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The Corporation of the Township of Seguin 

Agenda for the Regular Meeting of Council 

to be held on Monday, September 21st, 2026 

in the Township of Seguin Council Chambers 

and Electronic Participation 

01. Land Acknowledgement.            2:30 p.m. 

02. Call to Order and Approval of Agenda. 

03. Disclosure of pecuniary interest and the general nature thereof. 

04. Adoption of Minutes: 

a) Minutes of the Regular and Closed Session Meetings of Council held 

September 8th, 2026. ® 

05. Public Meeting:   

Adjourn to Public Meeting for Planning Act Applications. ® 

a) Zoning By-law Amendment Application No. R-2026-0015-H (Sandy Bay 

Vacations Inc.) Report No. PL-2026-093. 

Close Public Meeting for Planning Act Applications. ® 

06. Delegations:  

a) David Bywater, Georgian Bay Mnidoo Gamii Biosphere. 

- ICECAP Annual Update re Township of Seguin’s Corporate Climate 

Action Plan. 

07. Staff Reports: Resolution to receive Reports. ® 

Treasury: 

a) Report No. TR-2026-005, Proposed Changes to 2027 Fees and Charges. 

 

08. Council Reports. 

a) Councillor Finnson - AMO 2026. 
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09. Board/Committee Agendas & Minutes: 

a) West Parry Sound Recreation & Culture Centre Board - Agenda of 

September 9, 2026. 

b) West Parry Sound Recreation & Culture Centre Board - Minutes of 

September 9, 2026. 

c) Muskoka Watershed Council – Agenda of September 18, 2026. 

10. Correspondence: Listed below. 

Resolution to receive the Board & Committee Agendas & Minutes and the 

Correspondence as listed on the Agenda. ® 

11. Closed Session: 

Adjourn to Closed Session. ® 

a) Ontario Land Tribunal Appeal - Minor Variance Application No. A-2025-

0029-H (Kneller). 

Reconvene Open Session. ® 

Resolutions from Closed Session. ® 

12. Confirming By-law No. 2026-086. ® 

13. Adjournment. ® 

Correspondence: 

a) Association of Municipalities of Ontario – Communications. 

b) Municipal Property Assessment Corporation – Communications. 

c) North Bay Parry Sound District Health Unit – Communications. 

d) Ontario Good Roads Association – Communications. 

e) Ontario Heritage Trust – Communications. 

f) The Labour Market Group – Communications.  

g) Federation of Ontario Cottagers’ Association - Communications. 

h) Federation of Canadian Municipalities – Communications. 

i) Lake Joseph North Association (LJNA) - Portage Creek Bridge Preliminary Design 

and Class EA. 

j) Municipality of Trent Hills - Elimination of the Workplace Safety and Insurance 

Board’s Second Injury and Enhancement Fund (SIEF). 

k) Town of Greater Napanee - OCIF Funding Support. 

l) Parry Sound Area Chamber of Commerce - Rooted in Compassion. 

m) PSACC - Newsletter September 2026. 

n) Municipality of South Huron - Traffic Calming and Speeding Mitigation 

Techniques. 

o) Village of Sundridge - Public Sector Salary Disclosure. 

p) Town of Parry Sound - Corporate Energy & Emissions Report. 
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q) Township of Brudenell, Lyndoch and Raglan - Review and Reform of Provincial 

Offences System. 

r) Office of the Lieutenant Governor - August 2026 Newsletter, OLGO. 

s) Town of Parry Sound - Province Establish Regulatory Framework for E-Scooters. 

t) Township of Brudenell, Lyndoch and Raglan - Review of Extended Producer 

Responsibility for One-Pound Single-Use Propane Cylinders. 

u) Georgian Bay Biosphere - September New 2026. 

v) Cassels Brock & Blackwell LLP – OFTR Proposed Trail. 

w) Katherine Lightbourn – OFTR Proposed Trail. 

x) Township of Brudenell, Lyndoch and Reglan - Tick Borne Disease. 

y) Lanark Highlands - Tick Borne Diseases. 

z) Otter Lake Ratepayers' Association (OLRA) - Routing of Hydro One 500 kv Lines 

Sudbury – Barrie. 

aa) Brenda Ulbikas - Sudbury to Barrie Transmission Route. 

bb) Brenda Ulbikas - Thank you. 

cc) Alexis Agar - Thank you. 

dd) Township of North Huron - Upcoming Mandated Conservation Authority 

Amalgamation. 

ee) Township Of Puslinch - Traffic Calming and Speeding Mitigation Techniques. 

ff) Township of Puslinch - TAMPO Newsletter July 2026. 

gg) County of Huron - Permanently Double the Ontario Community Infrastructure 

Fund (OCIF) Beyond 2026. 



Adoption
of

Minutes
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The Corporation of the Township of Seguin 

Draft Minutes of a Regular Meeting of Council 

held on Tuesday, September 8th, 2026 at 2:30 p.m.  
in the Township of Seguin Council Chambers 

and Electronic Participation 

The following Members were present: 
 Mayor Ann MacDiarmid (Council Chambers) 
 Councillor Ward 1 Ken Adams (Council Chambers) 
 Councillor Ward 2 Mario Buszynski (Council Chambers) 
 Councillor Ward 3 Greg Getty (Council Chambers) 
 Councillor Ward 4 Terry Fellner (Council Chambers) 
 Councillor Ward 5 Ted Collins (Council Chambers) 
 Councillor Ward 6 Gail Finnson (Council Chambers) 

Approval of Agenda. 
After the meeting was called to order Mayor MacDiarmid asked for approval of 
the agenda. Council approved the agenda as circulated. 

Disclosure of Pecuniary Interest. 
Mayor MacDiarmid requested that any disclosures of conflict of 
interest/pecuniary interest be declared for the record. None were declared. 

The following resolutions were considered. 

Resolution No. 2026-227 
Moved by: Councillor Greg Getty 
Seconded by: Councillor Ken Adams 
“THAT the Council of The Corporation of the Township of Seguin does hereby 
adopt the Minutes of the Regular Meeting of Council held August 4th, 2026 as 
circulated.”. 

CARRIED 

Resolution No. 2026-228 
Moved by: Councillor Gail Finnson 
Seconded by: Councillor Ted Collins 
“THAT the Council of The Corporation of the Township of Seguin does hereby 
adjourn the Regular Meeting to hold a Public Meeting and receive public 
comments for the following matters: 

 Official Plan Amendment Application No. OPA-2026-0001-H, Zoning By-
law Amendment Application No. R-2026-0014-H and Consent Application 
Nos. B-2026-0009-H, B-2026-0010-H & B-2026-0011-H (Maple Leaf 
Marinas).”. 

CARRIED 
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The Mayor advised Council would now hold public meetings for proposed 
Official Plan and Zoning By-law Amendment Applications. 
 
The Mayor advised in accordance with the Planning Act, Council would 
consider all matters placed before it prior to passing an Official Plan 
Amendment or a Zoning By-law Amendment.  
 
The Mayor advised anyone who wished to receive notice of a decision or 
notice of passing of a Zoning By-law Amendment and who had not submitted 
such a request in writing should provide their full name and address to the Clerk. 
 
The Mayor advised that appeal rights are limited under the Planning Act. Only 
certain individuals and public bodies may appeal Council’s decision to the 
Ontario Land Tribunal. Eligible persons or public bodies wishing to preserve their 
right to appeal must make oral submissions at the public meeting or submit 
written comments to Council before Council makes its decision. 
 
The Mayor advised the purpose of Consent Application Nos. B-2026-
0009/0010/0011-H (Maple Leaf Marinas) is to create three new residential lots 
and one retained lot (the existing marina) on Lake Joseph. The purpose of the 
associated Official Plan Amendment is to request a site-specific policy to permit 
the conversion of the vacant portion of the marina lands to residential shoreline 
lots. The purpose of the associated Zoning By-law Amendment is to rezone the 
lands from the Marine Commercial Zone to a Shoreline Residential Zone, 
implement site plan control, require development to occur within development 
envelopes, and to implement the requirements of an Environmental Impact 
Study.   
 
The Mayor asked the Clerk to state the method by which Notice of the meeting 
was provided and the dates on which that Notice was provided. 
 
The Clerk advised Notice of the public meeting was provided by posting the 
property, posting on the Township of Seguin’s website, and by regular mail on 
August 14th, 2026. Notice was therefore considered to be provided in 
accordance with the requirements of the Planning Act. 
 
The Mayor asked if the Township had received any correspondence with 
respect to these applications. 
 
The Clerk advised correspondence had been received from the Ministry of 
Transportation Ontario. 
 
The Mayor asked if there was anyone present in-person in the Council 
Chambers who wished to speak in favour of or in opposition to these 
applications. 
 
Jonathan Pauk of Morgan Planning & Development, Agent for the Applicant 
attended the meeting in-person and addressed Council to provide a 
presentation to explain the reasons for the applications and to answer any 
questions Council may have of him related to the applications. 
 
Caleb Hayhoe attended the meeting in-person and addressed Council to 



 

 
Council Minutes of September 8th, 2026, Page 3 of 10 

support the applications. 
 
Derek Lubert, Agent for the Applicant attended the meeting in-person and 
addressed Council to explain the background and reasons for the applications 
and to answer any questions Council may have of him related to the 
applications. 
  
The Mayor asked if anyone had registered to speak to these applications via 
electronic participation. 
 
The Clerk advised no one had registered to speak to these applications via 
electronic participation. 
 
The  Mayor advised Council would now close the public meeting and 
reconvene to the regular meeting. 

Resolution No. 2026-229 
Moved by: Councillor Gail Finnson 
Seconded by: Councillor Ken Adams 
“THAT the Public Meeting held for the following matters is hereby closed and 
the Regular Meeting is hereby reconvened: 

 Official Plan Amendment Application No. OPA-2026-0001-H, Zoning By-
law Amendment Application No. R-2026-0014-H and Consent Application 
Nos. B-2026-0009-H, B-2026-0010-H & B-2026-0011-H (Maple Leaf 
Marinas).”. 

CARRIED 
Staff will prepare a report on Official Plan Amendment Application No. OPA-
2026-0001-H, Zoning By-law Amendment Application No. R-2026-0014-H and 
Consent Application Nos. B-2026-0009-H, B-2026-0010-H & B-2026-0011-H (Maple 
Leaf Marinas) and the comments received for Council’s consideration at a 
future meeting. 
 
The Mayor advised Council would now consider the following road allowance 
applications: 
 
 Shore Road Allowance Application No. RAS-2025-0002-F (Wadden). Otter 

Lake. By-law No. 2026-077. 
 Shore Road Allowance Application No. RAS-2025-0005-F (Lewczuk). Otter 

Lake. By-law No. 2026-076. 
 
The Mayor asked if any written objections had been received related to these 
applications. 
 
The Clerk advised no written objections had been received related to these 
applications. 
 
The Mayor asked if there was anyone present in-person in the Council 
Chambers who wished to speak to these applications. 
 
No verbal in-person submissions were received. 
 
The Mayor asked if anyone had registered to speak to these applications via 
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electronic participation. 
 
The Clerk advised no one had registered to speak to these applications via 
electronic participation. 

Resolution No. 2026-230 
Moved by: Councillor Mario Buszynski 
Seconded by: Councillor Ken Adams 
“THAT By-law Nos. 2026-076 and 2026-077, Being By-laws to close, stop up and 
sell parts of original shore road allowance, Application Nos. RAS-2025-0002-F 
(Wadden) and RAS-2025-0005-F (Lewczuk), are hereby deemed to have been 
read a first, second and third time and passed by Council.”. 

CARRIED 
 
Brenda Ulbikas attended the meeting in-person and addressed Council to state 
objections to the proposed Hydro One Sudbury-Barrie Transmission Line and 
state potential impacts to residents of Little Otter Lake if the route chosen is west 
of the existing corridor. Ms. Ulbikas also submitted her comments in writing along 
with printouts of various emails from area residents. Ms. Ulbikas advised Council 
she is working with others including Hydro One to organize a public meeting on 
the matter for September 20th at the Foley Community Centre and invited 
Members of Council to attend the meeting. 
 
Ed Fothergill attended the meeting in-person and addressed Council to state 
objections to the proposed Hydro One Sudbury-Barrie Transmission Line if the 
route chosen is west of the existing corridor. Mr. Fothergill also submitted his 
comments in writing. 

Resolution No. 2026-231 
Moved by: Councillor Greg Getty 
Seconded by: Councillor Mario Buszynski 
“THAT the Council of The Corporation of the Township of Seguin does hereby 
receive the Staff Reports as presented on the Agenda for the September 8th 
meeting of Council. 
 
Building: 
 Report No. BD-2026-003, Part 8 Sewage System Program Transition – 

Operational Update and Outstanding Resident Fees. 
 
Clerk: 
 Report No. CL-2026-007, Schedule of Regular Meetings of Council for the 

Year 2027. 
 
Fire Services: 
 Report No. FD-2026-003, Rogers Radio Tower Site Sharing License. 

 
Planning: 
 Report No. PL-2026-097, Official Plan Amendment Application No. OPA-

2026-0001-H, Zoning By-law Amendment Application No. R-2026-0014-H 
and Consent Application Nos. B-2026-0009-H, B-2026-0010-H & B-2026-
0011-H (Maple Leaf Marinas). 

 Report No. PL-2026-090, Shore Road Allowance Application No. RAS-2025-
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0002-F (Wadden). 
 Report No. PL-2026-091, Shore Road Allowance Application No. RAS-2025-

0005-F (Lewczuk). 
 Report No. PL-2026-069, License Agreement Application No. AGR-2026-

0001-F (Oldham). 
 Report No. PL-2026-092, Section 51(26) Agreement Application No. AGR-

2026-0007-H (Payerl). 
 Report No. PL-2026-094, Zoning By-law Amendment Application No. R-

2026-0013-H (Hurvitz). 
 
Public Works: 
 Report No. RD-2026-005, Star Lake Woods Assumption. 

 
Treasury: 
 Financial update to August 15th, 2026.”. 

CARRIED 

Resolution No. 2026-232 
Moved by: Councillor Greg Getty 
Seconded by: Councillor Gail Finnson 
“THAT as per Staff Report No. BD-2026-003 Part 8 Sewage System Program 
Transition – Operational Update and Outstanding Resident Fees the Council of 
The Corporation of the Township of Seguin does hereby authorize and direct 
staff to: 

1. Reimburse eligible residents for Township fees paid to complete 
transferred Part 8 permit work, where the resident had previously paid the 
North Bay-Mattawa Conservation Authority (NBMCA) for the same 
inspection or permit-related work that remained incomplete at the time 
of the May 1, 2026, transition; 
 

2. Undertake a file-by-file eligibility review of the 84 open permits transferred 
from the NBMCA and administer reimbursements in accordance with the 
criteria outlined in this report; 
 

3. Continue to pursue, directly on behalf of affected residents, recovery 
from the NBMCA of approximately $37,800 in fees collected for inspection 
or permit work not completed prior to the transfer of responsibility; and 
 

4. Report back to Council on the number and value of Township fee 
reimbursements issued, the status of discussions with the NBMCA and the 
Province of Ontario, and any recommended further action. 

 

AND THAT any Township of Seguin property owner who has paid fees to the 
North Bay-Mattawa Conservation Authority for septic inspection permit related 
work but the work has not been completed by the Conservation Authority, 
those persons not be charged a fee by the Township of Seguin to complete the 
outstanding inspections/work for that permit.”. 

CARRIED 

Resolution No. 2026-233 
Moved by: Councillor Greg Getty 
Seconded by: Councillor Mario Buszynski 
“THAT the Council of The Corporation of the Township of Seguin does hereby 



 

 
Council Minutes of September 8th, 2026, Page 6 of 10 

adopt the Schedule of Regular Meetings of Council for the Year 2027 attached 
hereto as Schedule “A”.”. 

CARRIED 

Resolution No. 2026-234 
Moved by: Councillor Ken Adams 
Seconded by: Councillor Greg Getty 
“THAT By-law No. 2026-082, Being a By-law to authorize the Execution of a Site 
Sharing License Agreement between Rogers Communications Inc. and The 
Corporation of the Township of Seguin (Rogers’ Site Edington C3450, Property 
Roll No. 4903-040-003-01550-0000 585 Blackwater Lake Road), is hereby deemed 
to have been read a first, second and third time and passed by Council.”. 

CARRIED 
 
Council considered Staff Report No. PL-2026-069, License Agreement 
Application No. AGR-2026-0001-F (Oldham). Howard Oldham, the Applicant 
attended the meeting in-person to provide background information and 
explain the reasons for the application. Riley Brooks of HGR Graham Partners 
LLP, Agent for the Applicant attended the meeting via electronic participation 
to answer questions Council may have of him related to the application. 
Council directed staff to review the comments provided and prepare a report 
with a recommendation for Council consideration at a future meeting. 

Resolution No. 2026-235 
Moved by: Councillor Greg Getty 
Seconded by: Councillor Ken Adams 
“THAT By-law No. 2026-078, Being a By-law to enter into an Agreement with 
Curtis Payerl related to an Agreement under Section 51(26) of the Planning Act 
R.S.O. as amended. (File No. ARG-2026-0007-H), is hereby deemed to have 
been read a first, second and third time and passed by Council.”. 

CARRIED 

Resolution No. 2026-236 
Moved by: Councillor Terry Fellner 
Seconded by: Councillor Mario Buszynski 
“THAT By-law No. 2026-079, Being a By-law to amend Township of Seguin Zoning 
By-law No. 2006-125 (Property Roll No. 4903-010-003-11040, 134B Grays Road, 
Application No. R-2026-0013-H, Hurvitz), is hereby deemed to have been read a 
first, second and third time and passed by Council.”. 

CARRIED 

Resolution No. 2026-237 
Moved by: Councillor Ted Collins 
Seconded by: Councillor Ken Adams 
“THAT as per the recommendations of Staff Report No. RD-2026-005 regarding 
the proposed assumption and upgrade of Star Lake Woods Road the Council 
of The Corporation of the Township of Seguin does hereby approve, in principle, 
the proposed upgrade of approximately 1.0 kilometres of Star Lake Woods 
Road at an estimated cost of $273,760, subject to final design, $10,000 deposit 
from benefiting property owners, tender pricing, engineering, required legal 
agreements, and final approval by the benefitting owners. 
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AND THAT Council authorizes staff to proceed with the necessary steps to 
acquire Star Lake Woods Road as a Township road allowance, subject to 
satisfactory legal review, survey requirements, and registration. 
 
AND THAT Council approve, in principle, the recovery of the project cost from 
the 55 benefitting properties, with a preliminary estimated cost of 
approximately $4,977 plus HST per property, subject to final tendered costs and 
Council approval of the applicable fees and charges by-law or other required 
financing mechanism. 
 
AND THAT property owners be provided with the option to pay their share as a 
lump sum or through a charge added to their property tax bill, payable over a 
term to be determined by Council. 
 
AND THAT following tendering, staff report back to Council and the benefitting 
owners with the final project cost, final per-property contribution, proposed 
repayment terms, and any associated financing or administrative costs for final 
owner sign-off before construction. 
 
AND THAT Council confirm that the proposed reduced-width road construction 
is a site-specific and one-time exception resulting from the design constraints 
regarding the existing Cogeco fibre installation, and that future private-road 
assumption requests will continue to be required to meet Township road 
standards unless otherwise specifically approved by Council. 
 
AND THAT upon assumption, Star Lake Woods Road be incorporated into the 
Township’s normal Public Works year-round maintenance, winter control, asset 
management, and future lifecycle capital planning programs.”. 

WITHDRAWN 
 
Council directed staff to advise the subject ratepayers re: assumption of a 
portion of Star Lake Woods Road that Council is willing to entertain the request 
however the road must first be brought up to the standards as per the Township 
policy. 
 
Councillor Fellner raised the matter of the Township of Seguin’s maintenance 
and upgrading of Township roads and budget allocation. Council directed staff 
to consider increased upgrading and maintenance of Township roads and 
quantifiable results in the 2027 budget process. 

Resolution No. 2026-238 
Moved by: Councillor Ted Collins 
Seconded by: Councillor Mario Buszynski 
“WHEREAS outage data provided by Hydro One Distribution for a typical rural 
address in the Township of Seguin demonstrates chronic underperformance on 
rural distribution lines, as outlined in the detailed study, including: 

 Extensive outage frequency and duration far exceeding provincial 
averages; 

 Large-scale removal of outage data through Force Majeure (FM) and 
Major Event Day (MED) exclusions; 

 Absence of regional or distributor-level reliability metrics and deviation-
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from-norm indicators; 
 Significant vegetation-management deficiencies, including 17,000 

identified defects on a single distributor; 
 Distribution topology issues including long rural feeders with no 

segmentation or redundancy; 
 
WHEREAS these conditions reflect statistically indefensible and flawed reporting 
methodology, biased metrics, data distortions, and systemic masking of rural 
performance; 

WHEREAS the Independent Electricity System Operator (IESO) has a statutory 
mandate to ensure system reliability, conduct regional electricity planning, 
assess transmission-distribution interface performance, evaluate infrastructure 
adequacy, and commission independent engineering studies where regional 
reliability concerns exist; 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Council of The Corporation of the Township 
of Seguin requests an independent, third-party engineering review to be paid 
for by IESO of rural electricity reliability affecting Seguin, including: 

1. Seguin reliability performance and deviation-from-norm metrics;  
2. Transmission-distribution interface impacts;   
3. Vegetation-management adequacy;   
4. Asset-condition and maintenance practices;   
5. Distribution topology and segmentation feasibility;  
6. Equipment adequacy under current weather patterns, age, redundancy, 

and modern reliability expectations;   
7. Reporting deficiencies including FM/MED exclusions and lack of regional 

transparency;  
8. Corrective action recommendations. 

 
AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the review include full public reporting, 
identification of systemic rural reliability concerns, specific engineering 
recommendations, and consideration of demographic impacts including 
seniors, medically vulnerable residents, and low-density rural populations. 

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Township of Seguin supports a 
coordinated municipal approach to addressing rural reliability concerns and 
will participate in inter-municipal discussions to advance transparency, equity, 
and accountability in electricity service across the Parry Sound District. 

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT this resolution be circulated to all 
municipalities within the District of Parry Sound, the President of Hydro One and 
the Hon. Graydon Smith MPP Parry Sound–Muskoka. 

AND BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED THAT this resolution be submitted to the District of 
Parry Sound Municipal Association with a request that it be placed on the 
agenda for the Association’s next regular meeting.”. 

CARRIED 

Resolution No. 2026-239 
Moved by: Councillor Greg Getty 
Seconded by: Councillor Mario Buszynski 
“THAT the Council of The Corporation of the Township of Seguin does hereby 
authorize the following Members of Council to attend the District of Parry Sound 
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Municipal Association 2026 Fall meeting being held Friday, September 25th, 2026 
at the Township of Carling Community Centre. Reimbursement of expenses will 
be as per Township Policy: 

 Councillor Adams 
               Finnson 
                              Collins 
                              Fellner 
 Mayor MacDiarmid.”. 

CARRIED 

Resolution No. 2026-240 
Moved by: Councillor Ted Collins 
Seconded by: Councillor Greg Getty 
“THAT the Council of The Corporation of the Township of Seguin does hereby 
support the Council of the Town of Parry Sound in the Town of Parry Sound 
acquiring the Canadore College Parry Sound Campus for the purpose of 
continuing post-secondary education and training if Canadore College 
remains committed to closing the Campus.”. 

CARRIED 

Resolution No. 2026-241 
Moved by: Councillor Ann MacDiarmid 
Seconded by: Councillor Terry Fellner 
“THAT the Council of The Corporation of the Township of Seguin does hereby 
approve a donation/sponsorship in the amount of $1,000 to the Unite For Good 
Gathering event being held on Wednesday, September 30th, 2026 at the 
Charles W. Stockey Centre for the Performing Arts.”. 

CARRIED 

Resolution No. 2026-242 
Moved by: Councillor Greg Getty 
Seconded by: Councillor Ken Adams 
“THAT By-law No. 2026-081, Being a By-law to write off taxes on properties in the 
Township of Seguin, is hereby deemed to have been read a first, second and 
third time and passed by Council.”. 

CARRIED 

Resolution No. 2026-243 
Moved by: Councillor Gail Finnson 
Seconded by: Councillor Terry Fellner 
“THAT By-law No. 2026-083, Being a By-law to authorize a Loan Amending 
Agreement related to the loan guarantee for the Belvedere Heights Home For 
the Aged Board of Management, is hereby deemed to have been read a first, 
second and third time and passed by Council.”. 

CARRIED 
 
The Members of Council provided verbal updates on the various meetings and 
events they have been involved in since the last meeting of Council. 
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Resolution No. 2026-244 
Moved by: Councillor Ken Adams 
Seconded by: Councillor Mario Buszynski 
“THAT the Council of The Corporation of the Township of Seguin does hereby 
receive the Board & Committee Minutes & Agendas and the Correspondence 
as presented on the Agenda for the September 8th, 2026 Meeting of Council.”. 

CARRIED 

Resolution No. 2026-245 
Moved by: Councillor Greg Getty 
Seconded by: Councillor Ted Collins 
“THAT the Council of The Corporation of the Township of Seguin does hereby 
proceed to a closed meeting at 5:33 p.m. in order to address matters 
pertaining to: 

 A proposed or pending acquisition or disposition of land by the 
municipality or local board, related to: 

 Potential acquisition of land. 
 A position, plan, procedure, criteria or instruction to be applied to any 

negotiations carried on or to be carried on by or on behalf of the 
municipality or local board, related to: 

 Ministerial Zoning Order Lands.”. 
CARRIED 

Resolution No. 2026-246 
Moved by: Councillor Mario Buszynski 
Seconded by: Councillor Greg Getty 
“THAT the Council of The Corporation of the Township of Seguin does hereby 
rise from closed session and declare the regular meeting reconvened at 6:05 
p.m.”. 

