MUNICIPALITY OF ASSIGINACK

BOX 238, MANITOWANING, ONT., POP 1NO
(705) 859-3196 or 1-800-540-0179

www.assiginack.ca

REGULAR VIRTUAL MEETING OF COUNCIL
Via ZOOM
Tuesday, September 7th, 2021 5:00 pm
AGENDA

For Consideration:

1. OPENING
a) Adoption of Agenda
b) Disclosure of Pecuniary Interest and General Nature Thereof

2. ANNOUNCEMENTS

3. ADOPTION OF MINUTES
a) Minutes of the Regular Council Meeting of August 3, 2021
b) Minutes of the Manitoulin Planning Board Meeting of July 27, 2021
¢) Minutes of the Manitoulin Planning Board Meeting of August 24, 2021
d) Minutes of the Assiginack Public Library Board Meeting of August 11, 2021

4. DELEGATIONS
NONE

5. REPORTS
a) 2021 Sunsite Estates Drinking Water System Inspection Report, June 25, 2021
Inspection MOECP

6. ACTION REQUIRED ITEMS
a) Accounts for Payment: General $ 284,338.73
Payroll: 74,741.97
b) Holiday Haven Road Waterline Request
¢) Consent Application B 19/21 Recommendation
d) 2021/2022 Ice Rates at Arenas



7. INFORMATION ITEMS

a)
b)
c)
d)
€)
f)
g)
h)
1)

Perth County: Relationship with MPAC

FONOM: Media Release

Assiginack Museum Advisory Committee: Cenotaph

Gravel Watch

Manitoulin Island Clinician Recruitment and Retention Committee
EDO Quarterly Report

Manitoulin Health Centre: Mindemoya Site

Manitowaning Agricultural Society: No Fall Fair

Province of Ontario: Vaccine Certificate

8. BY-LAWS
NONE

9. CLOSED SESSION
Personnel [ssues
Security of Municipal Property

10. ADJOURNMENT



THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWNSHIP OF ASSIGINACK
MINUTES OF THE REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING

The Regular Meeting of the Council of the Corporation of the Township of
Assiginack was held and hosted by way of a Zoom Conference video call on
Tuesday, August 3, 2021 at 5:00 pm.

Present: Mayor Dave Ham
Councillor Dave McDowell
Councillor Rob Maguire
Councillor Christianna Jones
Councillor Hugh Moggy

Staff: Alton Hobbs, CAQ, Deputy Clerk
Deb MacDonald, Treasurer
Freda Bond, Tax and Utilities Manager
Jackie White, PEC
Ron Cooper, PW Superintendent

Press: Alicia McCutcheon, Expositor
OPENING:
#136-09-2021 D. McDowell — R. Maguire

THAT the Regular Meeting of the Council of the Corporation of the Township of
Assiginack be opened for business at 5:00 pm, with a quorum of members present
virtually, with Mayor Ham presiding in the Chair.

CARRIED

AGENDA:

#137-09-2021 C. Jones - R. Maguire

THAT we confirm the attendance of all the Members of Council electronically (on
Zoom) and adopt the agenda as presented.

CARRIED

DISCLOSURE OF PECUNIARY INTEREST:

NONE
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ANNOUNCEMENTS:

NONE

ADOPTION OF MINUTES:

#138-09-2021 H. Moggy - D. McDowell
THAT the Minutes of the Regular Council Meeting of July 6, 2021 be accepted.

CARRIED

#139-09-2021 R. Maguire — C. Jones
THAT the Minutes of the Special Council Meeting of July 21, 2021 be accepted.

CARRIED

#140-09-2021 R. Maguire - C. Jones
THAT the Minutes of the Manitoulin East Municipal Airport Commission Meeting
of July 5, 2021 be accepted.

CARRIED

DELEGATIONS:

NONE

REPORTS:

NONE
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ACTION REQUIRED ITEMS:

#141-09-2021 D. McDowell - H. Moggy
THAT Council authorizes the following Accounts for Payment:

General; $169,712.87;

AND THAT the Mayor and administration be authorized to complete cheques
#31049 through #31070, and #31107 through #31135 as described in the attached
cheque register report.

CARRIED

#142-09-2021 C. Jones - R. Maguire
THAT Council authorizes the following Accounts for Payment:

Payroll: $48,036.54;

AND THAT the Mayor and administration be authorized to complete cheques
#31044 through #31048 and #31071 through #31077 as described in the attached
cheque register report.

CARRIED

#143-09-2021 H. Moggy - D. McDowell

THAT we accept the Community Safety and Weli-Being Plan as prepared by ISN
Consultants.

CARRIED

#144-09-2021 C. Jones - H. Moggy
THAT WHEREAS Council supports the application made to the Community
Enhancement Program for an ice re-surfacer and matting;

AND WHEREAS Council has contributed $7,662.00 to the project in the 2021
Capital Budget;

NOW THEREFORE THAT the Municipality will cover any cost overruns, should
they occur.

CARRIED
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#145-09-2021 R. Maguire — C. Jones
THAT the following ratepayers be confirmed or reaffirmed to the Economic
Development Commitiee:

Jen Hooper, Phil Blake, Chris Prosser, Bill Zylstra, Sandra Pennie, Graham Size,
Lori McMullen

CARRIED

INFORMATION ITEMS:

#146-09-2021 R. Maguire — C. Jones

THAT we acknowledge receipt of the following correspondence items:
a) Solicitor General: Animal Care in Hot Weather
b) Mike Mantha MPP: Fire College Closure

CARRIED

BY-LAWS:
NONE
CLOSED SESSION:

#147-09-2021 H. Moggy —~ D. McDowell
BE IT RESOLVED THAT in accordance with By-law #02-02 as amended and
Section 239 of the Municipal Act, Council proceed to a closed session (in camera)
at 5:10 pm in order to attend to a matter pertaining to:

a) Personal matters about an identifiable individual

b) Security of Municipal Property

CARRIED

#148-09-2021 D. McDowell — H. Moggy
THAT we adjourn from our closed session at 5:25 pm, approve the Closed Minutes
of the July 6! and July 21st Closed meetings and resume our Regular Meeting.

CARRIED
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CLOSING:

#149-09-2021 C. Jones - R. Maguire
THAT we adjourn until the next regular meeting or call of the Chair.

CARRIED

David Ham, MAYOR Alton Hobbs, CAO/DEPUTY CLERK
5:30 p.m.

These Minutes have been circulated but are not considered Official until
approved by Council.
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A [TIHIITLLLLE
ELHTIG BLARD

40 WATER STREET - UNIT 1 - P.O, BOX 240 - GORE BAY - ONTARIQ - POP 1HO
705-282-2237 -~ 705-282-3142

July 28, 2021

MINUTES OF PLANNING BOARD MEETING - JULY 27, 2021

During a teleconference meeting of the Manitoutin Planning Board held on Tuesday, July 27, 2021
the following Members of Planning Board participated:

1. L. Hayden 6. D. Head
2. K. Naland 7. I. Anderson
3. E. Russel 8. D. McDowell
4, R. Stephens 9. D. Oshorne
5. T. Mackinlay 10. R. Brown

Also present dunng the teleconfarence was:
D. Watts, interested party,
L. and R. Sim - Applicants for Consent File No. B09-21;
J. Chandler, agent for Amendment File No. 96ZBL-21-0011;
H. McLaughlin, agent for Consent File No's. B14-21, B15-21 and B16-21 and
Amendment File No. 962BL-21-002;
B. Allison, File No. v01-2021; and
T. Sasvari, reporter, Manitoulin West Recorder.

There were no other interested parties or members of the general public or press that participated
in the rneeting.

The electronic Meeting was called to Order atter the electronic Public Meeting. at 7:10 p.m. by
Chair R. Stephens, who welcomed all present.

The Chair asked if there were any Board Members who wished to declare a conflict of interest with
any of the items listed on the agenda or having to do with the previcus Board Meeting of May 25,
2021.

There were no conflicts declared

1. ORDER OF BUSINESS

The Chair requested the adoption of the order of business,

The Secretary-Treasurer asked the Board to consider having item 6. ix} File No. V01-2021 heard
belore item 6. i) OACA Conference, in order to accommodate the apphicant. The following motion
resulted:

MOTION

Itwas moved by L. Hayden and seconded by R. Brown that the Order of Business be adopted, as
amended,
- Carried.

2. MINUTES OF PREVIOUS BOARD MEETING - May 25", 2021.

The Chair announced that the Minutes of the Board Meeting held on May 25™, 2021 had been
circulated to all Board Members and requested thal any errors or omissions be stated.

MOTION
There being no errors or omissions, a motion was moved by E. Russell and seconded by D. Head
that the Minutes be adopted as circulated,

- Carried. B

BUSINESS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES OF THE PREVIOUS BOARD MEETING
- May 25", 2021

There was none.
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July 27, 2021

3. VARIABLE EXPENDITURES

There were no questions of the variable expend‘itures as circulated.

MOTION

It was moved by |. Anderson and seconded by D. Head that the variable expenditures be accepted
as presented,

- Carried.

