
The Corporation of the Township of Seguin

Addendum

Council Meeting Monday, July 6th, 2026
in the Township of Seguin Council Chambers

and Electronic Participation

04. Presentation to Paige West:
 Removal of the presentation as Paige West was unable to attend

the meeting.

11. Correspondence:
 Addition of the following correspondence:

 McArthur re Rosseau Springs - Councillor Letter Adams.
 McArthur re Rosseau Springs - Councillor Letter Buszynski.
 McArthur re Rosseau Springs - Councillor Letter Collins.
 McArthur re Rosseau Springs - Councillor Letter Getty.
 Gaskey re Rosseau Springs.
 Lake Joseph North Association re Rosseau Springs.
 Berinda Post & Marcus Lecuyer re Rosseau Springs.
 Richard Kun re Rosseau Springs.
 Bartosiewicz re Rosseau Springs.
 Fifield re Rosseau Springs.
 Carlan re Rosseau Springs.
 Michael Robinette re Rosseau Springs.
 Dennis Wellman re Rosseau Springs.
 Davidson re Rosseau Springs.
 Wendy & John Carlan re Rosseau Springs.
 Yakobson re Rosseau Springs.
 Daniels re Rosseau Springs.
 Graves re Rosseau Springs.
 Martyniuk re Rosseau Springs.
 Martyniuk re Rosseau Springs 2.
 Three Lakes Ratepayers Association re Rosseau Springs.
 Lawruk re Rosseau Springs.
 Jamie Steele re Rosseau Springs.



 Colling re Rosseau Springs.
 Luke Steele re Rosseau Springs.
 Sam Steele re Rosseau Springs.
 LeDrew re Rosseau Springs.
 Snyder re Rosseau Springs.
 Kirstyn Steele re Rosseau Springs.
 Carpenter re Rosseau Springs.
 Bissonette re Rosseau Springs.
 Helmkay re Rosseau Springs.
 Williams re Rosseau Springs.
 Smears re Rosseau Springs.
 Robinette re Rosseau Springs.
 Harsfai re Rosseau Springs.
 Goddard re Rosseau Springs.
 Engle re Rosseau Springs.
 Simmonds re Rosseau Springs.
 VanDuzen re Rosseau Springs.
 Den Tandt re Rosseau Springs.









Berinda Post and Marcus Lecuyer

26 Birch Boulevard, Seguin, ON P0C1J0

Berinda_post@hotmail.com Marcus.lecuyer.sn@gmail.com

416-997-0084

July 2, 2026

Mayor Ann MacDiarmid and Members of Council Township of Seguin 5 Humphrey
Drive Seguin, ON P2A 2W8

Subject: Strong Opposition to Rosseau Springs 49-Lot Subdivision – Request Denial at
July 6, 2026 Meeting

Dear Mayor MacDiarmid and Councillors Adams, Buszynski, Getty, Fellner, Collins, and
Finnson:

I am writing as a resident of Seguin Township, a concerned property owner on/near Lake
Rosseau, and a member of the Lake Rosseau North Association (LRNA). I strongly oppose
the proposed Rosseau Springs 49-lot subdivision and urge Council to deny the OƯicial Plan
Amendment, Zoning By-law Amendment, and Draft Plan of Subdivision at the July 6, 2026
meeting.

This large-scale development is located outside designated settlement areas in a
Rural/Resource designation. It directly conflicts with the current Seguin Township OƯicial
Plan and Provincial Planning Statement (PPS) policies that direct growth to settlement
areas to promote eƯicient servicing, protect natural heritage, and prevent sprawl. StaƯ
correctly recommended denial on these grounds. Approving it would set a dangerous
precedent that undermines the integrity of the OƯicial Plan.

Key Reasons for Opposition:

1. Non-Compliance with OƯicial Plan and Provincial Policy: The proposal bypasses
settlement area policies designed to concentrate development where infrastructure
can be provided eƯiciently. Rural subdivisions on private wells and septics increase
long-term risks and costs.

2. Environmental and Shoreline Risks: The site includes sensitive forested areas and
proximity to Lake Rosseau. Even with proposed modifications (e.g., septic setbacks
of 300 metres), cumulative nutrient loading, groundwater contamination, forest
fragmentation, and impacts on water quality, fish habitat, and wildlife corridors
remain serious concerns. Lake Rosseau’s pristine character must be protected for
current and future generations.

3. Inadequate Justification for Exceptions:

o Precedent and Appeal Risks (Councillor Buszynski): Past approvals do not
bind future decisions. Each application must stand on its own merits.
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Defending the OƯicial Plan at the Ontario Land Tribunal (OLT) upholds sound
planning and avoids greater long-term taxpayer costs from unplanned
infrastructure and environmental liabilities.

o Economic Benefits (Councillor Getty): Short-term construction jobs do not
outweigh permanent losses to tourism, property values, and ecosystem
services. Compliant development in settlement areas better supports local
trades.

o Housing Need (Councillor Adams): Housing shortages should be addressed
through intensification and settlement boundary reviews, not ad-hoc rural
subdivisions that contradict provincial growth management policies.
Shoreline lot removals are insuƯicient mitigation.

o Deferral and Minor Modifications (Councillor Collins and others):
Incremental changes do not resolve fundamental non-compliance. Further
negotiation risks “death by amendments” without full public consultation or
independent review.