CARRIED 

Resolution No. 2026-247 
Moved by: Councillor Gail Finnson 
Seconded by: Councillor Ted Collins 
“THAT By-law No. 2026-084, Being a By-law to confirm the proceedings of 
meetings of Council, is hereby deemed to have been read a first, second and 
third time and passed by Council.”. 

CARRIED 

Resolution No. 2026-248 
Moved by: Councillor Ken Adams 
Seconded by: Councillor Greg Getty 
“THAT the Council of The Corporation of the Township of Seguin does hereby 
adjourn this Meeting of Council at 6:06 p.m. to meet again on Monday, 
September 21st, 2026 or at the call of the Mayor.”. 

CARRIED 
 
 
             
Ann MacDiarmid,     Craig Jeffery, 
Mayor      Clerk 
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Prepared for: Mayor and Members of Council  

Subject: Zoning By-law Amendment R-2026-0015-H 

From: Bradie Debes, Planner, Planning Department  

Agenda Date: September 21, 2026 Report No: PL-2026-093 

Public Meeting Report 

 

Proposal The applicants wish to construct a 165 square metre, two-storey 

boathouse along the shoreline of Lake Rosseau. The boathouse is 

proposed at a setback of 20 metres from the eastern lot line.  

 

File Details Zoning By-law Application: R-2026-0015-H 

Owners: 

Agent: 

Sandy Bay Vacations Inc. 

John Jackson Planner Inc. 

Civic Address: 36 Farm Sandy Bay Drive 

Roll No.  4903-010-001-00255 
 

What is the 

Request?

  

The purpose of the proposed Zoning By-law Amendment is to amend 

the Limited Service Residential Exception One Hundred and Thirty-Four 

(LSR-134) Zone to permit a two-storey boathouse on the property. 

 

The following site-specific exceptions are also required to permit the 

development: 

 

 Maximum Permitted Proposed 

Boathouse Building 

Height 

 

6.7 metres 

 

 

7.3 metres 

 

Boathouse Eave 

Height 

 

3.6 metres 

 

 

6.7 metres 
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Staff note that the public circulation included a proposed boathouse 

eave height of 7.3 metres. The eave height has since been clarified 

and the correct eave height proposed is listed in the above table.  

 

Figure 1: Key Map 

 
 

Figure 2: Proposed Site Plan 

 
 

Proposed 

Boathouse 

36 Farm Sandy 

Bay Dr 

Lake Rosseau 
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Figure 3: Proposed Waterfront Elevation 

 

Internal and 

Agency 

Comments 

Clerk: No comments received  

Building: No objection 

Fire/By-law: No objection 

Public Works: No comments received  

Treasury: No planning related comments 

 

Please note that all comments will be considered as part of the staff 

recommendation report to Council.  

 

Public 

Comments 

 

A letter of support has been received from the property owners at 37 

Farm Sandy Bay Drive. The letter has been included within Schedule B.  

 

Please note that all comments will be considered as part of the staff 

recommendation report to Council. 

 

Official Plan  Shoreline Area, Rural and Resource Area and Environmental Protection 

 

Zoning  Limited Service Residential (LSR) Exception 134 and Environmental 

Protection (EP) 

The site-specific zoning permits the following: 

o minimum lot frontage of 155 metres 

o minimum lot area of 7 hectares 

o maximum lot coverage within 60 metres of the shoreline of 8.8% 

o minimum dwelling front yard setback of 25 metres  
Access Farm Sandy Bay Drive (Private Road) 

  
Lot Size and  

Frontage  

Lot size: +/- 7.0 hectares 

By-law Frontage: +/- 162.2 metres (Lake Rosseau)  
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Existing 

Development 

and Site 

Characteristics 

The property is a large waterfront lot with frontage on Lake Rosseau.  

 

The property contains a cottage, garage and sauna that are under 

construction. The property is treed with mixed forests. The property 

gently slopes towards the lake, and as you move east along the 

property. A portion of the shoreline buffer area is unvegetated.   

 

The property is subject to Site Plan Control which will ensure the 

implementation of a vegetation plan for the lands within 20 metres of 

the shoreline.  

 

The neighbouring properties are used for waterfront recreational and 

residential purposes.   

 

Supporting 

Studies 
Planning Justification Report prepared by John Jackson Planner Inc. – 

Schedule A 

o The report notes that much of the shoreline has been preserved 

in its natural state and no negative impacts on the environment 

will result from the proposal. 

o The report mentions that the boathouse design contains a roof 

similar to the main use that will fit naturally into the shoreline with 

minimal obtrusiveness. 

o It is noted that the proposal is in accord with the Zoning By-law 

criteria apart from the height limits. 

o It concludes that the proposal is in accord with the general 

waterfront policies and goals and objectives of the Official Plan. 

Key 

Considerations 

and Next Steps 

It is an objective of the Official Plan to limit the density and intensity of 

development on the lakes in order to protect the visual qualities of the 

lake, to protect the natural shoreline character and to protect and 

preserve the quality of the water.  

The Official Plan provides policies for shoreline development.  

o Per Section C.3.1.3.12, development that does not protect the 

character of shoreline areas shall not be permitted. 

o Buildings shall be sited to limit the removal of vegetation. 

o Section C.3.1.3.11 notes that lot coverage shall be limited to a 

maximum of 10% of the lot area within the front 60 metres of a 

property. 
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o The Zoning By-law shall establish maximum height standards. This 

limits the visual impact of boathouses on adjacent lands and the 

natural quality of the shoreline. 

 

The Official Plan also provides policies under Section C.3.1.3.11 for the 

design of waterfront buildings as outlined below: 

o The design of new buildings should achieve a complementary 

design relationship to existing buildings while accommodating a 

diversity of architectural styles 

o The design of all buildings shall have regard to appropriate 

setbacks and the protection of vegetative buffers along the 

lakefront 

o Buildings shall be encouraged to orient themselves to the lake 

where possible, and present their principal building facades with 

an appropriate building design to the lake 

o Roofscapes shall be an integral part of the design of a building 

and harmonize with the design of the rest of the building  

 

Staff have concerns regarding visual massing and character impacts 

with the proposed request. Staff have communicated these concerns 

with the applicant and agent.  

 

A full recommendation and planning analysis will be brought forward 

for Council’s consideration at a future Council meeting. The 

recommendation report will also consider public and agency 

comments. 
 

 

 

Prepared By:  

 

 
______________________ 

Bradie Debes 

Planner 
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Reviewed By: 

 

 
______________________ 

Taylor Elgie, MCIP, RPP 

Director of Planning 

 

 

_______________________ 

Jason Inwood 

Chief Administrative Officer 

 

Attachments: 

 

Schedule A – Planning Justification Report prepared by John Jackson Planner Inc.  

 

Schedule B – Letter of Support  

 

Schedule C – Application 

  

 



Page | 1  
 

 
 
 
 

PLANNING REPORT 
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FARM SANDY BAY ROAD 
 
PART OF LOTS 4 AND 5, CONCESSION 1 
 
ROLL # 490301000100255 
 
APPLICANT: Sandy Bay Vacations Inc. 
 
April 22, 2026 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Prepare with the assistance of John Jackson Planner 
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BACKGROUND/PURPOSE 
 
The subject lands are located near the southeast limits of the Municipality on the shores 
of Lake Rosseau. 
 

 
The property is accessed off Burgess Road and then along Farm Sandy Bay Road. 
 
The owners are proposing to develop the lands with a new dwelling and a one and one 
half storey boathouse. 
 
The proposal is to develop a modern residential design on a single level. In the spring of 
2025, the owners applied to increase the allowable coverage to accommodate the 
design. 
 
The council of the Township of Seguin supported the rezoning primarily on the basis 
that it would result in less impacts than what occurs on the property as a matter of right 
because of the size and frontage of the property. 
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The owners are proposing a boathouse design that departs from the typical design 
prescribed by the planning instruments and accepted by the building department. The 
proposed design is believed to be within the general parameters of the boathouse rules 
but has a technical design that places it in conflict with the current By-Law regulations. 
 
HISTORY OF THE TWO STORY BOATHOUSE 
 
The issue of boathouses and in particular two storey boathouses with living quarters 
was paramount in the original planning instruments for the Township of Seguin. Prior to 
Seguin’s first official plan, boathouses on the large lakes were regulated under the 
former official plan and zoning By-Law for the Township of Humphrey. 
 
The Township of Humphrey resisted two storey boathouses up until 1997, the year 
before it was incorporated as part of the Township of Seguin. 
 
Humphrey’s original zoning by-laws restricted boathouses to single storeys with no 
living accommodation. There were examples of 2 storey boathouses, but council felt it 
was important to restrict the kind of boathouse opulence found in the Muskoka parts of 
the lakes and that the natural beauty of the shoreline should dominate. 
 
The boathouse world in Seguin (Humphrey) changed when a fellow named Robinette 
decided to defy the rules and he built a 2 storey boathouse with living accommodations 
on the upper floor. 
 
A lawsuit was triggered and it turns out that the parties, in a typical manner, “ran out of 
money” and Robinette was successful. The Township, thereafter, updated its zoning By-
Law to permit 2 storey boathouses with accommodation on the upper level. 
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ZONING BY-LAW NO. 159-96 (Z200-97) 
 
The council of the Township of Humphrey introduced new boathouse rules as a result of 
the Robinette court proceeding. By-law No. 159-96 was an updated zoning By-Law that 
included provisions for 2 storey boathouses with living quarters. 
 
The By-Law was appealed to the Ontario Municipal Board and a large part of the appeal 
related to the new boathouse rules (see page 15 of decision). 
 
The point of this history is to demonstrate that land use planning for recreational areas 
tends to be more of a subjective science and that there is no sanctimony to the rules for 
these structures. It was clear to the OMB chair that the numbers were to simply effect 
the general policy objective of the Municipality’s official plan. 
 
The rigid adherence to the rules and the unwillingness to entertain some flexibility when 
applying rules can be unreasonable where a legitimate proposal is being made. 
 
This historic ruling makes it clear that 2 storey boathouses are clearly in conformity with 
the official plan. 
 
The implementing zoning By-Law translates this general official plan policy into strict 
criteria, simply because zoning by-laws are “black and white.” There are numerous 
factors that need to be considered. 
 

• Official plan conformity; 

• Intent and purpose of the zoning By-Law; 

• The recognition of the subjectivity of the criteria for two storey boathouses; 

• Context of the proposal in terms of the property, i.e. size, location, etc.; 

• The design of the boathouse in terms of its architectural objective; 

• The contrast of the design in terms of the applicable construction criteria; 

• The impact of the design on the neighbours; 

• The impact of the design on the natural shoreline features; 

• Are the neighbours likely to express any concerns over the design. 
 
The Ontario Municipal Board hearing provided some helpful insights on the boathouse 
debate. Even though the principal issue related to whether two storey boathouses 
should be allowed, there were many technical considerations. An excerpt of the Board’s 
decision demonstrates some of the debate. 
 

“The competing visions for the shorelines of Humphrey’s Lakes are highly subjective. 
None of the appellants urged the Board to eliminate boathouses completely in order to 
protect the natural vistas. Boathouses have been a fact of life in Humphrey and in 
Muskoka for well over a century. The slide shows presented by Messrs. Usher and Watt as 
well as the former’s photo panel (Exhibit 25) are clear evidence of the diversity of 
architecture. Indeed it appears to this member that the diversity of boathouses design is 
complimentary to the natural Muskoka topography.” 
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“I support Mr. Bournes planning philosophy of permitting individuals to develop their 
respective properties in their own way so long as it does not have a measurable impact on 
their neighbours or (cumulatively) on the Municipality.” 
 

Hence, the 1 ½ storey boathouse was forever etched into the big lakes in Seguin. 
 
The new rules for 1 ½ storey boathouses became an integral part of the charter official 
plan and zoning By-Law for Seguin Township. These new rules were somewhat aligned 
with the Muskoka side of the lakes. These rules were carefully crafted with an 
abundance of ratepayer inputs. 
 
The boathouse rules were strictly enforced but like many planning applications, there 
are a variety of circumstances that should allow some flexibility so long as the general 
policy objectives are not threatened. 
 
The general purpose of this application is to recognize a slight change in architecture of 
a boathouse that maintains the principles of preserving the natural shoreline features 
without harming the environment or adversely impacting neighbours. 
 
THE PROPOSED BOATHOUSE DESIGN 
 
The proposed boathouse is a design that is intended to complement the modern 
architecture of the main dwelling. The design maintains the maximum size of boathouse 
in terms of coverage and living space. Because the design is proposed to include no 
gables and a flat roof, it exceeds the height restriction of 6.7 metres by 0.6 metres. The 
actual net height difference between the proposed design is approximately 1.05 metres 
less than the peak of a gable roofed boathouse. 
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The land owner is able to construct a typical gable 1 ½ storey boathouse with the 
identical functional interior spaces but is unable to consider a unique architecture aimed 
at complementing the main dwelling. 
 

 
 
The proponents strongly believe that the allowable design is “poor fit” for this property. 
 
THE OFFICIAL PLAN 
 
The official plan has a number of policies that relate to this proposal. 
 
“C.3.1.3.10 Waterfront Design 

 
Waterfront Design policies address the complex relationships between 
all of the elements of built form, the natural environment and the lake 
environment, and focuses on: 
 

• the connections between people and these places, 
• the relationship between buildings and the lake, natural areas 
and vegetative buffers, and other uses, 

• the lake as public domain, 
• the processes for ensuring successful lake communities. 
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It is anticipated that the Township’s waterfront will see considerable 
growth and change during the life of this Plan. In order to ensure that 
the waterfront areas evolve in a manner that enhances the quality of 
waterfront life, it is the desire of Council to create and encourage a 
high quality of built form that is sensitive to the Township’s lake 
heritage and relates to the principles listed above. On this basis, the 
following are objectives of this Plan relating to waterfront design: 
 

• to improve the aesthetic quality of the Township’s waterfront 
built form, and promote development which is based on good 
design principles and standards that reflect the goals, 
objectives, and policies of this Plan; 

• to enhance the unique character of the Township’s waterfront 
areas by encouraging high quality design that is complementary 
and compatible with existing development, the Township’s 
natural heritage, and which fosters a strong sense of place; 

• to exercise appropriate municipal development control in order 
to achieve a consistently high quality of site, building and 
landscape design. 

• to be sensitive to the impact of light and sound on the lake 
environment. 

• protect significant natural heritage values and ecological 
functions. 
 

The contractors for the owner of this project are highly sensitive to the kinds of 
considerations that respect the design policies that encompass the goals and objectives 
of the official plan. 
 
The Goal for the Waterfront. 
 

“A.2.2.1 Goal 
 
It is the goal of this Plan that all development on the Township’s lakes and rivers must 
protect and preserve the quality of the water, protect the visual and aesthetic character 
of the lakes and rivers, protect the recreational, social, and environmental experiences, 
protect public safety by prohibiting development in areas subject to flooding or erosion, 
and respect the unique character of each lake.” 
 

Because of the nature of the property, its large area and frontage and the careful design 
of the dwelling, it is believed that the proposal will be in keeping with the Goal of the 
official plan. 
 
The proposal is also in accord with the relevant objectives of the official plan. 

 
“A.2.2.2 Objectives 
 

a) To protect the unique character of the individual lakes and rivers, including 
Georgian Bay, and their watersheds in the Township from inappropriate 
development. 

 
b) To limit the density and intensity of development on the lakes in the Township in 

order to protect the visual qualities of the lakes, to protect the natural shoreline 
character and to ensure that the biological and recreational capacity of the lake is 
appropriate. 
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c) To protect the shoreline wetlands and fish habitat. 
 
d) To ensure that the development of waterfront properties does not result in 

negative environmental impacts or increase municipal servicing costs.” 
 

The owners have preserved much of the shoreline in its natural state. 
 
The density is being maintained at half of what is allowed. 
 
The lands are free of any environmental constraints. 
 
There are no negative impacts on the environment or municipal services. 
 
The relevant policies for waterfront buildings are set out in section C.3.1.3.11. 
 

“a) The design of new buildings should achieve a complementary design 
relationship to existing buildings, while accommodating a diversity of 
architectural styles, building materials, subdued lighting, energy conservation 
techniques and innovative built forms.” 

 

The design of the proposed boathouse is being specifically designed to 
compliment the onshore main building design. 

 
“b) The design of all buildings shall have regard to appropriate setbacks and the 

protection or provision of vegetative buffers along the lakefront. Buildings 
should be massed to recognize appropriate scale and provide an appropriate 
building height at the waterfront and be architecturally articulated to provide 
visual variety and interest. Generally, building articulation features such as 
canopies, decks, and varying facade materials and setbacks should be used to 
reinforce a lake friendly scale.” 

 

The main dwelling has been carefully located with a high regard for buffers, 
increased setbacks, tree screens and neighbouring impacts. 

 
“c) Buildings shall be encouraged to orient themselves to the lake, where possible, 

and present their principal building facades with an appropriate building design 
to the lake. Buildings located at major vista terminations on a lake, or on view 
corridors on the lake, shall be given special treatment through the use of 
massing and building articulation strategies, such as added height, special roof 
treatments, and use of special cladding materials and lighting fixtures.” 

The building design has been carefully oriented to meet the design criteria set 
out in this section. 

 
“d) Building functions that do not directly require lake access, such as private 

garages, shall not face the lake.” 
 

There are no buildings apart from the main dwelling that focus on the lake apart 
from the proposed boathouse. 

 
“e) Roofscapes shall be an integral part of the design of a building and harmonize 

with the design of the rest of the building.” 
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The main building has been designed to be low profile as a single storey 
bungalow. 
 
The proposed boathouse design with a roof similar to the main will fit naturally 
into the shoreline with minimal obtrusiveness. 

 
“f) Buildings in the Shoreline Area will be designed and constructed to blend in to 

the natural environment and preserve the historic architectural characteristics of 
the area. Council may adopt Design Guidelines for the Shoreline Area that will 
include architectural details and landscape elements that will implement the 
policies of this Plan. The Zoning By-law implementing this Official Plan will 
include regulations that will: 

 
i) limit lot coverage up to a maximum of 10 percent of the lot area within the 

front 60 metres of the lot, and impose total coverage regulations which 
may be less than permissible lot coverage;” 
 

The lot coverage will comply with this criteria (8.7%) 
 

ii) limit the size of the waterfront dwellings based on the height of the 
dwelling; 
 

The building is setback in accordance with the Township’s requirements. The 
boathouse will have a substantial back drop on a large frontage (± 200 
metres). 

 
iii) limit the expansion and additions to existing dwellings where the building 

does not comply with the By-Law performance standards including 

shoreline setbacks; 

 

Not relevant. 
 

iv) establish standards to direct and mitigate development on lands 
containing steep slopes including defining steep slopes or a range of 
slopes, regulating building placement and height based on the nature of 
the slope, regulating structures including stairs used to provide access 
to the water, and prohibiting development on lands over a certain slope. 

 

Not relevant. 
 

v) limit the height of buildings within the front 60 metres of a lot to ensure 

that the building height does not intercept the natural tree line when 

viewed from the water; 

The design of the boathouse together with the dwelling will comply with this 

design criteria. 
 

vi) limit the size of docks to a maximum percent of the shoreline frontage of 

the lot or a defined size, whichever is greater; 

 

The standards for the boathouse and docks will comply with the Township By-

Law standards. 
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vii) boathouses, which include boatports, may be permitted as established 

by the implementing Zoning By-law which will specify: 

a) lakes on which boathouses may be permitted subject to the 

character and natural features of the lakes; 

b) minimum lot frontage standards to permit boathouses 

including boatports; 

 

c) maximum height and width standards; 

 

d) whether human habitation is permitted. 

 

The proposed boathouse design is believed to be in accord with the general 

design criteria apart from the maximum height provisions set out in the zoning 

By-Law (see below) 

 

It is believed that the context of the subject land can qualify for relief from the 

strict height limits where the impacts are imperceptible and have no impacts 

on adjoining lands and waters. 

 

In all other ways, the proposed boathouse is in compliance with Township 

rules. 
 

viii) Width, height and setback standards in the implementing Zoning By-law 

will limit the visual impact of boathouses on adjacent lands and on the 

natural quality of the shoreline. 

 

The proposal will comply with these design criteria. 
 

ix) Where human habitation is permitted by the implementing Zoning By-law, 

the human habitation use shall be permitted subject to the use being 

counted as a guest cabin and to the establishment of maximum floor area 

regulations. 

 

The subject lot will comply with this design criteria. 
 

“g) Council will require site plan approval for all new development in the Shoreline 

Areas.” 

 

The proposal is understood to be subject to site plan approval. 

 

Apart from a marginal technical height exceedance, the proposed boathouse 

design is entirely in accord with the policies for building design in the 

waterfront area. 
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THE ZONING BY-LAW 

 

Seguin’s Zoning By-Law No. 2006-125 provides the following relative to boathouse 

development. 

 
“4.28 SHORELINE STRUCTURES AND FACILITIES 

 

a) Where an encroachment onto the bed of the waterbody is proposed, permission to 

construct or install the in-water and/or shoreline structure or facility shall only be 

permitted if approval to occupy the area has been obtained from or meets the 

prescriptive requirements of the authority having jurisdiction. Where a boathouse or 

boatport is permitted, the owner shall have acquired the Shoreline Road Allowance, 

where existing, prior to the construction of the boathouse or boatport. A Dock is 

permitted adjacent to an opened or unopened Shoreline Road Allowance provided 

the upland lot that is immediately adjacent to that portion of the Shoreline Road 

Allowance is under the same ownership. 

 

b) No more than 25% or a maximum of 23 metres of the shoreline frontage of a lot, 

whichever is less, of any one residentially zoned property shall be occupied by in-

water or shoreline structures and facilities, which includes boardwalks and catwalks. 

 

c) All boathouses, docks, boardwalks, catwalks and marine facilities shall have a 

minimum setback from the side lot lines as set out in Table 4.3 based on a straight 

line projected into the water from the shoreline. 

 

Table 4.3 

Lot Frontage (metres) Minimum Setback (metres) 
< 31 m 6.0 

31-60 m 9.0 

>60-90 m 12.5 

>90-120 m 15.0 

>120 m 20.0 

 

The proposed boathouse complies with these general boathouse provisions. 

 
“ 4.28.1 Boathouses and Boatports 

 

a) Where permitted by this By-Law, a maximum of one boathouse or one boatport shall 

be permitted per lot. 

 

The 200 metre lot with 7.2 hectares is proposing one boathouse on the frontage. 
 

b) The width of the boathouse measured parallel to the shoreline shall be included in 
the 25% or 23 metre limit on the construction or installation of in-water structures 
and facilities along the shoreline frontage of a lot in accordance Section 4.28 (b). 

 

The boathouse will comply with the required yards. 
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c) No portion of the first storey of any boathouse or part thereof shall be used for 

human habitation including sleeping, a washroom, a hot tub, a jacuzzi, a kitchen, 

cooking facility, or living area. 

The proposed boathouse only provides the maximum living space on the second 

half storey. 

d) Where a 1½ storey boathouse is permitted by this By-law, the ½ storey above the 

first storey may be used for sleeping accommodation or living area, but shall not 

include a kitchen or cooking facilities, and shall be considered as a sleeping cabin in 

accordance with this By-law. The maximum floor area for the ½ storey shall be 60 

square metres. 

The boathouse complies with the 60 metre requirements for habitable space. 

e) The first 3 metres of a boathouse supporting structure adjacent to the shoreline shall 
be an open span 

 

This span will be recognized in the boathouse construction. 
 

f) A minimum of 50% of the total length of the boathouse supporting structure that 
extends out from the shoreline shall be open span. 

 

The design and location will meet this criteria. 
 

g) The maximum building height for a 1 storey boathouse shall be 5.0 metres with a 

maximum height of 3.6 metres to the highest main roof eave. The maximum building 

height for a 1½ storey boathouse shall be 6.7 metres with a maximum height to the 

highest main roof eave of 3.6 metres. For the purposes of this Section building 

height shall be the distance above the top of the dock/deck boards. A gambrel or 

mansard roof shall not be permitted on a boathouse. 

 

This criteria is not being incorporated into the design. 

 

The different design is to complement the architecture of the main dwelling of the 

property. 
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This roof design will not comply with the strict roof design criteria nor the height 

parameters, however, the proposal is attractive and does not “over power” the 

shoreline. 

 

Using an elevation overlay, it can be seen that the absolute height of the proposal is 

less than that allowed under the By-Law. 
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The type of roof is not a gamble or mansard style, which are not permitted, but also 

does not align with the typical gable with typical dormers. It simply does not follow the 

stereotypical design accepted by the building department. 

 
h) A maximum of 50% of each roof plane may be dormer. 

 

The proposed design does not incorporate dormers 
 

i) A maximum of 25% of the boathouse may be located inland of the natural shoreline 

and the boathouse shall be located no further than 15 metres from the shoreline. 

 

The proposed boathouse will comply with all of the above regulations. 
 

j) Boathouse Regulations 

 

i) Boathouses shall only be permitted appurtenant to lots on the following 

lakes and in accordance with the regulations of Tablets 4.3 and 4.4. 

- Lake Joseph  - Whitefish Lake 

- Lake Rosseau         - Little Whitefish Lake 

- Little Lake Joseph - Horseshoe Lake 

- Portage Lake  - Otter Lake 

- Georgian Bay 

 

ii) One and one half storey boathouses shall only be permitted appurtenant 

to those lots that front onto the following lakes and in accordance with 

Tables 4.3 and 4.4: 

 

• Lake Joseph 

• Lake Rosseau 

• Georgian Bay 

• Little Lake Joseph 

• Portage Lake 

 

Table 4.4 

Maximum Height/Slips 

Minimum 
Lot 

Frontage 

Boathouse 
Prohibited 

1 Sty-2 
slips 

1 ½ Sty 
- 2 slips 

1 ½ Sty 
-3 slips 

Maximum 
Width 

(metres) 
 (4) (5) 

Maximum 
Length 

(metres) 
 (5) 

<60 m ✓(1) (6)      

≥60-90 m  ✓ (2)   11 11 

≥90-160 m   ✓  11 11 

>160 m    ➢ (3) 15.0 11 

 

k) All cupolas or other ornamental roof structures shall have dimensions of a maximum 

1.0 metres width by 1.0 metres length and a maximum 1.2 metres height. 