4, APPLICATION FOR AMENDMENT TQ ZONING BY-LAW NO. 86-01

i) File No.: 96ZBL-21-001
QOwner:; Carol Filimonchuk
Agent: Jordan Chandler

Property Location:  Part Lot 8, Conc. |
Being Part 64, Plan R.R. 39, (#715 Pebble Road)
(Little Lake Huron Estates)}
Township of Robinson, District of Manitoulin

A Zoning Amendment Application has been made by Jordan Chandler on behalf of Carol
Filimonchuk, to rezone land described as Part Lot 8, Cone. 1, being Part 64, Plan R.R. 39 from
Rural { R) Zone to Shoreline Residential (SR) Zone to permit a seasonal residential dwelling.

Seasonal residential uses are not a permitted use in the Rural { R) Zone by Zoning By-law No.
96-01, Part Xi. Therefore, Zoning By-law No. 96-01 must be amended to permit the uses proposed.

This vacant shoreline Iot, which was created by checkerboarding prior to subdivision control, has
been willed to Ms. Filimonchuk from her father, Burl H. Cook in 2015.

The application was circulated on May 19%, 2021 to the United Chiefs and Councils of Mnidoo
Mnising (UCCMM}, and to the Wiikwemkoong Unceded Territory as per Official Plan Policy F.5 -
Consultation and Engagement,

Saul Bornberry, UCCMM, advised via email that the UCCMM have no concerns or comments at
this time.

The Wiikwemkoong Unceded Territory have not pravided any comments or concerns regarding the
application, or requested additional time to do so.

Servicing will consist of water from Lake Huron or private well, and sewage disposal is proposed
to be by private individual septic system.The Sudbury and District Health Unit have advised they
have no objactions as the property appears to be capable of development for the instaliation of a
class 4 sewage system.

Fire Protection is available via the Robinson Township Volunteers.
Garbage collection is available via the Robinson Township Local Services Board.

The applicant accesses his property from Highway 540 over the Little Lake Huron Road/Pebble
Road, crossing Lot 2, Conc. IV; Lots 1 and 2, Conc. Ili; Lots 2 and 3, Conc. l; and Lots 2, 3, 4
and 5, Conc. |, surveyed as Part 1, Plan R.R. 47; and Lots 6 and 7, Conc. |, surveyed as Part 25,
Plan R.R. 33 and Part 89, Plan R.R.39. This right-of-way is not maintainad by the Local Roads
Board. The existing private right-of-way known as Little Lake Huron Road and Pebble Road does
have a few areas that require repair. Howaver, is travellable by emergency vehicles confirmed by
a site visit by MPB staff member J. Diebolt on June 17", 2021.

This application to amend Zoning By-law No. 96-01 was circulated on June 29", 2021 to the
Township of Robinson Local Roads Board, Ontario Power Generation, Metis Nation of Ontario,
the Rainbow and District School Board, Bell Canada, and to all property owners within 120 metres
as required by Ontario Regulation 545/06.

Lori Mastelko, Secretary-Treasurer for the Township of Robinson Local Roads Board (LRB),
advised via email on July 9™, 2021 that they have no concerns with the amendment application,
razoning from Rural to Shoreline Residential for the building of a seasonal dwaelling,
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APPLICATION FOR AMENDMENT TO ZONING BY-LAW NO. 96-01
i) File No.: 96ZBL-21-001 - continued

The following letter was received from Ron Collis, owner of land located to the south east, being
Part 82, Plan R.R.39:

‘Dear Sir or Madam.
[ am extremely opposed to this zoning by-law change.

As you are aware the Eco system is very fragile in the beach area, and the endangered grassiand
must be protected. If we have large numbers of people, and quads running around, this endangered
grasstand will be lost.

1 enjoy my privacy. Ifwe have large munbers of people our solitnde will be lost. There will also be
issues with garbage. Campers will not show the same sense of responsibility as local land owners
in keeping our beautiful area clean,

There has already been issues with trespassing on nearby properties. and the possibiliry that
properties may be interfered with.

Little Lake Huron Road and Pebble Road are in poor condition, and will not sustain heavy vehicle
traffic and quad traffic. Heavy traffic will render this road unusable for everyone.

Recently there were ten bikers from Toronto who complained biterly at the road condition. as they
wished to tour the island and return down this roud every evening.

The vendor has tried to organize a land owners association te pay $500.00 each for road repairs.
This is nothing more than a scam to have land owners pay for the road repairs so they can profit
from their private commercial venture. Someone has to pay for the road repair. I'm sure thevwant
the propesty owners to foot the bill, but I'tl bet they are not willing ta share this increased profit that
a clear aceess will bring at a cost of $300.00 per home owner,

I cherish my privacy of our beautifil pristine area turned into a carnival.,
Not just no HELL NO. This application st not mave forward.
Please notify me in writing of vour decision on this matter.”

A copy of this letter was sent to Mr. Chandler, agent for the application and to all Board Members,

There have been no other inquiries or concerns received from the agencies or the property owners
circulated, ar from the posting of the signs on the property.

The subject land will remain designated as being within a Shoreline Area and ail Official Plan {OP)
Policies applicable thereto wil! continue to apply. Recreational camps/seasonal dwellings are
permitted by Section B.2.3. of the OP.

The subject land is within a Rural ( R) Zone. This area was zoned Rural to control development in
an area where lots were created prior to subdivision control. The proposal is a continuation of the
established precedents common to this area. If approved, this proposal willamend Zoning By-law
No. 86-01 to rezone from Rural { R} Zone to Shoreline Residential {SR) Zone to permit a seasona
dwelling and accessory structures,

The Provincial Policy Statement (PPS) 2020 under Section 1.1.6.1 states:

'On rural lands located in lerritory without municipal organization, the focus of devsiopment activity
shail be relaled to the sustainable managemen! or use of resources and resource-based recreational
uses fincluding recreational dwellings).

The subject land is identified as being in a deer wintering area. It is recommended that the loss of
deer feeding opportunities and shelter habitat can be mitigated by minimizing the amount of conifer
cover removed during the construction of the proposed seasonal dweliing.

A polential Wildiand Fire Hazard was identified within the subject land.
The Provincial Policy Statement (PPS) 2020 states under Section 3.1.8

‘Development shall generally be directed to areas oulsids of lands that are unsafe for development
due to the presence of hazardous forest lypes for wildland fire,

Development may however be permitted in lands with hazardous forest types for wildland fire where
the risk is mitigated in accordance with wildland fire assessment and mitigalion standards."

It was recommended that a mitigation plan to reduce the intensity of a forest fire by thinning or
removing trees and aflowing it to be extinguished more easily, be submitted to the Planning Board
with the Zaning Conformity Permit for the construction of any structures.

There is a tish habitat identified along the shore of Lake Huron and a dune system along the shore
and in the front yard of the subject land.
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APPLICATION FOR AMENDMENT TO ZONING BY-LAW NO. 98-01
i) File No.: 96ZBL-21-001 - continued

The Provincial Policy Statement 2020 under Section 2.1.7 states:

‘Development and site alteration shall not be permitied in habitat of endangered species and
threatened species, except in accordance with provincial and federal requirements.”.

Consultation comments from the Ministry of Oceans and Fisheries (DFO) for a previous application
in the Little Lake Huron Estates area (2019) were that under the Fisheries Act and the Species al
Risk Act, comments are not required for projects that are proposed to lake place above the high
water mark and as long as the proposed works take place above the Lake Huron 180m elevation
contour, they will not be required to go to DFO for a review.

Consultation comments from the Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry (MNRF) for a previous
application in the Little Lake Huron Estates area (2019) were that as long as development is
consistent with policies of the Provincia! Policy Stalement {PPS) they have no concerns regarding
the fish habitat or wildlife habitat (SAR).

Consultation comments from the Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks (MECP), the
Ministry in charge of the administration of the “Endangered Species Act “, for a previous application
in the Little Lake Huron Estates area (2019) supported an increased setback to be outside the area
of Species at Risk {SAR).

From 2016 satellite imagery available and pictures obtained during a site visit on June 177, 2021,
a front yard setback fram the south lot tine in front of Lake Huron of ten {10) metres would provide
for a building envelope for the location of any structures to be outside the dune system.

Mr. Chandler was contacted and he was advised of these concerns. He did not have any objections
to the location of a seasonal dwelling and any accessory structures having the minimum front yard
selback requirement increased from 7.5 metres to 10 metres in order to address the potential
concerns.

Section 3 of the Planning Act requires that decisions affecting planning matters ‘shall be consistent
with'policy statements issued under the Act. Planning decisions for the Manitoulin Planning Area
must be consistent with Policies of the PPS. With approval of this proposed amendment, there does
not appear to be any conflict or adverse impacts to policies expressed by the PPS 2020. The
proposal is considered consistent with the PPS 2020.

The required Public Meeting was held by the Manitoulin Planning Board on Tuesday, July 277,
2021 at 7:00 p.m. Jordan Chandler, agent for the application, was present during consideration of
the application. There was no one eise in attendance at the Public Meeting to speak on behalf of
or opposition to the application.