4. Broader Community Impacts: Increased traƯic on local roads, strain on
emergency services, and erosion of the rural character that defines our area.

I respectfully request that Council:

 Deny the applications in their current form.

 Direct staƯ to uphold the OƯicial Plan and explore appropriate housing solutions
within settlement areas.

 Ensure full transparency and public consultation on any future modifications.

The LRNA and many residents stand ready to engage constructively on responsible
planning. Thank you for your service and for prioritizing the long-term public interest of
Seguin Township. I look forward to your leadership in protecting Lake Rosseau and our
natural heritage.

Sincerely,

Berinda Post & Marcus Lecuyer

26 Birch Boulevard, Seguin, ON P0C1J0

Berinda_post@hotmail.com

Marcus.lecuyer.sn@gmail.com
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Councillors: Please deny application in full (as per Seguin planning staff). 
11-12 lots are now proposed on top of watercourses, on steep valley slopes/erosion hazards, and within Significant Wildlife Habitat - which does not conform with PPS/OP. Those lots need to be removed from any plan.
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zack.carlan
Text Box
Development needs to be located outside of the Erosion Hazard Limit not within it. New plan proposes lots within it - not appropriate.



zack.carlan
Text Box
Development needs to be located outside of Significant Wildlife Habitat. New plan proposes lots/development area within it, contrary to Rosseau Springs' own EIS 
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Text Box
Clearly a confined valley system (erosion hazard) shown by assessing topography and features.

zack.carlan
Text Box
Development is prohibited to cause negative impacts within watercourses - Seguin OP 2.1.2. 







Support for the Rosseau Springs Development Proposal 
Dear Mayor and Members of Seguin Township Council, 

I am writing to express my strong support for the proposed Rosseau Springs residential 
development in Seguin Township. 

As a full-time resident of Seguin Township, I believe responsible growth is essential to the 
future of our community. A thoughtfully planned subdivision of 49 homes represents an 
opportunity to strengthen our local economy while providing much-needed housing in a 
responsible and environmentally conscious manner. 

The Rosseau Springs proposal would create meaningful employment for local contractors, 
tradespeople, suppliers, engineers, and countless supporting businesses throughout the 
construction process. The economic benefits would extend well beyond the initial build, 
generating long-term property tax revenue while supporting local businesses and creating 
opportunities for future generations. 

At a time when Ontario continues to face a housing shortage, it is difficult to understand 
why well-planned developments continue to face unnecessary obstacles. We cannot expect 
our communities to grow, attract families, or retain young people if responsible housing 
developments are continually delayed or denied. 

From my understanding, the Rosseau Springs proposal has placed a strong emphasis on 
environmental stewardship. Responsible water management, protection of natural features, 
and environmentally conscious planning demonstrate that growth and environmental 
responsibility are not mutually exclusive. It is entirely possible to protect the natural beauty 
of Seguin Township while also allowing responsible development that benefits the entire 
community. 

I also note that Seguin Township has approved other residential developments, including 
environmentally focused projects such as The Nest. If one environmentally responsible 
subdivision can receive approval, then another proposal meeting similar planning and 
environmental standards deserves the same fair and impartial consideration. Every 
applicant should be evaluated using consistent, transparent criteria—not subjected to 
different standards depending on who supports or opposes the project. 

I also want to express my strong concern regarding the influence that organized cottage 
associations appear to have over planning decisions within our township. Seasonal property 
owners are an important part of our community and their opinions deserve to be heard. 
However, I do not believe individuals who spend only a few weeks each year here should 
have a louder voice than the full-time residents who live, work, pay taxes, raise families, 
volunteer, and invest in this community every single day. 



The future of Seguin Township should be shaped primarily by the people who call it home 
year-round—not by organizations whose primary objective is preserving the status quo 
regardless of the broader needs of our township. Full-time residents deserve to know that 
decisions affecting housing, employment, and economic development are being made in the 
best interests of the permanent community. 

Responsible growth is not something to fear—it is something to embrace when it is done 
properly. Rosseau Springs represents an investment in Seguin Township's future. It would 
provide new homes, create jobs, expand the municipal tax base, and demonstrate that 
economic development and environmental responsibility can successfully coexist. 

I respectfully ask Council to give the Rosseau Springs proposal a fair, objective, and 
transparent review based on its planning merits and its benefits to the township as a whole. 
I believe the majority of year-round residents want to see our community grow responsibly, 
create opportunities for future generations, and remain a welcoming place for families and 
businesses alike. 

Thank you for your time, your service to our community, and your consideration of this 
important proposal. 