There is no ornamental roof structures proposed. 
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In the respect of the By-Law regulations for boathouse development, the proposal is 

entirely in accord with the design criteria apart from the strict roof design and attendant 

height limits. 

It is my opinion that in the context of this property, these differences do not seriously 

depart from the general goals and objections to preserve the natural features or 

amenities of the shoreline. 

CONCLUSIONS 

1. The subject property is eligible for a one and one half storey boathouse so long 

as it is designed using the prescribed criteria set out in the Township’s zoning 

By-Law. 

 

2. The owner’s are hoping to obtain approval for a boathouse design that is 

preferred to complement the onshore design of the dwelling that has more 

modern features than the historical boathouse design with gable ends and 

dormers. 

 

3. The owners are not asking for any relief beyond the physical design. The size of 

the boathouse and its attendant living space will be in accord with the By-Law 

requirements. 

 

4. The only variation relates to the height provisions and roof design because of the 

way the By-Law has assigned height standards to 1 ½ storey boathouses. 

 

5. The history of the two storey boathouse in Seguin (Humphrey) indicates that the 

use of the waterfront for such structures is a part of its heritage and character for 

well over a century. 

 

6. While there were many criticisms related to the proliferation of these habitable 

structures on the shoreline, it became evident that the positions for such facilities 

were ultimately subjective and that any consideration for these structures should 

be judged on individual merit. 

 

7. A one and one half storey boathouse has been determined to be in conformity 

with the official plan 

 

8. The notion that these structures should be considered in the context of a policy 

regime that promotes preservation of the natural shoreline features in itself 

remains counter intuitive. However, it is obvious that this paradox is generally 

supportive of all interests. 
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9. The Township’s regulatory regime seems to rationalize this program using a rigid 

set of design criteria for permitted boathouses. 

 

10. The difficulty with this approach is its inherent absence of allowing more variable 

designs that otherwise achieve the general goals and objectives of the official 

plan. 

 

11. In many cases, the result is for a typical or “cookie cutter” design that fails the 

more organic boathouse history of Muskoka’s boathouse past. 

 

12. The subject parcel has an oversized frontage that mitigates the impact 

prevention measures related to shoreline protection. It is further located in a 

isolated bay away from most travelled navigation tracks. 

 

13. The applicants have engaged with neighbours and at least one has expressed no 

objection to the boathouse design. 

 

14. The proposed design is believed to be in accord with the general waterfront 

policies of the official plan. 

 

15. Strict adherence to the design criteria for 1 ½ storey boathouses is not the test 

that should be applied in contrast to the relevant impacts proposed by the 

proposal. 

 

16. It is my opinion that this design proposal is entirely in accord with the general 

goals and objectives of the official plan and reflects good planning. 

 

Respectfully Submitted, 

 

 

John Jackson M.C.I.P., R.P.P. 

JJ;jc 
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Township of Seguin 
Application for 

ZONING BY-LAW AMENDMENT 

 
OFFICE USE ONLY   Date Stamp: 

Application No.: R-  -  -   

File Name:    

Civic Address: 
   

Application Complete: Fee Received:  

�›  Yes �›  Yes  

�›  No �›  No  

 

ROLL # 4903  0000 
 

Did you pre-consult with the Township Planning 
Department? 

Please submit a copy of your completed “Pre-Consultation Form”. 

Pre-consultation Date:    

Attending Planner:   

1. CONTACT INFORMATION: 

All communication will be directed to the Primary Contact only. Copies of 

correspondence will be sent to all parties and filed according to Township 

procedure. 

Primary Contact:   

a) Registered Owner(s):    

(List all owners and contact information if multiple exist) 

Mailing Address:     

Home Phone:   Home Fax:   

Business Phone:    Business Fax:    

Email Address:    

�›  Yes �›  No 

 

John Jackson Planner Inc.

36 Farm Sandy Bay Road

Sandy Bay Vacations Inc.

jamie@jscustombuilders.com

19-Jun-2026

2026 0015 H

Sandy Bay Vacations

36 Farm Sandy Bay

010-001-00255

Bradie Debes
Text Box
Schedule C to Staff Report PL-2026-093

Bradie Debes
Highlight Area
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b) Agent:   

Mailing Address:   

Home Phone:   Home Fax:   

Business Phone:   Business Fax:   

Email Address:     

c) Planner:    

Mailing Address:  

Phone Number:   Fax Number:   

Email Address:   

d) Surveyor:   

Mailing Address:   

Phone Number:   Fax Number:   

Email Address:   

e) Solicitor:   

Mailing Address:   

Phone Number:   Fax Number:   

Email Address:   

f) Engineer:   

Mailing Address:   

Phone Number:   Fax Number:   

Email Address:   
 

2. DESCRIPTION OF SUBJECT LANDS 

a) Concession(s):   

b) Lot(s):   

     

       

   

   
 

 

     

c) Registered Plan No. :  Lot(s)/Block(s):

d) Reference Plan No. :  Part(s):

e) Geographic Township (former municipality):

f) Civic Address:

John Jackson Planner Inc.

2-1 Mall Drive Parry Sound, ON P2A 3A9

705-746-5667

JJPlan@vianet.ca

Agent

1

Part Lots 4 & 5

42R13330 (42R21873) 3 (1,2,8,9,10,12 13 &15)

Humphrey

36 Farm Sandy Bay Road



                

Frontage (m) Depth (m) Area (ha) 
   

 

h) Official Plan (current designation of subject lands):   

 
 

i) How does the application conform to the Official Plan:  
 

           

 ��
 ��

 

            

 
 
 

 

             
 ��

 ��

 

            
  

             

        
  

 ��

 ��

 

     
 

     
 

     

             

 
 ��
 ��

 

              

g) Dimensions of subject lands:

           

             
  

                    
 

 

   

  

  

             

k) The  subject  land  is  within  an  area  where  zoning  with  conditions  apply:
�› Yes
�› No

If  yes,  please  attach  an  explanation  of  how  the  application  conforms  to  the 
Official Plan  policies relating to the zoning with  conditions.

l)  The  subject  land  is  within  an  area  where  the  municipality  has  pre-
determined  the  minimum  and  maximum  density  requirement  or  the 
minimum and maximum height  requirements:

�› Yes

�› No

If yes,  state the  requirements:  

  

  

m)  The  subject  land  is  within  an  area  of  land  designated  under  any  provincial

plan or plans:
�› Yes
�› No

If yes, does the application conform to or does not conflict with the 
applicable provincial plan or plans:❑

❑ Yes
No
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j) Are  there  any  easements  or  right-of-ways  affecting  the  subject  lands?

�› Yes

�› No

If  yes,  indicate  and  describe  the  purpose  of  the  easement  or  right-of-ways:

±159 ±507 7.2

Waterfront

Rights-of-way to existing waterfront lots

Maximum height 6.7m

Plan supports shoreline development



                

    
 ��
 ��

    

          
 

 

b) The nature and extent of the proposed rezoning:   

     
 

c) The purpose of the proposed rezoning:    

     

 

 

d) Dimensions of the proposed lands to be rezoned: 

If only a portion of the subject property is being 
rezoned. 

 

Frontage (m) Depth (m) Area (ha) 

   

 

             
  

 ��

 ��

            

  

 

            
 ��

 ��

 

            
  

 
 

            

3. ZONING  BY-LAW  AMENDMENT

a) The  current  zoning  of  the  subject  land:

e)  The  application  is  to  implement  an  alteration  to  the  boundary  of  an  area
of settlement or  to implement a new area of settlement:

�› Yes
�› No

If  yes,  attach  details  of  the  Official  Plan  or  Official  Plan  amendment  that 
deals with the  above matter.

f) The  application  is  to  remove  land  from  an  area  of  employment:
�› Yes
�› No

If  yes,  attach  details  of  the  Official  Plan  or  Official  Plan  amendment  that 
deals with the  above matter.

g) The  requested  amendment  to  the  Zoning  By-law  is  consistent  with  the policy 
statements issued under subsection 3 (1) of the Act:

Yes
No

�›

�›
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±159 ±507 7.2

LSR-134

To allow a maximum  height increase of 0.6 metres (6.7m to 7.3m)

Proposed flat or shed roof design is difficult to comply with the max. height provisions of the by-law.
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 ��
 ��

4. EXISTING AND PROPOSED USES 

a) Date the subject land was acquired by the current Owner:   
 

b) Existing uses of the subject land:    

   

 
 

c) Length of time that the existing uses have continued:   
 

d) Proposed uses of the subject land:    
 

   
 

 

*Attach a separate description if necessary 

e) Date the existing building(s) or structure(s) on the subject land were 

constructed: 

Type of building/ structure Date Constructed 

1.  

2  

3.  

4.  

f) Location of all existing and proposed structures on the subject land 

(metric): 

Existing: 
 

Type of building/ 
structure 

Front Yard 
(m) 

Interior 
Side Yard 

(m) 

Exterior 
Side yard 

(m) 

Rear yard 
(m) 

1.     

2.     

3.     

4.     

2018

None

Residential

--

Vacant

Residential
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Proposed: 

Type of building/ 
structure 

Front Yard 
(m) 

Interior 
Side Yard 

(m) 

Exterior 
Side yard 

(m) 

Rear yard 
(m) 

1.     

2.     

3.     

4.     

 

*Attach separate sheet if more than 4 existing or proposed structures 

 

g) Dimensions of all existing and proposed structures on subject land. 

 

Existing: 
 

 

Building 

Ground 
Floor Area 

(m2) 

Gross 
Floor Area 

(m2) 

# of 

Stories 

Length 

(m) 

Width 

(m) 

Height 

(m) 

1.       

2.       

3.       

4.       

 

Proposed: 
 

 

Building 
Ground 

Floor Area 
(m2) 

Gross 
Floor Area 

(m2) 

# of 
Stories 

Length 
(m) 

Width 
(m) 

Height 
(m) 

1.       

2.       

3.       

4.       

 
h) What are the adjacent land uses: 

 

To the north: _ _   

To the south:  _    

To the west:   _ _ 

To the east:  _    

Dwelling 26

Boathouse --

±18.6 ±40.5

20

±454

None

Seasonal

Vacant

Seasonal

Lake Rosseau

Dwelling 645.5

Boathouse 165

645.5 1 7
225 1.5 11 15 7.3
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5. ACCESS 

a) Access to the subject land is provided by:   
�›  Provincial highway��
�›  Municipal road (year round)��
�›  Municipal road (seasonal)��
�›  Private road / Right-of-Way��
�›  Other road��
�›  Water��

 
b) If access to the subject land is by water only, indicate the 

following: 

Provide written confirmation of parking and docking facilities. 

Docking facility:    

Distance from docking to subject land:   

Distance from docking to nearest public road:    

Parking facility:   

Distance from docking to parking:    

Distance from parking to nearest public road:     

6. SERVICES 

a) Water is provided to the subject land by: 
�›  Private well��
�›  Privately owned/operated communal well��
�›  Lake or other water body��
�›  Other:  ��

 

 
 

b) Sewage disposal is provided to the subject land by: 
�›  Private sewage system��
�›  Privately owned/operated communal sewage system��
�›  Privy��
�›  Other: ��

c) Storm drainage is provided to the subject land by: 
�›  Ditches��
�›  Swales��
�›  Natural��
�›  Other:  ��
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7. OTHER APPLICATIONS 
 

Indicate if the subject land is the subject to any applications currently under 
the Planning Act: 

 

Application File # Status 

 

Plan of Subdivision/ 
Condominium (Section 51) 

  

Consent 

(Section 53) 

  

Minor Variance 

(Section 45) 

  

Zoning By-law 
(Section 34) 

  

Official Plan 
(Section 22) 

  

Site Plan 

(Section 41) 

  

 

8. DIRECTIONS: HOW TO GET THERE 

 

Civic Address:   

 

Directions from Seguin Township Office (5 Humphrey Dr. Hwy 141) to your 

site: 

 

 

 

 

 

 9. EXPLANATION
An explanation of how the application for an amendment to the Zoning By-Law
is consistent with the policy statements issued under subsection 3(1) of the act:

10. PUBLIC CONSULTATION
A Proposed strategy for consultation with the public with respect to the application.

36 Farm Sandy Bay Drive

Take Highway 141 east.  Turn Right Highway No. 632.   Take 632 to Burgess Road. Turn left onto 
Burgess Road.  Continue straight onto Crossley Road.  Turn right onto Farm Sandy Bay Drive.  650 
metres to 36 Farm Sandy Bay Drive.

Conforms to the Rural policies of the 2024 Provincial Planning Statement

Statutory public meeting
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9. PLANS REQUIRED 
 

Please attach a copy of the sketch, site plan or survey drawn to scale, in 

metric. 
One copy must be submitted on 8.5” x 11” paper and an electronic version 

in Adobe Acrobat pdf format. 

Minimum requirements will be a sketch showing the following: 

�›  The boundaries and dimensions (frontage, depth and area) of the 
subject land. 

 

�›  Indicate the area to be rezoned. 

 

�›  The location, size and type of all existing and proposed buildings and 

structures on the subject land, indicating the distance of the buildings 

or structures from the front lot line, rear lot line and the side lot lines. 
 

�›  The approximate location of all topographical, natural and artificial 
features on the subject land and on land that is adjacent to the subject 

land that, in the opinion of the Applicant, may affect the Application. 
Examples include buildings, railways, roads, watercourses, drainage 

ditches, river or stream banks, wetlands, wooded areas, wells and septic 
tanks. 

�›  The current uses on land that is adjacent to the subject land. 

 

�›  The location and name of any roads within or abutting the subject land, 
indicating whether it is an unopened road allowance, a public road, a 

private road or a right-of-way. 

 

�›  If access to the subject land is by water only, the location of the parking 

and docking facilities to be used. 

 
�›  If the subject land has lake frontage, label the lake name. 

 

�›  The location and nature of any easement affecting the subject land. 

 

�›  North arrow and scale. 



IO. AUTHORIZATION BY OWNER
Applicable if an Agent is makmgr this applicalion on yaur behalf.

ll the Applicant is not the Owner of the subject land ol this Applicalion. the writlen authorizalton ot

the Owner stating that the Agent is authoiizeO to make the Applicalion on their behatl must be
included with thb applhation form or the authorization set out below musl be completed.

Please Note: ll the Owner is an incorporated company, autlorizalbn ol the appropriale signing
ofticer(s) b required in accordance wilh the company's by-laws.

Sandv Bay Vacations lnc.
undersigred, oetng tt'-,l(we),

RegisteredOwne4s)
Registered Owner(s) ol the subject land, hereby authorize

John Jackson
Ment

to act as my Agent wilh to the preparalion and submission of thb Application.

May 27,2026

ol Owner Date

Si,gnalure ol Owner Date

11. FREEDOM OF INFORUATION AND PRIVACY

Personal information contaired in this form, collected and maintaired puauanl to Section 34 of

The Planning Act, will be used lor the purpose of respording to the Applbation and.creating a
pblic record. The Omer's Slgnature acknowledges that 'personal information lisl collected and
maintained speilirnlly for the purpose ol creaing a record availabb lo lhe general publ'c;" per

Section 14(1i(c) ol thb Municif,al Freedom ol lnlormation arrd Protection of Privacy Acl, B.S.O.
1990, c. M.56.

The applir:ant acknowbdges that the Township considers the application torms and allsupporting
materiab, ircluding studies and drawings, fibd wlth this application lo be public inlormation and

to torm pan ol the public record. Wilh the liling of an application, the appllcant consenls to the
Towrshp photocopyirlg and releasing the application ard any suppoding material either lor its
oyyn use in processing the applbation or at the request ol a third party, without lurltpr notilication
to or permission lrom ttre appllcant. The appli<nnt abo hereby slales lhat it has authority to bind
its consullants to the tenns of lhb acknowledgement. Questions regarding lhe colbction ol
intormatkrn should be directed to lhe Direclor ol Planning at the Towrship ol Seguin at (705) 732-

4i|00

Signature of Owner

May 27,2026

Date

Signature ol Owrer

Signature ol Witness Date

Date

May 27 ,2026

Township ot Seguin, Zoning By-law Amen&neil Applicalion Form (&ne 4, 2013) 9o112



12. DECLARATION OF OWNEFIAGENT
Must be srgned by the owne(s)/Agent in the presence ot a commissioner.

, John Jackson
(Owne(s)/Agenl) ol lhe

Municipality

o, McDougall
in tte County/DbtrbURegbnal Municipalily ol

Parry

do solemnlv declare lhat allol lhe statements conlained in this Aoolication are true and I max,
thb solemn cteclaration corscienlior.sly belbving it to be true and knowing that it is ol tne same
torce and ettect as il made under oath and by virtue ol the canada EvidenCe Aci.

Declared belore me at the
icwn oi Parry Sound

rn
District Pany Sound

ol
27thtns day ol

May
2A 26

of Owner

of Agent

aokgob

Signature of Orvner

ffild(Jameo Chrls0o, a Gommbeloner, eto;
Provlncoof marb'for i

Pany Sound AtEa Prcporty GoneufthO hto' ErPkE *gb,nl,Detl,frtl /

Signature of Commissioner Commlssioners Stamp

13. ADDITIONAL FEES

lf Planning, Engineerirg andlor legallees are incuned by the Towmhip pertaining to this
Applicalion, the Applicant, by below, hereby agrees to submit tlte balarre due, upon
recoipt ol an invoice for

May 27, 2028

Slg nalure of Owrer(s)/Agent Date

Please submit this appllcation to the Township ol Seguin Planning Department at:

Township ol Seguin
5 Humphrey Dr., RR$2
Parry Sound. ON
PzA2W8
Bus:7O*7324340
Fax: 705-7?2{;34T
Toll Free: 1477473484iG

Township of Seguin, Zoning By{aw Arnendment Applicatlon Fom (..tine 4, 2013) 10 ol 12
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A001

Mark Date Description

01 Work in
Progress Issued for MNRF Permit

Mark Date Description

01 Work in
Progress

Issued for MNRF
Permit

job title

sheet title

job number

212 - 160 Pears Ave, Toronto ,Ontario, M5R 3P8
647-725-7799  |  general@micacchi.ca

Note: This drawing and all copyright therein are the sole
and exclusive property of Micacchi Architecture.
Reproduction or use of this drawing in whole or in part by
any means or in any way whatsoever without the prior
written consent of Micacchi Architecture is strictly
prohibited.  Do not scale this drawing.  Print date:
Wednesday, September 24, 2025. file: JST Boathouse -
17 - Single Roof.pln

2419

client

issue date

Wednesday, September 24, 2025
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ORIGINAL WATER'S EDGE FROM STATION CRADIAL TIES TO WATER'S EDGE MAY 29, 2019 AND
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RP DENOTES ROCK POST

THE LEVEL OF LAKE ROSSEAU IS CONTROLLED BY THE DAM AT PORT CARLING.
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A CONTOUR ELEVATION 225.55 CGVD28) IS THE BEST
ROSSEAU AS SHOWN HEREON (ESTABLISHED BY SOUNDINGS TO

AVAILABLE EVIDENCE OF THE WATER'S EDGE EXISTING AT
THE INSTANCE THE WATER WAS RAISED BY THE CONSTRUCTION
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IN METRES AND CAN BE CONVERTED TO FEET BY DIVIDING
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Name of Practice: 
MICACCHI ARCHITECTURE INC. 

Name of Project: 
JST House 

Location: 
36 FARM SANDY ROAD, SEGUIN, ON 

Date: 
2025.07.25

2024 Ontario Building Code Data Matrix 
Part 9 – Housing and Small Buildings

Building 
Code 

Reference
1

9.00 Building Code 
Version:

 O. Reg. 163/24 Last Amendment  O. Reg. 447/24 

9.01 Project Type:  ☒ New Construction ☐ Addition ☐ Renovation  

 ☐ Change of use ☐ Addition and renovation

[A] 1.3.3.3.

Description:   TO CONSTRUCT A NEW 2-STOREY SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING  

9.02 Major 
Occupancy 
Classification:

Occupancy  Use 

  C    RESIDENTIAL  

        

       

9.10.2.

9.03 Superimposed  
Major 
Occupancies:

☒ No ☐ Yes  ☐ N/A 9.10.2.3.

Description:     

9.04 Building Area 
(m2) 

Insert additional 
lines as needed

Description: 

  FOOTPRINT  

    

    

    

Total

Existing 

  0  

  0  

  0  

  0  

  0 

New 

  585.85  

  0  

  0  

  0  

 585.85 

Total 

585.85 

  0 

  0 

  0 

585.85 

[A] 1.4.1.2.

9.05 Gross Area 
(m2) 

Insert additional 
lines as needed

Description: 

  1ST FLOOR  

  2ND FLOOR  

    

    

Total

Existing 

  0  

  0  

  0  

  0  

  0 

New 

  556  

  80  

  0  

  0  

 636 

Total 

556   

80  

  0 

  0  
636 

[A] 1.4.1.2.

Ontario Building Code Data Matrix, Part 9 January 2025  
© Ontario Association of Architects

9.06 Mezzanine 
Area (m2) 

Insert additional 
lines as needed

Description: 

  N/A  

    

    

    

Total

Existing 

  0  

  0  

  0  

  0  

  0 

New 

  0  

  0  

  0  

  0  

  0 

Total 

  0 

  0 

  0 

  0 

  0 

9.10.4.1.

9.07 Building Height   2  

 1 

Storeys above grade 

Storeys below grade

  8.7 (m) Above grade [A] 1.4.1.2. 
& 9.10.4.

9.08 Number of 
Streets/ 
Firefighter 
access

 1  street(s) 9.10.20.

9.09 Sprinkler 
System

 ☐ Required ☒ Not Required 

Provided: ☐ entire building ☐ selected compartments 
☐ selected floor areas ☐ basement  
☐ in lieu of roof rating ☐ none 

Description:  N/A 

9.10.8.2.-4.
, and 
3.2.4.7.(4)

9.10 Fire Alarm 
System

☐ Required ☒ Not required 

Proposed: ☐ Single stage ☐ Two stage  ☐ None

9.10.18.

9.11 Water Service/ 
Supply is 
Adequate

☐ No ☒ Yes 9.31.3.

9.12 Construction 
Type:

Restriction: ☒ Combustible permitted ☐ Non-combustible required  
☐ Encapsulated mass timber 

Actual: ☒ Combustible ☐ Non-combustible  
 ☐ Combination of combustible and non-combustible  
 ☐ Encapsulated mass timber  
 ☐ Combination of encapsulated mass timber and noncombustible 
Heavy Timber Construction: ☐ No ☒ Yes 

9.10.6., 
3.1.5., and 
3.1.4.7.

9.13 Post-disaster 
Building

☒ No ☐ Yes [A] 1.3.3.2. 
and Part 4

9.14 Occupant Load 
 

Insert additional 
lines as needed

Floor Level/Area 
 

 1ST FLOOR 

  2ND FLOOR 

  

   

Occupancy  
Type 

  C 

  C 

   

   

Based On 

  PERSONS/BEDROOM  

  PERSONS/BEDROOM  

  PERSONS/BEDROOM  

    

Total:

Occupant Load  
(Persons) 

 10  

 4  

 0  

 0  

 14 

Posted 
Limit 
Required 

   

   

   

  

9.9.1.3. 
Table 
3.1.17.1.

9.15 Barrier-free 
Design:

� Yes 

☒ No

Explanation   PRIVATE HOME - NOT REQUIRED 9.5.2. & 3.8

Ontario Building Code Data Matrix, Part 9 January 2025  
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9.16 Hazardous 
Substances:

� Yes 

☒ No

Explanation    9.10.1.3.

9.17 Required Fire 
Resistance 
Ratings

Horizontal Assembly Fire 
Resistanc
e Rating 
(H)

Supporting  
Assembly(H)

Non-combustible 
in lieu of rating?

9.10.8. and 
9.10.11.

N/A Floors over 
basement 

Floors 

Mezzanine 

Roof

 
  0  

  0  

  0  

  0 

 
  0  

  0  

  0  

  0 

☐ No ☐ Yes 
☐ N/A 

☐ No ☐ Yes 
☐ N/A 

☐ No ☐ Yes 
☐ N/A 

☐ No ☐ Yes 
☐ N/A

9.18
a

Spatial 
Separation

Wall EBF 
Area 
(m2)

L.D. (m) L/H 
or H/
L

Required 
FRR (H)

% Unprotected Openings  
Permitted

% Unprotected 
Openings Provided

9.10.14., 
9.10.15.

N/A 

Insert additional 
lines as needed

    

    

    

   

  0 

  0 

  0 

  0 

 0  

 0  

 0  

 0 

  0  

  0  

  0  

  0 

  0   

  0   

  0   

  0  

   

   

   

  

   

   

   

  

9.18
b

Spatial 
Separation 
Continued

Wall (repeated) Construction Type Cladding Type 9.10.14., 
9.10.15.

N/A 

Insert additional 
lines as needed

   

   

   

   

    

    

    

   

☐ Non-combustible 

☐ Non-combustible 

☐ Non-combustible 

☐ Non-combustible

9.19
a

Plumbing 
Fixture 
Requirements

Ratio:  Male:Female = 50:50 Except as noted otherwise   9.31. & 
3.7.4.