Board Member, D. Head, stated that he has travelled the right-of-way recently and has been
travelling the right-of-way for over 20 years. He stated that it is getting worse each year and is in
need of repair in some areas, and he needs to go slow. However, he agrees that it is travellable
by emergency vehicles. He made a suggestion that a garbage bin could be placed at Hwy 540 at
the entrance to Littte Lake Huron Road which could assist with the garbage issues. However, the
Local Service Board may need permission from the landowner as that is private property.

Board Member T. Mackinlay, stated that he too has recently travelled the right-of-way and agrees
with the comments made by Mr. Head. He stated that the Robinson Township Local Services
Board has recently purchased a side by side which they are using to assist the volunteer fire
department.

Board Member R. Brown, asked how the applicant was to address both the deer yard and the
wildland fire concerns; seems to be conflicting policies? He asked if there are permitted commercial
uses in this area?

The Secretary-Treasurer explained that a mitigation plan at the time of the Zoning Conformity
permit could/would assist would protecting the deer yard but also making the building site safe from
fire hazards. The properlies in the Little Lake Huron Estates area are not zoned for Commercial
type uses without an amendment approved by the Planning Board.

The Secretary-Treasurer read the following By-law:
BY-LAW NO. 2021-001

Being a By-law of the Manitoulin Planning Board to amend By-law 96-01, the comprehensive
Zoning By-law for the Townships of Dawson, Robinson, and Mills.

Whereas the Manitoulin Planning Board has been granted the authority by Ontario Regulation
159/96 deeming Ontaric Regulation 672/81, a Minister's Zoning Order, to be and to always have
been a By-law of the Manitoulin Planning Board under Section 34 of the Planning Act.
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APPLICATION FOR AMENDMENT TO ZONING BY-LAW NO. 96-01
] File No.: 96ZBL-21-001 - continued

And Whereas the Manitoulin Planning Board has ensured thal adequate information has been
made available to the public and has held at least one {1) public meeting after due notice for
the purpose of informing the public of this By-law.

And Whereas the Manitoulin Planning Board deems it desirable 1o amend Zoning By-law No.
96-01, as amended.

Now Therefore, the Manitoulin Planning Board enacts the following:
(1) To rezone from Rural { R} Zone to Shoreling Residential (SR) Zone;

i2) Despite Sections 24.(1) and 5.(5) the minimum front yard setback for a seasonal
dwelling and all accessory structures thereto, shall be ten (10) metres;

(3} Subsections (1} and {(2) apply to that parcel of land in the geographic Township of
Robinson, in the District of Manitoulin, described as Part Lot 8, Cone. |, being Part 64,
Plan R.R. 39, {Litle Lake Huron Estates), located at #715 Pebble Road, registered in
the Land Registry Office for the Registry Division of Manitoulin (31).

(4) That it is hereby certified that this amending By-law is in conformity with the Official Plan
for the District of Manitoulin.

{5) Schedule "A” hereto attached shall be considered to be part of this By-law.

() This By-law shall come into force and take effect on the date of its final reading subject
ta the expiration of the 20 day appeal period, provided in Section 34(19) of the Planning
Act and subject to the approval of the Ontario Municipal Board where objections to this
by-law are filed with the Secretary-Treasurer of Planning Board.

Discussion regarding the proposed amendment resulted in the fallowing motion:
MOTION
It was moved by L. Hayden and seconded by D. Head that By-law Na. 2021-001 be approved,
as read,
- Carried.

4. APPLICATION FOR AMENDMENT TO ZONING BY-LAW NO. 96-01

i} File No.: 96ZBL-21-002
Owner: 1174330 Ontario Inc. {Denis Carriere}
Agent: Hugh McLaughiin

Property Location:  Part Lot 4, Conc, 1, (#214 Cedar Tree Trail),
Being Part 9, Plan R.R. 38, (Little Lake Huron Estates)
Township of Robinson, District of Manitoulin

A Zoning Amendment Application has been received from Hugh McLaughlin on behalf of 1174330
Ontaric Inc. to rezone land described as Part Lot 4, Cone. |, being Part 3, Plan 8.R. 38 from Rural
{ R) Zone to Shoreline Residential (SR} Zone to permit a seasonal residentiat dwelling.

Seasonal residential uses are not a permitted use in the Rural ( R) Zone by Zoning By-law No. 96-01,
Pa(td)(l.t_'l'llwrefore, Zoning By-law No. 96-01 must be amended to permit the proposed seasonal
residential uses.

This vacant shoreline lot, which was created by checkerboarding prior to subdivision control, has
been owned by the applicant since June 2020.

The application was circulated on April 30™, 2021 to the United Chiefs and Councils of Mnidoo
Mnising (UCCMM), and to the Wilkkwemkoong Unceded Territory as per Official Plan Paolicy F.5 -
Consultation and Engagement.

Saul Bomberry, UCCMM, advised via email that the UCCMM have no comments at this time.

The Wiikwemkoong Unceded Territory have not provided any comments orconcerns regarding the
application, or requested additional time to do so.
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APPLICATION FOR AMENDMENT TO ZONING BY-LAW NO. 96-01
ii) File No.: 96ZBL-21-002 - continued

This application to amend Zoning By-law No. 96-01 was circulated on June 29, 2021 to the
Township of Rabinson Local Roads Board, Ontario Power Generation, Metis Nation of Ontario the
Rainbow and District School Board, Bell Canada, and to all property owners within 120 melres as
required by Ontario Regulation 545/06.

Lori Mastelko, Secretary-Treasurer for the Township of Robinson Local Roads Board, advised via
email on July 97, 2021 that the LRB has no concerns regarding the amendment applicalion 962BL-
21-002 to rezone from Rural to Shoreline Residential to permit a seasanal dwelling.

There have been no concerns or objections received from the property owners or agencies
circulated

The applicantaccesses his property from Highway 540 over the Little Lake Huron Road/Pebble Road,
crossing Lot 2, Conc. IV, Lots 1 and 2, Conc. [1}; Lots 2 and 3, Conc. II: and Lots 2,3,4and5, Conc.
I, surveyed as Part 1, Plan R.R. 47; and over Cedar Tree Trail, surveyed as Part 30 and Parts 1A to
29A, Plan R.R. 38. This right-of-way is not maintained by the Local Roads Board. The existing
private right-of-way known as Littte Lake Huron Road and Cedar Tree Trail is travellable by
emergency vehicles confirmed by a site visiton June 177, 2021 by stalf member, J. Diebolt, however
is in need of same repair in some sections.

Water supply will be obtained from Lake Huron. Sewage disposal will be by grey water pitand privy.
The Sudbury and District Health Unit have advised they have no objections as the property appears
to be capable of development for the installation of a class 4 sewage systam.

Fire Protection is availabie via the Robinson Township Volunteers.
Garbage collection is available via the Local Services Board for Robinson Township.

The lot subject to this application was created prior to Subdivision Centrol imposed in 1970, The
subject land will remain designated as being within a Shoreline Area and all Official Plan (OP)
Palicies applicable thereto will continue to apply. Recrealional camps/seasanal dwellings are
permitted by Section B.2.3. of the OP.

The subject land is within a Rural { R) Zone. This area was zoned Rural to control development in
an area where lots were created prior to subdivision control. The proposal is a continuation of the
established precedents common to this area. If approved, this proposal will amesnd Zoning By-law
No. 96-01 to rezone from Rural { R) Zone to Shoreline Residential (SR) Zone to permit SR Section
24(1) to apply, which will permit a seasonal dwelling and accessory structures thereto.

The Provincial Policy Statement (PPS) 2020 under Section 1.1.6.1 states:

‘On rural lands located in territory without municipal organization, the focus of development
activity shall be related to the sustainable management or use of resources and resource-
based recreational uses (including recreational dwellings}.

The subject land is identified as being within a deer wintering area. It is recommanded that the loss
of deer feeding opportunities and shelter habitat can be mitigated by minimizi ng the amocunt of conifer
cover removed during the construction of the proposed seasonal dwelling and any accessory
structures.

A potential Wildland Fire Hazard was identified within the subject land.
The Provincial Policy Statement (PPS) 2020 slates under Section 3.1.8:
‘Development shall ?enerally be directed lo areas outside of lands that are unsafe for

development due to the presence of hazardous forest types for wildland fire.

Development ma ! howevar be permitted in lands with hazardous forest types for wildiand
f:'fe u;heée the risk is mitigated in accordance with wildland fire assessment and mitigation
standards.

It was recommended to Mr. McLaughlin, agent for the application, that a mitigation plan to reduce
the intensity of a forest fire by thinning or removing trees and allowing it to be extinguished more
easily be submitted to the Planning Board with the Zoning Conformity Permit for the construction
of any structures,

There is alvar identified on the southeastern +quarter of the property.
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APPLICATION FOR AMENDMENT TO ZONING BY-LAW NO. 96-01
iy File No.: 96ZBL-21-002 - continued

Judith Jones, Winter Spider Eco-Consulting, was hired by the applicants to conduct a Site Visit to
the subject property on May 28™, 2021 and provide a report supporting the proposed development.