Respectfully, 
 
Travis Colling 
Full-time Resident 
Seguin Township, Ontario 

























William Gaskey & Amanda Gaskey 

36 Oakfield Drive 

Rosseau Ontario 

P0C 1J0 

gaskeybill@gmail.com & amandagaskey@gmail.com 

(416) 818-4844 & (647) 923-2238 

July 2nd, 2026 

Mayor Ann MacDiarmid and Members of Council Township of Seguin 5 Humphrey 
Drive Seguin, ON P2A 2W8 

Subject: Strong Opposition to Rosseau Springs 49-Lot Subdivision  – Request Denial at 
July 6, 2026 Meeting 

Dear Mayor MacDiarmid and Councillors Adams, Buszynski, Getty, Fellner, Collins, and 
Finnson: 

I am writing as a resident of Seguin Township, a concerned property owner on/near Lake 
Rosseau, and a member of the Lake Rosseau North Association (LRNA). I strongly oppose 
the proposed Rosseau Springs 49-lot subdivision and urge Council to deny the Official Plan 
Amendment, Zoning By-law Amendment, and Draft Plan of Subdivision at the July 6, 2026 
meeting. 

This large-scale development is located outside designated settlement areas in a 
Rural/Resource designation. It directly conflicts with the current Seguin Township Official 
Plan and Provincial Planning Statement (PPS) policies that direct growth to settlement 
areas to promote efficient servicing, protect natural heritage, and prevent sprawl. Staff 
correctly recommended denial on these grounds. Approving it would set a dangerous 
precedent that undermines the integrity of the Official Plan. 

Key Reasons for Opposition: 

1. Non-Compliance with Official Plan and Provincial Policy: The proposal bypasses 
settlement area policies designed to concentrate development where infrastructure 
can be provided efficiently. Rural subdivisions on private wells and septics increase 
long-term risks and costs. 

2. Environmental and Shoreline Risks: The site includes sensitive forested areas and 
proximity to Lake Rosseau. Even with proposed modifications (e.g., septic setbacks 

mailto:gaskeybill@gmail.com
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of 300 metres), cumulative nutrient loading, groundwater contamination, forest 
fragmentation, and impacts on water quality, fish habitat, and wildlife corridors 
remain serious concerns. Lake Rosseau’s pristine character must be protected for 
current and future generations. 

3. Inadequate Justification for Exceptions: 

o Precedent and Appeal Risks (Councillor Buszynski): Past approvals do not 
bind future decisions. Each application must stand on its own merits. 
Defending the Official Plan at the Ontario Land Tribunal (OLT) upholds sound 
planning and avoids greater long-term taxpayer costs from unplanned 
infrastructure and environmental liabilities. 

o Economic Benefits (Councillor Getty): Short-term construction jobs do not 
outweigh permanent losses to tourism, property values, and ecosystem 
services. Compliant development in settlement areas better supports local 
trades. 

o Housing Need (Councillor Adams): Housing shortages should be addressed 
through intensification and settlement boundary reviews, not ad-hoc rural 
subdivisions that contradict provincial growth management policies. 
Shoreline lot removals are insufficient mitigation. 

o Deferral and Minor Modifications (Councillor Collins and others): 
Incremental changes do not resolve fundamental non-compliance. Further 
negotiation risks “death by amendments” without full public consultation or 
independent review. 

4. Broader Community Impacts: Increased traffic on local roads, strain on 
emergency services, and erosion of the rural character that defines our area. 

I respectfully request that Council: 

• Deny the applications in their current form. 

• Direct staff to uphold the Official Plan and explore appropriate housing solutions 
within settlement areas. 

• Ensure full transparency and public consultation on any future modifications.  

The LRNA and many residents stand ready to engage constructively on responsible 
planning. Thank you for your service and for prioritizing the long-term public interest of 
Seguin Township. I look forward to your leadership in protecting Lake Rosseau and our 
natural heritage. 



Sincerely, 

William & Amanda Gaskey 

36 Oakfield Drive 

Rosseu, Ontario 

P0C 1J0 

gaskeybill@gmail.com 

(416) 818-4844 
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Mayor Ann MacDiarmid Council Members 

Township of Seguin 

July 6, 2026 

Re: Rosseau Springs, OPA-2025-0003-H, R-2025-0013-H, CON-2025-0001-H 

Dear Mayor MacDiarmid and Members of Council, 

I am writing to urge Council to vote no on the Rosseau Springs development at today’s meeting. This is 
the last opportunity to do so. After this vote, the community has no further recourse. 

Your own planning staff have recommended denial twice. In both Report PL-2026-057 and the July 6 
update PL-2026-075, Jamie Robinson and the team at MHBC Planning reached the same conclusion: this 
development is not consistent with the Provincial Planning Statement, does not conform to the 
Township Official Plan, and is not good land use planning. Those are three separate grounds for denial, 
all documented in writing, all signed off by the Director of Planning and the CAO. 

The applicant dropped two lots and agreed to a 300-metre septic setback. That is not a compromise. It 
does not change the fundamental legal problem. Staff said so directly in the July 6 report. The core issue 
is where this development sits, not how many lots it contains. 

The public who came out to the September 15, 2025 statutory public meeting were overwhelmingly 
against it. They talked about what has happened in Minett and Gravenhurst. They talked about why they 
chose to live here. That public record belongs to this Council. 

I want to be clear: I support what the Ford government set out to do with its housing legislation, when 
those pathways are used for their original intention. Bills 109, 23 and 185 were introduced to address a 
real crisis. Premier Ford said the goal was to ensure “all hardworking Ontarians and their families are 
able to find the home they need and want.” Minister Clark said the housing supply shortage “affects all 
Ontarians, including rural, urban and suburban, north and south, young and old.” The government 
created a defined legal category in Bill 23 called “attainable residential units” and built the entire policy 
framework around getting affordable homes built faster. Bills 23 and 185 went further, removing the 
right of community members and ratepayer groups to appeal planning decisions to the Ontario Land 
Tribunal. That was a significant trade-off, accepted because the stated goal was a housing supply 
emergency. 