Insert additional 
lines as needed

Floor Level/Area 

 1ST FLOOR 

  2ND FLOOR 

  

   

Occupant Load 

 10  

 4  

 0  

 0 

OBC Sentence 

  9.5.9.1  

  9.5.9.1  

    

   

WCs 
Required 

 1  

 0  

 0  

 0 

WCs 
Provided 

 7  

 2  

 0  

 0 
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9.19
b

Plumbing 
Fixture 
Requirements 
Continued 

N/A 

Insert additional 
lines as needed

Floor Level/Area  
(repeated)  

 

   

   

   

Barrier-free 
WCs 
Required 

 0  

 0  

 0  

 0 

Barrier-free 
WCs Provided 

    

    

    

   

Universal Washrooms 
Required 

 0  

 0  

 0  

 0 

Universal 
Washrooms 
Provided 

 0  

 0  

 0  

 0 

9.20 Energy 
Efficiency: 

N/A - 
SEASONAL 
OCCUPANCY 
DWELLING

Category: 

Non-residential 
Compliance 
Option: 

 
Residential 
Compliance 
Option:

 
☐ SB-10 Prescriptive (Div.4) 

☐ SB-10 Performance (Div.2) 

☐ SB-10 Prescriptive (Div.2) 

☐ SB-12 Prescriptive Compliance Packages 

☐ SB-12 Performance Compliance 

☐ SB-12 Other: Energy Star for New Homes 

☐ EnerGuide for New Houses

12.2.

Climatic Zone:
Project Design Conditions: *BY HVAC DESIGN 

  

Fenestration 
 

Vertical (W+D) 

Skylights

Gross Above 
Grade Wall or 
Roof Area (m2) 

 0  

 0 

Gross Fenestration 
Area (m2) 

 0  

 0 

Fenestration Ratio 

 0%  

 0% 

Space Heating 
Fuel

☐ Natural Gas 

☐ Propane

☐ Oil 

☐ Solid fuel

☐ Electricity 

☐ Earth energy

Heating 
Equipment 
Efficiency 

Other Conditions 

Compliance 
Package

☐ ≥92% AFUE   

☐  ICF Basement 

☐  Walk-out Basement 

☐  Log/Post & Beam  

☐  Spray-applied Foam 
Insulation Above Grade 
Wall 

  

☐ ≥84% - <92% AFUE  

☐  ICF Above Grade 

☐  Slab-on-Ground 

☐  Blown-in Insulation Above 
Grade Wall 

☐  Drain Water Heat Recovery 
Unit Provided

SB-12 
T3.1.1.2.A-
C 
T3.1.1.3.A-
C

9.21 Sound 
Transmission 
Design:

Is there more than 1 dwelling unit in the building? � Yes  ☒ No 5.8.1.2., 
5.8.1.4,, & 
9.11.1.4.

Option 
Implemented: Min STC rating of   ________________________

Ontario Building Code Data Matrix, Part 9 January 2025  
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1. All references are to Division B of the OBC, unless preceded by [A] for Division A and [C] for Division C. 

Note
s: 

   

9.22 Bracing to 
Resist Lateral 
Loads Due  

*SEE 
STRUCTURAL 
DRAWINGS 

5% Seismic Spectral Acceleration, Sa(0.2) ________________ SB-1,   
Table 3

1-in-50 hourly wind pressure (HWP) (kPa) __________________ SB-1,   
Table 2

Applicable Requirements: 
Design in accordance with:     ___________________________________________
Notes:     ___________________________________________________________
Bracing in accordance with:     ___________________________________________
Notes:    ___________________________________________________________

T 
A-9.23.13 
9.23.16.2., 
9.27. & 
9.29. 
9.23.13.4. 
to 
9.23.13.7. 
Part 4 
Good eng. 
practice

Construction Type by Floor Level  
Lowest Exterior Frame Wall Supports:     ___________________________________
2nd Level:     ___________________________________________________________
3rd Level:     ___________________________________________________________
Notes:    ___________________________________________________________

9.23 Alternative 
Solutions 

Insert additional 
lines as needed

   

   

  

[A] 1.2.1.1., 
and 
[C] 2.1.

9.24 Notes: 

Insert additional 
lines as needed
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Zoning Statistics

Regulations

New Zoning By-law Proposed

Total ProjectTottal Project

AreaArea

Zoning Area - first 60mZoning Area - first 60m 9,697.03 m² 104,378 f²

Total CoverageTotal Coverage 5% 8.8%

5,219 f² 856.33 m² 9,218 f²

Total GFATotal GFA 6.25% 6.61%

6,524 f² 640.9 m² 6,899 f²

Building AreaBuilding Area 585.85 m² 6,306 f²

BoathouseBoathouse

CoverageCoverage

Footprint (By-Law) 165 m² 1,776 f²

Roof Overhang 0 m² 0 f²

Total CoverageTotal Coverage 165 m² 1,776 f²

GFAGFA

1st Floor 120.87 m² 1,301 f²

2nd Floor 59.92 m² 645 f²

Total GFA - BoathouseTotal GFA - Boathouse 59.92 m² 645 f²

Main HouseMaain House

CoverageCoverage

Footprint (By-Law) 638.85 m² 6,877 f²

Roof Overhang 52.49 m² 565 f²

Total CoverageTotal Coverage 691.34 m² 7,442 f²

GFAGFA

Basement 0 m² 0 f²

1st Floor 556.3 m² 5,988 f²

2nd Floor 80.08 m² 862 f²

Total GFA - Main HouseTotal GFA - Main House 636.39 m² 6,850 f²

DeductionsDeductions

Interior walls, stairs 55.41 m² 596 f²

GFA w/ deductionsGFA w/ deductions 580.97 m² 6,254 f²

GarageGarage

CoverageCoverage

Footprint (By-Law) 256.55 m² 2,762 f²

Roof Overhang 32.68 m² 352 f²

Total CoverageTotal Coverage 289.23 m² 3,113 f²

GFAGFA

1st Floor 256.55 m² 2,762 f²

Total GFA - Garage #2Total GFA - Garage #2 256.55 m² 2,762 f²
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Township of Seguin - ZONING BY-LAW 2006-125
4.28	 	 SHORELINE STRUCTURE AND FACILITIES

4.28.1		 BOATHOUSE AND BOATPORTS

b) The width of the boathouse measured parallel to the shoreline shall be included in the 25% or 23 metre limit on
the construction or installation of in-water structures and facilities along the shoreline frontage of a lot in accordance
Section 4.28 (b).

Lot Frontage = 162.2m
Maximum Shoreline Frontage Occupation = 23.0m

c) No portion of the first storey of any boathouse or part thereof shall be use for human habitation including
sleeping, cooking, or living area.

d) Where a 1½ storey boathouse is permitted by this By-law, the ½ storey above the first storey may be used for
sleeping accommodation or living area, but shall not include a kitchen or cooking facilities, and shall be considered
as a sleeping cabin in accordance with this By-law. The maximum floor area for the ½ storey shall be 60 square
metres.

1/2 storey Floor Area = 59.93m2

g) […] The maximum building height for a 1½ storey boathouse shall be 6.7 metres with a maximum height to the
highest main roof eave of 3.6 metres. For the purposes of this Section building height shall be the distance above
the normal or controlled water level. A gambrel or mansard roof shall not be permitted on a boathouse.

h) A maximum of 50% of each roof plane may be dormer

j) Boathouse Regulations
i) Boathouses shall only be permitted appurtenant to lots on the following lakes and in accordance with the
regulations of Tables 4.3 and 4.4:
- Lake Rosseau
ii) One and one half storey boathouses shall only be permitted
appurtenant to those lots that front onto the following lakes and in
accordance with Tables 4.3 and 4.4:
- Lake Rosseau

(3) Where a third slip is constructed, it shall be a boat port.
(4) A boatport shall be included in maximum boathouse width.
(5) Where an upper level deck on a boathouse extends more than 1 metre from boathouse wall, the deck shall be
included in boathouse width and/or length

4.28.2		 DOCKS AND BOAT LIFTS
a) The width of all docks, excluding submersible boat lifts shall be included in the 25% or 23 metre limit on the
construction or installation of in-water structures or facilities along the shoreline frontage of a lot in accordance with
Section 4.28 (b).

Lot Frontage = 162.2m
Maximum Shoreline Frontage Occupation = 23.0m

d) The maximum length of a dock shall be 15 metres extending into the waterbody. […]

e) The maximum combined surface area of all docks, including any attached fingers, and open decks above the
water shall be 112 square metres. On those lakes listed in Section 4.28.1 j) i) of this By-law where a boathouse is a
permitted structure, the maximum combined surface area of all docks, including any attached fingers and open
decks above the water shall be 168 square metres. The dock area contained within a boathouse or boatport shall
not be included within the maximum combined surface area of docks.

Lower Deck = 97.33m2 + 0.56m2

Upper Deck = 70.05 m2

Total Deck = 167.94m2

1/4"   =    1'-0"
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Township of Seguin - ZONING BY-LAW 2006-125
4.28	 	 SHORELINE STRUCTURE AND FACILITIES

4.28.1		 BOATHOUSE AND BOATPORTS

b) The width of the boathouse measured parallel to the shoreline shall be included in the 25% or 23 metre limit on
the construction or installation of in-water structures and facilities along the shoreline frontage of a lot in accordance
Section 4.28 (b).

Lot Frontage = 162.2m
Maximum Shoreline Frontage Occupation = 23.0m

c) No portion of the first storey of any boathouse or part thereof shall be use for human habitation including
sleeping, cooking, or living area.

d) Where a 1½ storey boathouse is permitted by this By-law, the ½ storey above the first storey may be used for
sleeping accommodation or living area, but shall not include a kitchen or cooking facilities, and shall be considered
as a sleeping cabin in accordance with this By-law. The maximum floor area for the ½ storey shall be 60 square
metres.

1/2 storey Floor Area = 59.93m2

g) […] The maximum building height for a 1½ storey boathouse shall be 6.7 metres with a maximum height to the
highest main roof eave of 3.6 metres. For the purposes of this Section building height shall be the distance above
the normal or controlled water level. A gambrel or mansard roof shall not be permitted on a boathouse.

h) A maximum of 50% of each roof plane may be dormer

j) Boathouse Regulations
i) Boathouses shall only be permitted appurtenant to lots on the following lakes and in accordance with the
regulations of Tables 4.3 and 4.4:
- Lake Rosseau
ii) One and one half storey boathouses shall only be permitted
appurtenant to those lots that front onto the following lakes and in
accordance with Tables 4.3 and 4.4:
- Lake Rosseau

(3) Where a third slip is constructed, it shall be a boat port.
(4) A boatport shall be included in maximum boathouse width.
(5) Where an upper level deck on a boathouse extends more than 1 metre from boathouse wall, the deck shall be
included in boathouse width and/or length

4.28.2		 DOCKS AND BOAT LIFTS
a) The width of all docks, excluding submersible boat lifts shall be included in the 25% or 23 metre limit on the
construction or installation of in-water structures or facilities along the shoreline frontage of a lot in accordance with
Section 4.28 (b).

Lot Frontage = 162.2m
Maximum Shoreline Frontage Occupation = 23.0m

d) The maximum length of a dock shall be 15 metres extending into the waterbody. […]

e) The maximum combined surface area of all docks, including any attached fingers, and open decks above the
water shall be 112 square metres. On those lakes listed in Section 4.28.1 j) i) of this By-law where a boathouse is a
permitted structure, the maximum combined surface area of all docks, including any attached fingers and open
decks above the water shall be 168 square metres. The dock area contained within a boathouse or boatport shall
not be included within the maximum combined surface area of docks.

Lower Deck = 97.33m2 + 0.56m2

Upper Deck = 70.05 m2

Total Deck = 167.94m2

1/4"   =    1'-0"



A103

Mark Date Description

01 Work in
Progress Issued for MNRF Permit

Mark Date Description

01 Work in
Progress

Issued for MNRF
Permit

job title

sheet title

job number

212 - 160 Pears Ave, Toronto ,Ontario, M5R 3P8
647-725-7799  |  general@micacchi.ca

Note: This drawing and all copyright therein are the sole
and exclusive property of Micacchi Architecture.
Reproduction or use of this drawing in whole or in part by
any means or in any way whatsoever without the prior
written consent of Micacchi Architecture is strictly
prohibited.  Do not scale this drawing.  Print date:
Wednesday, September 24, 2025. file: JST Boathouse -
17 - Single Roof.pln

2419

client

issue date

Wednesday, September 24, 2025

Roof Plan

scale

JST Boathouse

J.S. Custom Builders Ltd.

MICACCHI

DOWN

2 2

3 3

4 4

B

B

D

D

E

E

1 1

5 5

C

C

1b 1b

A

A

1
A

40
2

1
A

40
2

1
A

40
3

1
A

40
3

6'
-9

 1
/4

"
34

'-4
 3

/4
"

38
'-2

"
3'

12'-2" 13'-2" 36'-1/2" 3'

2'
18

'-1
/2

"
18

'-1
/2

"
3'

1
A401

1
A401

8' 42'-8 1/2" 2'

52'-8 1/2"

UPPER DECK

LOWER DECK

1:
12

Township of Seguin - ZONING BY-LAW 2006-125
4.28	 	 SHORELINE STRUCTURE AND FACILITIES

4.28.1		 BOATHOUSE AND BOATPORTS

b) The width of the boathouse measured parallel to the shoreline shall be included in the 25% or 23 metre limit on
the construction or installation of in-water structures and facilities along the shoreline frontage of a lot in accordance
Section 4.28 (b).

Lot Frontage = 162.2m
Maximum Shoreline Frontage Occupation = 23.0m

c) No portion of the first storey of any boathouse or part thereof shall be use for human habitation including
sleeping, cooking, or living area.

d) Where a 1½ storey boathouse is permitted by this By-law, the ½ storey above the first storey may be used for
sleeping accommodation or living area, but shall not include a kitchen or cooking facilities, and shall be considered
as a sleeping cabin in accordance with this By-law. The maximum floor area for the ½ storey shall be 60 square
metres.

1/2 storey Floor Area = 59.93m2

g) […] The maximum building height for a 1½ storey boathouse shall be 6.7 metres with a maximum height to the
highest main roof eave of 3.6 metres. For the purposes of this Section building height shall be the distance above
the normal or controlled water level. A gambrel or mansard roof shall not be permitted on a boathouse.

h) A maximum of 50% of each roof plane may be dormer

j) Boathouse Regulations
i) Boathouses shall only be permitted appurtenant to lots on the following lakes and in accordance with the
regulations of Tables 4.3 and 4.4:
- Lake Rosseau
ii) One and one half storey boathouses shall only be permitted
appurtenant to those lots that front onto the following lakes and in
accordance with Tables 4.3 and 4.4:
- Lake Rosseau

(3) Where a third slip is constructed, it shall be a boat port.
(4) A boatport shall be included in maximum boathouse width.
(5) Where an upper level deck on a boathouse extends more than 1 metre from boathouse wall, the deck shall be
included in boathouse width and/or length

4.28.2		 DOCKS AND BOAT LIFTS
a) The width of all docks, excluding submersible boat lifts shall be included in the 25% or 23 metre limit on the
construction or installation of in-water structures or facilities along the shoreline frontage of a lot in accordance with
Section 4.28 (b).

Lot Frontage = 162.2m
Maximum Shoreline Frontage Occupation = 23.0m

d) The maximum length of a dock shall be 15 metres extending into the waterbody. […]

e) The maximum combined surface area of all docks, including any attached fingers, and open decks above the
water shall be 112 square metres. On those lakes listed in Section 4.28.1 j) i) of this By-law where a boathouse is a
permitted structure, the maximum combined surface area of all docks, including any attached fingers and open
decks above the water shall be 168 square metres. The dock area contained within a boathouse or boatport shall
not be included within the maximum combined surface area of docks.

Lower Deck = 97.33m2 + 0.56m2

Upper Deck = 70.05 m2

Total Deck = 167.94m2

1/4"   =    1'-0"
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September 21

David Bywtaer

Georgian Bay Mnidoo Gamii Biosphere

In person

705 774 0978

dbywater@georiganbaybiosphere.com

PO Box 662, Parry Sound, P2A 2Z1 

ICECAP - annual update regarding the Township of Seguin's Corporate Climate Action Plan with 

2025 data and trends from 2016 onwards.

September 10, 2026



Milestone 5 Update

Corporate Energy & Emissions Trends Analysis



Background

• 2023 Resolution adopting both Corporate and Community Climate Action Plans
• Corporate Target: 30% GHG reduction from 2016 baseline levels by 2030
• Corporate & Community: Strive for net-zero by 2050

• Corporate trends analysis and progress report is part of Seguin’s 2025 ICECAP deliverables 
and contributes to the ongoing work of Milestone in FCM’s PCP program



Progress to Target - Actual Annual GHG Emissions



Corporate GHG Emissions by Sector

* All GHG emissions are measured in terms of carbon dioxide equivalent (tCO2e)

Emission Sector 2016 Emissions * 2025 Emissions * % Change

Buildings 318 330 3.8

Streetlights 4 3 25.0

Fleet 718 701 -2.4

Waste 28 28 0.0

Total GHG Emissions 1,068 1,062 0.6



Corporate Energy Use by Energy Type and Sector

Emission Sector Energy 2016 Use 2025 Use % Change

Buildings

Electricity (kWh) 1,325,483 1,258,501 -5.1

Natural Gas (m3) 34,155 42,039 23.1

Propane (L) 116,147 136,356 17.4

Fuel Oil (L) 6,996 0 -100.0

Fleet

Gasoline (L) 48,600 89,188 83.5

Diesel (L) 166,084 136,041 -18.1

Dyed Diesel (L) 55,105 43,812 -20.5

Streetlights Electricity (kWh) 92,595 97,992 5.8



Corporate Energy Expenditures by Energy Type 

and Sector

Emission Sector Energy 2016 Costs ($) 2025 Costs ($) % Change

Buildings

Electricity 239,427 307,070 28.3

Natural Gas 12,036 22,356 85.7

Propane 52,824 101,341 91.8

Fuel Oil N/A* 0 -100.0

Fleet

Gasoline 41,908 114,423 173.0

Diesel 129,420 187,926 45.2

Dyed Diesel 37,010 57,710 55.9

Streetlights Electricity 19,486 27,287 40.0

Total: 532,111 818,113 53.7



Percentage Change Comparison Between Corporate 

Energy Use and Costs

Emission Sector Energy Use Change (%) Cost Change (%)

Buildings

Electricity -5.1 28.3

Natural Gas 23.1 85.7

Propane 17.4 91.8

Fuel Oil -100.0 -100.0

Fleet

Gasoline 83.5 173.0

Diesel -18.1 45.2

Dyed Diesel -20.5 55.9

Streetlights Electricity 5.8 40.0



Total and Annual Avoided Energy Costs



Buildings & Facilities GHG Emissions by

Energy Source



Electricity Use & Costs



Natural Gas Use & Costs



Propane Use & Costs



Fleet GHG Emissions



Total Fleet Fuel Use & Costs



Total Diesel Use & Costs



Total Dyed Diesel Use & Costs



Total Gasoline Use & Costs



Key Takeaways

1. Jump in emissions in 2025 due to increased diesel and energy for space heating. Colder 
winter demands more space heating and more snow requires more plowing, explaining 
much of these increases.

2. Efforts to conserve energy, use it more efficiently, and switch energy types have 
avoided additional expenditures.

3. Cost of energy is increasing. Energy expenditures are increasing faster than the rate of 
inflation. Gasoline and diesel prices seeing sharp price increases in 2026.

4. Seeing an inverse trend between energy use and costs reflecting the quickly increasing 
price of energy. Efficiency efforts key to reduce use and costs. Life-cycle analysis a key 
tool in measuring future efficiency and cost-savings.

5. Fleet right-sizing and strategic adoption of low- and zero-emission vehicles is critical to 
reducing fuel consumption, emissions, and long-term operating costs while maintaining 
required service levels.
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Avoided Costs Additional expenses that are not incurred as a result of 

efforts to reduce something. 

 

Business as Usual Continuing standard practices without any changes. 
 

Community Emissions  Greenhouse gas emissions produced by residents and 

businesses within a jurisdiction. 
 

Corporate Emissions Greenhouse gas emissions produced by a local 

government’s operations. 
 

Emission Factor A coefficient that describes the rate at which a given 

activity releases greenhouse gasses.  
 

Energy Conservation Reducing energy use by using fewer energy services. 
 

Energy Efficiency Completing a task using less energy than before. 
 

Fuel Switching The process of changing the primary source of energy 

used for a particular purpose or activity. 
 

Global Warming Potential A coefficient that enables the comparison of different 

greenhouse gasses. 
 

ICECAP Members First Nations and Municipalities who have joined the 

ICECAP partnership by signing a MOU. 
 

ICECAP Partners Those who participate in ICECAP without having signed 

the partnership’s MOU.  
 

Mitigation Actions to limit climate change and its effects by 

reducing the emission of excess greenhouse gasses. 
 

Net Zero A state in which the greenhouse gasses going into the 

atmosphere are balanced by their removal. 
 

Scope 1 Emissions Direct emissions produced by Township owned and 

controlled assets. 
 

Scope 2 Emissions Indirect emissions resulting from the generation of 

electricity purchased by the Township.  
 

Scope 3 Emissions Emissions produced by assets not owned or controlled 

by the Township, but are part of its value chain. 



5 

 

 

On September 18th, 2023 the Township of Seguin (Township) adopted its Corporate 

and Community Climate Action Plans. During the adoption of these plans, the 

Township also passed a resolution adopting the following greenhouse gas (GHG) 

emissions reduction targets: 

● Corporate: 30% GHG reduction from 2016 baseline levels by 2030 

● Community: 6% GHG reduction from 2016 baseline levels by 2030 

● Corporate & Community: Strive for net-zero by 2050 

 

The goal of this report is to measure and monitor the Township’s progress towards the 

corporate GHG emissions reduction target listed above. This report contributes to the 

collective objectives of the regional Integrated Communities Energy & Climate Action 

Plans (ICECAP) partnership, and serves as an ongoing deliverable to Milestone 5 of 

the Federation of Canadian Municipalities Partners for Climate Protection program. The 

purpose of this report is to:  

● Measure progress towards the corporate GHG emissions reduction target; 

● Understand trends in energy used during municipal operations; 

● Understand trends in municipal energy expenditures; 

● Identify opportunities for emissions reductions and energy cost-savings. 
 

As of 2025, the Township's corporate GHG emissions have decreased by 0.6% 

compared to the 2016 baseline year. An overview of current and baseline GHG 

emissions for the Township’s corporate sectors can be found in Table 1. 

Table 1: Corporate GHG Emissions by Sector  

Emission Sector 2016 Emissions * 2025 Emissions *  % Change 

Buildings 318 330 3.8 

Streetlights 4 3 25.0 

Fleet 718 701 -2.4 

Waste 28 28 0.0 

Total GHG Emissions  1,068 1,062 0.6 

* All GHG emissions are measured in terms of carbon dioxide equivalent (tCO2e) 

As seen in Figure 1, the Township is not currently on track to meet its emissions 

reduction target. This is based on actual emissions levels meeting the pace of average 

annual emissions reductions needed to reach the 2030 target. Over the years, the 

Township has made great progress towards its target. However, actual emissions can 

fluctuate each year due to a variety of operational factors, meaning progress can be 
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pushed off track. Year-to-year increases are expected and normal, but means that 

further momentum and implementation of the Corporate Climate Action Plan is needed 

to reach the Township’s 2030 target.  

Figure 1: Corporate GHG Emissions Progress to 2030 Target 

 

The amount of GHG emissions produced by the Township is dependent on the types 

and quantities of different energy sources it uses in its operations. As of 2025, much of 

the reductions in GHG emissions can be attributed to less diesel being used by the 

Township’s fleet. An overview of energy use by type and sector for last year and the 

2016 baseline year can be found in Table 2. 

Table 2: Corporate Energy Use Summary 

Emission Sector Energy  2016 Use 2025 Use  % Change 

Buildings 

Electricity (kWh) 1,325,483 1,258,501 -5.1 

Natural Gas (m3) 34,155 42,039 23.1 

Propane (L) 116,147 136,356 17.4 

Fuel Oil (L) 6,996 0 -100.0 

Fleet 

Gasoline (L) 48,600 89,188 83.5 

Diesel (L) 166,084 136,041 -18.1 

Dyed Diesel (L) 55,105 43,812 -20.5 

Streetlights Electricity (kWh)      92,595 97,992 5.8 
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Despite a reduction in the use of many energy sources, the Township’s energy 

expenditures have increased over time. This is due to the rising costs of fossil fuels, 

stemming from the volatile market conditions of these energy sources. In 2025 the 

Township spent an additional $286,002 on energy compared to the 2016 baseline 

year, despite using less. This increase is faster than the rate of inflation, underlying the 

importance of energy management as a tool for mitigating unanticipated cost and 

budgetary increases. Using the Consumer Price Index to adjust the 2016 energy 

expenditures for inflation, total expenditures would be valued at $677,607 in 2025. 

Since actual expenses in 2025 are greater than this amount, this demonstrates the 

importance of continued efforts to use energy more efficiently within operations. An 

overview of the change in energy expenditures between 2016 and 2025 for each 

energy type and sector can be found in Table 3. 

Table 3: Corporate Energy Expenditures Summary 

Emission Sector Energy  2016 Costs ($) 2025 Costs ($) % Change 

Buildings 

Electricity  239,427 307,070 28.3 

Natural Gas  12,036 22,356 85.7 

Propane  52,824 101,341 91.8 

Fuel Oil  N/A* 0 -100.0 

Fleet 

Gasoline  41,908 114,423 173.0 

Diesel  129,420 187,926 45.2 

Dyed Diesel  37,010 57,710 55.9 

Streetlights Electricity       19,486 27,287 40.0 

Total: 532,111 818,113 53.7 
*Fuel Oil cost information was not available. 

Volatile market prices can cause energy expenditures to increase even when the 

quantity of that energy source has decreased. This means that energy sources with 

greater price stability can offer greater budget forecasting and resilience. A 

comparison of the percentage change between energy use and energy costs between 

2025 and the 2016 baseline year can be found in Table 4. 