She provided a site plan sketch and her report in conclusion states:

' It appears possible that a driveway and building can be created on this lot without
impacting SAR plants and their habital. It also appears possible to create a narrow foot trail
from the proposed building area to the Lake that runs under trees or through non-suitable
SAR habitat. Whether other activities may impact SAR has not been assessed.

Section 3 of the Planning Act requires that decisions affecting planning matters ‘shall be consistent
with' policy statements issued under the Act. Planning decisions for the Manitoulin Planning Area
must be consistent with Policies of the PPS.

Mr. Mctaughlin was advised that from the information received from Ms. Jones that the minimum
front yard setback for the proposed seasanal dwelling would need to be increased to one hundred
and thirty-two {132} metres in order 10 be above the 180 flaod contour and outside the area of
influence and that this would be included in the By-law amendment. Mr. McLaughiin on behalf of
the applicants, advised they have no concerns with this requirement and advised they wished to
proceed with the application.

With approval of this proposed amendment, there does not appear to be any conflict or adverse
impacts lo policies expressed by the PPS 2020 due to the seasonal residential uses proposed.

The required Public Meeting was held by the Manitoutin Planning Board on Tuesday, July 27",
2021 at 7:05 p.m. via teleconference. Hugh McLaughlin, agent for the application, was present
during consideration of the application. There was no one else in attendance at the Public Meeting
to speak on behalif of or opposition to the application. There were no written submissions received,

Mr. McLaughlin informed the Board that he had been traveliing the private right-of-way for over 45
years and that each year it gets a little worse. He agrees that the access is poor in some pans and
in need of some repair. He has no prablem travelling with his Dodge Caravan as long as he goes
slow. He agrees that the access is travellable by emergency vehicles.

Based on the aforementioned analysis itis recommended the subject Application for Zaning By-law
Amendment be approved to rezone from Rural { R} Zone to Shoreline Residentia! (SR} Zone,

The Secretary-Treasurer read the following By-law:

BY-LAW NO. 2021- 002

Being a By-law of the Manitoulin Planning Board to amend By-law 96-01, the comprehensive
Zoning By-law for the Townships of Dawson, Robinson, and Mills.

Whereas the Manitoulin Planning Board has been granted the authority by Ontario Regulation
159/86 deeming Ontario Regulation 672/81, a Minister's Zoning Order, to be and to a ways have
been a By-law of the Manitoulin Planning Board under Section 34 of the Planning Act.

And Whereas the Manitoulin Planning Board has ensured that adequate information has been
made available to the public and has held at teast one {1} public meeting after due notice for the
purpose of informing the public of this By-law.

And Whereas the Manitoulin Planning Board deems it desirable to amend By-law No. 96-01 as
amendead.

Now Therefore, the Manitoulin Planning Board enacts the following:
(1) To rezone from Rural ( R) Zone to Shoreline Residential (SR) Zone;

(2) Despite Sections 24.(1) and 5.(5) the minimum front yard setback for a seasonal dwelling
and all accessory structures thereto, shall be a minimum of one hundred and thirty-two
(132) metres;

(3) Subsections (1) and {2) apply to that parcet of land in the geographic Township of
Robinson, in the District of Manitoulin, described as Part Lot 4, Conc. |, being Part 9, Plan
R.R. 38, {Little Lake Huron Estates Area},located at #214 Cedar Tree Trail, as registered
in the Land Registry Office for the Registry Division of Manitoulin {31).
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APPLICATION FOR AMENDMENT TQ ZONING BY-LAW NO. 96-01
ii} File No.: 96ZBL-21-002 - continued

(4) That it is hereby certified that this amending By-law is in conformity with the Official Plan
for the District of Manitoulin.

(5) Schedule “A" hereto attached shall be considered to be part of this By-law.

(6) This By-law shall come into force and take effect on the date of its final reading subject to
the expiration of the 20 day appeal period, provided in Section 34(19) of the Planning Act
and subject to the approval of the Ontario Land Tribunal (OLT) where objections to this by-
law are filed with the Secretary-Treasurer of Planning Board.

Discussion regarding the proposed amendment resulted in the following motion:

MOTION
It was moved by D. Head and seconded by R. Brown that By-law No. 2021-002 be approved, as
read,

- Carried.

5. PRESENTATION OF APPLICATIONS FOR CONSENT
The Chair announced that the applications for consent to sever would now be heard.

Naote: For the sake of continuity the details and decisions of the presentations will be so recorded
in the usual fashion toward the end of the Minutes.

B. GENERAL, REGULAR AND NEW BUSINESS

i) Validation of Title Application - File No, V01-2021
Location: Lot 18, Conc HI
Township of Sheguiandah
Municipality of Assiginack

Chair Stephens welcomed Brad Allison, and explained that he had a telephone conversation with
Mr. Allison and he had requested to speak to the Board. Chair Stephens, asked Mr. Allison to make
his presentation to the Board Members.

Mr. Allison explained that he was representing Robert Roy, and has submitted an Application for
Validation of Title to correct a contravention to the Planning Act due 1o an errant transfer from Mr.
Chapman to Mr. Roy in 2003, that had been approved by the Manitoulin Planning Board. He is
seeking the Board's approval for a Validation of Title Application.

Mr. Allison explained that there were three 100 acra parcels that were transterred to Joe Chapman;
being Lots 18, 19 and 20, Conc. 3, Township of Sheguiandah. Mr. Chapman wanled to sell Lot 18,
and needed Consent approval from the Manitoulin Planning Board in order to do so. He severed
Lot 18 and conveyed Lot 18 to Mr. Roy in 2003. He thought he owned all of Lot 18 but a title
searcher has now discovered that he did not own a small +2.5 acres (0.6 Hec.) triangular parcel
at the south west corner of Lot 18, which was owned by someone else. In order to correct the
paper litle that Mr. Roy has to his property in order to sell the property, the description on the
transfer of land/deed needs to be corrected. A Validation of Title will fix the flawed consent and
wipe out any negative consequences. It is a quick way to cure a human mistake that was made.

There was a lengthy discussion and some of the comments/questions were:

- seemns lo be a legal description problem, has a survey been done for the triangutar lot or
the balance of Lot 18; has the lack of a survey lead to this oversight; lack of a survey is the
real problem; a survey describing the two lots would make a sale befter: a survey should
provide the litle correction Mr. Allison is seeking; would an application for a lot addition from
the big lot to the small lot correct the error - if so, may be willing to waive the application
fee; who gets hurt; two owners and two land descriptions aiready; the triangle fot has been
described by metes and bounds for 100 years - what is the problema survey would heip Mr.
Roy selt his land; leap frog approach is just a way to sell the property without a survey; how
is this a contravention to the Planning Act; who is the litle searcher; property has an iffegal
description - just fix the legal description; previous consent was based on faise information -
the fawyers did not do their job; two wrongs do not make & right; this is a leap frog
approach; MPB wants to make the right decision; not comfortable with a rubber stamp
request; can MPEB fix the mistake this way - need to research this; need a legal opinion.
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6. GENERAL, REGULAR AND NEW BUSINESS
i) Validation of Title Application - File No. V01-2021 - continued

Mr. Allison stated that he did not need Planning Board approval to correct the legal description of
the property. He did need Planning Board approval to fix the flawed consent and needs Planning
Board appraval for the Validation Certificate. He cannot rely on the conversion to Land Titles.

Chair Stephens asked the Secretary-Treasurer to explain the application and provide her
comments.

The Secretary-Treasurer reported that Mr. Allison submitted an Application for Validation of Title
to correct an error in a transaction that in his opinion violated the Planning Act. He is seeking to
correct a transfer/deed that has an incorrect legal description.

The Manitoulin Planning Board has been given the authority by the Ministry of Municipal Affairs and
Housing (MMAH) to approve applications tor Validation of Title and issue Validation Cerlificates
under Section 57 of the Planning Act when there has been a contraventionfviolation to Section 50
of the Planning Act.

There has always been two lots within Lot 18, Conc. 3; there has always been two different
ownerships: at no time, from the chain of title that Mr. Allison has submitted, were the two lots in
the same ownership.

In an attempt to understand what part of Section 50 of the Planning Act {Subdivision Control) has
been contravened/violated and what is to be validated by a Validation Certificate, and prepare a
report for the Board, she had requested a written exptanation from Mr. Allison explaining this. He
says in his letter dated June 23, 2021 that he cannot respond to these requirements and he notes
why.

She had attached to the Board agenda a copy of the application ncluding the chain of title, as well
as nine {(9) letters of correspondence between Mr. Allison and herself and copies of Seclions 50
and 57 of the Planning Act. Board Member, D. Head had not received the last two letters, as he
does not have an email,

She noted the Sydney Troister, a Real Estate Lawyer, has made many presentations over the
years al the Ontario Association of Committees of Adjustment & Consent Authorities {OACA)
Conterences that she has attended and he has written a book on Section 50 of the Planning Act
which is in it's third edition. There is an entire section on Validation of Title

She stated that it is unciear to her how the misdescription of Mr. Roy's land is a contravention to
Section 50 of the Planning Act and how this can be corrected by a Validation Certificate.