Rosseau Springs is not that. It is a 47-lot premium recreational subdivision near Lake Rosseau, in a 
market where comparable properties are listed at over $2 million. It has no affordable units. It proposes 
no attainable housing. It would not put a single home within reach of the worker, the young family, or 
the senior the government’s legislation was designed to help. The planning protections that once 
allowed this community to appeal a bad decision were removed for the right reasons. They are now 
being used to push through exactly the wrong kind of project. 

Council is the last line of defence. That is not a figure of speech today. It is a legal fact. Under Bill 185, 
the community’s right to appeal to the Ontario Land Tribunal has been eliminated for applications like 
this one. If Council approves this development, the residents who drove to that September meeting, 



Letter to Mayor MacDiarmid re Rosseau Springs 

Page 2 of 2 

who wrote letters, who showed up again and again, will have no further avenue. Their voice ends with 
this vote. 

Some members of this Council will not be seeking re-election. But a vote on a question this clear, this 
well-documented, and this consequential does not disappear when a term ends. It remains on the public 
record. Future residents will inherit the landscape that this vote shapes. 

To my council members who are voting, yes, or on the fence…Vote no. Represent the people who sent 
you there. Let the staff recommendation stand. 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

Gus Harsfai 

Seguin Township Ratepayer 
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June 26, 2026 
 
By email to:  The Corporation of the Township of Seguin 
 
Attention: Mr. Craig Jeffery, Clerk 
                    Mayor Ann MacDiarmid 
  Seguin Township Council Members 
 
RE:  Rosseau Springs Proposed Draft Plan of Subdivision, Official Plan Amendment and 
Zoning By-law Amendment 
 
Dear Mayor and Members of Council, 
 
On behalf of the Lake Joseph North Association (LJNA), we are writing to express our 
opposition to the proposed planning exemptions for the Rosseau Springs development. 
 
LJNA's mandate is to protect the environmental integrity, natural beauty, and water quality 
of the North Lake Joseph and Portage Lake and surrounding lands. For decades, our 
organization has advocated for responsible land-use planning that balances new 
development with the preservation of the natural environment that makes Seguin 
Township a unique and valued place. 
 
We have reviewed the staff report, supporting documents from the developer and the 
significant number of letters from the public.  We urge Council to support the conclusion of 
planning staff. The project is not aligned with provincial nor with Seguin policy and will set 
a precedent for other Rural zoned proposals in Seguin. 
 
The Proposal is Precedent Setting  
LJNA is very concerned about the precedent that approval of this application would 
establish. The requested Official Plan and Zoning By-law amendments are not minor 
adjustments to existing policy; they would permit a substantial residential subdivision on 
lands that have historically been protected from this form of development. If Council 
approves this proposal, future applicants may reasonably point to Rosseau Springs as 
justification for similar requests. Over time, such incremental exceptions can erode the 
effectiveness of the Official Plan and weaken the municipality's ability to direct growth to 
appropriate locations. Granting an exception in this case risks creating a precedent that 
could fundamentally alter the character of rural areas throughout Seguin Township. 
 
Upholding Planning Staff Recommendations  
We note that Seguin Township's professional planning staff recommended against 
approving the proposed plan of subdivision. It is not within, nor adjacent to a settlement 
area and does not conform to the intent of the Official Plan.  Their recommendation 
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deserves significant weight. Planning policies exist to provide consistency, predictability, 
and long-term protection of community and environmental interests. Existing planning 
policies direct residential growth toward settlement areas where infrastructure, services, 
and community development objectives can be more effectively supported. We urge 
Council to continue to uphold the planning principles and environmental protections that 
have guided growth for decades. 
 
The Proposal Does Not Provide Affordable Housing  
The applicant has suggested that the project addresses housing needs within the 
Township. While such development may have a market, it cannot be characterized as a 
meaningful response to the need for affordable housing.   
 
The proponents own report suggests that there are ample approved areas within Seguin to 
satisfy the 20 year demand for new housing. 
 
While economic activity is important, this proposal is out of character with other rural 
development in the area and does not provide affordable housing options. 
 
Environmental Considerations 
While the applicant has undertaken numerous studies and has presented the proposal as 
environmentally responsible, LJNA remains concerned that the proponent’s intentions are 
not fully documented and enforceable in the proposed bylaw.  We urge Council to ensure 
the long-term protection of the natural environment by instituting enforceable controls on 
new construction of this nature such as guidelines for sediment control, tree cutting, 
blasting and fill. 
 
Conclusion  
LJNA respectfully submits that this proposal represents an inappropriate expansion of 
residential development into rural areas outside the settlement area. The requested 
amendments conflict with the intent of existing planning policies and threaten the 
environmental values that residents and visitors have worked diligently to protect for 
generations. 
 
We therefore urge Council to uphold the recommendations of its Planning Department and 
reject the proposed Official Plan Amendment, Zoning By-law Amendment, and Draft Plan 
of Subdivision. 
 