Table 4: Comparison of Percentage Change in Corporate Energy Use and Costs 

Emission Sector Energy Use Change (%) Cost Change (%) 

Buildings 

Electricity  -5.1 28.3 

Natural Gas  23.1 85.7 

Propane  17.4 91.8 

Fuel Oil  -100.0 -100.0 

Fleet 

Gasoline  83.5 173.0 

Diesel  -18.1 45.2 

Dyed Diesel  -20.5 55.9 

Streetlights Electricity  5.8 40.0 
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Although there has been an increase in energy expenditures, the Township’s energy 

management and climate action efforts have mitigated cost increases. Since 2016, the 

Township has cumulatively avoided approximately $275,000 in additional energy costs 

as a result of its efforts to switch fuel sources, conserve energy, and use it more 

efficiently. 

As energy costs continue to rise, this will put added financial pressures on the 

Township, and in turn its ratepayers. Switching to more stable and reliable energy 

sources like electricity, along with energy efficiency and conservation efforts, have the 

potential to reduce and/or avoid additional energy costs, while also reducing GHG 

emissions.  

Local governments have a unique interest and opportunity in planning for a changing 

climate. As front-line responders to severe weather events and other climate change 

impacts, local governments often experience and witness the financial, environmental, 

and social repercussions of climate change within their communities. Big or small, 

taking any form of action moves the Township in the right direction. Through continued 

implementation of its Corporate Climate Action Plan, the Township has an important 

climate leadership role by demonstrating that reducing GHG emissions is possible.  

Through the analysis contained in this report, the Township’s corporate climate action 

efforts to date have proven to deliver financial and environmental benefits. Along with 

the progress made by other ICECAP members in the eastern Georgian Bay region, 

collaborative climate action in the region is having a quantifiable impact in municipal 

operations. By accelerating progress in pursuit of its 2030 and 2050 targets, the 

Township can amplify the financial and environmental benefits of climate action on its 

municipal operations, to its community, and the broader region. 
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Across the eastern Georgian Bay region, communities are taking climate action. 

Originating out of a shared desire to address climate change together, communities 

have joined to create the Integrated Communities Energy and Climate Action Plans 

(ICECAP) partnership. ICECAP is a partnership between the First Nations and 

municipalities in the region for the purpose of a collaborative, more cost-effective 

approach to energy management and the reduction of greenhouse gas (GHG) 

emissions for the operations of each member, their communities, and for the broader 

region. The Township joined the ICECAP partnership in 2019.  

The 4 main objectives of ICECAP are to: 

1. Encourage the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions 

2. Improve energy efficiency 

3. Reduce the use of and reliance on fossil fuels 

4. Adapt to a changing climate by building greater resilience 

 

To advance these objectives, the Township is participating in the Federation of 

Canadian Municipalities’ Partners for Climate Protection Program. 

 

The Federation of Canadian Municipalities (FCM) is the national voice for municipal 

governments in Canada. With a membership of nearly 2,000 municipalities across the 

country, FCM advocates for municipalities to ensure their citizen’s needs are reflected 

in federal policies and programs. Through this advocacy the FCM is able to provide 

funding and programs that help municipalities tackle local challenges, such as 

climate change, asset management, economic development, and more. 

 

The Partners for Climate Protection (PCP) program is designed to guide municipalities 

through the process of reducing GHG emissions through climate change and energy 

planning. In partnership with the International Council for Local Environmental 

Initiatives (ICLEI), the PCP program is administered by the FCM. Since the program’s 

establishment in 1997, over 500 municipalities across Canada have joined, with the 

Township becoming a participant in 2019. The PCP program consists of a five-step 

framework consisting of the following milestones: 
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The PCP program looks at these milestones from two different perspectives; 

corporate and community. Corporate refers to the GHG emissions produced as a 

result of a local government’s operations and services. Its purpose is to identify the 

GHG emissions within a local government’s direct control or influence, and for which 

the local government is accountable for as a corporate entity. Community refers to the 

GHG emissions generated by the residents and businesses of the community. 

 

Following the PCP program and in alignment with its efforts in ICECAP, the Township of 

Seguin’s Council adopted a Corporate Climate Action Plan and a Community Climate 

Action Plan on September 18th, 2023. These are separate action plans, complete with 

their own set of actions and targets. Through these plans, the Township also passed a 

resolution in which it will strive to achieve the following GHG reduction targets: 

 

● Corporate: 30% GHG reduction from 2016 baseline levels by 2030 

● Community: 6% GHG reduction from 2016 baseline levels by 2030 

● Corporate & Community: Strive for net-zero by 2050 

 

This report is part of the Township’s ongoing efforts to monitor and report its progress 

towards its reduction targets and is part of Milestone 5 of the PCP program. 

 

This document will focus on corporate operations. The purpose of this report is to:  

● Measure progress towards the corporate GHG emissions reduction target; 

● Understand trends in energy used during municipal operations; 

● Understand trends in municipal energy expenditures; 

● Identify opportunities for emissions reductions and energy cost-savings. 



11 

 

GHG Emissions can be classified by scopes, as seen in Table 5 below. In producing a 

corporate GHG inventory, Scope 1 and 2 are mandatory requirements. Including 

Scope 3 emissions is optional, however, measuring Scope 3 emissions in which the 

Township has operational control is required by the PCP program. 

Table 5: GHG Emissions Scopes & Sources  

Scope 1: Direct Emissions 

Includes: Gasoline, Diesel, Natural Gas, Propane, Fuel Oil 

 

Scope 2: Indirect Emissions 

Includes: Electricity 

 

Scope 3: Other Indirect Emissions 

Includes: Corporate Waste 

 

Establishing a baseline is a critical component for identifying trends and establishing 

a benchmark for which progress will be based on. As part of its municipal 

commitments, and based on its past work in the PCP program, the Township has 

established a baseline year of 2016. This means, that unless otherwise stated, trends 

outlined in the report will be compared against this baseline year. 

 

In addition to the GHG emission scopes listed above, Table 6 lists the parameters 

applied to the measurement of the Township’s corporate GHG emissions. 

Table 6: GHG Emissions Inventory Parameters 

Measurement Approach: Operational Control 

Geographic Constraint: Township of Seguin 

Reporting Period: 2016 - 2025 
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Recognizing that the Township produces GHG emissions in different ways through 

its operations, GHG emissions can be grouped based on the type of asset, 

infrastructure, or service being provided. As per the PCP program, this report 

consolidates GHG emissions into the following emissions sources:  

 

● Buildings and facilities; 

● Streetlights; 

● Fleet; 

● Corporate waste 
 

Emission factors (EF) and global warming potentials (GWP) are a fundamental 

component of every formula used to measure GHG emissions. An emissions factor is a 

representative value that attempts to relate the quantity of a pollutant released into the 

atmosphere with an activity associated with the release of that pollutant. For example, 

grams (g) of carbon dioxide (CO2) emitted per litre (L) of gasoline consumed. There 

are many factors that influence the values of emission factors, such as the technology 

used to consume the fuel source and the end user of that fuel. Therefore, as 

technologies improve and research on greenhouse gasses develop, the values of EF 

and GWP change over the years, resulting in both EF and GWP to be variable when 

compared across years.  

To measure corporate GHG emissions, EF and GWP were collected from Environment 

and Climate Change Canada’s (ECCC) annual National Inventory Report (NIR): 

Greenhouse Gas Sources and Sinks in Canada for the reporting year. It should be 

noted, however, that there is typically a two-year lag for ECCC to publish the NIR for 

each respective year. For example, the 2023 report will be published in 2025. As a 

result, the EF and GWP for 2022 have been applied to 2023 as it is the most recent 

data available. Moving forward, this means that the most recent reporting years may 

be subject to minor variations depending on EF and GWP changes in future NIRs. 

 

For the purposes of this report and baseline, GHG emission quantities are expressed 

in terms of carbon dioxide equivalent (CO2e). 

 

Data was collected from municipal records where possible. Data quality was 

assessed on its accuracy, completeness, and whether it came from a reputable 
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and trustworthy source. Given the quality of data retrieved, there is a high degree of 

confidence in the accuracy of the GHG emissions measured in this report. 

Table 7: GHG Emissions Inventory Data Quality and Sources 

 

 

Sector Data Source 
Data 

Quality 
Notes 

Buildings 

Electricity 

Consumption 

Municipal 

Records 

 

High 

 

Actual electricity 

consumption. 

Fuel Oil 

Consumption 

Municipal 

Records 
High 

Actual fuel oil 

consumption. 

Natural Gas 
Municipal 

Records 
High 

Actual natural 

gas consumption. 

Propane 

Consumption 

Municipal 

Records 
High 

Actual propane 

consumption. 

Streetlights 
Electricity 

Consumption 

Municipal 

Records 
High 

Actual electricity 

consumption. 

Fleet 

Diesel 

Consumption 

Municipal 

Records 
High 

Actual diesel 

consumption. 

Gasoline 

Consumption 

Municipal 

Records 
High 

Actual gasoline 

consumption. 

Waste 

Tonnes of 

Waste 

Assumptio

ns 
Low 

Based primarily 

on assumptions. 

Degradable 

Organic 

Carbon 

PCP 

Protocol 
Medium 

Some 

assumptions 

made using 

municipal data. 

Landfill 

Characteristic

s 

Municipal 

Records 
Medium 

Some 

assumptions 

made using staff 

comments. 
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Heating degree days (HDD) are a measure of how cold the temperature was on a 

given day or during a period of time. The use of HDD measures local climate and 

weather/temperature conditions as a way to help assess a building’s energy demand 

for space heating. Higher amounts of HDD over a time period mean outdoor 

temperatures were colder, and in turn demanding an increase in space heating. This 

increased demand then results in more energy being used to provide the required 

space heating. HDD is an important metric to monitor as 50% - 60% of energy used in 

commercial and institutional facilities is for space heating. 

When overlaid with actual energy used for space heating (i.e. propane, natural gas), 

trends and insights into energy use compared to weather/temperature conditions can 

be made. Typically, these energy sources should follow a similar cyclic trend that 

mirror the rise/fall of HDD annually. Deviations from this correlation can indicate 

changes in efficiency, behaviours, or processes affecting energy performance,  

Monthly HDD dating back to 2016 can be found in Figure 2. The trendline indicates 

that HDD have been decreasing, or in other words, average temperatures have been 

increasing over this time period. Data for HDD has been retrieved from Environment 

and Climate Change Canada’s weather station in Parry Sound and is applied in the 

Annex Report. 

Figure 2: Monthly Heating Degree Days – Parry Sound Weather Station (2016 – 2025) 
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The Township operates many buildings, facilities, and streetlights all of which 

consume electricity, and many of which consume either propane, natural gas, or 

fuel oil as a source for heating. As of 2025, the Township has slightly reduced the 

GHG emissions produced by its buildings and facilities compared to the 2016 

baseline year. As seen in Figure 3, GHG emissions have increased by a total of 11 

tCO2e, or approximately 3.5%. These GHG emissions have been broken down in 

Figure 3 to show the emissions produced by the different energy sources used. 

 

Figure 3: Total Buildings and Facilities GHG Emissions (2016 – 2025) 

 

Figure 4: Buildings and Facilities GHG Emissions by Energy Source (2016 – 2025) 
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Figure 5: Total Buildings and Facilities Energy Expenditures (2016 – 2025) 

 

Although total energy expenditures for buildings and facilities have increased, the 
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Figure 6: Buildings and Facilities Electricity Consumption and Expenditures (2016 – 2025) 

 

Propane consumption saw a slight increase in 2025 after remaining relatively stable in 

the previous four to five years. Compared to the baseline year of 2016, propane 

consumption increased approximately 17% (Figure 7). Similarly, over this time propane 
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Figure 7: Buildings and Facilities Propane Consumption & Expenditures (2016 – 2025) 
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As of 2025, natural gas consumption has increased nearly 23% compared to the 2016 

baseline year and expenditures have increased by roughly 86%, or $10,320 (Figure 8). 

 

Figure 8: Buildings and Facilities Natural Gas Consumption & Expenditures (2016 – 2025) 
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The Township operates many outdoor ambient lights and streetlights in its parks, 

facilities, and on its roadways, as well as constant lights in buildings. All of these lights 

use electricity. As of 2025, streetlight electricity consumption has increased by 6% and 

expenditures by 40% compared to the 2016 baseline (Figure 9). Of note, since the 

baseline calculations, three (3) additional streetlights have been added which are not 

included in the baseline calculation. Typically, streetlights are billed for the same 

quantity of consumption each month, resulting in relatively consistent expenditures. In 

turn, this results in a nearly flat trend line. 

 
Figure 9: Streetlight Electricity Consumption and Expenditures (2016 – 2025) 
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The Township relies on its fleet of vehicles and equipment to maintain roads and parks, 

provide bylaw enforcement, and many other community services. These vehicles and 

equipment are essential; however, they produce a substantial portion of the Township’s 

corporate GHG emissions. As seen in Figure 10, GHG emissions produced by the fleet 

in 2025 have decreased by a total of 18 tCO2e, or approximately 2.5% as compared to 

the 2016 baseline year. This decrease in fleet emissions also represents a 1.7% 

decrease in the Township’s total corporate GHG emissions. As seen in Figure 11, GHG 

emissions produced by the fleet have been broken down by fuel type. It should be 

noted that individual vehicle classification, age, fuel use, and specifications influence 

the quantity of GHG emissions produced by each fuel type. 

 
Figure 10: Total Fleet GHG Emissions (2016 – 2025) 

 

Figure 11: Total Fleet GHG Emissions by Fuel Type (2016 – 2025) 
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However, the cost of fuels has steadily increased over this time period. Despite a 

reduction in GHG emissions, and total fuel consumption decreasing by roughly 

9,000L in 2025 compared to the 2016 baseline year, total fuel expenditures have 

increased by approximately $151,720 or 73%. This can be seen in Figure 12 below. 

Figure 12: Total Fleet Fuel Consumption and Expenditures (2016 – 2025) 
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Figure 13: Total Diesel Consumption and Expenditures (2016 – 2025) 
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As of 2025, gasoline consumption has increased by approximately 83% compared to 

the 2016 baseline year. As seen in Figure 14, this increase in gasoline consumption 

has resulted in gasoline expenditures to increase by approximately $72,500 or 173%. 

Figure 14: Total Gasoline Consumption and Expenditures (2016 – 2025) 
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Figure 15: Total Dyed Diesel Consumption and Expenditures (2016 – 2024) 
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In addition to waste generated during operations, the Township offers waste disposal 

services to the community at its municipal facilities and recreation areas. Together, 

these two forms of waste production comprise what is known as corporate solid waste. 

When this waste is diverted to a landfill it produces methane, a powerful greenhouse 

gas. This process occurs over many years, which means the methane generated in 

landfills today is the result of decades of disposed waste. As a result, these emissions 

must be measured and managed differently from those related to the use of fossil fuels 

and electricity, since they do not come from the consumption of energy. 

Compared to other sources of GHG emissions, solid waste emissions are more difficult 

to measure and monitor. Unlike energy consumption and expenditures which can be 

measured and monitored via utility bills, the Township does not currently measure the 

amount and/or types of solid waste that is generated through operations. Given that 

other key variables and assumptions for calculating corporate solid waste emissions 

have remained unchanged, it was therefore assumed that corporate solid waste 

emissions in 2025 stayed at approximately the same level as in the 2016 baseline year, 

totaling an estimated 28 tCO2e. Should additional and/or updated information become 

available in the future, this assumption and measurement of corporate solid waste 

emissions will be updated. 
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Avoided costs refer to the incremental expenses that are not incurred, or are mitigated 

as a result of implementing measures to limit the amount of an input used or output 

produced. In the case of energy, avoided costs can refer to the energy costs avoided 

as a result of energy efficiency, conservation, and/or fuel-switching efforts that limit the 

types and/or quantities of energy used. For the Township, avoided energy costs can 

assess the effectiveness of its energy management efforts and initiatives.  

Avoided costs are different from cost savings. Cost savings are achieved when overall 

spending or actual expenditures decrease. Avoided costs, on the other hand, can still 

be achieved even when overall spending or actual expenditures increase. 

Even though the Township is spending more on energy in 2025 compared to the 2016 

baseline year, its energy management efforts have helped mitigate the increase in 

energy expenditures. In fact, since 2016 the Township has avoided approximately 

$275,000 in additional energy costs as a result of its efforts to conserve and use 

energy more efficiently. With the price of different energy sources anticipated to 

increase in the future, further energy management efforts through the Township’s 

Corporate Climate Action Plan can help achieve even greater avoided energy costs. 

An overview of avoided energy costs by fuel types and sector for each year since the 

2016 baseline can be found in Table 8 below. Note that a positive value indicates an 

avoided cost, whereas a negative value indicates that incremental costs have 

increased. Benchmarking against the 2016 baseline year accounts for fluctuations in 

the prices of energy and fuels, and is based on the average annual price paid by the 

Township for each energy source. 
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Table 8: Total and Annual Avoided Energy Costs (2016 – 2025)  

 

 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 Total

Avoided Electricity Costs in Buildings -$            7,109$         9,087$         19,591$       57,409$       43,699$       25,405$       19,533$       36,589$       16,343$       234,765$       

Avoided Natural Gas Costs in Buildings -$            1,712-$         5,309-$         6,512-$         2,876-$         3,939-$         7,666-$         5,654-$         5,411-$         4,193-$         43,271-$         

Avoided Propane Costs in Buildings -$            1,517-$         18,034-$       17,802-$       4,768-$         4,130-$         13,027-$       6,970-$         3,176$         15,020-$       78,093-$         

Avoided Electricity Costs in Streetlights -$            1,310-$         1,628-$         1,676-$         1,653-$         1,955-$         1,684-$         1,760-$         1,338-$         1,503-$         14,507-$         

Avoided Gasoline Costs in Fleet -$            2,994-$         1,461-$         3,850-$         5,153-$         18,737-$       23,034-$       28,837-$       30,938-$       52,072-$       167,077-$       

Avoided Diesel Costs in Fleet -$            21,604$       2,190-$         5,221-$         16,852$       32,150$       56,205$       63,026$       80,605$       41,500$       304,533$       

Avoided Dyed Diesel Costs in Fleet -$            6,327$         646$             11,960-$       1,224$         7,886-$         3,925-$         13,662$       25,676$       14,876$       38,640$         

Total Annual Avoided Energy Costs -$            27,508$       18,889-$       27,431-$       61,035$       39,203$       32,273$       53,001$       108,359$    69-$               274,990$       
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This report has been developed in partnership 

with the Georgian Bay Mnidoo Gamii 

Biosphere (GBB). 

 

The GBB is an inclusive and dynamic 

organization that builds capacity for regional 

sustainability in eastern Georgian Bay, a 

UNESCO designated world Biosphere.  

 

The GBB is a non-profit registered Canadian 

charity governed by a Board of Directors. 

 

 

For more information, please visit: 

georgianbaybiosphere.com 

 

705-774-0978 

125 William St., Parry Sound, ON, 

P2A 1V9 

 



 

  

 
 

  

  

  



 

Figure 1.1.1 Brooks Road Transfer Station Electricity Consumption & Expenditures 
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Figure 1.2.1: Christie Public Works Electricity Consumption and Expenditures  

 

 

Figure 1.2.2: Christie Public Works Natural Gas Consumption and Expenditures  
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Figure 1.2.3: Christie Public Works Natural Gas Consumption and HDD  
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Figure 1.3.1: Christie Fire Department Electricity Consumption and Expenditures 
 

 

Figure 1.3.2: Christie Fire Department Propane Consumption and Expenditures  
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Figure 1.3.3: Christie Fire Department Propane Consumption and HDD 
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Figure 1.4.1: Christie Landfill Electricity Consumption and Expenditures  
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Figure 1.5.1: Foley Community Centre Electricity Consumption and Expenditures 
 

 
 

Figure 1.5.2: Foley Community Centre Natural Gas Consumption and Expenditures 
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Figure 1.5.3: Foley Community Centre Natural Gas Consumption and HDD  
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Figure 1.6.1: Foley Fire Department Electricity Consumption and Expenditures 

 

 
 

Figure 1.6.2: Foley Fire Department Natural Gas Consumption and Expenditures 
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Figure 1.6.3: Foley Fire Department Natural Gas Consumption and HDD 
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Figure 1.7.1: Foley Fire/Ambulance Electricity Consumption and Expenditures 
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Figure 1.8.1: Foley Matheson Park Electricity Consumption and Expenditures 
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Figure 1.9.1: Foley Public Works Electricity Consumption and Expenditures 

 

 
 
Figure 1.9.2: Foley Public Works Natural Gas Consumption and Expenditures 
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Figure 1.9.3: Foley Public Works Natural Gas Consumption and HDD  
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Figure 1.10.1: Hilltop Building Lease Electricity Consumption and Expenditures 
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Figure 1.11.1: Humphrey Arena & Library Electricity Consumption and Expenditures 

 

 
 

Figure 1.11.2: Humphrey Arena & Library Propane Consumption and Expenditures 
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Figure 1.11.3: Humphrey Arena Propane Consumption and HDD  

 
Figure 1.11.3: Humphrey Library Propane Consumption and HDD  
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Figure 1.12.1: Humphrey Fire Hall Electricity Consumption and Expenditures 
 

 
 
Figure 1.12.2: Humphrey Fire Hall Propane Consumption and Expenditures 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

0

2000

4000

6000

8000

10000

12000

0

10000

20000

30000

40000

50000

60000

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025

D
o
lla

rs
 (

$
)

K
ilo

w
a
tt
 H

o
u
rs

 (
k
W

h
)

Electricity Consumption Electricity Expenditures

0

1000

2000

3000

4000

5000

6000

7000

8000

9000

10000

0

2000

4000

6000

8000

10000

12000

14000

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025

D
o
lla

rs
 (

$
)

L
it
re

s
 (

L
)

Propane Consumption Propane Expenditures



Figure 1.12.3: Humphrey Fire Hall Propane Consumption and HDD 
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Figure 1.13.1: Humphrey Museum Electricity Consumption and Expenditures 
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Figure 1.14.1: Humphrey Public Works Electricity Consumption and Expenditures 

 

 
 
Figure 1.14.2: Humphrey Public Works Propane Consumption and Expenditures  
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Figure 1.14.3: Humphrey Public Works Propane Consumption and HDD 
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Figure 1.15.1: Humphrey Transfer Station Electricity Consumption and Expenditures 
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Figure 1.16.1: Orrville Community Centre Electricity Consumption and Expenditures 
 

 
 
Figure 1.16.2: Orrville Community Centre Natural Gas Consumption and Expenditures 
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Figure 1.16.3: Orrville Community Centre Natural Gas Consumption and HDD 
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Figure 1.17.1: Rosseau Fieldhouse Electricity Consumption and Expenditures 
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Figure 1.18.1: Rosseau Firehall Electricity Consumption and Expenditures 
 

 
 
Figure 1.18.2: Rosseau Firehall Propane Consumption and Expenditures  
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Figure 1.18.3: Rosseau Fire Hall Propane Consumption and HDD 
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Figure 1.19.1: Rosseau Memorial Hall Electricity Consumption and Expenditures 

 
 

Figure 1.19.2: Rosseau Memorial Hall Propane Consumption and Expenditures 
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Figure 1.19.3: Rosseau Memorial Hall Propane Consumption and HDD 
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Figure 1.20.1: Rosseau Nursing Station Electricity Consumption and Expenditures 
 

 
 
Figure 1.20.2: Rosseau Nursing Station Propane Consumption and Expenditures 
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Figure 1.20.3: Rosseau Nursing Station Propane Consumption and HDD  
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Figure 1.21.1: Rosseau Waterfront Electricity Consumption and Expenditures 
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Figure 1.22.1: Seguin Municipal Building Electricity Consumption and Expenditures 
 

 
 
Figure 1.22.2: Seguin Municipal Office Propane Consumption and Expenditures 
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Figure 1.22.3: Seguin Municipal Office Propane Consumption and HDD 
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Figure 1.23.1: Turtle Lake Transfer Station Electricity Consumption and Expenditures 
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The following figures provide a visual snapshot on the changes in energy prices per 

unit consumed. The prices depicted in these figures does not necessarily indicate that 

these are the prices the Township has paid, as geographic location, contracts and 

agreements with private energy providers, and other factors can influence the actual 

price paid. The purpose of these figures is to provide additional insight into the 

changes in the Township’s energy expenditures based on changes in market 

conditions. Additional details for each energy source are listed below. All data 

collected in the development of these figures has been retrieved from public sources. 

 

Electricity 

Electricity rates are regulated by the Ontario Energy Board. The rates in Figure 2.1 

show time-of-use rates that apply to residential consumers and small businesses. 

These prices are purely the cost of the energy source, and do not include other fees 

typically found on electrical bills (i.e. delivery, transmission, etc.). 

Source: Ontario Energy Board, Historical Electricity Rates 

 

Natural Gas 

Natural Gas rates are regulated by the Ontario Energy Board. The rates in Figure 2.2 

show the commodity cost plus a portion of transportation charges that apply to 

residential consumers and small businesses in Ontario’s North East Zone.  

Source: Ontario Energy Board, Historical Natural Gas Rates, North East Zone 

 

Gasoline 

The rates in Figure 2.3 show the average monthly price at the pump for the closest 

location available in the data set (Sudbury). Retail prices are those paid at the pump, 

inclusive of all applicable taxes. The base price shows the price per litre of gasoline 

without taxes applied to show changes in the market price of the commodity without 

federal or provincial policies/ taxes applied at the point of sale. 

Source: Natural Resources Canada, Transportation Fuel Prices Database 

 



Diesel 

The rates in Figure 2.4 show the average monthly price at the pump for the closest 

location available in the data set (Sudbury). Retail prices are those paid at the pump, 

inclusive of all applicable taxes. The base price shows the price per litre of gasoline 

without taxes applied to show changes in the market price of the commodity without 

federal or provincial policies/ taxes applied at the point of sale. 