Chair Stephens asked if the owners of the triangle lot had been notified of the application. She
advised that they had not, ner had the Township been made aware of the request for Validation.

In further consideration of the application, the following motion was made:
MOTION

It was moved by R. Brown and seconded by T. Mackinlay that Decision be deferred to allow time
for the Secretary-Treasurer to seek advice from her colleagues and seek legal advice from a
solicitor and to notify the land owners of the triangular lot and the Township of the application, and
report back to the Board,

- Carried.

The time now being 10:10 p.m, the Secretary-Treasurer advised that in accordance Section IV, 13.
of the Procedural By-law, there would need to be a motion to extend the meeting for another one-
half hour to finish the business on the agenda.

The following motion resulted:

MOTION

Itwas moved by R. Brown and seconded by T. Mackinlay, that the meeting be extended for another
one-half hour,
- Carried.
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6. GENERAL, REGULAR AND NEW BUSINESS

The Chair stated that the meeting has been extremely long already and asked the Secretary-
Treasurer if some of the items on the agenda could be deferred unti the next meeting. She advised
that, in her opinion, items 6. i), ii}, iii}, iv), v}, and vii) could be deferred until the next Board Meeting.
Chair Stephens declared that these items would be deferred until the next Regular Mesting of the
Planning Board.

i} Planning Administration Grant - 2021-2022 - Unincorporated Townships
- Funding Agreement with the Ministry of Municipa! Affairs and Housing (MMAH)

The Secretary-Treasurer informed the Board that the altocation of $16,073.00 for Planning Board
Funding from the Ministry of Municipa® Affairs (MMA), for the de ivery of planning services in the
unincorporated lownships of Robinson and Dawson, raquires Planning Board to execute a legal
agreement with MMA which summarizes the lerms, conditions, and reporting requirements in
relation to the grant. MMA requires the Board to adopt a resolution authorizing the execution of
the legal agreement.

The following motions resulted:

MOTION

It was moved by T. Mackinlay and seconded by R. Brown that the Manitoulin Planning Board
authorizes Chair R. Stephens and Secretary-Treasurer T. Carlisle to execute the funding
agreement for the allocation of $16,073.00 to the Manitoulin Planning Board for the delivery of
planning services in the unincorporated townships of Robinson and Dawson for 2021-2022,

- Carried Unanimously.

MOTION

It was moved by L. Hayden and seconded by |. Anderson that BE IT RESOLVED the motion be
adopted as read,

- Carried Unanimously.

lii) Review of Consent to Sever Proposal
Location: Part Lot 19, Conc. VIII, Being Part 1, Plan 31R-2502
Township of Allan, Municipality of Gordon/Barne |Island

Attached to the Board Agenda was a skelch for a proposed Consent to Sever Application received
by the Planning Board Office. The Secretary-Treasurer explained that the tandowners Mr. and Mrs.
Lim-Ojamae, are secking support from the Board Members for the creation of two new +0.8 Hec,
lots for residential uses, which wouid result in five (5) lots from the original parcel of land. There
have also been three lots created by Consent File No. B55-93, surveyed as Parts 2, 3 and 4, Plan
31R-2543, from an exisling lot that was created by the Ministry of Housing in 1978.

The subject tand is within a Settlement Zone and Rural Zone, which support rural residential uses.

The applicant has been advised that the Municipality, by By-law No. 2009-06 enacts that any
applications for more than two (2) severances will be subject to either 5% of the land inciuded in
the application be conveyed to the municipality or in lieu of accepting a land conveyance requires
the payment of 5% of the value of the land. The Municipality of Gordon/Barrie Island have not yet
been circulated the application.

The proposed new lots front on Highway No. 540. The Ontario Ministry of Transpertation was
consulted and have advised that The Ministry of Transportation (MTO) has no cbjections in
principle to the proposal.

The Public Health Unit had no concerns as it appears that the proposed severed and retained lots
are capable of development for installation of a septic tank and leaching bed system.

A screening for Species at Risk does nol identify any concerns.
There is a barn located within Lot 18, Conc. VIII. The farm related structure {barn) located within

Lot 18, Conc. VIl {to the east) meet the requirements of the Minimum Distance Separation
Formulae as required by the Ministry of Agriculture Food and Rural Affairs (OMAFRA).
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6. GENERAL, REGULAR AND NEW BUSINESS

iii} Review of Consent to Sever Proposal - continued

As aresult of consideration for support for the proposed severance, the following motion resulted:
MOTICN

It was moved by L. Hayden and seconded by R. Brown that the Secretary-Treasurer forward a
copy of the application proposal to the Municipality of Gordon/Barrie Island for review and request
Council’s preliminary comments prior to the Planning Board making a Decision on the proposed
applicalion for Consent to Sever made by Mr, and Mrs. Lim Ojamae,

- Carried.

iv) Municipal Zoning By-laws Updates and RFP

During the previous Board Meeting, held on May 25", 2021, the Board had directed the Secretary-
Treasurer to obtain additional information from two planning consuiting firms (WSP and JLR). In
doing so, she contacted the Clerk for the Municipality of Billings & Alian East, Gore Bay, Burpee-
Mills, Cockburn tsland, and Gordon/Barrie Island (and copied the Board Member) with the price
quotes from the two Firms to implement any new policies, update, and prepare their Zoning By-laws
for a Public Meeting.

She explained that regardless of which Firm the Municipalities go forward with, this may not be
considered o be a Planning Board project as three municipalities (Assiginack, Tehkummah and
Central Manitoulin} have already implemented new policies and prepared their 2oning By-laws in
draft form and are waiting for J.L. Richards to review and update and prepare them for the Public
Meeting process. The five remaining municipalities and the Zaning By-law for the Unincorporated
Townships of Robinson and Dawson have not implemented new policies in their Zoning By-laws
or have them in draft form as of yet and would be seeking assistance from the Planning Consuitant
to assist them, The contracts would be different with a different scope of work for each oof the
municipalities. The individual Councils need to decide on which P anning Firm they would like to
have the contract with. The contract would be between the Consulting Firm and the individual
Municipality.

However, Zoning By-law No. 96-01 for the Unincorporated Townships of Robinson and Dawson
would be a Planning Board project and Decision would be made by the Planning Board as to which
Planning Consulting Firm would be used.

The Secretary-Treasurer requested that the Board consider passing a motion as to which Planning
Consultant would be used, in order to move forward with the project and she read the following
DRAFT motion:

It was moved by and seconded by that Chair, R. Stephens and

Secretary-Traasurer, T. Carlisle in review of the submission provided by BLANK FIRM and

enter info a contract with BLANK FIRM for the updating of Zoning By-law No. 96-01 for the

Unincorporated Township of Robinson and Dawson on behalf of the Manitoulin Planning

Board.’

Discussion included:

- should go with what the majority of the Townships want; the Townships could be
swayed to keep consistency acrass Manitoulin Island; Townships are flexible; both
Firms are as goad as the other; one quote is less than the other: WSP updated the
Official Plan - good working relationship; JLR is preparing the other three Townships
- could keep all zoning by-laws the same; could use the ‘general funds’ to assist ail
of the 10 municipalities; Cockburn Island is not hiring a consultatnt - they are going
to draft the By-law themselves and prepare their Public Meeting.

Board Member R. Brown requested a deferral to discuss the two options once again with the
Council for the Municipality of Cockburn Island, and report back to the Board.
The following motion resulted:

MOTION

It was moved by R. Brown and seconded by K. Noland that Decision be deferred until additional
information has bean obtained from the Township of Cockburn Island and the other four Muricipal
Councils, and this topic will be discussed at the next meeling of Planning Board,

- Carried.
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Application File No.:__B09-21 No. of Members Present: 10
Date of Decision: _[ May 25,2021 -Deferred | July 27, 20214
Location of Property: __Part Lot 23, Conc. VI eved as Parts 1, 2 and 3, Plan 31R-4129

Township of Shequiandah, Municipality of Assiginack, District of Manitoulin

DECISION

The purpose of this application made under Seclion 53(1) of the Planning Act by Lana and Ron Sim
is to provide for the creation of a new lot having a frontage of +52 M. on Manitowaning Bay of Lake
Huron and a depth of +100 M., thereby containing an area of 0.5 Hec. The southerly boundary of
this proposed lot follows an existing fence. This land wili be together with right-of-way and will be
subject to right-of-way in favour of the retained land. The applicants propose 1o construct a
seasonal dwelling on this new lot for seasonal residential uses,

The land to be retained has frontages of £102 M. on Manitowaning Bay of Lake Huron and +20.1
M. on Moggy Parkway, a maintained municipal road, and an average depth of £315.8 M., thereby
containing an area of 8.2 Hec. This land is subject to right-of-way over Parts 2 and 3, Plan 31R-
4129 and will be subject to right-of-way in favour of the proposed severed land. According to the
application the applicants' seasona} dwelling and garage are located within this Jand.

There have been two (2} previous applications for Consent involving the subject land, resulting in
the creation of four {4} new lots.