Sincerely,  

 

 

On behalf of Lake Joseph North Association 
Nancy Cohen  
President 















Subject: Approval of Rosseau Springs Against Staff Advice Would Undermine Public 

Trust 

Dear Councillor Ken Adams, 

I am writing to express my profound disappointment and concern regarding indications that you 

intend to support the Rosseau Springs subdivision application, despite the Township planning 

staff's recommendation to deny it and the significant opposition expressed by residents 

throughout the review process. 

Councillor Adams,  
People should be questioning your motives should you decide to vote for this development 
and against: 

• Township staff reports and recommendations 
• The Mayor 
• The Councillor representing the Township area impacted 
• The tax paying residents who live in the impacted Ward 

We highly doubt you would be so eager to vote against your own constituents if this 
development proposal was in your Ward!! 

What is your true motive? It certainly cannot be accepting the developer pitch of creating more 

affordable housing for local residents nor the idea that more contractors will have work. This 

land proposal is not affordable, and contractors are in such demand already that the waiting time 

to have then take on new work is already more than 12 months! 

This decision has become a test of whether Council respects the planning process it is entrusted 

to oversee. 

Township staff, responsible for evaluating applications based on established planning policies, 

technical evidence, and the public interest, have concluded that this application should not be 

approved. Residents have invested considerable time and effort reviewing the proposal, attending 

meetings, submitting comments, and voicing legitimate concerns. Yet it now appears that both 

professional advice and community input may be disregarded. 

If Council chooses to approve this development contrary to the recommendation of its own 

planning experts, residents deserve to know why. What evidence has emerged that invalidates 

the concerns identified by staff? What planning justification exists that outweighs the 

professional recommendation for refusal? What has changed other than political support for the 

project? 

Council members are elected to represent the public, not to simply facilitate development. While 

growth has a place in Seguin Township, it must occur in a manner that respects planning 

policies, protects the character of our communities, and maintains public confidence in local 

government. Approving a controversial development despite a staff recommendation for denial 

sends a troubling message that the planning process can be overridden when it becomes 

inconvenient. 



Many residents are increasingly concerned that the outcome of this application appears 

predetermined, regardless of the evidence presented. Whether or not that perception is accurate, a 

vote to approve Rosseau Springs against staff advice will only deepen that concern and further 

erode public trust in Council's decision-making process. 

The Rosseau community is not opposed to responsible development. It is opposed to 

development that fails to meet the standards established by planning policy and that proceeds 

despite unresolved concerns raised by both professionals and the public. Residents have every 

right to expect that their elected representatives will give meaningful consideration to those 

concerns. 

Your vote on this matter will have consequences that extend far beyond a single development 

application. It will shape public confidence in the integrity of the Township's planning process 

and in the willingness of Council to listen to the community it serves. 

. 

I urge you to reconsider your position and support the Township staff's recommendation to deny 

this application. At a minimum, if you choose to vote in favour, I ask that you publicly explain in 

detail the planning basis for your decision and why the concerns raised by staff and residents 

should be set aside. 

The people of Seguin deserve nothing less. 

Sincerely, 

Ron & Annette McArthur 
Little Morgan Bay Rd 
Rosseau, ON 
 



Subject: Approval of Rosseau Springs Against Staff Advice Would Undermine Public 

Trust 

Dear Councillor Mario Buszynski, 

I am writing to express my profound disappointment and concern regarding indications that you 

intend to support the Rosseau Springs subdivision application, despite the Township planning 

staff's recommendation to deny it and the significant opposition expressed by residents 

throughout the review process. 

This decision has become a test of whether Council respects the planning process it is entrusted 

to oversee. 

Township staff, responsible for evaluating applications based on established planning policies, 

technical evidence, and the public interest, have concluded that this application should not be 

approved. Residents have invested considerable time and effort reviewing the proposal, attending 

meetings, submitting comments, and voicing legitimate concerns. Yet it now appears that both 

professional advice and community input may be disregarded. 

If Council chooses to approve this development contrary to the recommendation of its own 

planning experts, residents deserve to know why. What evidence has emerged that invalidates 

the concerns identified by staff? What planning justification exists that outweighs the 

professional recommendation for refusal? What has changed other than political support for the 

project? 

Council members are elected to represent the public, not to simply facilitate development. While 

growth has a place in Seguin Township, it must occur in a manner that respects planning 

policies, protects the character of our communities, and maintains public confidence in local 

government. Approving a controversial development despite a staff recommendation for denial 

sends a troubling message that the planning process can be overridden when it becomes 

inconvenient. 

Many residents are increasingly concerned that the outcome of this application appears 

predetermined, regardless of the evidence presented. Whether or not that perception is accurate, a 

vote to approve Rosseau Springs against staff advice will only deepen that concern and further 

erode public trust in Council's decision-making process. 

The Rosseau community is not opposed to responsible development. It is opposed to 

development that fails to meet the standards established by planning policy and that proceeds 

despite unresolved concerns raised by both professionals and the public. Residents have every 

right to expect that their elected representatives will give meaningful consideration to those 

concerns. 

