number from OES, submit an invoice to OES which
shall include the purchase order number, in order to receive payment;

respond in a timely manner to all requests by OES for information relating to
Acceptable WEEE;

must accept Acceptable WEEE at no charge, provided that municipalities may: i)
charge a ‘gate fee’ to residents for entering a municipal waste management site that is
not related to the materials being delivered; and/or ii} charge on a weight basis for
mixed loads of materials;

Not accept a lot of Acceptable WEEE which consists of more than 50 individual
items of Acceptable WEEE unless it is accompanied by a fully completed and signed
WEEE Source Information Form, in the form made available by OES to collectors
and members of the public from time to time; and

Comply with OES’s Logo Use Protocol, as amended from time to time by OES.

Collector Insurance; Indemnity

(a)

()

Collector shall maintain comprehensive “occurrence” general liability insurance,
including personal injury liability, property damage, contractual liability insurance and
employer’s liability coverage, with minimum limits of liability of $2,000,000 per
occurrence, containing a severability of interests and cross-liability clause, and deliver
to OES on request a certificate thereof with OES named as an additional insured
thereon.

Collector shall indemnify and hold harmless OES, its directors, officers, employees
and agents from and against all costs, expenses, claims, demands, actions, causes of
action or any other loss suffered or incurred by OES arising out the performance or
non-performance by Collector of its obligations hereunder.

Limitation of Liability

Collector acknowledges and agrees that all WEEE consigned to Collector shall be the

property and responsibility of the Collector from the time at which an item of WEEE is
consigned to Collector by the previous owner or user, until the item of WEEE is consigned by



Collector to an OES Transporter. Collector acknowledges and agrees that at no time shall
OES take possession of any WEEE and that OES shall not, in any event, be liable under any
theory of liability to Collector, the previous owner(s) or user(s) of any WEEE or any other
party or parties for any damages, losses, expenses, liabilities and/or other amounts of any
nature or kind whatsoever, including without limitation, any direct, indirect, incidental,
special, consequential, exemplary and/or punitive damages, arising out of or related to any
breach by Collector of its obligations under this Agreement, or any access to, use, misuse or
loss of any item of WEEE or any User Data therein contained.

Representations and Warranties of Collector

The Collector represents and warrants that:

(a) all information provided by it to OES pursuant to this Agreement, including in all
documents required by virtue of the Collector's registration with OES or by virtue of
the requirements of law, are true and accurate;

(b) the registration of the Collector with OES as an Approved Collection Site, the
provision of all required information to OES, and the entering into of this Agreement
by Collector and the performance of its obligation hereunder have been duly
authorized by all necessary corporate action; and

(c) in performing its obligations hereunder and in operating an Approved Collection Site,
Collector will comply with all applicable laws.

Additional duties of Collector

The Collector agrees to:

(a) provide notice to OES of: (i) any criminal convictions against it in the past five years,
and (ii) any fines or regulatory orders made against it in the previous five (5) years
which relate to the substance of this Agreement or any aspect of the WEEE Program
Plan;

(b) provide notice to OES within sixty (60) days after any fine or regulatory order
relating to the substance of this Agreement made against it after the date hereof; and

(c) provide OES with all information reasonably required by OES from time to time
relating to the operation of the Collectors Approved Collection Site or required by
this Agreement, the WEEE Program, or OES’s procedures in relation thereto.
Collector acknowledges that OES has a right of access to such information during
normal business hours and on twenty-four (24) hours notice to the Collector.

Protection of Data Privacy

Collector acknowledges that there may be instances where private or personal user data,

information or digital content (“User Data™) may be left on or within unwanted and discarded WEEE
that is collected by, or dropped off to, Collector at an Approved Collection Site or is otherwise
received by Collector. Collector agrees to use commercially reasonable efforts in order to protect the
privacy and security of any User Data that may be left on or within any such WEEE. In particular, and

4



without limiting the foregoing, Collector agrees to act in accordance with the provisions of Schedule
“D” to this Agreement.

3. Rights of OES

(a)

(b)

©

Any approval granted by OES based on a faise document or information submitted by
the Collector, or false or misleading information provided by the Collector, shall be
considered to have been granted in mistake. Any such registration is void.

OES maintains the right, at its sole discretion, to withhold approval of any application
until sufficient verification of information has been provided by the applicant in
relation to any matter reasonably requested to be verified by OES.

OES reserves all rights and remedies available to it at law or in equity that may be in
addition to any rights or remedies contained herein.

9, Obligations of OES

OES shall:

(a) review reports and Bills of Lading submitted by the Collector for approval, and, if
approved, shall issue the Collector a purchase order number to be included in the next
invoice submitted by the Collector;

(b) provide coordination of transportation, including packaging supplies, for Acceptable
WEEE from the Approved Collection Site and/or collection event(s) to QES-
approved consolidation site(s) and/or OES-approved processor(s) of Acceptable
WEEE, within two business days of request;

(c) provide supplies required for the operation of an Approved Collection Site, within
two business days of request by Collector, which supplies may include the following,
in OES’s sole determination:

(i) pallets and shrink wrap;

(i)  gaylord boxes and or bulk bags;
(iii)  promotional information kit; and
(iv)  Bills of Lading and labels;

(d)  provide data on tonnages/quantities of WEEE shipped from Approved Collection
Sites(s) and/or collection events;

(e) provide promotional and informational material and customer service support, as
OES deems reasonably necessary, to Approved Collection Sites;

6] post information regarding publically accessible Approved Collection Sites and/or

collection events. In the case of Approved Collection Sites which are intended to be
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L)

(M)

restricted to certain users, the Collector may limit access to the information to such
users.;

use measures to protect the security of confidential information supplied by the
Collector which are at least as strong as those used by OES to protect its own
confidential information;

notwithstanding Section 15(€) hereof, provide 30 days’ notice to Collector of changes
to any of the following:

(D decrease in handling incentive paid to collectors for Acceptable WEEE;

(i) payment terms for collected Acceptable WEEE; and

(iii)  contamination specifications for collected Acceptable WEEE; and

notwithstanding Section 15(e) hereof, provide 7 days notice to Collector of increases
in handling incentive paid to collectors for Acceptable WEEE.