File No. B44-87, provided for the creation of three new lots surveyed as Parls 1, 2 & 3, Plan 31R-
1693; and

File_No. B07-19 created the subject land, surveyed as Parts 1, 2 and 3, Plan 31R-4129, and
retained a +42.7 Hec. parcel of land being Part of Lots 22 and 23, Conc. VI.

At the Planning Board Meeting held on January 26™, 2021 the Board considered a request from
Lana and Ron Sim supporting the creation of a new lot (as proposed) which would result in a 5° lot
from the original parcel of land. By motion of the Planning Board the request was considered to be
infilling and was supported by the Board. Mr. and Mrs. Sim were advised that any additiona!
severances maybe considered by a Plan of Subdivision.

This application was circulated on October 27", 2021 to the Wiikwemkoong Unceded Territory and
to the United Chiefs and Councils of Mnidoo Mnising (UCCMM), as per Official Plan Policy F.5 -
Consultation and Engagement.

Saul Bomberry, UCCMM, advised via email that the UCCMM had no comments or concerns with
the application.

The Wikwemkoong tnceded Territory have not provided any comments or concerns with the
application or requested additional time to do s0.

The subject land has been designated Shoreline Area and zoned Shoreline Residential {SR)
Seasonal residential uses are proposed to continue.

Services for the retained land consist of private individual septic system and water from Lake Huron,
Services for the severed land will consist of private individual septic system and water from Lake
Huron.

The Public Health Sudbury and District (PHSD) advised they have no concerns and that it appears
that the proposed severed and retained lots are capabie of development for installation of a septic
tank and lsaching bed system.

Hydro One advised via email en June 4™, 2019 {File No. B07-19) that they have an unregistered
easement over the subject land and have no comments or concerns,

Access for the severed land will be via right-of-way over Parts 2 and 3, Plan 31R-4129 to Moggy
Parkway, a maintained municipal road and will be subject to right-of-way in favour of the retained
land. Access for the retained land is via Moggy Parkway and is subject to right-of-way over Parts
2and 3, Plan 31R-4129 in favour of Parts 1, 2, and 3, Plan 31R-1693 and will be subject to right-of-
way in favour of the proposed new lot. The proposed severed and retained land will also have
access over the one-foot reserve being Block E, Subdivision Plan S-152.

From information available the subject proposal does not appear to have any natural heritage
features or species at risk (SAR} concerns.

This proposal is considered to be in conformity with the Provincial Policy Statement (PPS}) 2020.
This application was circulated on May 6%, 2021 to the Municipality of Assiginack, Bell Canada,
and fo all property owners within 60 metres and by the posting of a notice, clearly visible and
legible from a public highway or other place to which the public has access, as required by Ontario
Regulation 197/96.

Bell Canada have not provided any response or requested additional time to do so.
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Appiication File No. B09-21 - conlinued
May 25, 2021

Alton Hobbs, CAO, Municipality of Assiginack, advised via email on May 13", 2021 that Council
doesn’t meet until the 1* of June and there are concerns about the right-of-way becoming a private
road that is servicing at least sixlots. The Secretary-Treasurer contacted Mr. Hobbs to discuss the
access concem(s). One of the issues was the use of the private right-of-way for year round
residential uses.

The Secretary-Treasurer contacted Mrs. Sim and explained that the Planning Board may defer
Cecision on the appilication until the Municipal Council have considered the application and have
had a chance to provide comments.

There has been an inquiry from N. Blondin requesting additional information regarding the access.
She advised she had no concems.

There have been no other inquiries or concems received as a result of circulation to property
owners within 60 metres and/or the posting of the notice.

The Board inquired if there was any requests to creale additional lots from the subject land. The
Secretary-Treasurer informed the Board that the applicants had expressed an interest in possibly
creating additional lots in the future via a Plan of Subdivision and had contacted the municipality
to ask about the standard of a subdivision road.

Board Member for the Township of Assiginack, D. McDowell, reported that he had spoken to Mr.
Hobbs CAQ, earlier that day and there are concerns with the right-of-way and possible additionat
Iots being created in the future and using the right-of-way. He requested the Board defer Decision
until Council has had an opportunity to provide comments.

There was no one participating in the teleconference, who wished to speak in support or opposition
to the application.

Following discussion of the application a motion was moved, duly seconded, and carried that this
application be deferred in order to provide an opportunity for the Municipality of Assiginack to
discuss the access concemns, and provide their comments prior to further consideration of the
application.

July 27, 2021

The Clerk for the Municipality of Assiginack advised by email on June 02, 2021, of Resolution No,
100-06-2021 as follows:
‘THAT we inform the Manitoulin Planning Board that we have no objection to Conseni File No.
BO9-21 with the additional condition that the applicunt survey, convey and consiruct a road 1o
municipal stavidards in lieu of the right-of-way from Muoggy Parkway to the subject land.....Carried”

The applicants were provided with a copy of the Resolution via email on June 02, 2021, and were
advised that the Planning Board while considering their application, would likely include this as a
condition of the Consent to Sever approval.

The Secretary-Treasurer explained to the applicants that the original proposed new lot was to be
+0.5 Hec. in size and was to include the right-of-way (20.0 m. X £52.0 m.) and land on both sides
(past £52.0 m. X x67.1 m. and west £12.8 m. X +52.0 m) of the right-of-way, Now that the
Municipality wishes to own the righl-of-way it would result in a small undersized lot (£12.8 m. X
£52.0 m) west of the right-of-way. The applicants were advised that the proposed new lot may
need to be reconfigured to ensure that it remains a minimum size of 0.4 Hec. and would not result
in a separale undersized lot west of the right-of-way, once the Municipality obtains ownership of
the right-of-way and that the right-of-way may need to be moved westerly,

The Municipality was advised of this concern and Alton Hobbs, CAQ provided the following email
on July 26™, 2021.

" We met this morning to review your questions. We believe that a road 1o be made public should
extend through the lands to be severed. As such, a wurn around or cul de sac would be required. As
to the undersized lot that would be created by « public road, { would Suggest that the owner may
redirect the placement of the road 1o be made public or add property to the undersized lot 10 make
it compliant. | also would respecifully suggest that a subdivision plan may be more appropriare,
in which the owner or his agent would address these and the numerous other isstes that may be
created in this area with this and future proposed developments.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.”
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Application File No. B09-21 - continued
May 25, 2021

The applicants were advised of the comments received from the Municipality and Mrs. Sim
provided the following comments, via email, on July 26", 2021:

* We have been told that our plan for this property was okay, pending the township approval. the
township said ir was okay and it has to go back 1o the plauning board, now the planning board
thinks the original approval is not okav. so it is back 1o the township and now the township has
changed its mind and would like a plan of subdivision even Jor just this one lot,

We have received a quotation on the road, it is $115.000 to 31 20,000. Everyone seems to think ir
is reasonable for us to upgrade the road for that price, and convey "our property” 1o the township
Something we understood and were considerin g. although we had hoped the price 10 upgrade the
road would have been less. This is no small cost considerin g the money we have put in already for
applications and approvals eic. | had made a request to Alton Hobbs 10 consider what they were
asking and see if there are any options to help us reduce our cost. Lam sull wititing on a response
from him.

We did discuss our survey with Gord Keatley, and he said that we would likelv be able to move the
lot line towards our hame, past the fence in order 16 get the required amount of property for the
severance. We should not need to add vet another expense of moving the right of way, The firm thar
quoted the road did state that a cul de sac would be reguired and the road would need to be
extended further 1o the west to meet the standard.

Please go ahead and have vaur meetings. and discuss with the township(if vou are able to get them
fo answer you), and give us exactly a final answer on what is required. At that point { would expect
no more changes. We will then decide if we can afford to go ahead,’

Discussion amang the Board Members was that it was unciear if there are ptans for a future
subdivision; now is the time for the right-of-way to become a municipal road for future development
by a Plan of Subdivision; a note will be added to the Decision that ‘Any further severances shall
be considered by a Plan of Subdivision’,

The Board was in agreement to approve the creation of the 5° lot, however it was lo be
reconfigured, being entirely on the east side of the access {east of the right-ol-way/Township
Road).

The revision will amend the Iot proposed by File No. B09-21,

Eile No. B09-21 proposes the creation of a new lot for seasonal residential uses, having a
frontage of +60 M. on Manitowaning Bay of Lake Huron and a depth of +67 M., thereby
containing a minimum area of 0.4 Hec. The southerly boundary of this proposed lot could
be south of the existing fence. This land will not be together with right-of-way but will have
access via the newly conveyed municipal road. A survey will determine the location,
frontage and size of the proposed new lot, which must conform with the minimum
requirements of the Shoreline Residential Zone.

Mr. and Mrs. Sim were in attendance during consideration of the application.