Your vote on this matter will have consequences that extend far beyond a single development 

application. It will shape public confidence in the integrity of the Township's planning process 

and in the willingness of Council to listen to the community it serves. 



Councillor Buszynski,  
People should be questioning your motives should you decide to vote for this development 
and against: 

• Township staff reports and recommendations 
• The Mayor 
• The Councillor representing the Township Ward impacted 
• The tax paying residents who live in the impacted Ward 

We highly doubt you would be so eager to vote against your own constituents if this 
development proposal was in your Ward!! 

What is your true motive? It certainly cannot be accepting the developer pitch of creating more 

affordable housing for local residents nor the idea that more contractors will have work. This 

land proposal is not affordable, and contractors are in such demand already that the waiting time 

to have then take on new work is already more than 12 months! 

I urge you to reconsider your position and support the Township staff's recommendation to deny 

this application. At a minimum, if you choose to vote in favour, I ask that you publicly explain in 

detail the planning basis for your decision and why the concerns raised by staff and residents 

should be set aside. 

The people of Seguin deserve nothing less. 

Sincerely, 

Ron & Annette McArthur 
Little Morgan Bay Rd 
Rosseau, ON 
 



Subject: Approval of Rosseau Springs Against Staff Advice Would Undermine Public 

Trust 

Dear Councillor Ted Collins, 

I am writing to express my profound disappointment and concern regarding indications that you 

intend to support the Rosseau Springs subdivision application, despite the Township planning 

staff's recommendation to deny it and the significant opposition expressed by residents 

throughout the review process. 

This decision has become a test of whether Council respects the planning process it is entrusted 

to oversee. 

Councillor Collins,  
In light of your recently documented unprofessional actions, people should be questioning 
your motives should you decide to vote for this development and against: 

• Township staff reports and recommendations 
• The Mayor 
• The Councillor representing the Township Ward impacted 
• The tax paying residents who live in the impacted Ward 

We highly doubt you would be so eager to vote against your own constituents if this 
development proposal was in your Ward!! 

What is your true motive? It certainly cannot be accepting the developer pitch of creating more 

affordable housing for local residents nor the idea that more contractors will have work. This 

land proposal is not affordable, and contractors are in such demand already that the waiting time 

to have then take on new work is already more than 12 months! 

Township staff, responsible for evaluating applications based on established planning policies, 

technical evidence, and the public interest, have concluded that this application should not be 

approved. Residents have invested considerable time and effort reviewing the proposal, attending 

meetings, submitting comments, and voicing legitimate concerns. Yet it now appears that both 

professional advice and community input may be disregarded. 

If Council chooses to approve this development contrary to the recommendation of its own 

planning experts, residents deserve to know why. What evidence has emerged that invalidates 

the concerns identified by staff? What planning justification exists that outweighs the 

professional recommendation for refusal? What has changed other than political support for the 

project? 

Council members are elected to represent the public, not to simply facilitate development. While 

growth has a place in Seguin Township, it must occur in a manner that respects planning 

policies, protects the character of our communities, and maintains public confidence in local 

government. Approving a controversial development despite a staff recommendation for denial 

sends a troubling message that the planning process can be overridden when it becomes 

inconvenient. 



Many residents are increasingly concerned that the outcome of this application appears 

predetermined, regardless of the evidence presented. Whether or not that perception is accurate, a 

vote to approve Rosseau Springs against staff advice will only deepen that concern and further 

erode public trust in Council's decision-making process. 

The Rosseau community is not opposed to responsible development. It is opposed to 

development that fails to meet the standards established by planning policy and that proceeds 

despite unresolved concerns raised by both professionals and the public. Residents have every 

right to expect that their elected representatives will give meaningful consideration to those 

concerns. 

Your vote on this matter will have consequences that extend far beyond a single development 

application. It will shape public confidence in the integrity of the Township's planning process 

and in the willingness of Council to listen to the community it serves. 

I urge you to reconsider your position and support the Township staff's recommendation to deny 

this application. At a minimum, if you choose to vote in favour, I ask that you publicly explain in 

detail the planning basis for your decision and why the concerns raised by staff and residents 

should be set aside. 

The people of Seguin deserve nothing less. 

Sincerely, 

Ron & Annette McArthur 
Little Morgan Bay Rd 
Rosseau, ON 
 



Subject: Approval of Rosseau Springs Against Staff Advice Would Undermine Public 

Trust 

Dear Councillor Greg Getty, 

I am writing to express my profound disappointment and concern regarding indications that you 

intend to support the Rosseau Springs subdivision application, despite the Township planning 

staff's recommendation to deny it and the significant opposition expressed by residents 

throughout the review process. 

This decision has become a test of whether Council respects the planning process it is entrusted 

to oversee. 

Township staff, responsible for evaluating applications based on established planning policies, 

technical evidence, and the public interest, have concluded that this application should not be 

approved. Residents have invested considerable time and effort reviewing the proposal, attending 

meetings, submitting comments, and voicing legitimate concerns. Yet it now appears that both 

professional advice and community input may be disregarded. 

If Council chooses to approve this development contrary to the recommendation of its own 

planning experts, residents deserve to know why. What evidence has emerged that invalidates 

the concerns identified by staff? What planning justification exists that outweighs the 

professional recommendation for refusal? What has changed other than political support for the 

project? 