10.  Payment

OES shall make monthly payments to the Collector in accordance with Schedule B, as
amended, within receipt of an invoice bearing a purchase order number from the Collector, on a per-
tonne basis for Acceptable WEEE received at OES-approved consolidation and/or OES-approved
processing sites that is sorted and packaged according to OES-approved standards, all at the rate
determined by OES from time to time; notwithstanding any other provision of this Agreement, only
one payment will be made to the Collector with respect to any single item of Acceptable WEEE;

11. Default

(2)

The Collector is in default under the Agreement (each of the following a “Default”) if
it:

(D fails a Collection Site Assessment or fails to remedy the findings of a
Collection Site Assessment within the period specified by OES;

(ii) fails to comply with any applicable law affecting the operation of the
Approved Collection Site;

(iii)  ceases to participate as an Approved Collection Site in accordance with the
requirements of this Agreement;

(iv)  fails to provide accurate and fully-completed Bills of Lading;

) contravenes any of the WEEE Collection Site requirements set out in
Schedule C;

(vi)  is convicted of an offense under the Environmental Protection Act (Ontario);
or

(vii) fails to comply with any provision of this Agreement.
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13.

(b)

If the Collector commits a Default under the Agreement, OES may send a written
notice of default (“Notice of Default™) to the Collector, and the Collector must rectify
the Default within 15 days of the Notice of Default.

(c) If the Collector does not rectify a Default within 15 days of being sent a Notice of
Default, OES may, at its sole and absolute discretion, by written notice suspend
Approved Cellection Site status and/or payments to the Collector.

(d) In addition to all other rights and remedies of OES under this Agreement, including
the ability to suspend the Collector’s Approved Collection Site status, OES may in its
sole and absolute discretion withhold payment to the Collector under the following
circumstances:

(i) If complete units, parts or components have, in OES’s sole and absolute
judgment, been systematically removed from Acceptable WEEE by the
collector, OES may, in its sole and absolute discretion:

(A)  Make zero payment with respect to the pallet on which the affected
Acceptable WEEE was shipped; and/or

(B)  Reduce the payment payable with respect to a subsequent shipment
by an amount equal to 25% of the payment which would otherwise
have been paid with respect to the affected Acceptable WEEE;

(i) If WEEE which is not Acceptable WEEE at the time of shipment is shipped
by the Collector, OES may in its sole and absolute discretion make zero
payment with respect to the pallet on which the non-Acceptable WEEE was
shipped.

Termination

Either party may terminate this Agreement:

(a)

(b)

Without cause, by giving the other Party 90 days’ written notice of termination, in
which case the effective date of termination shall be the last day of the of the 90 day
notice period; or

With cause, by giving the other Party one day’s written notice of termination, in which
case the effective date of termination shall be the date upon which notice is given. For
greater clarity, “cause” for the purpose of this section includes any material breach by
a Party of its obligations under this Agreement. Before notice of termination for cause
is given, the injured Party shall provide the breaching Party with notice of its breach of
the Agreement; if such breach is not cured within fifteen days, the injured Party may
terminate the Agreement for cause.

Following termination, the Collector shall be entitled to payment in accordance with the terms
of this Agreement for Acceptable WEEE transported prior to the date of termination.

Dispute Resolution
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15.

If any dispute arises between the Collector and OES:

(2)

(b)

(©)

(d

the parties shall attempt to resolve the dispute through designated representatives from
each of OES and the Collector within 30 days after written notice of the dispute was
first given, or as otherwise agreed upon;

if the parties are unable to resolve the dispute within the 30 day period noted above,
the Collector and OES shall, within 30 days thereafter, jointly select an arbitrator to
arbitrate the dispute from the panel identified in clause {¢) of this section. If the
Collector refuses to jointly nominate an arbitrator within the 30 day period, OES shall
nominate the arbitrator. The arbitration shall be conducted in accordance with the
Arbitration Act, 1991 (Ontario), as amended from time to time;

OES may from time to time establish a panel of approved arbitrators for the purposes
of hereof, whose names will be published on the OES website. The arbitrator shall be
chosen from this panel, unless QOES and the Collector mutually agree otherwise; and

the arbitrator shall render a written decision on the dispute within 14 days afier the
arbitration hearing or submission. The decision of the arbitrator shall be final and
binding on the parties and shall not be subject to appeal on any grounds whatsoever,
and shall be enforceable against OES and the Collector, as the case may be,
immediately on the issue of such decision to the parties to the dispute.

Confidentiality.

The Collector understands that its name, main contact information, the Acceptable WEEE for
which it has been approved to collect, and the registration number assigned to it by OES, as well as
information regarding the Approved Collection Site, may be published by OES on OES's website or
other publically-accessible websites. OES will take commercially reasonable and appropriate
precautions to maintain the confidentiality of information in its database, but will not be liable to the
Collector, or anyone claiming by, through or under either of them, for any losses, claims and damages
arising out of negligent disclosure of any confidential information.