Consent is tentatively granted, as amended, subject to the toliowing conditions:

The following documents must be submitted to the Secretary-Treasurer of the Board within one
year from the date of the notice of decision for certification:

a) the Transfer of Land form(s) prepared by a solicitor/lawyer, and

b) a Schedule to the Transfer of Land form on which is set out the entire legal description of
the parcel(s) and the access having a minimum width of 20 metres, given conditional
approval. This Schedule must also contain the names of the parties indicated on the
Transfer of Land form.
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Appiication File No. B09-21 - continued
May 25, 2021

Accompanying the transtfer documents shall ba:

i)

i)

iii)

iv)

vi)
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:

a reference plan of survey, which bears the Land Registry Office registration
number and signature as evidence of its deposit therein, illustrating the parcel(s),
having a minimum frontage of 46 metres and a minimum area of 0.4 Hec., to
which the consent approval relates:

a reference plan of survey, which bears the Land Registry Office registration
number and signature as evidence of its deposit therein, illustrating the access to
the parcel(s) to which the consent approval relates;

a written confirmation from the Municipality of Assiginack that the access
(including Parts 2 and 3, Plan 31R-4129) from the proposed severed land to the
maintained municipal road, known as Moggy Parkway, has been surveyed,
constructed to a municipal standard, and conveyed to the Municipality,
satistactory to the Municipality;

proof satisfactory to Planning Board that there is no undersized remnant parcel of
land resulting from the severance that is located to the west of the right-of-
way/Township Road,;

a fee of $125.00 for each Transfer of Land submitted for Certification; and

a written confirmation from the municipality that all outstanding municipal taxes
have been paid.

. Subsection 3 or 5, as the case may be, of Section 50 of the Planning Act shall

not apply to any subsequent conveyances of or in relation to the parcel of land
being the subject of this application.

Any shoreline improvements shall be dane only with the consultation of The
Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry (MNRF) , the Department of Oceans
and Fisheries of Canada, (DFO) and the Municipality.

Any further severances shall be may be by a Plan of Subdivision,
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Application File No's.:__B812-21 and B13-21 No. of Members Present:__10
Date of Decision: __July 27, 2021

Location of Property: _ Part Park_Lot 7, South Side Hall Street. Surveyed as Parts 1 and

2. Plan 31R-2218, Townplot of Gore Bay, District of Manitoulin

DECISION

The purpose of this application made under Section 53(1) of the Planning Act by Chadwick Hester
is to provide for a lot addition/lot fine adjustment and to provide for the creation of a new lot for land
he has owned since September 2020.

File No. B12-21 proposes to provide for a lot addition having a width of +1.0 M. and a length of
+50.0 M., along the easterly boundary of Part 2, Plan 31R-2218, thereby containing an area of +50
8q. M., which is to be added to an existing lot to the east, located at #19 Hall Street, having a
frontage of +23.4 M. on Hall Street, a maintained municipal road, and a depth of £50.0 M., and
containing an area of 0.1 Hee. (1,088 Sq. M.). This lot addition will correct the westerly side yard
setback of an existing dwelling built in 2020, and an existing accessory shed built in 2021. This lot
addition will result in the fot having a frontage of 24.4 M. on Hall Street a maintained municipal
street, and a depth of +50 M., thereby having an total area of +0.11 Hec, {£1138 Sq. M.}, containing
a dwelling and two accessory sheds. A building permits have been issued, No. GB-06-20 and GB-
08-20, for the new dweliing and the new accessory shad, located at #19 Hall Street.

File No. B13-21 proposes to create a new lot, being the remaining part of Part 2, Plan 31R-2218,
having a frontage of +18.8 M. on Hali Street, a maintained municipal street, and a depth of +101.2
M., thereby containing an area of +0.196 Hec. (1.955.2 Sq. M.} There is an old shed located within
this property which the applicant is going to moved or remaved, as it does nat confirm to the side
yard setback requirement. Residential uses are proposed for this new lot,

The land to be retained, surveyed as Part 1, Plan 31R-2218, located at #21 Hall Street, has a
trontage of +25.1 M. on Hall Street, a maintained municipal street, and a depth of £101.2 M.,
thereby containing an area of £0.25 Hec. (2,538 Sq. M.) The applicant’s dwelling and accessory
shed are located within this land.

Accompanying the application was a copy of survey Plan 31R-2218, and a surveyor's sketch
prepared by Tulloch Geomatics Inc. identifying the location of the existing structures at #19 Hall
Street and the non-compliant westerly side yard setback for the two struclures thal were built
without the required two (2) metre side yard setback.

The subject land has been designated as Residential Area and zoned Residential {R1). According
to the application, residential uses are proposed to continue.

Services consist of municipal water and sewers for the retained land. Services will consist of
municipal water and sewers for the severed land when required. The applicant was advised that
the Town of Gore Bay should be contacted as it has been their policy that the landowner will be
responsible for the associated costs for hooking into municipal services.

From information available it appears that there may be an old abandoned water line lraversing the
proposed retained land.

During the preliminary review of the application, the applicant was advised that the small storage
shed located within the proposed severed land does not conform to the side yard setback
requirements of Zoning By-law No. 80-19 for Gore Bay and that a condition of the consent approval
may be that the shed is moved or removed ta provide conformity to the Zoning By-law, satisfactory
to the municipality. The applicant did not have any concerns with the shed being removed or
relocated if necessary.

Access is via an exisling entrance at #21 Hall Street. A new entrance will be required for the
proposed new lot.

From information available, the subject land does not appear to have any natural heritage features
ar species at risk (SAR) concerns. This proposal is considered to be in conformity with the
Provincial Policy Statement (PPS) 2020.

This application was circutated on July 8%, 2021 to the Town of Gore Bay, Bell Canada and to all
propery owners within 80 metres and by the posting of a notice, clearly visible and legible from a
public highway or other place to which the public has access, as required by Ontario Regulation
197/96.

The Municipality advised they have no concerns and recommend that Consent be granted.

Jacqueline Moyle, Bell Canada, advised via email on July 12™, 2021 that Bell Canada has no
concerns with respect to the proposed application,

There was an inquiry to the Planning Board Office, from an abutting landowner, asking if the new
proposed ot meets the minimum size requirements of the Zoning By-law for the Town of Gore Bay.
She was told it would,

There were no other inquiries or concerns received as a rasult of circulation to property owners
within 60 melres or the posting of the notice.
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D. Osborne, Board Member and Building Inspector for the Town of Gore Bay, explained that the
two non-compliant structures located as #19 Hall Street were not located as per the approved
building permits.

It was asked if the proposed new lot would meet the minimum size requirements of the Zoning By-
law for the Town of Gore Bay and the Secretary-Treasurer explained that it would.

There was no one in attendance who wished to speak in support or apposition 1o the application.

Consent js tentatively granted subiect to the following conditions:

The following documents must be submitted to the Secretary-Treasurer of the Board within one
year from the date of the notice of decision for certification:

a} the Transfer of Land form(s) prepared by a solicitor/lawyer, and

b) a Schedule to the Transfer of Land form on which is set out the entire legal description of
the parcel(s) given conditional approval. This Schedule must also contain the names of the
parties indicated on the Transfer of Land form; and

for File No. B12-21 state this conveyance is a consolidation of the severed lands with lands
identified by the property identification number (PIN) and confirmed by a copy of the Parcel
Register.

Accompanying the transfer documents shall be:

i) a reference plan of survey, which bears the Land Registry Office registration number and
signature as evidence of its deposit therein, illustrating the parcel(s) to which the consent
approval relates;

i) an undertaking from a Solicitor stating that the severed parcel will be consolidated on titte
with the benefiling lands at the time of registration of the Transfer, and a copy of the
resulting Transfer, and the new resulting Property Identification Number (PIN} will be
provided to the Manitoulin Planning Board, for File No. B12-21;

i} a written confirmation from the municipality of conformity 16 the requirements of Zoning By-
taw No. B0-19, satisfactory to the municipality, i.e location of the existing structures;

iv) a written confirmation from the municipality that water and sewer connections could be or
have been installed for the proposed severed land, satisfactory to the municipality;

v) a written confirmation from the municipality that an entrance permit can be or has been
issued for the severed land, satisfactory to the municipality;

vi) a fee of $125.00 for each Transter of Land submitted for Certification; and
vii) a written confirmation from the municipality that all outstanding municipal taxes have been
paid.

Mole; Subsection 3 or 5, as the case may be, of Section 50 of the Planning Act shall apply to any
subsequent conveyances of or in relation to the parcel of land being the subject of this
application, File No. B12-21,

ote: Subsection 3 or 5, as the case may be, of Section 50 of the Planning Act shall not apply to
any subsequent conveyances of or in relation to the parcel of land being the subject of this

application, File No. B13-21.
Note: Consent Fite No. Bi2-21 must be completed prior to Consent File No. B13-21.
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Application File No's.:__B14-21, 815-21 and B16-21_ No. of Members Present:_10
Date of Decision: _July 27, 2021

Location of Property: Part Lot 30, Cone. XIV, surveved as Part 1. Plan 31 R-3371,

Township of Billings, Municipality of Billings and Altan East, District of Manitoulin

DECISION

The purpose of this application made under Section 53(1) of the Planning Act by Hugh McLaughiin
on behalf of Frederick and Nancy Gilbert is to provide for the creation of three {3} new lots together
with right-of-way, for seasonal residential uses.

File No. B14-21 proposes a new lot having a minimum frontage of 46 M.on the Kagawong River
and +185.5 M. on the maintained municipal road allowance known as Beach Street South, and an
average depth of +204.6 M. thereby containing an area of +0.66 Hec.