Council members are elected to represent the public, not to simply facilitate development. While 

growth has a place in Seguin Township, it must occur in a manner that respects planning 

policies, protects the character of our communities, and maintains public confidence in local 

government. Approving a controversial development despite a staff recommendation for denial 

sends a troubling message that the planning process can be overridden when it becomes 

inconvenient. 

Many residents are increasingly concerned that the outcome of this application appears 

predetermined, regardless of the evidence presented. Whether or not that perception is accurate, a 

vote to approve Rosseau Springs against staff advice will only deepen that concern and further 

erode public trust in Council's decision-making process. 

The Rosseau community is not opposed to responsible development. It is opposed to 

development that fails to meet the standards established by planning policy and that proceeds 

despite unresolved concerns raised by both professionals and the public. Residents have every 

right to expect that their elected representatives will give meaningful consideration to those 

concerns. 

Your vote on this matter will have consequences that extend far beyond a single development 

application. It will shape public confidence in the integrity of the Township's planning process 

and in the willingness of Council to listen to the community it serves. 



Councillor Getty,  
People should be questioning your motives should you decide to vote for this development 
and against: 

• Township staff reports and recommendations 
• The Mayor 
• The Councillor representing the Township Ward impacted 
• The tax paying residents who live in the impacted Ward 

We highly doubt you would be so eager to vote against your own constituents if this 
development proposal was in your Ward!! 

What is your true motive? It certainly cannot be accepting the developer pitch of creating more 

affordable housing for local residents nor the idea that more contractors will have work. This 

land proposal is not affordable, and contractors are in such demand already that the waiting time 

to have then take on new work is already more than 12 months! 

I urge you to reconsider your position and support the Township staff's recommendation to deny 

this application. At a minimum, if you choose to vote in favour, I ask that you publicly explain in 

detail the planning basis for your decision and why the concerns raised by staff and residents 

should be set aside. 

The people of Seguin deserve nothing less. 

Sincerely, 

Ron & Annette McArthur 
Little Morgan Bay Rd 
Rosseau, ON 
 









LRNA Opposition File: Resident Letter Template – Rosseau Springs Development File
Reference: Rosseau Springs – Seguin Township OP/ZBA/Draft Plan Opposition Date:
June 6, 2026 Prepared for: Lake Rosseau North Association (LRNA) Members

This customizable template letter is designed for LRNA members to send individually to
Seguin Township Mayor and Councillors. Personalized letters carry significant weight and
demonstrate broad community opposition.

Recommended Distribution:

 Send to all Council members (or at minimum the Mayor and those who spoke in
favour).

 Email preferred (if contacts available via seguin.ca or public records) or formal mail
to: C/O Township of Seguin, 5 Humphrey Drive, Seguin, ON P2A 2W8

 Deadline: Send immediately, ideally before the July 6, 2026 Council meeting.

 CC: info@seguin.ca and LRNA leadership for tracking.

 Tips: Personalize with your name, address/property details (especially if near the
site or Lake Rosseau), and specific concerns. Keep tone respectful, factual, and
policy-focused. Attach supporting documents (e.g., LRNA summary, photos, expert
reports) if available.

 Feel free to copy and paste the email template below. Here are all the email
addresses:
LRNA Opposition File: Simple Seguin Council & Clerk Email List Date: June 6,
2026

 Mayor Ann MacDiarmid: amacdiarmid@seguin.ca

 Councillor Ken Adams: kadams@seguin.ca

 Councillor Mario Buszynski: mbuszynski@seguin.ca

 Councillor Greg Getty: ggetty@seguin.ca

 Councillor Terry Fellner: tfellner@seguin.ca

 Councillor Ted Collins: tcollins@seguin.ca

 Councillor Gail Finnson: gfinnson@seguin.ca

 Clerk Craig JeƯery: cjeƯery@seguin.ca

 General: info@seguin.ca

mailto:info@seguin.ca
mailto:amacdiarmid@seguin.ca
mailto:kadams@seguin.ca
mailto:mbuszynski@seguin.ca
mailto:ggetty@seguin.ca
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 Use with the resident letter template. Send to all + Clerk before July 6.

Richard Kun

42 Summit Drive Rosseau

rpkkun@gmail.com 905 510 9424

June 30, 2026

Mayor Ann MacDiarmid and Members of Council Township of Seguin 5 Humphrey
Drive Seguin, ON P2A 2W8

Subject: Strong Opposition to Rosseau Springs 49-Lot Subdivision – Request Denial at
July 6, 2026 Meeting

Dear Mayor MacDiarmid and Councillors Adams, Buszynski, Getty, Fellner, Collins, and
Finnson:

I am writing as a resident of Seguin Township, a concerned property owner on/near Lake
Rosseau, and a member of the Lake Rosseau North Association (LRNA). I strongly oppose
the proposed Rosseau Springs 49-lot subdivision and urge Council to deny the OƯicial Plan
Amendment, Zoning By-law Amendment, and Draft Plan of Subdivision at the July 6, 2026
meeting.