Source: Natural Resources Canada, Transportation Fuel Prices Database 
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Staff Reports



 

  Staff Report No. TR-2026-005 
Page 1 of 9 

Seguin Township 
Staff Report to Council 
 
 

Prepared for: Mayor and Members of Council  

Subject: Proposed amendments to Fees and Charges for Products and Services 

From: Michele C. Fraser, Chief Financial Officer/Treasurer 

Agenda Date: September 21, 2026 Report No: TR-2026-005 

Executive Summary: 
 
Staff annually review departmental fees and charges to ensure that they are still relevant 
and comparable.  As a result of that review, staff are proposing amendments for various 
products and services and recommend that Council review and approve in principle 
these amendments for implementation on January 1, 2027, as well as authorizing staff to 
commence the public notice process and prepare by-laws to implement the proposed 
changes for consideration at the October 5, 2026, meeting of Council. 
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Seguin Township 
Staff Report to Council 
 
 

Prepared for: Mayor and Members of Council  

Subject: Proposed amendments to Fees and Charges for Products and Services 

From: Michele C. Fraser, Chief Financial Officer/Treasurer 

Agenda Date: September 21, 2026 Report No: TR-2026-005 

Recommendation: 

That Council approves in principle the proposed increases for various fees and charges, 
effective January 1, 2027. 

Background & Analysis: 

Department Heads have reviewed the various fees and charges for the products and 
services provided by the Township and are recommending that some of those fees and 
charges be increased.  Amendments are being proposed to some fees and charges in 
Cemetery and Community Services; presently, no changes are proposed by all other 
departments.  Should Council approve the recommendations in principle, staff will 
commence the public notice process and prepare by-laws to implement the 
amendments for consideration at the October 5, 2026, meeting of Council. 

Changes to interment rights fees are being proposed for Cemetery fees to reflect 
changes made by the Bereavement Authority of Ontario (BAO) to the calculation of 
Care and Maintenance fees associated with those rights.  The BAO has also advised that 
the BAO Consumer Protection Fee charged per interment is changing as of January 1, 
2027 to $30.63 therefore the fee on the Township price list must be updated to reflect the 
change. The existing and proposed fees are outlined in Schedule ‘A’ to this Report. 

For 2027, Community Services are proposing a 2% increase to facility rentals, a 3% 
increase to ice rental fees plus the introduction of Prime time and Non-Prime time rates, 
and a 5% increase to swim lesson fees.  Schedule ‘B’ is a summary of the proposed fees 
for 2027. 
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Options/Alternatives: 

Council can approve all the proposed changes in principle, approve some of the 
proposed changes in principle, amend the proposed fees, or deny the proposed 
changes.  

Strategic Plan Alignment: 

Foundation – Practice Fiscal Responsibility  

Trusted with the taxpayer dollar, make decisions and plan for a healthy financial future, 
investing responsibly and utilizing funding resources when possible. 

Conclusion: 

Staff are recommending that Council approve the proposed changes in principle, and 
that Council authorize staff to commence the public notice process and prepare by-
laws to implement the proposed changes for consideration at the October 5, 2026, 
meeting of Council. 

Prepared by: 
 

       
Michele C. Fraser, Chief Financial Officer/Treasurer, 
 

Reviewed by: 
 

       
Jason Inwood, 
Chief Administrative Officer 

 

Attachments: 

 Schedule A – Proposed fees and charges – Cemetery 
 Schedule B – Proposed fees and charges – Community Services 

 



  Schedule A to Report TR-2026-005 

   

The price list for cemetery services is being amended to reflect changes made by the 
Bereavement Authority of Ontario (BAO) to the calculation of the Care and 
Maintenance fees associated with the purchase of interment rights. The overall fee for 
the purchaser will not change however the amount that the Township contributes to 
our Care & Maintenance fund will.  

Ratepayer/Resident Interment Rights/Care & Maintenance (C&M) 

 Current Proposed 
Single Regular Lot (24 sq. ft. 
or larger) 

Interment Rights $500.00 
C&M $290.00 
 Total $790.00 

Interment Rights $474.00 
C&M $316.00 
 Total $790.00 

Designated Cremation Lot 
(Christie Memorial, 
Humphrey-Rosseau Union & 
Humphrey-Conger Union) 
(less than 24 sq. ft.) 

Interment Rights $250.00 
C&M $175.00 
 Total $425.00 

Interment Rights $250.00 
C&M $175.00 
 Total $425.00 

*no change required* 

Designated Cremation Lot 
(Foley Memorial) (24 sq. ft. 
or larger) 

Interment Rights  $250.00 
C&M  $290.00 
 Total $540.00 

Interment Rights $250.00 
C&M $290.00 
 Total $540.00 

*no change required* 
Plus any Taxes, if applicable 

Non-Ratepayer/Non-Resident Interment Rights/Care & Maintenance 

 Current Proposed 
Single Regular Lot 
(24 sq. ft. or larger) 

Interment Rights $1000.00 
C&M $400.00 

 Total $1400.00 

Interment Rights $840.00 
C&M $560.00 

 Total $1400.00 
Designated Cremation Lot 
(Christie Memorial, 
Humphrey-Rosseau Union 
& Humphrey-Conger 
Union) 
(less than 24 sq. ft.) 

Interment Rights $500.00 
C&M $200.00 
 Total $700.00 

Interment Rights $420.00 
C&M $280.00 
 Total $700.00 

Designated Cremation Lot 
(Foley Memorial) 
(24 sq. ft. or larger) 

Interment Rights $500.00 
C&M $290.00 
 Total $790.00 

Interment Rights $474.00 
C&M $316.00 
 Total $790.00 

Plus any Taxes, if applicable 

 

The BAO has also advised that BAO Consumer Protection Fee that is charged per 
interment is changing as of January 1, 2027 to $30.63 therefore we are amending that 
fee on our price list to reflect the change. 
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  Schedule A to Report TR-2026-005 

   

 

 Current Proposed 
Casket Interment 
Opening/Closing 
(Monday-Friday) 

Fee $1,341.06 
BAO Fee $30.00 

Total $1371.06 

Fee $1,341.06 
BAO Fee $30.63 

Total $1371.69 
Casket Interment 
Opening/Closing (Sat., 
Sun. or Holiday) 

Fee $1,816.07 
BAO Fee $30.00 

Total $1846.07 

Fee $1,816.07 
BAO Fee $30.63 

Total $1846.70 
Cremation Interment 
Opening/Closing 
(Monday-Friday) 

Fee $288.60 
BAO Fee $30.00 

Total $318.60 

Fee $288.60 
BAO Fee $30.63 

Total $319.23 
Cremation Interment 
Opening/Closing (Sat. Sun. 
or Holiday) 

Fee $321.45 
BAO Fee $30.00 

Total $351.45 

Fee $321.45 
BAO Fee $30.63 

Total $352.08 
Disinterment Fee – Casket Fee $1,341.06 

BAO Fee $30.00 
Total $1371.06 

Fee $1,341.06 
BAO Fee $30.63 

Total $1371.69 
Disinterment Fee - 
Cremation 

Fee $288.60 
BAO Fee $30.00 

Total $318.60 

Fee $288.60 
BAO Fee $30.63 

Total $319.23 
Plus any Taxes, if applicable 
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  Schedule B to Report TR-2026-005 

 

Fee Updates for 2026 
Proposed 2027 fees based on 2% increase to facility rentals 

ice Rentals 3% plus addition of Prime and Non-Prime category 
Swim increase 5%+ 

 
FACILITIES: Rental Rates    
 
Orrville Community Centre      2027 
 Seguin Hall Auditorium - Full Day  $250  $255 
 Seguin Hall Auditorium - Half Day $125  $127.50 
 Seguin Hall Auditorium and Kitchen - Full Day $360  $367.20 
 Seguin Hall Auditorium and Kitchen - Half Day $180  $183.60 
 Swords Room - Full Day $80    $81.60 
 Swords Room - Half Day $40    $40.80 

Swords Room and Kitchen - Full Day $190  $193.80 
Swords Room and Kitchen - Half Day $95    $96.90 

 Entire Facility - Full Day $400  $408 
 Entire Facility - Half Day $200  $204 
 Hourly Rate for Seguin Hall $55    $56.10 
 Wedding/Special Event Weekend Rate $600  $612 
 (Friday 4pm – Sunday 12pm) 
 Kitchen rental – Half Day $55    $56.10  
 Kitchen rental – Full Day $110  $112.20 
 
Rosseau Memorial Hall 
 Upstairs Full Day $200 $204 
 Upstairs Half Day $100 $102 
 Upstairs & Kitchen - Full Day $310 316.20 
 Upstairs & Kitchen - Half Day $155 $158.10 
 Downstairs - Full Day $80 $81.60 
 Downstairs - Half Day $40 $40.80 
 Downstairs & Kitchen - Full Day $190 $193.80  
 Downstairs & Kitchen - Half Day $95 $96.90 
 Entire Facility - Full Day $350 $357 
 Entire Facility - Half Day $175 $178.50 
 Hourly Rate for Upstairs $55 $56.10 
 Wedding/Special Event Weekend Rate                 $550 $561 
 (Friday 4pm – Sunday 12pm)  
 Kitchen rental – Half Day                                           $55 $56.10  
 Kitchen rental – Full Day                                            $110 $112.20 
   
Rosseau Field House (Seasonal) 
 Full Day $175 $178.50 
 Half Day $100 $102 
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  Schedule B to Report TR-2026-005 

 

 Hourly Rate $55 $56.10 
 Wedding/Special Event Weekend Rate                 $310 $316.20 
 (Friday 4pm – Sunday 12pm) 
 
Rosseau Waterfront 
 Exclusive Use of Large Gazebo at Rosseau Waterfront.  $150 $153 
(Exclusive use of the Gazebo is for maximum of 3 hours during daylight hours, 
and tables/chairs must be provided by user or rented separately.  The rest of the 
Waterfront will still be available for use by the general public during exclusive use 
period.) 
 
Rosseau Wellness Room 
 Health related programs & activities  
 (open to the public & free of charge)                   FEE WAIVED 
 Wellness Room - Half Day                                         $40 $40.80 
 Wellness Room - Full Day                                          $80 $81.60 
 
Foley Community Hall and Resource Centre 
 Rankin Lake Hall - Full Day  $275 $280.50 
 Rankin Lake Hall - Half Day $150 $153 
 Rankin Lake Hall & Kitchen - Full Day $385 $392.70 
 Rankin Lake Hall & Kitchen - Half Day $205 $209.10 
 Resource Centre - Full Day $80 $81.60 
 Resource Centre - Half Day $40 $40.80 
 Otter Lake Room - Full Day $100 $102 
 Otter Lake Room - Half Day $50 $51 
 Otter Lake Room & Kitchen - Full Day $210 $214.20 
 Otter Lake Room & Kitchen - Half Day $105 $107.10 
 Entire Facility - Full Day $430 $438.60 
 Entire Facility - Half Day $215 $219.30 
 Wedding/Special Event Weekend Rate                 $640 $652.80 
 (Friday 4pm – Sunday 12pm) 
 Kitchen rental – Half Day                                          $55 $56.10  
 Kitchen rental – Full Day                                           $110 $112.20 
 Hourly rate for Rankin Lake Hall $75 $76.50 
  
Humphrey Community Centre 
 Upstairs Hall – Full Day $100 $102 
 Upstairs Hall - Half Day $50 $51 

Upstairs Hall & Kitchen - Full Day $210 $214.20 
 Upstairs Hall & Kitchen- Half Day $105 $107.10 

Arena Floor Surface (when ice out) - Full Day $546 $556.92 
 Arena Floor Surface (when ice out) - Half Day $273 $278.46  
 Wedding/Special Event Weekend Rate                 $525 $535.50 
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  Schedule B to Report TR-2026-005 

 

 (Friday 4pm – Sunday 12pm) 
 Kitchen rental – Half Day                                           $55 $56.10  
 Kitchen rental – Full Day                                            $110 $112.20 
 Exclusive use of Dexter Dome- Half Day                                  $55 $56.10 
 Exclusive use of Dexter Dome- Full Day                                  $110 $112.20 
 
*  Half day defined as four hours or less, including set-up time. 
* Any events having dancing/liquor license/music will be classified as rental 
with kitchen at all facilities. 
 
Refundable Maintenance/Damage Deposits:            $500 per licensed event  
 
SOCAN Tariff: The Society of Composers Authors and Music Publishers of Canada 
(SOCAN) impose a tariff on music played at 
Receptions/Conventions/Assemblies, etc. It is the responsibility of the owner of 
the facility to collect these fees.  
Users of Seguin Facilities will pay a flat fee of $25.00. 
 
A surcharge of $50.00 per hour will be invoiced to the renter if the building is not 
left in the condition it was found in. 
 
Miscellaneous 
Table rental, not including delivery                                $6.00 per table per event 

  
Chair rental, not including delivery                                $1.75 per chair per event 

  
Projector rental               $25 per facility rental 
Facility Parking Lots, Humphrey Museum grounds,  
Park/Outdoor Open Space              TBD by type of use 
   
     
Humphrey Arena –Spring/Summer Ice  
All Users      $165.00/hr  $170/hr 
 
Humphrey Arena –Fall/Winter Ice 
Youth Rate for Local Minor Hockey Club/ 
Local Figure Skating Club   $75/hr      $78/hr   
Regular Rate (Prime 3pm-11pm)                 $126/hr     $130/hr 
Regular Rate (Non-Prime 8am-3pm)        $95/hr 
Dressing Room Rental 
Room based on availability                                             $320/season  $350/season    
 
Reduced Fees/Waived Fees for Eligible Community Groups* 
Weekly/Monthly meetings for Local Volunteer Community 
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Groups                                                                         $138/Year   $141/Year 
 
Local Volunteer Community Group Events & Programs $55 per event  $56  
 
Seguin-based Not-for-Profit and/or Charitable Groups  
Events/Programs  FEE WAIVED 
 
Committees of Council, Ratepayer, Lake Association and  
Farmers’ Market AGM’s, Funerals, Celebration of life  FEE WAIVED 
 
Youth Sports Training/Youth Arts & Music Classes $35 per session  $40 
   (max 3 hours) 
 
*Eligibility for Reduced Fees/Waived Fees for local community groups is based 
on the conditions set out in Seguin Township’s Fee Reduction/Waiver Policy. The 
Director of Community Services will review requests, and subject to meeting the 
eligibility criteria, may approve or deny the request. 
 
Recreational Program & Day Camp Fees & Charges:  dependent on type 

of program or activity   
Swim Programs: 
Fees per child per 2 week session   $60  $75 
Fees per person for Bronze Medallion/Bronze Cross $140  $150 
   (does not include workbook)  
Private Lessons per session (if available)   $150    $165                   

 **Plus any Taxes, if applicable.  
 **All rentals are subject to additional “GAME DAY” insurance. 
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AMO Report

By

Gail Finnson

August 16 – 19 2016

OTTAWA, ONTARIO

The opening ceremonies were good with O Canada sang by a lovely young indigenous girl in her naƟve
language.  BeauƟful drumming and opening comments.

I really enjoyed the Podcast – The Curse of PoliƟcs with ScoƩ Reid, Jordan Leichenelz< Kory Teneycke and David
Herle.  It was interesƟng and very entertaining.

I also enjoyed the ProtecƟng Democracy in local government Podcast. Gary Zabpa mayor, Bill Irwin, Councillor,
Sandra Dalars Bere CAO.  They discussed many things but stong Mayor powers was a topic on the table and the
Councillor and the Mayor did not agree with each other and the discussion was lively.

There were many impressive speakers. Edith Dumont Lieutenant Governor was a very good speaker and a
pleasure to listen to.  Doug Ford was posiƟve and very relaxed. Minister Flack spoke about housing and geƫng
more homes built faster.

I aƩended the Northern Caucus lunch which discussed youth in poliƟcs.  Three young people spoke quite well
about their goals and their interest in poliƟcs.  We were asked to engage youth in our municipal poliƟcs and
encourage them to get involved.

I aƩended a breakfast sponsored by CAA – How do we make roads safer for tow truck drivers.  This was an
interesƟng presentaƟon and there were some preƩy good ideas on how to make the roads safer.  It really
made you think about the danger the tow truck drivers and the people being towed are in when they are on
the side of the highway.

I aƩended a meeƟng of several DSSAB’s about partnering to get funds to build affordable housing built in many
communiƟes.

It is always interesƟng to hear the quesƟons for the current Ministers and the Premier.

Once again, the vendors were impressive.  They had soluƟons for many of the issues facing MunicipaliƟes
today.  I picked up some informaƟon to pass along to staff and council members. It was interesƟng to note that
Seguin appears to be ahead of the game with a lot of the issues that municipaliƟes are currently facing.

Gail Finnson
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West Parry Sound Recreation and Cultural Centre Board  
Open Meeting Agenda – September 9, 2026 
 
 

Date:   September 9, 2026  
Time:   7:00 PM   
Location: Town of Parry Sound Council Chambers, 52 Seguin Street. 
 
1. Agenda: 

1.1 Additions to Open Agenda 

1.2 Approval of Agenda 

That the Agenda for the September 9, 2026 West Parry Sound Recreation and 
Cultural Centre Board is hereby approved as amended.  

1.3 Declaration of Pecuniary Interest 

1.4 Approval of Minutes  

That Minutes of the August 12, 2026 Regular Meeting of the West Parry Sound 
Recreation and Cultural Centre Board are hereby approved as circulated 

 
 
2. Delegations/Correspondence – N/A 
 
 
3. Business 
 
3.1 Steering Committee Update 
 
3.2 Project & Budget Update  
 Submitted by: Steering Committee 
  
 Resolution  
 That the Board receive the August 12, 2026 Project & Budget Update for 
 information purposes. 
 
3.3 Tamarack North Centre Opening 

 

 
 
 
 



TAMARACK NORTH CENTRE

PROJECT UPDATE SEPTEMBER 9, 2026



CONTENTS
• SHORT TERM CONSTRUCTION 

SCHEDULE (ongoing/new activities)

• OVERALL PROJECT SCHEDULE

• BUDGET UPDATE

• CONTINGENCY UPDATE



SHORT TERM 
SCHEDULE 
(ongoing/new 
activities)
• Mechanical Systems

• Pool filtration room piping

• Trench drains around pool deck

• Electrical – Final Fixtures & Permanent 
Power

• Pool deck flooring

• Change room flooring

• Signage



OVERALL 
PROJECT 
SCHEDULE
• M&E Permanent Fixture & 

Startup

• Staged Commissioning

• Building Finishes 

• Millwork 

• Pool – Flooring and Wall Tile

• Change Room Finishes

• Project substantial target is 
late September



PROJECT BUDGET
• No changes in the construction budget 

since the Dec. 11th,2024 project update

• Overall project budget currently at 
approx. $39,500,000

• All hard tenders have been finalized



CONSTRUCTION 
CONTINGENCY

• Class C Budget Construction 
Contingency (prior to construction 
start): $1,519,676.00 [Carry Over 
Information]

• To date, we have $1,425,296.93 in 
subsequent tender contracts, 
approved and pending changes. The 
construction contingency is 
currently at $94,379.07













THANK YOUTHANK YOU



West Parry Sound Recreation and Cultural Centre Board  
Open Meeting Minutes – September 9, 2026 
 
 

Date:   September 9, 2026  
Time:   7:00 PM   
Location: Town of Parry Sound Council Chambers, 52 Seguin Street. 
 
Voting Members Present:  
Carling Councillor Al Doubrough  
Chair McDougall Mayor Dale Robinson 
Parry Sound Councillor George Ashford 
Seguin Councillor Terry Fellner  
 
Steering Committee Members Present 
Archipelago CAO John MacKinnon 
McDougall CAO Tim Hunt 
Seguin CAO Jason Inwood 
 
Alternate Members Present:  
Carling Councillor Bruce Kelly 
McDougall Councillor JJ Blower 
 
Staff Present:  
Recording Clerk Rebecca Johnson 
 
Guests Present:  
Ball Construction Project Manager Rod Aitken 
Simcoe Muskoka YMCA Regional General Manager Ryan Purdy 
 
 
1. Agenda: 

1.1 Additions to Open Agenda 
 
1.1.1 YMCA Update 

1.2 Approval of Agenda 

Moved by Councillor Doubrough   Seconded by Councillor Fellner 

That the Agenda for the September 9, 2026 West Parry Sound Recreation and 
Cultural Centre Board is hereby approved as amended. 

Carried  

1.3 Declaration of Pecuniary Interest – N/A 

1.4 Approval of Minutes  

Moved by Councillor Ashford  Seconded by Councillor Fellner 



West Parry Sound Recreation and Cultural Centre Board  
Open Meeting Minutes – September 9, 2026 
 
 

That Minutes of the August 12, 2026 Regular Meeting of the West Parry Sound 
Recreation and Cultural Centre Board are hereby approved as circulated 

 
 Carried 
 
 
2. Delegations/Correspondence – N/A 
 
 
3. Business 
 
3.1 Steering Committee Update – N/A 
 
3.2 Project & Budget Update  
 Submitted by: Steering Committee 
 

From a prepared Power Point presentation circulated with the agenda, Ball 
Construction Co. Project Manager Rod Aitken provided the Board with an 
overview of the facility’s short-term construction schedule, the overall project 
schedule, a budget update and contingency update. 

  
 Resolution 2026 - 28 

Moved by Councillor Doubrough  Seconded by Councillor Fellner 
 
That the Board receive the August 12, 2026 Project & Budget Update for 

 information purposes. 
 
Carried 

 
3.3 Tamarack North Centre Opening 
 

Chair Robinson reported that on October 8th, there is an official ribbon cutting 
ceremony at 11:00 AM opening the Tamarack North Centre, followed by tours of 
the facility with doors open at 10:30 AM. The Centre will open to the public on 
October 10th.   

 
3.4 YMCA Update 
  
 YMCA Regional General Manager Ryan Purdy reported that the first day of pre-
 sales on September 1 was one of the largest single-day pre-sales in YMCA
 Canada’s history. 9  days in with 4 in-person pre-sale days has signed up 700 
 members.  
  
 With a breakdown of age groups by membership purchase, the YMCA is now in a 
 better position to consider swimming lessons for age groups with a goal to ensure 



West Parry Sound Recreation and Cultural Centre Board  
Open Meeting Minutes – September 9, 2026 
 
 

 every child has an opportunity to take swimming lessons.  
 
 Mr. Purdy noted that 10 lifeguards and maintenance staff are being  onboarded, 
 membership team has been hired, and the Y is in the midst of recruiting an adult 
 fitness supervisor with most staff starting on October 4. 

 

 Mr. Purdy responded to Board members’ questions noting that structured 
 programs will be posted soon with a goal to run 18-20 fitness classes per week 
 and that the YMCA is finalizing user agreements with user groups, with some 
 capacity for more rentals. 
 
 
4. Adjournment  
 
 Chair Robinson adjourned the meeting at 7:30 PM. 
 



 

 

 

 

Agenda 
Date:  Friday, September 18th, 2026 

Time:  2:00 – 4:00 pm 

Location: In-person: Castle Peak Retirement Residences Room at the Bracebridge Library 

(34 Salmon Ave, Bracebridge) 

Online: Zoom 
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/89101734422?pwd=i8KLGbbcCac1L2j0As8dgDbzeFRxrT.1  

 

 

1. Welcome and Opening Remarks – Chair Michael Peppard 

1.1. Land Acknowledgement  

1.2. Approval of Minutes 

THAT the Minutes of the Muskoka Watershed Council meeting dated May 22nd, 2026 

be approved. 

1.3. Business Arising from the Minutes 

 

2. Presentation 

2.1. Update on Integrated Watershed Management (IWM) Roadmap – Peter Sale and 

Kevin Trimble, MWC Directors 

Integrated Watershed Management (IWM) is a collaborative, community-based 

framework where everyone at the table—municipalities, NGOs, First Nations, residents, 

and businesses—work together on shared goals, including both economic and 

environmentall well-being. 

MWC Directors Peter Sale and Kevin Trimble will share an update on the Roadmap to 

Integrated Watershed Management recently created for MWC by the Canadian 

Water Network. This document will be used to guide the next steps in applying an IWM 

approach to the Muskoka River Watershed. 

 

3. Doug Cross Stewardship Recognition Program Award Recipients 

 

4. Communications 

4.1. Use of AI in Written Documents – Peter Sale 

5. Committee Updates  

5.1. IWM – Aaron Rusak 

5.2. Membership – Michael Peppard 

5.3. Fundraising – John Mason 

5.4. MSE – Dan MacLeod 

5.5. Algae monitoring program – Peter Sale 

 

6. Partner Updates  

6.1. Government Updates – Open to elected municipal representatives and staff 

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/89101734422?pwd=i8KLGbbcCac1L2j0As8dgDbzeFRxrT.1


6.2. Partner Updates (e.g., Province, Health Unit, Lake Associations, Community 

Organizations) – Open to All 

7. New Business 

8. Group photo of attendees 

9. Adjournment 

NEXT MWC MEETING: Friday, October 23rd 2026 from 2-4 pm, in the Castle Peak Retirement 

Residences Room at the Bracebridge Library (34 Salmon Ave, Bracebridge) 



Correspondence



Link to the Association of Municipalities of Ontario (AMO) -
Communications

https://www.amo.on.ca/YourAssociation/MemberCommunication
https://www.amo.on.ca/YourAssociation/MemberCommunication


Link to the Municipal Property Assessment Corporation (MPAC)
InTouch Newsletters

https://mpac.ca/en/OurServices/SupportMunicipalities/InTouchNewsletter
https://mpac.ca/en/OurServices/SupportMunicipalities/InTouchNewsletter


Link to the North Bay Parry Sound District Health Unit (NBPSDHU) - 

Communications 

https://www.myhealthunit.ca/news/
https://www.myhealthunit.ca/news/


Link to the Ontario Good Roads Association (OGRA) - Communications

https://goodroads.ca/news/


Link to the Ontario Heritage Trust - Communications 

 

https://www.heritagetrust.on.ca/


Link to the Labour Market Group – Communications

https://www.thelabourmarketgroup.ca/labour-focus-reports/


Link to the Federation of Ontario Cottagers’ Associations (FOCA) -
Communications

https://foca.on.ca/news/
https://foca.on.ca/news/


Link to the Federation of Canadian Municipalities (FCM)

https://fcm.ca/en/news-media/news-release
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August 25, 2026 
 
Christine Shillinglaw, P.Eng. 
Egis Project Manager, Egis 
e-mail: Portage-Bridge.Canada@egis-group.com 
 
Jeffrey Higgs, P.Eng. 
MTO Project Manager 
MTO - Project Delivery Northeast 
e-mail: Jeffrey.Higgs@ontario.ca 
 
RE: LJNA Comments on Portage Creek Bridge Preliminary Design and Class EA 
(GWP 5100-20-00) 
 
Dear Project Team: 
 
On behalf of the Lake Joseph North Association (LJNA), we are writing regarding the 
proposed rehabilitation or replacement of the Portage Bay Bridge in Seguin Township. 
 