General

(a) Schedules. Schedules “A”, “B”, “C”, “D” and “E”, are parts of this Agreement and
bind the parties to the same extent as if they were included in the main body of the
Agreement,

(b)  Assignment. The rights and obligations of each party under this Agreement are
personal and may not be assigned in whole or in part without the consent of the other
party, which may be unreasonably withheld.

()] Agreement Binding. This Agreement shall ensure to the benefit of and be binding on
the parties, their heirs, legal personal representatives, successors and permitted
assigns.

(d Notices. Any notice, determination, consent, request or other communication from

one party to the other or others or other documents required or which may be given
under this Agreement may be delivered or transmitted by means of electronic
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(h)

()

communication with confirmation of transmission, personal service, facsimile with
confirmation of transmission or by prepaid first class postage to the party at the
addresses, in the case of the Collector at the address on the registration form
completed by the Collector and in the case of OES at the address noted at the top of
page ! of these Terms and Conditions, to the attention of the “Executive Director”.
Such notifications shall be deemed to have been received on the third day after
posting and on the date of electronic or facsimile transmission, in each case which is
not a Saturday, Sunday or public holiday in Ontario. In the event of a postal
disruption, notices must be given by personal delivery, e-mail or by a signed back
facsimile and all notices delivered by post within one week prior to the postal
disruption must be confirmed by a signed back facsimile to be effective.

Amendment. OES retains the right to revise or amend this Agreement. OES will give
notice to the Collector of such change (the “Change Notice”). Unless the Collector
gives notice to OES (the “Rejection Notice™) within 45 days of receipt of the Change
Notice that the Collector does not accept the revisions or amendments in the Change
Notice, this Agreement, as amended, remains in effect and is binding. If the Collector
gives a Rejection Notice to OES, this Agreement shall be terminated 30 days after the
delivery by the Collector of the Rejection Notice and the Approved Collection Site
will forgo its approval status and will be compensated under the OES program only
for Acceptable WEEE already duly collected and shipped prior to the date of
termination.

Waiver. No failure by any of the partics to insist on strict performance of any
covenant, agreement, term or condition (the “provision™) of this Agreement, or to
exercisc any right or remedy consequent on the breach of any provision, and no
acceptance of partial payment during the continuance of any such breach, shall
constitute a waiver of any such breach or provision. No waiver of any breach shall
affect or alter this Agreement, but each and every provision of this Agreement shall
continue in full force and effect with respect to any other then existing or subsequent
breach of such provision.

Severability. If any provision of this Agreement or the application of the provision to
any circumstances shall be held to be invalid or unenforceable, then the remaining
provisions of this Agreement or the application of them to other circumstances shall
not be affected by the invalidity or unenforceability and shall be valid and
enforceable to the fullest extent permitted by law.

Entire Agreement. This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement among the parties
with respect to its subject matter and supersedes all prior and contemporaneous
agreements, understandings, negotiations and discussions, whether oral or written, of
the parties. There are no warranties, representations or other agreements among the
parties in connection with the subject matter of this Agreement, except as specifically
set forth in it. Except as specifically provided in section 15(e), no supplement,
modification, waiver or termination of this Agreement shall be binding unless
executed in writing by the parties to be bound by it.

Governing Law. This Agreement shall be construed and enforced in accordance with,
and the rights of the parties shall be governed by, the laws in force in the Province of
Ontario.



§)] Headings. The headings used throughout this Agreement are solely for convenience
of the parties and are not to be used as an aid in the interpretation of this Agreement.

k) Time of Essence. Time shall be of the essence of this Agreement and every part of it.

()°  Survival. All provisions of this Agreement which are expressed or which by their
nature are intended to survive termination of this Agreement shall survive
termination, and continue to bind the parties.

(m)  Electronic Commerce. Any execution or amendment of this agreement which is
conducted electronically by any of the parties is made in accordance with and
governed by the Electronic Commerce Act, 2000, (Ontario). If this Agreement is
executed on behalf of any party electronically, the natural person who selects the
“Agree” button at the bottom of the “Agreement Ratification” page on Ontario
Electronic Stewardship's web site on behalf of the executing party certifies that by
selecting the “Agree” button, the natural person represents and warrants that he or she
is at least eighteen years of age, and has been duly appointed with the authority to
bind the executing party.

IN WITNESS WHEREQF, the Parties hereto have executed this Agreement as of the date first written
above.

ONTARIO ELECTRONIC
STEWARDSHIP

By:

Melanie Wilde
Executive Director
I have authority to bind the Corporation

MELANCTHON TOWNSHIP
By:

Name

Title

I have authority to bind the Collector
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SCHEDULE “A”

Program Plan, Appendix A
Table 4: EEE Material Definitions August 1, 2011 — until further notice

The definitions in this table are general descriptions, and should be used together with the
complete list of Inclusions and Exclusions for each Sub-Category Type on the OES website.
The list of Inclusions and Exclusions is continually updated by OES. Please see

http://www.ontarioelectronicstewardship.ca/program/electronics-gallery for the current list.

neateqory,
Display
Devices

less than or eciual to
29" Screen

Greater than 29”
Screen

A device that displays an image, using a variety of
technologies including CRT, LCD, plasma and rear-projection.

Desktop Computers

Desktop models refer to those computers that are designed to
be utilized on a work surface and require standard alternating
current (AC) power plug for a primary source of power.

Portable Computers

Portable models refer to a portable computer that contains a
Central Processing Unit (CPU) and that can operate using a
self-contained battery or using an external AC/DC adaptor.

Computer Peripherals

Computer peripherals refers to external, as well as integrated
modems, disk drives, optical drives, computer mouse and
keyboards that are added, or attached, to a computer in order
to expand its functionality.