This large-scale development is located outside designated settlement areas in a
Rural/Resource designation. It directly conflicts with the current Seguin Township OƯicial
Plan and Provincial Planning Statement (PPS) policies that direct growth to settlement
areas to promote eƯicient servicing, protect natural heritage, and prevent sprawl. StaƯ
correctly recommended denial on these grounds. Approving it would set a dangerous
precedent that undermines the integrity of the OƯicial Plan.

Key Reasons for Opposition:

1. Non-Compliance with OƯicial Plan and Provincial Policy: The proposal bypasses
settlement area policies designed to concentrate development where infrastructure
can be provided eƯiciently. Rural subdivisions on private wells and septics increase
long-term risks and costs.

2. Environmental and Shoreline Risks: The site includes sensitive forested areas and
proximity to Lake Rosseau. Even with proposed modifications (e.g., septic setbacks

mailto:rpkkun@gmail.com


of 300 metres), cumulative nutrient loading, groundwater contamination, forest
fragmentation, and impacts on water quality, fish habitat, and wildlife corridors
remain serious concerns. Lake Rosseau’s pristine character must be protected for
current and future generations.

3. Inadequate Justification for Exceptions:

o Precedent and Appeal Risks (Councillor Buszynski): Past approvals do not
bind future decisions. Each application must stand on its own merits.
Defending the OƯicial Plan at the Ontario Land Tribunal (OLT) upholds sound
planning and avoids greater long-term taxpayer costs from unplanned
infrastructure and environmental liabilities.

o Economic Benefits (Councillor Getty): Short-term construction jobs do not
outweigh permanent losses to tourism, property values, and ecosystem
services. Compliant development in settlement areas better supports local
trades.

o Housing Need (Councillor Adams): Housing shortages should be addressed
through intensification and settlement boundary reviews, not ad-hoc rural
subdivisions that contradict provincial growth management policies.
Shoreline lot removals are insuƯicient mitigation.

o Deferral and Minor Modifications (Councillor Collins and others):
Incremental changes do not resolve fundamental non-compliance. Further
negotiation risks “death by amendments” without full public consultation or
independent review.

4. Broader Community Impacts: Increased traƯic on local roads, strain on
emergency services, and erosion of the rural character that defines our area.

I respectfully request that Council:

 Deny the applications in their current form.

 Direct staƯ to uphold the OƯicial Plan and explore appropriate housing solutions
within settlement areas.

 Ensure full transparency and public consultation on any future modifications.

The LRNA and many residents stand ready to engage constructively on responsible
planning. Thank you for your service and for prioritizing the long-term public interest of
Seguin Township. I look forward to your leadership in protecting Lake Rosseau and our
natural heritage.



Sincerely,

Richard Kun

42 Summit Drive Rosseau

905 510 9424

Additional Customization Notes for LRNA Members:

 For specific Councillors: Address the letter to one (e.g., “Dear Councillor Getty”)
and reference their exact comments from the June 1 meeting for stronger impact.

 Add Personal Touches: Reference your property’s proximity, views of the
lake/forest, family history in the area, or observed environmental features.

 Attachments: LRNA fact sheet, site maps, previous submissions, or photos.

 Track Responses: Keep copies and share outcomes with LRNA.

This template is part of the ongoing LRNA legal/advocacy file. It can be refined based on
new staƯ reports or meeting outcomes. Contact LRNA leadership for variations, additional
rebuttals, or delegation speaking notes for July 6.

LRNA’s unified voice is critical — widespread resident letters can shift the outcome and
strengthen any future OLT position.















Monday, July 6, 2026 
 
Mr. Craig Je5ery  
Clerk 
Township of Seguin 
5 Humphrey Drive 
Seguin, Ontario  P2A 2W8 
 
Re: Letter of Support – Rosseau Springs Development 
 
Dear Mr. Je5ery, 
 
I am writing as a resident of Rosseau to express my support for the proposed Rosseau Springs development and to 
ask that this letter be included as part of the public record. 
 
I understand that this proposal has generated di5ering opinions within the community. While I respect the 
concerns that have been raised, I believe it is equally important that the voices of those who support responsible 
growth are heard. 
 
Like many rural communities across Ontario, Rosseau and Seguin Township are facing a significant need for 
additional housing. Young families, local workers, seniors looking to downsize, and people who wish to make 
Rosseau their home all face limited housing options. Without thoughtful development, our community risks 
becoming increasingly una5ordable and inaccessible for the very people who contribute to its long-term vitality. 
 
The Province of Ontario has made increasing housing supply a major priority, and Seguin Township has also 
identified housing as a strategic priority within its own planning initiatives. Supporting well-planned residential 
development is consistent with these broader objectives and helps ensure our community can continue to grow in 
a sustainable way. 
 
As a resident, I am excited about the opportunity to welcome more people to Rosseau. Additional housing brings 
new families, strengthens our local economy, supports local businesses, and helps sustain the services and 
community organizations that make Rosseau such a great place to live. 
 
I appreciate that growth must be managed responsibly and in accordance with sound planning principles. 
However, I do not believe opposition based primarily on preserving the status quo should prevent our community 
from addressing its very real housing needs. 
 
Thank you for your consideration, and I respectfully request that this letter be included as part of the public record 
regarding the Rosseau Springs application. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Craig Simmonds 
Rosseau Resident 
1071 HWY 141, Rosseau 
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