The LJNA was established in 1996 to represent the interests of shoreline residents on 
the northern section of Lake Joseph, including Portage Lake in the Township of Seguin. 
Our mandate includes protecting the natural environment and water quality of these 
lakes and preserving the natural character and recreational enjoyment of the area. 
 
LJNA supports the comments submitted by the Township of Seguin and would 
particularly like to reinforce two issues of importance to our members. 
 
1. Maintain and, Where Possible, Improve Navigation Beneath the Bridge 
 
The water beneath the existing bridge is very shallow and has long presented 
navigational difficulties for residents travelling by boat between Portage Lake and Lake 
Joseph.  
 
LJNA strongly believes that rehabilitation or replacement of the bridge should not result 
in any further restriction of existing navigation. We also encourage the project team to 
investigate whether this work provides a reasonable opportunity to improve navigability, 
including water depth, navigable width and vertical clearance. 
 



info@ljna.org | www.ljna.org 	

We would appreciate information comparing the proposed navigational dimensions of 
the rehabilitated or replacement bridge with existing conditions. 
 
2. Preserve the Existing Beach, Parking Area and Natural Character 
 
LJNA also strongly supports Seguin Township's request that the existing informal beach 
and parking area adjacent to the bridge be protected. 
 
Although modest in scale, this is a valued community amenity that provides residents 
and visitors with informal public access to the waterfront. Such access points are 
increasingly important and, once lost, are extremely difficult to replace. 
 
We encourage the project team to preserve the existing beach, parking area and public 
waterfront access and to avoid unnecessary removal of vegetation, the addition of 
hardscaping or other alterations that would diminish the area's natural character.  This 
approach is also consistent with Seguin Township's policies, which emphasize the 
protection of the natural environment and shoreline character. 
 
We recognize that temporary disruption may be unavoidable during construction. 
However, disturbed areas should be restored with the objective of maintaining the same 
or better level of public access and recreational use. 
 
3. Notice of Project Updates  
 
LJNA appreciates the opportunity to provide comment.   Please include us on the 
distribution of further notices on this project including the Transportation Environmental 
Study Report (TESR).   
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
  
 
 
Nancy Cohen  
Chair, on behalf of the Lake Joseph North Association 
 
 
cc: Township of Seguin Council, care of Craig Jeffery, Clerk, email: info@seguin.ca  
 



August 28, 2026

Honourable Doug Ford

Premier's Office

Room 281 Come for a visit. Stay for a lifestyle.

Legislative Building, Queen's Park

Toronto, ON M7A 1A1

By Email: premier@ ontario.ca

Re: Elimination of the Workplace Safety and Insurance Board's Second Injury and

Enhancement Fund (SIEF)

At its meeting of August 20, 2026, Council considered the Notice of Motion from Councillor Giddings
regarding the Elimination of the Workplace Safety and Insurance Board's Second Injury and

Enhancement Fund (SIEF) and passed the following motion:

Motion No. THC-260820-21

Moved by Councillor Daniel Giddings
Seconded by Councillor Gene Brahaney

Whereas the Workplace Safety and Insurance Board (WSIB) eliminated the Second Injury and

Enhancement Fund (SIEF), effective June 16, 2026, ending a long-standing cost relief

program that assisted employers where pre-existing conditions contributed to the cost or

duration of workplace injury claims; and

Whereas municipalities are significant employers of workers performing physically demanding
duties and may experience increased WSIB costs as a result of the elimination of SIEF; and

Whereas the Second Injury and Enhancement Fund was established to provide cost relief to

employers when pre-existing conditions significantly contributed to workplace injury claims,

thereby encouraging employers to hire and retain workers with disabilities and pre-existing
medical conditions; and

Whereas the Workplace Safety and Insurance system was established to provide a fair and

balanced insurance system that protects both workers and employers; and

Whereas increased workplace insurance costs have the potential to place additional financial

pressures on municipal operating budgets and property taxpayers;

trenthills.caMunicipality of Trent Hills

P.O. Box 1030, 66 Front Street South, Campbellford, ON KOL 1L0

t: 705.653.1900 f: 705.653.5203

 



Now Therefore Be It Resolved That the Council of the Municipality of Trent Hills respectfully

requests that the Province of Ontario and the Workplace Safety and Insurance Board review

the impacts of eliminating the Second Injury and Enhancement Fund (SIEF) consult with

employers, municipalities, labour representatives and other stakeholders, and consider

modernizing or revising the program rather than eliminating employer cost relief altogether,

including by modernizing, revising or replacing the current program with an improved cost-

relief mechanism that continues to fairly recognize the impact of pre-existing conditions.

Be It Further Resolved That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to:

The Honourable David Piccini, Minister of Labour, Immigration, Training and Skills;

Development and MPP for Northumberland-Peterborough South;

The Honourable Doug Ford, Premier of Ontario;

All Members of Provincial Parliament in Ontario;

the Workplace Safety and Insurance Board;

the Association of Municipalities of Ontario (AMO);
the Eastern Ontario Wardens’ Caucus (EOWC);
Ontario Chamber of Commerce;

Canadian Federation of Independent Business (CFIB);
Ontario Business Improvement Area Association (OBIAA);
Rural Ontario Municipal Association (ROMA);
Federation of Northern Ontario Municipalities (FONOM);
Association of Municipal Clerks and Treasurers of Ontario (AMCTO);
Local Members of Parliament (for awareness);
Local Boards of Trade and Chambers of Commerce;

Northumberland County; and

all Ontario municipalities, requesting their consideration and support.

Carried.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact the Municipality.

Sincerely,

Leni
Jessica Polley
Clerk 



 

 

 

 
RESOLUTION 

 
Resolution No.:   368/26 
 
Title: OCIF Funding Support 
 
Date:    August 25, 2026 
 
Moved by:   Councillor Davey 
 
Seconded by:  Councillor Norrie 
 

 
 
That Council receive for information Financial & IT Services - OCIF Funding Support 
Resolution report; 
 
And that Council support the Municipal Finance Officers' Association of Ontario (MFOA) 
request that the Province of Ontario make permanent the doubling of Ontario Community 
Infrastructure Fund (OCIF) funding from $200 million to $400 million annually beginning in 
2027; and 
 
That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to the Premier of Ontario, the Minister of 
Infrastructure, the Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing, the Minister of Finance, the 
Municipal Finance Officers' Association of Ontario, the Association of Municipalities of Ontario, 
the Member of Provincial Parliament for Hastings-Lennox and Addington, and Ontario 
municipalities. 

 

□ CARRIED  □ DEFEATED □ DEFERRED 
 

 
 
 

  
 

__________________________  
                                                                                                  Terry Richardson, Mayor 

 
 









https://northernrootscounselling.com/
https://psachamber.ca/




https://psareachamberofcommerce.aflip.in/513b5cb4ee.html


https://psachamber.ca/events/#!event/2026/9/16/business-over-breakfast-best-western-plus


https://psachamber.ca/events/#!event/2026/9/22/rcip-for-employers-info-session


https://psachamber.ca/events/#!event/2026/10/22/small-business-week-event-future-proofing-your-business
https://psachamber.ca/events/#!event/2026/10/22/small-business-week-event-future-proofing-your-business






 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
CORPORATION OF THE MUNICIPALITY OF SOUTH HURON 

322 Main Street South   P.O. Box 759    
Exeter Ontario    

 N0M 1S6 
Phone: 519-235-0310   Fax: 519-235-3304   

 Toll Free:  1-877-204-0747 
www.southhuron.ca 

 
 
September 1, 2026 
 
Via email; doug.fordco@pc.ola.org 
 
Premier’s Office  
Room 281 
Main Legislative Building, Queen’s Park 
Toronto, ON M7A 1A5 
 
Dear Hon. Doug Ford,   
 
Re: Traffic Calming and Speeding Mitigation Techniques 
 
Please be advised that South Huron Council passed the following resolution at their 
August 10, 2026, Regular Council Meeting: 
 
328-2026 
Moved By: Jim Dietrich 
Seconded by: Ted Oke 
 
That South Huron Council supports the Huron OPP Detachment Board's July 20, 
2026 Supporting Resolution regarding Traffic Calming &Speeding Mitigation 
Techniques; and 
 
That this supporting resolution and originating documentation be circulated to the 
Premier of Ontario, the Minister of Transportation, the Minister of Finance, MP Ben 
Lobb, MPP Lisa Thompson, AMO, ROMA, all Huron OPP Detachment Board and all 
municipalities in Ontario. 
 
Result: Carried 
 
Please find attached the originating correspondence for your reference. 
 
Respectfully,  
 
Sue Johnson, Administrative Assistant 
Municipality of South Huron 
sjohnson@southhuron.ca  
519-235-0310 x. 225 
 

mailto:doug.fordco@pc.ola.org
mailto:sjohnson@southhuron.ca


Encl. 
 
cc: 
Premier Ford, doug.fordco@pc.ola.org; Minister of Finance, Hon. Peter Bethlenfalvy, 
peter.bethlenfalvy@pc.ola.org; Minister of Transportation, Hon. Prabmeet Sarkaria, 
Minister.mto@ontario.ca; MP Ben Lobb, ben.lobb@parl.gc.ca; MPP Lisa Thompson, 
lisa.thompson@pc.ola.org; AMO resolutions@amo.on.ca; ROMA, roma@roma.on.ca; 
Huron OPP Detachment Board, kwebster@southhuron.ca and all municipalities in Ontario.  
   

mailto:doug.fordco@pc.ola.org
mailto:peter.bethlenfalvy@pc.ola.org
mailto:Minister.mto@ontario.ca
mailto:ben.lobb@parl.gc.ca
mailto:lisa.thompson@pc.ola.org
mailto:resolutions@amo.on.ca
mailto:roma@roma.on.ca
mailto:kwebster@southhuron.ca


   
 

Village of Merrickville Wolford 
317 Brock Street W PO Box 340 

Merrickville, ON K0G 1N0 
T: 613-269-4791 

W: Merrickville-wolford.ca  
 
 

May 26, 2026 
 
 
Re: OPP Detachment Board Resolution of Support - Traffic Calming & Speeding 
Mitigation Techniques 
 
Please be advised that the Council of the Corporation of the Village of Merrickville-
Wolford, at its Regular Meeting on May 25, 2026, passed the following motion 
pertaining to the OPP Detachment Board Resolution of Support - Traffic Calming & 
Speeding Mitigation Techniques: 
 
Resolution #: R-24-05-25-26 
Moved by: Councillor Maitland 
Seconded by: Councillor Ireland 
 
THAT the Council of the Corporation of the Village of Merrickville-Wolford receive for 
information the resolution from the Municipality of North Grenville, Merrickville-Wolford 
Village OPP Detachment Board dated May 7, 2026 regarding traffic calming and 
speeding mitigation techniques; 
 
AND THAT Council endorse and support the resolution from the OPP Detachment 
Board and direct staff to circulate the resolution of support to Premier Doug Ford, the 
Minister of Transportation, the Minister of Finance, MPP Steve Clark, AMO, ROMA, all 
Ontario Police Service Boards, and all 444 Municipalities in Ontario.  
 
Carried. 
 
 
If you have any questions regarding the above resolution, please do not hesitate to 
contact me by email at clerk@merrickville-wolford.ca.  
 
Thank you. 
 
 
 
Julia McCaugherty-Jansman 
Clerk 

mailto:clerk@merrickville-wolford.ca


   
 

 
 

May 7, 2026 
 
 
Traffic Calming/Speeding Mitigation Techniques 
 
The North Grenville, Merrickville-Wolford Village OPP Detachment Board, at its Meeting on May 
7, 2026, passed the following motion with the request for municipal support: 
 
Moved by: Ian Fraser 
Seconded by: Jim Goodman 
 
WHEREAS history demonstrates that speeding and public safety 
concerns are increasing across Ontario; 
 
WHEREAS the Provincial government has shown interest and allocated 
financial resources to certain municipalities to implement alternative 
measures to photo radar, reaffirming its ongoing commitment to 
addressing public safety issues; 
 
WHEREAS this commitment currently applies only to municipalities 
utilizing photo radar as a deterrent; 
 
AND WHEREAS such funding support would assist municipalities with 
limited financial resources in protecting their citizens - especially seniors 
and school-aged children. 
 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Grenville 1 OPP Detachment Board respectfully 
request North Grenville and Merrickville-Wolford Councils advocate that the province expand its 
stated interest and financial commitment to include all municipalities in Ontario, adopting a 
province-wide approach to public safety and thereby ensuring the well-being of all Ontarians; 
 
AND THAT this resolution be sent to the following: 
Premier Doug Ford 
Minister of Transportation 
Minister of Finance 
MPP Steve Clark 
AMO 
ROMA 
All Ontario Police Service Boards 
And all 444 Municipalities in Ontario 
Carried. 



 

 
 

 
July 21, 2026  
 
Via email: doug.fordco@pc.ola.org 
 
Premier’s Office  
Room 281 
Main Legislative Building, Queen’s Park 
Toronto, ON M7A 1A5 
 
Re: Letter of Support – Appeal to Attorney General of Ontario for Review 

and Reform of Provincial Offences System 
 
Dear Hon. Doug Ford,  
 
Please be advised that the Huron OPP Detachment Board passed the following 
resolution at their July 20, 2026, Meeting: 

Resolution: 37-2026 
Moved by: Member Lamport 
Seconded by: Member Anderson 
 
That the Huron OPP Detachment Board supports the Village of Merrickville-
Wolford's May 26, 2026 correspondence regarding Traffic Calming & 
Speeding Mitigation Techniques; and 
 
That this supporting resolution and originating documentation be 
circulated to the Premier of Ontario, the Minister of Transportation, the 
Minister of Finance, MP Ben Lobb, MPP Lisa Thompson, AMO, ROMA, all 
Ontario Police Service Boards and all municipalities in Ontario.  

Result: Carried 

Please find attached the originating correspondence for your reference. 
 
Respectfully,  
 
Kendra Webster 
Administrator (Municipality of South Huron) 
Huron OPP Detachment Board 
kwebster@southhuron.ca 
519-235-0310 extension 232 

mailto:doug.fordco@pc.ola.org
mailto:sjeffery@southhuron.ca


 
Encl. 
cc:   

Minister of Transportation, Hon. Prabmeet Singh Sarkaria; 
prabmeet.sarkaria@pc.ola.org 
Minister of Finance, Hon. Peter Bethlenfalvy; 
peter.bethlenfalvy@pc.ola.org 
MP for Huron-Bruce, Ben Lobb; ben.lobb@parl.gc.ca   
MPP for Huron-Bruce, Lisa Thompson; lisa.thompsonco@pc.ola.org 
AMO resolutions@amo.on.ca 
ROMA, roma@roma.on.ca 
All Ontario Police Service Boards  
All municipalities in Ontario  
 

 

mailto:prabmeet.sarkaria@pc.ola.org
mailto:peter.bethlenfalvy@pc.ola.org
mailto:ben.lobb@parl.gc.ca
mailto:lisa.thompsonco@pc.ola.org
mailto:resolutions@amo.on.ca
mailto:roma@roma.on.ca


    
 

 P.O. Box 129, 110 Main Street, Sundridge, Ontario, P0A 1Z0 

 
Telephone (705) 384-5316 

Fax (705) 384-7874 

Email:  admin@sundridge.ca 

 

www.sundridge.ca 

  
 

Village of Sundridge Council Resolution 

August 19, 2026 

Item (9.8) 

 

 
Clearview Township – Resolution re Public Sector Salary Disclosure Inflation Adjustments 

(originally appeared as Item 7 (E.3)) 

                              

Resolution #2026-196                         

Moved By: Fraser Williamson 

Seconded By: Sharon Smith 

 

THAT The Council for the Corporation of the Village of Sundridge receive the Resolution 
from the Council for the Corporation of the Township of Clearview regarding Public Sector 
Salary Disclosure Inflation Adjustments; 
 
AND THAT The Council for the Corporation of the Village of Sundridge supports the 
Corporation of the Township of Clearview in their request that the Public Sector Salary 
Disclosure Act be amended to reflect the impact of inflation on the $100,000 salary 
threshold for reporting, by either adding wording to reflect annual adjustments related to 
the consumer price index (CPI) or providing an adjusted salary of $150,000; 
 
AND THAT the threshold continue to be amended annually based on the consumer price 
index; 

 
AND THAT this resolution be sent to the Hon. Doug Ford, Premier; Ministry of Municipal 
Affairs and Housing; all MPP’s; the Association of Municipalities of Ontario and all Ontario 
Municipalities. 
 
Recorded Vote  For  Against  Abstain 

Preston, Luke  x 

Smith, Sharon  x 

Whitmell, Vicki  x 

Williamson, Fraser x 

Jackson, Shawn x 

CARRIED 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

Media Release 
September 2, 2026 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE                                                                                                                  

Town of Parry Sound Releases 2016–2024 Corporate Energy & 
Green House Gas Emissions Report 
 
PARRY SOUND, ON – The Town of Parry Sound has released its 2016–2024 Corporate Energy & Emissions Report, 
highlighting energy cost savings and progress in reducing greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from municipal 
operations. The report was presented to Council at its September 1, 2026 meeting by staff from the Georgian 
Bay Mnidoo Gamii Biosphere (GBB), who prepared the report. 

The 2016–2024 Corporate Energy & Emissions Report tracks energy costs and GHG emissions across Town 
operations and measures progress under the Town’s Corporate Climate Action Plan. It includes emissions 
associated with Town buildings and facilities, streetlights, fleet operations, water and wastewater services, and 
corporate waste.  

In 2016, the baseline year, the Town began the implementation of a strategy to reduce GHG emissions.  
According to the report, the Town’s corporate GHG emissions decreased by approximately 9.7 per cent by 2024. 
The Town has committed to reducing corporate emissions by 30 per cent from 2016 levels by 2030 and striving 
for net-zero corporate emissions by 2050. 

“Located in the Biosphere, the environment is a top priority for the Town,” said Mayor Jamie McGarvey. “Reducing 
GHG emissions is a critical step in fighting climate change and we all have a role to play in reducing our impact.”  

The report highlights progress across Town operations. Between 2016 and 2024, GHG emissions from water and 
wastewater operations decreased by 13.6 per cent, while streetlight emissions decreased by 26.3 per cent. Fleet 
fuel consumption also decreased by approximately 7,400 litres. These efforts and others have not only 
contributed to lower corporate emissions but have also resulted in financial savings. 

"The Town's efforts to reduce corporate GHG emissions also have financial savings,” said David Bywater, Director 
of Lands and Waters Program at GBB. “Along with those emission reductions, the Town also spent less on energy 
in 2024 compared to the baseline year of 2016. It's a perfect example of how continuing those practices of energy 
efficiency, energy conservation, and fuel-switching can have both financial and environmental benefits." 

Building on this progress, Town staff will continue to identify best practices and new initiatives that can support 
further GHG emission reductions and help the Town achieve its 2030 corporate emissions reduction target. 

The 2016–2024 Corporate Energy & Emissions Report was prepared through the Town’s participation in the 
Federation of Canadian Municipalities’ (FCM) Partners for Climate Protection program and the regional 
Integrated Communities Energy and Climate Action Plans partnership. 

Media Contact 
Alana Torresan 
Deputy Clerk, Town of Parry Sound 
705-746-2101 ext 216 
atorresan@parrysound.ca 

mailto:atorresan@parrysound.ca
















https://www.legion.ca/home


https://www.facebook.com/LGOntario/posts/pfbid0KBvQTCCPvo3UAbwf2MDbjWcxhQnWYhgJqh6aL8kEJgv8972gLx9aiWWJLZVfcA2Xl
https://www.facebook.com/LGOntario/posts/pfbid0ZLR9TqXAmX3Aq7XVaAVyt5KVyboJF5Gt85QKvvyfxvAccorymYCKMLxpNxuDA6vyl
https://www.facebook.com/LGOntario/posts/pfbid023sw6qKBqm9gFVeeGgEjeRhntqTHATpSdMuMewWB6BP7ipzuv5ZktUr7F1FZ4Tu2ol
https://www.ipc.on.ca/en/resources/youth-insights-report-growing-online-youth-perspectives-digital-rights-risks-and-responsibilities
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THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF PARRY SOUND
RESOLUTION IN COUNCIL

NO. 2026 —

DIVISION LIST YES NO DATE: September 1, 2026

Councillor G.ASHFORD
Councillor J. BELESKEY
Councillor P. BORNEMAN
Councillor B. KEITH
Councillor D. McCANN SECONDED BY:
Councillor C. MCDONALD
Mayor J. McGA VEY

7
DEFEATED: Postponed to:CARRIED:

WHEREAS electric kick—style scooters (e-scooters) have become an increasingly popular
and affordable form oftransportation in Parry Sound and across Ontario; and

WHEREAS e—scooters can provide an accessible, low-emission transportation option
and help address transportation needs in communities such as Parry Sound that do not
have conventional public transit; and

WHEREAS Ontario’s current e—scooter pilot program places responsibility on individual
municipalities to determine how e-scooters may operate locally, creating administrative
and enforcement challenges, particularly for smaller municipalities with limited resources;
and

WHEREAS the continued use of a pilot framework has resulted in uncertainty and
inconsistent approaches to e—scooter regulation across the Province.

THEREFORE BE lT RESOLVED that the Council ofthe Town of Parry Sound requests
that the Province of Ontario establish a province-wide regulatory framework for e—
scooters that recognizes their unique operating characteristics, maintains appropriate
safety standards, and provides municipalities with authority to address local needs; and

FURTHER BE lT RESOLVED that the Town of Parry Sound requests the support of the
Association of Municipalities of Ontario (AMO) and the Rural Ontario Municipal
Association (ROMA) in advocating for a framework that reduces unnecessary
administrative and enforcement burdens on local municipalities; and

FINALLY BE IT RESOLVED that a copy of this resolution be circulated to the Association
of Municipalities of Ontario (AMO), the Rural Ontario Municipal Association (ROMA), the
Premier of Ontario, Doug Ford, the Minister of Transportation, Prabmeet Singh Sarkaria,
Parry Sound—Muskoka MPP, Graydon Smith, and all cipalitie across Ontario.i
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September 4, 2026 

Email :   c jeffery@seguin.ca   

  
Township of Seguin  
Municipal Office  
5 Humphrey Drive 
Seguin, ON P2A 2W8 
 
Attention: Craig Jeffery, Town Clerk    

Dear Mr. Jeffery: 

  
Re: The Ontario Federation of Trail Riders  
 Proposed Trail System – North Side of Hwy 518 at Martin Lake, Township of 

Seguin and Northeast End of Martin Lake, Township of Seguin, Ontario   

Further to our correspondence dated March 9, May 5, and May 13, 2026, we are writing to 
advise that our clients, the Bierer Family, have now obtained a Baseline Report, documenting 
existing ambient sound conditions surrounding the proposed trail system of the Ontario 
Federation of Trail Riders. 

The Baseline Report, prepared by SLR Consulting (Canada) Ltd., dated August 11, 2026 (the 
“SLR Report”), establishes baseline acoustic conditions through long-term sound monitoring 
conducted between June 26 and July 2, 2026 at three locations. The ultimate findings 
demonstrate sound levels consistent with those expected in a rural Class 3 environment, being 
influenced primarily by natural sounds. The Baseline Report advises that any new noise sources 
will likely have an audible impact on points of reception and beyond. 

In addition, our clients have obtained an opinion from Azimuth Environmental Consulting Inc., 
dated August 28, 2026, respecting the natural heritage constraints surrounding the proposed 
trail system of the Ontario Federation of Trail Riders (the “Azimuth Opinion”). This opinion 
identifies through field studies conducted on May 20 and June 4, 2026, as well as a desktop 
review, inaccuracies in the mapping of the existing and proposed trail network. These 
inaccuracies include crossings of lakes and other open-water wetland features. The study area 
is home to type 1 and type 2 fish habitat and various waterbodies have not yet been assessed. 

The Azimuth Opinion notes the Eastern Wood-pewee, a species of special concern, was 
observed at multiple locations during the field studies. The desktop review identified through 
various sources records of the endangered Blanding’s Turtle within 1 kilometer of the study 
area, and various other avian and reptilian species of special concern. There is various potential 
habitat for endangered, threatened and significant species that were observed in the study area. 
Direct and indirect fish habitat which likely requires federal approvals were also observed. 

mailto:cjeffery@seguin.ca
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The Azimuth Opinion raises concerns with the direct and indirect impacts to species-at-risk, 
inclusive of injury, mortality, displacement and habitat alteration. Azimuth further identifies 
potential for erosion and sediment impacts, impacts to significant wildlife habitat and other areas 
of ecological sensitivity and the introduction of invasive species. All these considerations, and 
others, they recommend, should be further studied through an environmental impact study by 
the proponent. Our clients are unaware of same being prepared to date. 