A modem refers to a devices that encodes digital computer
sighals into analcg/analegue telephone signals and vice versa
and allows computers to communicate over a phone line or
cable connection.

Printing,
Copying and
Multi-Function
Devices

Desktop Printing,
Copying and Multi-
Function Devices

Printing, copying and multi-function devices, utilizing all
printing technologies, designed to be handheld or to reside on
a work surface and that can print on media with dimensions
up to 48" wide.

Copiers and/or multi-function devices classified as Segment 1
or Segment 2. Copier and/or multi-function devices that are
designed to reside on a work surface that are not classified as
Segment 1 or Segment 2.

Includes models that are able to utilize an optional floor-stand.

Floor-Standing Printing
Devices

Printing devices, utilizing all printing technologies that are
floor-standing models and that can print on media with
dimensions up to 48" wide.

Floor-Standing Copying
Devices

Copier andfor multi-function devices classified as Segment 3,
Segment 4 or Segment 5. Copier and/or muilti-function devices
that are floor-standing models that are not classified as
Segment 3, Segment 4 or Segment 5.
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Machines

Telephones and Telephone Answering

A telecommunication device with a handset or headset that is
used for the transmission of sound {(most commonly speech)
between two or more Jocations using a variety of technologies
including wire-line telephones and Voice over Internet
Protocol (VolP).

Also includes telephone answering machines that are installed
alongside, or incorporated within a wire-line telephone.

Cellular Devices and Pagers

A handheld communication device that utilizes cellular
networks to transmit woice or data signals. Includes cell-
enabled Personal Digital Assistants (FDAs).

Image, Audio
and Video
Devices

Personal/ Portable

Personal and/or portable devices that can transmit, record
and/or playback an image, audio or video using a variety of
technologies including mechanical, optical and digital
technologies.

Personal and/or portable peripheral audio devices that enable
audio playback.

Home/Non-Portable

Home and/or non-portable devices that can transmit, record
and/or playback an image, audio or video using a variety of
technologies including mechanical, optical and digital
technologies.

Home and/or non-portable peripheral audio devices that
enable audio playback.

Home Theatre in a Box
(HTB)

Bundled combinations or devices that can transmit, record
and/or playback an image, audio or video using a variety of
technologies.

Aftermarket Vehicle

Audio and video devices for installation in motor vehicles
aftermarket.

RULES FORSITWARDS W RESPECT 1O PAYMENT OF FLL VRS
Revised June 27, 2012
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SCHEDULE “B”

OES Collection Site Designations and Payment Schedule — As of April 1, 201

There are four Designations of Approved Collection Sites. The following table describes each of the
designations, the minimum requirements and if that Approved Collector is eligible for the Collection

Incentive:

Collection Site Designations

Eligible to Check
. . . Receive What
Collection Type Description Requirements Collection Applies
Incentive
A) Drop-off - receives Acceptable WEEE at | - will have agreed to level of | - Yes
location or event fixed locations or at event public accessibility X
based collection - will be listed on RYE
B) Provides - offers a collection service - will be listed on RYE - Yes
collection service that goes out to service - can still offer public
customers and generators of accessibility
Acceptable WEEE
C) Closed drop- | - receives Acceptable WEEE at { - not open to the general -Yes
off fixed locations or at event public
based collection from internal | - not listed on RYE
staff, students, tenants
D) Self-generated | - WEEE is supplied from - not open to the general -No
IC&I business operations and does public
not include material from - not listed on RYE
public
Payment Schedule
Type of Collection $/Tanne Description Check What
Activity Applies
Per Collection Sites. | s

it

SMALL BIN ONLY
(Basic)

s

$150 -

collector)

establishment of new service

OES provides roll-off bin and transportation service

- Collector must hand pack the roll-off (no dumping) with
mixed Phase 1 and 2 WEEE

- Rate reflects a reduced level of effort on the part of the
collector (no sorting or palietization required by

Sorted/Palletized
(Standard)

$200 -

- Sort into three categories:
=  A)Display devices — televisions, monitors
B) Desktop and portable computers
v () Desktop printers, fax, multifunction devices,
computer peripherals, and all new Phase 2 WEEE
- Some collection sites may have a fourth category for
floor standing printing and copier devices

13
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Type of Collection 5/Tonne Description Check What
Activity Applies
Transportation/Sorted/ $230 Difference from “standard” reflects added value to OES
Palletized for collectors who:
1) Have multiple sites and are consolidating material at | Available
(Enhanced) one location for a large volume pickup by OES, and/or upen request
- 2)Have collection capabilities to service IC&I sector. and OES
The additional $30/tonne will help off-set collection approval
costs. Collector will need to agree and confirm through
a waybill system that all material collected will flow
into OES program. Collector cannot charge
transportation fee.
- Collection site will be required to provide evidence of
material being collected including: site address,
signature, description of loads
Roll-off Bins - Rate reflects reduced level of effort on the part of the
collector to handle the material (no sorting or Available
5185 palletization required) upon request
- Additional $35/tonne to compensate for site set-up and and OES
clean-up time approval
Sorted/Palletized - Rate has been increased to reflect more accurate
assessment of costs associated with level of service
$235 - Additional $35/tonne to compensate for site set-up and
clean-up time

Payment will, in accordance with section 10, be made by OES to Collector on a monthly basis and
will be accompanied by the following information collected upon transportation, consolidation and
processing;

" date of removal;

® number of pallets and/or other containers by material type;

" weight as recorded upon receipt at consolidation site;

" any information regarding contamination by non-acceptable materials or improperly
packaged materials. The non-acceptable specification is set at not greater than 5% by weight
of each load, however the cost for management of the following non-acceptable items,
including but not limited to: Municipal hazardous or special waste (MHSW) as defined in
the Consolidated Municipal Hazardous or Special Waste Program Plan, July 30, 2009,
refrigerant containing appliances, and smoke detectors will be deducted from the payment to
the Collector;

" Bills of Lading signed by Collection Site; and

" Completed report provided by the applicable service provider, filed using the OES reporting
website

14
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SCHEDULE “C”

Requirements for Sites Collecting Acceptable WEEE Materials

All sites that intend to collect or receive Acceptable WEEE materials in preparation for pickup by
Transporters are asked to review the checklist below to ensure that all program requirements are in
place prior to the start of operation.

OES requires that Collectors register each site using the online registration system for the
Acceptable WEEE collection program. The checklist below highlights requirements included in the
recycling standards menu item of the online application form.

Upon successtul completion of this form, applicants will gain access to the remainder of the online
registration for this program. Organizations that intend to apply to register collection sites for
Acceptable WEEE materials are encouraged to review the information below to prepare for this
process.

The Collection Site pre-registration will be accessible at through the OES online registration system.
When the pre-registration portion of the online registration is available, OES will post a link to the
directly to this system. Collection Site Checklist

Material Sorting & Preparation for Pick-up
Collected materials will be/are sorted into four groups and prepared for packaging:

* Group “A”-display devices contained on shrink-wrapped pallets, in gaylord boxes, or in
approved shipping containers.

» Group “B” —desktop and portable computers contained on shrink-wrapped pallets, in
gaylord boxes, or in approved shipping containers.

» Group “C” — computer peripherals, desktop or portable printing, copying or multi-function
devices, telephones and telephone answering machines, cellular devices and pagers, and all
portable, non-portable and automotive image, audio and video devices contained in bulk
bags, in gaylord boxes, or in approved shipping containers.

¢ Group “F” —floor standing printers, copiers and multifunction printing devices, that are
handled individually on wheels or placed on a pallet and secured with shrink-wrap

Site Configuration

» Site has adequate infrastructure to shelter material in inclement weather.

» Site has sufficient space to receive, sort, store and prepare pallets and/or gaylord boxes
and/or bulk bags for shipment. The minimum shipping quantity for an OES Collector is 6
pallets (or equivalent), unless otherwise agreed to by OES.

¢ Site has a work area to prepare the containers or pallets in accordance with OES collection
standards.
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Accessibility

e Site has an area that is accessible for lifting WEEE material directly onto Transporter’s
trucks

+ Site has adequate vehicle room for a tractor trailer or straight truck.

Safety, Security and Operating Procedures
» Siteis safe for all users

« Material drop off area is located so that users are not endangered by site equipment or other
traffic.

« Site has adequate security measures in place to protect material from being tampered with
by anyone at the site or using the collection facility as agreed to during the site assessment.

« Site is equipped with signage provided by OES to advise users to wipe/remove confidential
information from their computers before drop-off (signage to include visible disclaimer).

Training
« Approved Collection Site personnel have or will have completed training provided by OES.

Documentation®

» General Liability Coverage (insurance) is in place for site operations and the provisions are
inclusive of Acceptable WEEE materials

» Site operator has written permission from the site owner (if different from the operator) to
collect WEEE at the site.

*All documentation must be received by OES within 30 days of receiving approval to operate as an
OES Collection Site

Declaration

Site operators will be required to confirm that each location which they would like to register as an
OES collection site meets all the above requirements

Following this, applicants will gain access to the remainder of the OES registration system.

Operators that are unable to meet the requirements are encouraged to complete the site pre-
registration when all requirements are in place.

Transportation between Collection Sites

Collector may transfer collected Acceptable WEEE between two locations controlied solely by it,
provided both locations must comply with all provisions of Section 2 of this Agreement and have
the prior acceptance by OES.

For more information contact: servicesi@ontarioelectronicstewardship.ca
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SCHEDULE “D”

Protection of Private and Personal Information
Collector agrees as follows:

(a) Collector shall display in prominent location(s) at its Approved Collection Site(s) such
notices or signage as OES may from time to time require and/or provide or make available to
persons or entities disposing of unwanted WEEE (“Owners”) such educational or other information
or materials as OES may from time to time provide to Collector, including in regard to (but not
limited to): (a) the importance of destroying any User Data contained on or within unwanted WEEE
and the risks or perils of neglecting secure data destruction; (b) references to sources of information
on methods of secure data destruction; and (c) the responsibility of Owners to ensure that any User
Data is removed or destroyed from their WEEE prior to collection by, or drop off to, Collector.

)] Collector, prior to accepting WEEE from Owners, may ask Owners if they have safely and
permanently destroyed any User Data on or within the WEEE. Collector may request that an Owner
sign an acknowledgement to such effect. Collector may refuse to accept any WEEE that an Owner
indicates has not been properly scrubbed of all User Data.

(c) Collector shall comply with all policies, rules and/or security standards issued by OES from
time to time in order to protect User Data on collected WEEE from unintended or unauthorized use
or disclosure. Without limiting the foregoing, any collected WEEE which may contain User Data
must be stored by Collector at an Approved Collection Site, in a secure location, indoors or suitably
sheltered from the elements, that is not accessible to the general public.

(d) Collector agrees that it shall not use, operate or remove any parts or items from, or
otherwise disassemble, collected WEEE.