The SLR Report and Azimuth opinion further underpin our clients’ calls for this project to be 
upgraded in the assessment process from a Category B to a Category C assessment. That is 
the only way to reasonably address the concerns raised and as set out above. We would be 
pleased to engage further with the Ministry and the proponent respecting these concerns. 

Please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned respecting this matter. 

Yours truly, 

Cassels Brock & Blackwell LLP 

Raivo Uukkivi 
 

 

RU/JE/nv 
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July 2, 2026                                                    Sent via E-Mail: sylvia.jones@pc.ola.org  
 

 
 

Honourable Sylvia Jones, Deputy Premier 

Constituency Office 

Suite A, 3rd Floor 

180 Broadway Ave. 

Orangeville, ON L9W 1K3 

Dear Deputy Premier Jones, 

RE: Motion for Provincial Support, Funding and Coordinated Plans to Combat Tick 

Borne Diseases 

I am writing to advise that at the Town Council meeting held on June 23, 2026, Council 

adopted a motion regarding requesting support to combat tick borne diseases.  

The resolution reads as follows: 

Whereas the prevalence of ticks, including those known to carry Lyme disease, and 
other Vector borne diseases have increased across Ontario; 

Whereas Lyme disease diagnoses have increased by 27% in 2024 to 2369 (Public 
Health Agency of Canada, PHAC); 

Whereas residents across Caledon have registered growing concerns about public 
health risks associated with tick exposure in parks, trails and residential areas; 

Whereas municipalities have limited jurisdiction and resources to effectively manage 
tick populations on a broad ecological scale; 

Whereas the Government of Ontario is responsible for public health policy, 
environmental management and vector-borne disease prevention and detection; 

Therefore, be it resolved that: 

Caledon Town Council formally requests that the Government of Ontario investigate 
and implement measures to reduce burgeoning tick populations and to mitigate their 
associated public health risks; and  

 

mailto:sylvia.jones@pc.ola.org


 
 

That such measures may include safe and effective tick control methods, public education 
campaigns and coordinated regional strategies; and 

That the Province consider increased funding and support for local public health units to 
address tick-borne disease prevention; and  

That a copy of this motion be sent to Minister of Health, Sylvia Jones, Chief Medical Officer 
of Health, Kiernan Moore, Minister of the Environment, Conservation and Parks, Todd 
McCarthy, Peel Public Health, the Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA), the 
Credit Valley Conservation (CVC), the Association of Municipalities of  Ontario (AMO) and 
all 444 municipalities across Ontario. 

For more information regarding this request, please contact the undersigned by email to 
mayor@caledon.ca or by phone at 905.584.2272 ext. 4155.  

Thank you for your attention to this matter.  

Sincerely,  
 

 

Mayor Annette Groves 

CC: 

Chief Medical Officer of Health Kieran.Moore@ontario.ca  

Minister of the Environment, Conservation and Parks minister.mecp@ontario.ca  

Peel Public Health info@peelregion.ca  

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) info@trca.ca  

Credit Valley Conservation (CVC) foundation@cvc.ca  

Association of Municipalities of Ontario (AMO) resolutions@amo.on.ca  

444 municipalities across Ontario 

mailto:mayor@caledon.ca
mailto:Kieran.Moore@ontario.ca
mailto:minister.mecp@ontario.ca
mailto:info@peelregion.ca
mailto:info@trca.ca
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mailto:resolutions@amo.on.ca
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16 Brookers Lane, LPH04 
Etobicoke, ON, M8V0A5 
 
 
Sept. 7th, 2026  
 
 
Seguin Township 
5 Humphrey Drive, 
Seguin, ON   P2A 2W8 
 
 
Re: Routing the New Hydro One Lines East of Little Otter Lake, Otter Lake and Rankin Lake 
 
Attention: Mr. Craig Jeffery, Clerk, and Council Members 
 
The OLRA board requests that Seguin council voice concerns to Hydro One regarding their potential 
route of the new 500 kv Hydro One transmission lines between, Sudbury-Barrie.  If the route follows 
the existing 230 kv lines, it will cause Seguin properties much more devaluation and expropriation 
around Little Otter Lake, Otter Lake and possibly Rankin Lake.    
 
These lakes are some of Seguin’s most densely populated with homes and cottages owners cherish, 
sometimes for generations. All three lakes are within the Georgian Bay Biosphere which supports 
habitat for over 50 species at risk. Otter Lake is also a sensitive Lake Trout lake.  
 
In the past, this area already sustained considerable damage from:  

1) Hydro’s 230 kv lines and towers 
2) Henvey Inlet’s power project.  

It would be unfair to expect these same Seguin citizens and lakes to be harmed again when other 
choices can be made.   
 
According to Hydro One, the new 500 kv lines will not be compatible with the existing 230 kv 
transmission station in Foley. The new lines can be routed elsewhere. The OLRA would recommend 
looking east of these 3 Seguin lakes, closer to the 400 hwy where there is much less population.   
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Thank you for taking our comments.    
 
    
 
Sincerely. 
 
Kerry Mueller 
 
 
Kerry Mueller on behalf of the OLRA Board 
Chair /President 
Otter Lake Ratepayers’ Association (OLRA) 
519-463-5454 
info@olra.ca 
www.olra.ca 
OLRA Otter Lake on fb 
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Final Seguin Council PresentaƟon

Brenda Ulbikas
Seguin Township Council
September 8, 2026

Madam Mayor, Members of Council, thank you for the Ɵme.

My name is Brenda Ulbikas. My property is at 9 Walters Way on LiƩle OƩer Lake. I am represenƟng the
LiƩle OƩer and OƩer Lake community. Some of us are in the room today, and others are aƩending
online.

We are asking Council to take a posiƟon — and to take it now — on where Hydro One puts the Sudbury–
Barrie transmission infrastructure while the route is sƟll open for discussion.

1. WHERE THE PROJECT STANDS

We collecƟvely found out less than 2 months ago that Hydro One is planning a new 500 kV transmission
line, roughly 300 kilometres long, from Hanmer Transfer StaƟon in Sudbury to Essa Transfer staƟon near
Barrie.

In late July, Hydro One reduced the study area from approximately 100 kilometres wide to about 40
kilometres.

Hydro One has said it expects to announce route alternaƟves later this year and a preferred route in
2027. Ontario Energy Board approval would follow in 2028 or 2029, with construcƟon anƟcipated in
2029 and energizaƟon in 2032.

The decisions and evaluaƟons taking place now will shape the route alternaƟves and ulƟmately the
preferred route.

This is the window for municipal input.

2. OUR CONCERN

LiƩle OƩer Lake already carries the Parry Sound Transformer StaƟon, the exisƟng Hydro One 230 kV
corridor, and the Henvey Inlet Wind 230 kV line and switching staƟon.

When considering another major transmission line through this area, we believe Hydro One must fully
consider the cumulaƟve impact of all the exisƟng infrastructure, together with the impact of what is
now being proposed.

At the August 13 open house, Hydro One staff told us that one approach under consideraƟon is to follow
the exisƟng corridor.

Hydro One has also said the exisƟng 230 kV structures are not compaƟble with and cannot carry a 500
kV line. New, larger steel structures would be required, and addiƟonal right-of-way would be needed.

On LiƩle OƩer Lake, expanding west of the exisƟng infrastructure would bring new transmission
infrastructure into an established residenƟal community.



The Province's priority direcƟon also told Hydro One to plan for a potenƟal second 500 kV line in parallel.

Whatever corridor is selected now may therefore ulƟmately need to accommodate two new lines, not
one.

Any posiƟon Council takes should address the full potenƟal corridor — not simply the first line.

Our posiƟon is straighƞorward and in this order:

First, Hydro One should avoid LiƩle OƩer & Big OƩer Lake altogether.

The fact that an exisƟng corridor is already here should not automaƟcally make this community the
preferred locaƟon for addiƟonal infrastructure.

The cumulaƟve effects of the exisƟng infrastructure must be considered.

Second, if Hydro One will not avoid LiƩle OƩer Lake, the new corridor should be located east of the
exisƟng infrastructure, using route adjustments where feasible to reduce the overall impact — not
west into the established residenƟal community.

3. THE IMPACT

Based on the corridor width and the properƟes along the affected area, our esƟmate is more than 18
homes on OƩer Lake and LiƩle OƩer Lake could potenƟally be directly affected, with the majority being
on LiƩle OƩer Lake.

UnƟl Hydro One releases its route alternaƟves and required right-of-way, the exact property impacts are
not known.

Those who remain could be looking at cleared land, new access roads, construcƟon acƟvity and a
permanent change to the shoreline and character of the lake. Then they will be impacted from a housing
perspecƟve if the second line in the future also comes West.

The uncertainty is already having an impact.

Some residents have stopped or delayed building and renovaƟons. Others have put off plans to move to
the lake full Ɵme. We have accelerated our build so that if this goes into a negoƟaƟon, we can get an
increased market value. Residents are seeking legal counsel.

We have also heard from residents of Mill Lake, Rankin Lake and Gibson Lake who also share concerns
about rouƟng through established lake communiƟes.

4. SEGUIN HAS DONE THIS BEFORE

During the Henvey Inlet Wind transmission project, roughly 6.5 kilometres of transmission line went
through Seguin, touching approximately 20 private properƟes and 12 Township properƟes.

Council dealt with Township land for the switching staƟon, permanent transmission easements and
temporary access easements. Some members of this Council sat through that process.

Importantly, routes moved during that project.



AECOM's September 2017 Environmental Review Report Addendum #2 records six realignments. Two
occurred in Seguin.

East of Mill Lake, the line shiŌed approximately 260 metres east over 800 metres to avoid a non-
parƟcipaƟng private landowner.

East of Highway 400, it shiŌed approximately 100 metres east over 450 metres to avoid MTO lands.

Those were relaƟvely small adjustments made during detailed design by a private proponent.

The larger point comes from Hydro One itself: in July, Hydro One said community feedback helped
narrow the study area by approximately 60 kilometres.

RouƟng responds to input.

That is why Seguin's formal posiƟon now maƩers.

5. WHAT WE ARE ASKING COUNCIL TO DO

Today, we are not simply asking Council to hear our concerns.

We are asking Council to act.

We have five specific requests.

One. Pass a moƟon.

DraŌ wording is aƩached.

In short, we are asking the Township of Seguin to call on Hydro One to avoid OƩer Lake and LiƩle OƩer
Lake.

If avoidance is not feasible, we are asking Council to advocate for Hydro One to fully evaluate an eastern
alignment before selecƟng any western alignment affecƟng homes on LiƩle OƩer Lake.

We are also asking that the Township's posiƟon apply to any future second parallel line.

Two. If it hasn’t been done already register the Township as a stakeholder in the Class Environmental
Assessment.

Ask Hydro One for its route-evaluaƟon criteria and ask that established waterfront residenƟal areas be
treated as a rouƟng constraint.

The Seguin Official Plan protects the character of our lakes and established communiƟes.

We are asking Council to ensure those municipal planning interests are formally put before Hydro One
during the route-evaluaƟon process.



Three. Come and see it.

We are asking the Mayor and Council to visit LiƩle OƩer Lake.

Walk the shoreline. Look at the exisƟng corridor, the transformer staƟon and the Henvey infrastructure.
Look east and west of the exisƟng corridor.

It reads differently on the ground than it does on a map. When Hydro came out to visit on property
they said they had no idea that this populated community even existed.

Four. Invite Hydro One to Council.

Ask Hydro One to present the Seguin porƟon of the focused study area and answer Council's quesƟons
of them directly.

Five. Join us on September 20.

Our community meeƟng is from 11:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. at Foley Community Centre.

We want Council there carrying the Township's posiƟon — not simply observing.

Residents have wriƩen to Hydro One. We have contacted our MPP, MP, Premier and the relevant
agencies. There is an acƟve peƟƟon to stop Hydro One from coming into the LiƩle OƩer Lake area and
we have 360 signatures. We are determined and we will conƟnue to do our part.

But these are Seguin homes, on Seguin lakes, within the Township of Seguin.

We are asking Council to stand with its residents while there is sƟll an opportunity to influence the route.

Thank you



DRAFT MOTION

WHEREAS Hydro One Networks Inc. is planning the Sudbury–Barrie 500 kV Transmission Line and has
idenƟfied a focused study area that includes lands in the Township of Seguin at OƩer Lake and LiƩle
OƩer Lake;

AND WHEREAS OƩer Lake already hosts the Parry Sound Transformer StaƟon, the exisƟng Hydro One
230 kV corridor, and the Henvey Inlet Wind 230 kV transmission line and switching staƟon;

AND WHEREAS a western alignment along or adjacent to the exisƟng corridor would directly affect an
established waterfront residenƟal community on LiƩle OƩer Lake;

AND WHEREAS the Province has directed Hydro One to plan for a potenƟal second parallel 500 kV line;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Council of the Township of Seguin:

1. Calls on Hydro One to select a route that avoids OƩer Lake and LiƩle OƩer Lake;

2. If avoidance is not feasible, calls on Hydro One to fully evaluate and document an alignment east of
the exisƟng transmission infrastructure before selecƟng any alignment west of it, and to apply the same
requirement to any future parallel line;

3. Requests that Hydro One treat established waterfront residenƟal areas in Seguin as a rouƟng
constraint and provide the Township with its route-evaluaƟon criteria;

4. Requests standing as a stakeholder in the Class Environmental Assessment and directs staff to
parƟcipate;

5. Invites Hydro One to present the Seguin porƟon of the focused study area to Council; and

6. Directs the Clerk to forward this resoluƟon to Hydro One Community RelaƟons, the Minister of Energy
and Mines, MPP Graydon Smith and the Ontario Energy Board.









September 9, 2026

Re: Mandated Conservation Authority Amalgamation

To Whom it May Concern:  

Please be advised that at their Regular Council meeting held September 8, 2026, the Council of
the Township of North Huron adopted the following resolution:  

M225/26
MOVED BY: A. van Hittersum

SECONDED BY: C. Palmer

THAT the Council of the Township of North Huron hereby directs staff to send a letter of concern
regarding the regional consolidation of conservation authorities with a request to reconsider the

amalgamation and keep the Lake Huron watershed Conservation Authorities separated from the

Lake Simcoe area; 

AND FURTHER, THAT the letter be sent to all Ontario municipalities, MPP Lisa Thompson, 
Premier Doug Ford, the Project Executive for the Lake Huron Regional Conservation Authority, 

Minister Todd McCarthy, Minister Trevor Jones, Conservation Authority Ontario, and the Ontario

Federation of Agriculture. 

CARRIED

The Township of North Huron is located in Huron County and is within the watershed of the
Maitland River Conservation Authority ( MVCA). Under the current format for Conservation
Authorities, the Township, along with other municipalities who have boundaries within the
MVCA watershed have representation on the MVCA Board of Directors. This process has
worked well and has ensured that local knowledge of the area is kept, and issues are being
handled in a timely manner. With the updated changes to the Conservation Authorities at the
end of 2026, the Township of North Huron will be included under the umbrella of Huron County
and will be amalgamated into the Lake Huron Regional Conservation Authority Board which will
have twenty-one (21) members. 

Recently, the MVCA received news that the proposed board distribution for the Lake Huron
Regional Conservation Authority Board will be based on a tiered allocation formula based on
population to assist in determining the amount of members that will be appointed to the board. 
Out of the thirteen ( 13) municipalities that will be included on the Board, eight ( 8), including
Huron County will have only one member appointed, while the other municipalities will have a
combined 13 members.  



With this, the Township of North Huron is concerned that our local voice and local concerns will
not be addressed, and the decisions will be left to the individuals who have higher populations
and higher board representation.  Due to this proposed change, local knowledge may be lost
and the priorities for heavily populated areas are much different than rural areas and may not
achieve the goals or priorities from rural communities. The Township of North Huron also has
concerns pertaining to the financial information and effects it will have on local municipalities. 

In conclusion, the Township of North Huron respectfully urges the Province of Ontario to
reconsider the amalgamation of Conservation Authorities in Ontario, including the Lake Huron
Regional Conservation Authority Board. The Township also encourages the Province to keep
the Lake Huron watershed separate from the Lake Simcoe Watershed.  

Should you have any questions, please contact the undersigned.   

Regards, 

Tyler Zamostny, AMP, Dipl.M.A.  
Deputy Clerk/Planning Coordinator

Cc:  
All Ontario Municipalities
Hon. Lisa M. Thompson - minister.mra@ontario. ca
Hon. Doug Ford - premier@ontario.ca
Project Executive for the Lake Huron Conservation Authority - d.goodyear@lsrca. on.ca
Hon. Todd J. McCarthy - minister.mecp@ontario. ca
Hon. Trevor Jones - minister.omafa@ontario.ca
Conservation Authority Ontario - info@conservationontario.ca
Ontario Federal Federation of Agriculture - loni.elliott@ofa.on.ca
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Township of Puslinch  

7404 Wellington Road 34 
Puslinch, ON N0B 2J0 

www.puslinch.ca 
 

September 10, 2026 
 
 

 

6.10 Huron OPP Detachment Board requesting Letter of Support for Traffic Calming and 
Speeding Mitigation Techniques 

6.11 Municipality of Wawa Support Resolution regarding Traffic Calming and Speed 
Mitigation Initiatives 

6.12 Township of Clearview Council Resolution regarding Traffic Calming & Speeding 
Mitigation Initiatives 

 
Please be advised that Township of Puslinch Council, at its meeting held on August 26, 2026 
considered the aforementioned topic and subsequent to discussion, the following was resolved: 
 

Resolution No. 2026-254:   Moved by Councillor Bailey and  
     Seconded by Councillor Hurst 
 
That the Consent Agenda items 6.10, 6.11, and 6.12 be received for information; and,  
 
Whereas Council Supports the resolutions from the Huron OPP Detachment Board, Municipality of 
Wawa and Township of Clearview regarding Traffic Calming and Speeding Mitigation initiatives;  
 
That Council direct staff to send a support resolution accordingly.  

CARRIED 
As per the above resolution, please accept a copy of this correspondence for your information 
and consideration. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
Justine Brotherston  
Municipal Clerk 

Hon. Doug Ford, Premier 
Premier’s Office   
Room 281  
Main Legislative Building, 
Queen’s Park  
Toronto, ON M7A 1A5 VIA 
EMAIL:   
doug.fordco@pc.ola.org  

http://www.puslinch.ca/
mailto:doug.fordco@pc.ola.org


 

 
cc: Minister of Transportation, Hon. Prabmeet Singh Sarkaria; prabmeet.sarkaria@pc.ola.org   
Minister of Finance, Hon. Peter Bethlenfalvy; peter.bethlenfalvy@pc.ola.org   
MP for Huron-Bruce, Ben Lobb; ben.lobb@parl.gc.ca     
MPP for Huron-Bruce, Lisa Thompson; lisa.thompsonco@pc.ola.org   
MPP for Algoma-Manitoulin, Michael Mantha; mmantha-co@ndp.on.ca  
MPP for Simcoe-Grey; Brian Saunderson; brian.saunderson@pc.ola.org  
AMO resolutions@amo.on.ca   
ROMA, roma@roma.on.ca   
All Ontario Police Service Boards   
All Municipalities in Ontario 
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Township of Puslinch  

7404 Wellington Road 34 
Puslinch, ON N0B 2J0 

www.puslinch.ca 
 

September 10, 2026 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
RE:  6.17 TAPMO Newsletter July 2026 
 
Please be advised that Township of Puslinch Council, at its meeting held on August 26, 2026 
considered the aforementioned topic and subsequent to discussion, the following was resolved: 
 

Resolution No. 2026-255:   Moved by Councillor Sepulis and  
     Seconded by Councillor Bailey 
 

That the Consent Agenda item 6.17 be received for information; and  
 
Whereas the Aggregate Resources Act, R.S.O. (ARA) governs the licensing and regulation 
of aggregate pits and quarries in Ontario; 
 
And Whereas the Planning Act and the Provincial Planning Statement establish the 
policy framework for land use planning in Ontario and recognize aggregate extraction as 
an interim land use, with defined expectations for progressive rehabilitation and 
ultimate transition to an appropriate end use; 

Hon.  Mike Harris Jr.  
Ministry of Natural 
Resources 
438 University Avenue, 
Suite 1802, Toronto, ON 
M7A 1Y6 
VIA EMAIL:   
mike.harrisco@pc.ola.org 

Hon. Rob Flack 
Ministry of Municipal Affairs 

and Housing 

17th Floor 

777 Bay St.  

VIA EMAIL:   
rob.flack@pc.ola.org    

Joseph Racinsky 
Constituency office 
2nd Floor 
181 St. Andrew St. E 
Fergus, ON N1M 1P9 
VIA EMAIL:  
joseph.racinsky@pc.ola.org  
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And Whereas the Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR) has provided written clarification 
confirming that where a licensed site’s site plan expressly permits the importation of 
aggregate material from other licensed sites in Ontario: 

• such imported material may be brought to the site; 

• such imported material does not count toward the site’s annual licensed tonnage 
limit; and 

• where processing and blending are permitted in the site plan, imported material 
may be processed or blended for the duration of the licence; 

 
And Whereas under the Ministry’s current interpretation, imported aggregate material 
that is processed or blended is not currently subject to annual licensed tonnage limits or 
associated TOARC levy payments; 
 
And Whereas this interpretation may enable a licensed site to function as an ongoing 
industrial processing and blending facility, including in circumstances where on-site 
extraction has ceased or is winding down; 
 
And Whereas municipalities may experience increased truck traffic, road deterioration, 
noise, and dust impacts where processing and blending continue independent of 
extraction; 
 
And Whereas such an outcome may not align with the planning principle that aggregate 
operations are intended to be interim land uses and may have implications for municipal 
land use planning, infrastructure management, environmental oversight, and long-term 
rehabilitation objectives; 
 
And Whereas clarity and consistency between the implementation of the ARA and the 
provincial land use planning framework are essential to maintaining policy coherence 
and municipal planning certainty; 
 
Now Therefore Be It Resolved That the Council of Township of Puslinch respectfully 
requests that the MNR reconsider its current interpretation respecting the importation, 
processing, and lending of aggregate material under the ARA, particularly where such 
interpretation: 

• permits unlimited importation of aggregate material from other licensed sites;  



 

• excludes imported and processed materials from annual licensed tonnage limits; 
and 

• allows processing and blending activities to continue for the duration of the licence 
without regard to the interim nature of aggregate extraction contemplated under 
provincial planning policy; and,  

 
That the Province clarify how the interpretation and administration of the ARA will be 
aligned with the Planning Act and Provincial Planning Statement, including the 
recognition of aggregate extraction as an interim land use with defined rehabilitation 
and transition objectives; 
 
That the Province provide guidance on how imported and processed aggregate 
materials are to be considered in relation to licensed tonnage limits, rehabilitation 
timelines, and the interim land use intent of aggregate operations; 
 
That the Province consult with municipalities prior to finalizing any policy, regulatory, or 
interpretive direction related to importation, processing, blending, and tonnage 
calculations under the ARA and importantly any TOARC regulatory reform; 
 
Further be it resolved that the Council of the Township of Puslinch supports TAPMO’s 
call for policy clarification regarding importation, processing and blending under the 
Aggregate Resources Act; and 
 
Be It Further Resolved That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to the Minister of  
Natural Resources, the Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing, the Association of  
Municipalities of Ontario (AMO), the Top Aggregate Producing Municipalities of Ontario  
(TAPMO), MPP Joseph Racinsky and all Ontario Municipalities. 
 

CARRIED 
 

  



 

As per the above resolution, please accept a copy of this correspondence for your information 
and consideration. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
Justine Brotherston  
Municipal Clerk 
 

cc: Association of Municipalities of Ontario (AMO)  
Top Aggregate Producing Municipalities of Ontario (TAPMO) 
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September 9, 2026 
 
Sent via email to:  Minister of Infrastructure, 

Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing, 
Local Member of Provincial Parliament (MPP),  
Municipal Finance Officers Association of Ontario (MFOA), 
Association of Municipalities of Ontario (AMO),  
Rural Ontario Municipal Association (ROMA),  
Ontario municipalities. 

 
RE:   Support for MFOA Request to Permanently Double the Ontario Community 
Infrastructure Fund (OCIF) Beyond 2026 
 
Dear Ministers, 
 
On behalf of the Corporation of the County of Huron, I am writing to express our support for 
the Municipal Finance Officers’ Association of Ontario (MFOA) request to the Province of 
Ontario to permanently double the Ontario Community Infrastructure Fund (OCIF) beyond 
2026. 
 
The County of Huron recognizes the significant infrastructure needs facing municipalities 
across Ontario, particularly in rural communities. Stable and predictable infrastructure 
funding is essential to enable municipalities to effectively plan and invest in the renewal and 
maintenance of critical infrastructure. 
 
OCIF funding is an important component of the County of Huron’s ability to address its 
infrastructure renewal needs. Given the significant amount of infrastructure required 
throughout the County, this funding has been very beneficial in supporting necessary 
infrastructure renewal. 
 
The current OCIF funding allocations are based on the replacement values of municipal 
infrastructure assets and align with municipal asset management plans. Increasing and 
maintaining this funding on a long-term basis would provide municipalities with greater 
stability and the ability to better plan for future infrastructure investments. 
 
The County of Huron therefore supports MFOA’s request that the Province of Ontario 
permanently double OCIF funding beyond 2026 and encourages the Province to provide 
municipalities with stable, predictable and sustained infrastructure funding. 
 
We respectfully ask the Province to consider this request and recognize the important role 
that long-term infrastructure funding plays in supporting strong, sustainable and resilient 
communities across Ontario. 
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Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Should you have any questions, please reach out to me via email at clerk@huroncounty.ca. 
 
 
Respectfully,  
 

 
 
Susan Cronin 
Director of Legislative Services/County Clerk 
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