(e Notwithstanding the foregoing, in the event that Collector does come into possession of any
User Data, Collector agrees that it: (i) shall treat as confidential any and all User Data it may
acquire; and (ii) shall not use, disclose or otherwise permit access to any such User Data for any
purpose whatsoever, except as required by law. The foregoing shall not prevent or prohibit Collector
from packaging and shipping collected WEEE as contemplated by this Agreement.

@ Collector shall at all times comply with all applicable laws and regulations, including,
without limitation, applicable laws regarding individual privacy and protection of personal
information.

(4] Collector shall be responsible for ensuring that its employees, contractors, agents and/or
volunteers are made aware of, properly trained in, and agree to abide by the procedures and
obligations set forth in this Section,

() Collector agrees to permit OES and its designated representatives and agents to monitor its
compliance with these provisions, including without limitation, to inspect Approved Collection Sites
at any time and from time to time.

6] If at any time Collector becomes aware of any breach or unauthorized access to, or

unauthorized use, disclosure or loss of, any User Data, Collector will promptly notify OES and
cooperate in all reasonable respects with OES to minimize the impact of the unauthorized access,
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use, disclosure or loss and any damage resulting therefrom and to assist in providing notification to
the proper parties as OES deems necessary or reasonably requests.

)] Collector’s obligations under this Section will survive the termination or expiry of this
Agreement, for whatever reason.
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SCHEDULE “E”

List of Collection Sites Covered Under this Agreement — As of August 24, 2015

e 15701 Highway 10 Melanchthon Ontario L3V 2E6
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Manassa Bavman- HApplication fo Pernc+

Denise Holmes

From: Chris Jones <chris_mplanningservices@rogers.com>
Sent: Monday, August 24, 2015 11:51 AM

To: Lynn Van Alstine

Cc: Denise Holmes

Subject: Re: Planning Comments Required

HI Lynn - I understand Mr. Martin wishes to place two new structures on the subject lands, which are located in
Lots 245/246, Concession 3, S.W.

The subject lands are primarily located in the General Agricultural (A1) Zone and I note there is also a small
area zoned Open Space Conservation (0S2), which I believe reflects the location of a stream or natural heritage
feature on the property. Buildings and structures are not permitted in the OS2 Zone.

The first proposed structure has a floor area of 133 ft2 and the intention is to use this for "shelter".

The second proposed structure has a floor area of 100 ft2 and the intention is to use this for a "storage shed".

With respect to the structure intended to be used for "shelter”, we note that Section 3.4 (c) does not permit an
accessory structure to be used for human habitation.

With respect to the structure intended to be used for a "storage shed", we note that Section 3.4 (a) permits any
accessory building provided it is used in conjunction with a use permitted by the zone on which the lands are
located. In this case if the structure is to be used for agricultural purposes this would be permitted.

We note that proposed structure would need to be compliant with setback and lot coverage requirements for the
A1l Zone. Based on the sketch provided, I do not see any compliance issues although I did not calculate existing
lot coverage, which is limited to 10% as per Section 3.4 (b).

If you have any questions please let me know.

CJ

*Municipal Planning Services Lid.

Office: 705-725-8133
Cell: 705-796-8771

UNF 6 - September 3, 2015


lvanalstine
Typewritten Text
UNF 6 - September 3, 2015



Denise Holmes

From: Chris Jones <chris_mplanningservices@rogers.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 25, 2015 2:19 PM

To: Denise Holmes

Subject: Universal Tire Proposal

Hi Denise - [ have had an opportunity to review the proposal by "Universal Tire" to establish a tire repair and
installation business for lands located at 643063, 270 Side Road, located in Lot 12, Concession 3 NE.

The subject lands are zoned General Agriculture (A1) and have a lot area of about 100 acres.

Based on my review of the aerial photo the site appears to be occupied by a dwelling, a detached workshop and
an aging barn. The nature and/or extent of agricultural use on the subject land is unknown,

The defintion of a home occupation as per Zoning By-law 12-1979 is:

"a use which is incidental or secondary to the residential use of a dwelling and is conducted entirely within
such a dwelling by an inhabitant thereof; such as a professional office, hairdresser, dressmaker, dentist, doctor,
chiropractor, physiotherapist or osteopath. Notwithstanding the above, a home occupation may occur in a
separate building in an agricultural zone, but all other aspects of this definition shall apply.”

It is also noted that Section 3.13 of the Zoning By-law provides a number of regulations for home occupations.

In short, a home occupation may be permitted in the Al Zone in a separate building, external to a dwelling unit,
subject to more specific regulations under Section 3.13.

Based on our review of the range of uses identified in the defintion of "Home Occupation", we do not
consider "tire repair and installation" to be in line with these uses, nor a natural extension of these uses.

We note that in 2013, the Township passed an On Farm Uses By-law (an amendment to ZB 12-79) and Section
4.6 b) i) permits "dry manufacturing, trades and repair services other than an automobile repair shop or
public garage”. (bolding added)

Notwithstanding other regulatory provisions of the OFU By-law, it appears the nature of the proposed use is not
permitted by this By-law, given that the OFU By-law excludes "vehicle repair" as a permissible use.

Based on my review of the By-law provisions, it is my opinion that the proposed use would require a zoning by-
law amendment in order to be permitted on the subject lands. Should the owner be inclined to apply for a ZBA
to permit the use, it is my suggestion that a pre-consultation meeting be arranged as a first step.

If you have any questions, let me know.

Regards,

CJ

UNF 7 - September 3, 2015


lvanalstine
Typewritten Text
UNF 7 - September 3, 2015


*Municipal Planning Services Lid.»

Office: 705-725-8133
Cell: 705-796-8771

Chris D. Jones BES, MCIP, RPP
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chris_mplanningservices@rogers.com
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Letter of Request for Approval of Business Operation at 643063 270 Sideroad, Melancthon
Ontario
“Universal Tire”

Property Owners: Nilton Silveira and Sandy Martins Date: April 28, 2015

Property Address: 643063 270 Side road
Con3NELOT 12
Melancthon Ontario,
L9V-2M6
Phone: (519) 925-3284

Attention: : Mayor: Darren White, Deputy Mayor: Janice Elliotf,
Councillors : Dave Besley, Wayne Hannon, & James C. Webster

Address: Township of Melancthon
157101 Highway 10
Melancthon Ontario

L9V-2E6

Dear Councillor's ,
We as owners at the indicated address above would like to request and have your approval to operate a
tire service shop in our community and be of benefit to our local residents and farmers, with the

existing storage building/shop we have on our property.

Our business/and offered service description would be: Universal Tire Shop (Tires & Diagnostics
Services.

Description of services to provide: tires, installation of tires, repair, patch, for farming machinery,
cars, trucks and all other vehicles, as well as us being licenced (which we are) to repair any
automotive electronic issues (Diagnostics) with respect to those vehicles.

We currently run a mobile service in Owen Sound, Orangeville, Melancthon and Dundalk, and we
would like to station, in Melancthon, (home based business) using the storage building/shop on
the property we own as indicated above, that has been our storage/shop for our own equipment in
which we use for our own personal machines and vehicles. We would like to extend our services and
expertise to the community and to be able to allow them to come to our home shop, at our property,
for these products & services as mentioned above.

The benefits of the request mentioned above would serve to reach out and assist with affordable market
pricing in products and services in relation to the above description, that would help to serve our
agricultural community as well as our local residences and the Township, and with respect to our
growing and neighbouring communities as well. This request would also help target and assist with our
communities needs and wants with in regards to affordable services & products with out having to
drive such distances to obtain. In addition and if approved, we are requesting to exhibit a sign on the
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property with the name of the business “UNIVERSAL TIRE?” for the visible eye. We would respect
and adhere to all by-laws, and ethical and moral business practices and regulations and comply with
the Ministry of the Environment and Township, as well as the Noise Emission Standards and
regulations of the Township of Melancthon, also with the permitted times of use according to the
Township's authorization. We would also keep the land clean of any debris, and not allow a “junk yard
-type of business” to incur. We value and respect our property and land and have always maintained a
clean and respectful appearance and continue to do so when we are in operation.

We request that you please consider the benefits of having such services and products available with in
the community as well as our neighbouring, in that it would be beneficial for all.

We hope that in reaching a decision that you can understand and also see what growth and benefit this
would be to our Township, as well as our local residents and our farming / agricultural communities.

We Thank you for taking the time to read this request and your consideration in a decision being made.

N

///%/@;

n$ilveira “Sandy Martins

Sincerely,

Dated this day of 28" of April 2015.
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MEMORANDUM

To: Mayar White and Members of Councii
Copy: Ms. Denise Holmes, CAQ

From: Chris D. Jones MCIP, RPP

Date: August 25, 2015

Re: Home Occupations and On-Farm Uses
PURPOSE OF MEMO

Provincial policy currently allows municipalities to establish a range of secondary or
accessory uses to farm operation.

The purpose of this memo is to review cumrent policies and regulations that appiy to
home based business and formalize a Township position with respect to the
interpretation of existing policies and regufations.

CURRENT POLICIES AND PROVISIONS ADDRESSING HOME BASED BUSINESS
Provincial Policy Statement (2014)

Section 1.1.5.2 of the Provincial Policy Statement permits “home occupations and
home industries” in rural areas of municipdiities. It is noted the PPS does not define a
home cccupation or a home indusiry.

Section 2.3.3 of the PPS permits "agricultural related uses” and "on-farm diversified uses”
in “prime agricuiturat areas”. The PPS provides the following definitions for these uses:

Agricuitural-related uses

Means those farm-related commercial and farm-related industrial uses that are
directly related to farm operations in the areq, support agricuiture, benetit from
being in close proximily to farm operations, and provide direct products and/for
services to farm operations as a primary activity.

On-farm diversified uses

Means uses that are secondary to the principal agriculturai use of the property,
and are limited in areqa. On-fam diversified uses include, but are not limited to,
home occupatfions, home industries, agri-fourism uses, and uses that produce
value-added agriculfural products. {emphasis added).

* Municipal Planning Senices Ltd. *
Chris D. Jones BES, MCIP, RPP
51 Churchill Drive, Unit 1

Barie, Ontario
(705)725-8133 ;
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New Official Plan

Section 3.9 of the new Official Plan for the Township of Melancthon establishes a

number of guiding policies for home occupations. These policies are summarized
below:

* Home occupations permitted in both rural and community areas;

Shall consist of small business operated from a residential or agricultural property;
Owned and operated by residents of the dweliing and limited number of employees;
Sufficient on-site parking;

Shall not cause significant adverse impacts on adjacent land uses;

Limited signage and character or residential or agricultural use should be evident:
Home occupation is only permitted within a dwelling in a Community designation;

= Permifted in either a dwelling or accessory building in Rural and Agricultural areas; and,
* Access to Provincial highways will be subject to Provincial requirements and approval.

* s & & 9

Section 5.2.1 {a} of the Official Plan, permits “agricultural-related uses” and “on-farm
diversified uses” on lands located in the Agricultural designation.

Section 5.2.2 {j) is a development policy for the Agricultural designation that permits
home occupations in the agricultural area in accordance with the policies of Section
3.9.

Section 5.2.2 (k] is a development policy that permits "agricultural-related uses” in the
Agricultural designation.

Section 5.2.2 {m) is a development policy that permits "on-farm diversified uses” in the
Agricultural designation.

The Township's Official Plan also provides a series of more specific development policies
for “*On-Farm Business Uses” in Section 5.2.3. These policies are summarized below:

* That such uses shall be dry industrial or commercial uses which are secondary to the
prmary agricultural use and shall be compatible with surrounding uses;

* That such uses generally require more floor area than home cccupation;

= The implementing zoning by-low will regulote such uses in the manner described by the
policy;

* That such uses may be subject to site plan control and regulated hours of operation;
and,

* Lot credtion for such uses shall not be pemitted.

* Municipal Planning Services ¢
Chris D. Jones BES, MCIP, RPP
51 Churchill Drive
Barrie, Ontarle
(705} 725-8133



Comprehensive Ioning By-iaw 12-79

There are two provisions in the Township's Zoning By-law that address accessory, home
based businesses in agricultural areas. Firstly, Section 3.13 permits and reguiates home
occupations. A home occupation is defined in the By-law in the following manner:

"a use which is incidental or secondary to the residential use of a dwelling and is
conducted entirely within such a dwelling by an inhabitant thereof, such as a
professional  office, hairdresser, dressmaker, dentist, doctor, chiropractor,
physiotherapist or osteopath. Notwithstanding the above, a home occupation
may occurin a separate building in an agricuttural zone, but alf other aspects of
this definition shalf apply.”

Secondly, Section 4.6 of the Zoning By-law permits “on-farm business uses”. The term
“on-farm business use” is not defined, but Section 4.6 [b) establishes that such uses shatt
be “secondary uses to agriculture”. It is noted that the phrase “secondary uses to
agriculture” is defined in Section 4.6 (a) as:

“Uses accessary to agriculture that support, promote or sustain agricultural
operations and production™.

PLANNING OPINION ON THE INTENT OF EXISTING POLICY AND REGULATIONS

The policies of the current Official Plan establish three permissable types of secondary
uses to farming, they are:

1. Agricuitural-related uses;

2. On-farm diversified uses; and,

3. Home occupation.
In my opinion the simplest way to describe the distinction between these uses is that an
agriculiural-related use needs to bear a direct relationship to agricuiture, whereas an
on-farm diversified does not.
A home occupation, as defined in the PPS is a type of on-farm diversified use, but |
believe the primary purpose of a home occupation is fo establish a more subordinate
type of use that is small in scale and limited in infensity, when compared with

agricultural-related uses or on farm diversified uses.

The existing definition for @ home occupation in the Township's Zoning By-faw, in my
opinion, establishes a general permission for professional offices and persondl/medical

* Municipal Planning Services +
Chris D. Jones BES, MCIP, RPP
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Barrie, Ontario
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services in conjunction with g residential use. In my opinion, there is nothing in this
definition that describes or permifs home occupations to be industrial in nature.

In my opinion, the current on-farm business uses by-law, provides for a broader range of
industrial and commercial permissions in conjunction with a farm operation. In doing so,
the on-farm business uses by-law addresses an apparent fimitation in the current
definition of a home occupation. However, it is noted that the on-farm business uses by-
law was approved in 2012, prior to the current PPS and Official Plan, and therefore the
range of uses permitted by this By-law appear to capture both "agriculturalrelated
uses" and “on-farm diversified uses” as defined by the PPS.

THE ISSUE

This summer the Township has been requested to provide comments on two proposais
for home occupations. In one case the proposal involved the manufacture of farm
machinery, while the other proposal involved tire repair and installation. In both cases,
the proponents reasonably felt that their proposal complied with the regulations for a
home occupation. However in my opinion, given that both proposals were industrial in
nature, they were more readily aligned with the Township’s zoning regulations for on-
farm business uses than they were with the definition of a home occupation.

Definitions form part of by-laws in an effort to contribute to the understanding of the
intent and meaning of the by-law. | do not believe definitions should be applied in a
manner that would avoid other obligations, responsibifities or restrictions imposed by the
by-law.

In my opinion the Township's Zoning By-law has been structured to permit uses that
involve manufacturing and processing in agricultural areas, subject to compliance with
the provisions regulating on-farm business uses. If a manufacturing use were to be
permifted on a farm under the auspices of a home occupation, | believe it would
undermine the infent and purpose of the by-law intended to regulate on-farm business
uses.

I believe this issue could be addressed or clarified at the time of g zoning by-law
update by creating a new definition for “home occupation” that permits industrial uses
that may or may not be related to agri-buisness, and also establishes limitations on the
size and scale of such uses when they are located in a detached accessory building.

RECOMMENDED RESOLUTION

If Council is in agreement with the opinions articulated in this report the following
resolution is recommended for clarity going forward with the interpretation of the
Township's Zoning By-law:

* Mundcipal Planning sServices «
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1. That Council is of the view that uses of an industrial nature are not permissible
under the cumrent zoning definition of home industry;

2. That proposals in the Agricultural {A1) Zone which involve uses that are aligned
with or are the same as uses listed in Section 4.6 {b} of the Zoning By-law, shall be
subject to the regulations of Section 4.6 c) to v} of the Zoning By-law; and,

3. That the future update to the Zoning By-law shall re-visit the current definition of

home industry fo consider the establishment of use permissions and regulations
for commercial and industrial businesses in accessory buildings.

Respectfully Submitted,

Chris Jones MCIP, RPP

* Municipal Plamning Services «
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