File No. B15-21 proposes a new lot having a minimum frontage of 46 M. on the Kagawong River
and an average depth of +183.8 M., thereby containing an area of +0.71 Hec.

Eile No. B16-21 proposes a new lot, having a minimum trontage of 46 M. on the Kagawong River
and an average depth of +149.6 M., thereby containing an area of +0.73 Hec.

There are no structures on the proposad three {3} fots. The three lots will be togather with right-of-
way over the retained land.

The land to be retained has frontages of +377.1 M. on the Kagawong River, +415.7 M. on the non-
maintained municipal road allowance (north) and +53.4 M. on the maintained municipal road
allowance known as Beach Street South (west), an irregular depth, and containing a total area of
+5.9 Hec. There are no structures on this fand. This land will be subject to righl-of-way in favour
of the three proposed lots.

The application was circulated on May 12, 2021 to the United Chiefs and Councits of Mnidoo
Mnising (UCCMM), and to the Wiikwemkoong Unceded Territory as per Official Plan Policy F.5 -
Consuitation and Engagement.

Saul Bomberry, UCCMM, advised via email on May 177, 2021 that in review of the application they
have no comments at this time.

John Manitowabi, Wiikkwemkoong Unceded Territory asked if there were any requirements by the
developer/new land owners(s) to conduct an archaeological assessment prior to development due
to the localion adjacent to the Kagawong River and the hislorical use of the river by the
Anishnaabek over centuries. It was explained that the proposed new seasonal residential uses will
be at the northerly part of the subject land, away from the river, due to the elevations, and that if
development was proposed (o be along the Kagawong River, additional information would be
required to determine if an archeological assessment would be necessary. Mr. Manitowabi did not
advise of any concerns.

According to the application, services will consist of private individual seplic systems and water
trom the Kagawong River. The Sudbury and District Health Unit advised they have no concerns
and that it appears that the proposed severed and retained lots are capable of development for
installation of a septic tank and leaching bed system.

Access will be via private right-of-way to the maintained municipal road allowance known as Beach
Street South, to Highway No. 540 a provincially maintained Highway.

As part of the preliminary review the application was sent to the Ontario Ministry of Transportation
{MTO) and Carla Riche, Corridor Management Planner, MTO, provided the following comments
on June 18, 2021:

‘Good afternoon Theresa,
Thank you for the opportunity for the Ministry to provide comments on the below and
subject noted.

it is the understanding of the ministry that the intention is to sever the existing property with
access being from the existing road through a new easement.

The Ministry of Transportation has no objection in principle to the proposed severance. On
the condition that the new access must be a minimum of 45m (though 80m would be
preferred} from the Highway 540/ Beach Street Road intersection. The proposed easernent
must be moved or extended to accommodate the required distance. All access must be
from Beach Street Road. Dirsct highway access wilf not be permitted.’
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Application File No's B14-21, B15-21 and B16-21 - continued
July 27, 2021

Email from MTO - June 18, 2021 - continued

‘Any additional severances may require a Traffic Impact Brief, however one will not be
required at this time.

Please be aware thal the properties are located within the Ministry of Transportation of
Ontario {MTO} permit controf area and MTO permits will be required.

MTO building/land use permits are required prior to the construction of any proposed
buildings, septic systems, wells etc. focated within 45m of the MTO right-of-way (ROW)
firmits or within a 180 radius of intersections along the highway, MTO Sign permit(s) are
required for the placement of any signs within 400 m of the limit of the highway.

For further information with respect to MTO permit and setback requirements the applicant
should contact the local Corridor Management Officer, Debra Burke, at our Sudbury office
by email at Debra A Burke @ ontario.ca. MTO permits can be oblained by applying online
at https://www.hcms.mto.gov.on.ca/, if there are any questions on these comments please
contact me.'

The comments received from MTO were provided to Mr, McLaughlin, agent for the application. The
applicants were in agreemenl to revise the application and application sketch and move the right-
of-way, resulting in the right-of-way access being a minimum of 45 metres from the Highway 5407
Beach Street Road intersection.

A revised sketch was provided to Ms. Riche an June 23", 2021 and she advised on July 7*, 2021
that:
‘From what | can see the updated skeich extends the easement (right-of-way} so the
access can be 45 melres from the highway. This is fine and infine with the previously
provided comments.’

There are livestock facilities located within a neighbouring property, being Lot 1, Conc. IX,
Township of Allan. The farm related structures meet the requirements of the Minimum Distance
Separation (MDS) Formulae as required by the Ministry of Agriculture Food and Rura! Affairs
(OMAFRA).

The subject land has been designated Rural Area and zoned Rural { B} and Conservation [02).
The Official Plan for the District of Manitoulin under Section D.9.1.1 - Flood Hazards slates:
"1 Development may be permisted on an existing lot of record in a flood plain provided

sufficient information accompanies the application in the form of a report prepared by a
qualified engineer demonstrating that:

a. the proposed development and it occupants will be protecied from the effects of a 1:100
year flood;

b. the potential upstrean and downstream impact of the development proposal will not significanilv
affect the hydrology or hvdraulics of the flood plain;

c. that adequate flood proofing measures are in corporated in the development;

d. that the development is limited 1o uses which by their nature must locate within the Hoodplan,
including flood and/or erosion control works or minor additions or passive non-structiral uses
which do not affect flood flows; and

e. thut during times of flooding:
i. sufe egress and ingress for persons and vehicles is provided;

ii. no new flooding hazards are created and existin g ones are not
aggravated:

ur. development and site alteration is undertaken in accordance with flood
proofing standards, protection works standards. and access standards, and

iv. no adverse environmental impacts will resudy.’

The Conservation (02) Zoning boundary is a guide and generally identifies a potential low lying wet
area. It could be interpreted that the 02 zone applies to the land below the 213.4 M. (700 it.) flood
contour, as identified on survey plan 31R-3371 and on the Application sketch. Zoning By-law No.
80-11 for the Municipality of Billings and Allan East permits seasonal residential uses in a Rural
( R} Zone. Residential uses are not permitied in the Conservation (02) Zone.



Board Minutes
July 27, 2021
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During a site visit by Jake Diebolt, staff member for the Manitoulin Planning Board, it was observed
that there was a wet swampy area within the subjectland along the Kagawong River, that generally
corresponds with the 213.3 m. (700 ft.) flood contour, as identified on survey plan 31R-3371, He
observed standing water and a low lying area approximately 100 m. east of South Beach Road with
in the proposed severed lands which may indicate a natural drainage course to the southwest
corner of the lot.

Following a telephone conversation with the Clerk for the Municipality, the Secretary-Treasurer
advised Mr. McLaughiin, agent for the application, by email on May 21%, 2021:

' have had a conversation with the Township of Billings and it was agreed that having the
contours identifted for the proposed thre: Ints at the north alon g the road alfowarnce, may nor
tell anything that we do not already knen.

Both the municipality and our Office have conducted a site visit to the property and there are
some concerns with the area being low hing and wet. One thought we had was for a ‘drainage
plan’ to be conducted thay couldfvould deternne the flow of the water and how this could be
drained to provide for safe buildin g envelopes or at the very least make the landowner and
proposed new owners aware of what may need to be done in order to obtain a building permir,
e.g haul in fill, put in culverts, design the drivewavs and right-ofway so water would dramn awey
Sfrom the proposed building sites at the north

This cowld be done before formal crreulation of the application or I suspect it wilf be a condition
of the consent 1o sever approvaf '

‘Do vou have ai estimate cost of what it would be to move the Hydro pole. so that access coulid
be along the road allowance vs the private right-of-way?

condition that the area south of the 700 ft (213 metres) contour is rezoned from Rural to
Conservation Zone, Also, | suspect the tanning Board will impose a condition of the applicaiion
that there is proof of potable water for the three new lots and for the retained land, What are
your thoughts *

! suspect the Planning Board may. as a condition of the Consent 10 Severjpplicarim!. impose a

Mr. McLaughlin replied with the foltowing email on May 25", 2021:

" Thank you for your email of May 21. The Owners are interested in moving forward but do huave
a lot of questions. They do appreciate the Township and MPB offering some drainage options
rather than doing a contour survey, | visited the property several times this past winter and
spring to check the water situation. The lots in the area of the proposed building sites were

dry. On the west side of Beach Road Soutl, opposite the lots being proposed. it was very wei with
standing water. The water was running over Peacock Road and then through a culvert on Beach
Road and flooding the area below the 700 feer contour line as shown on the survey. It was also
rinmng over that part of Beach Road [ would suggest the Township has some respansibility to
the people living in the original Peacock house and even some to the people who use Peacock
Road 1o acvess their waterfront properties. A culvert under Peacock Road would stop the
flooding on it and a bigger culvert under Beach Road wonld handle the flow to a new, deep.
ditch straight south down the Beach Road Road allowance to the Kagawong River. All this water
is flowing onto my Clients land due to lack of drainage. It may not dry up the conservation area
but it wounld really make g difference and would protect the area of the proposed building sites
from ever becoming wet. If Billings is not willing ro accept this responsibility, my Clients may
pay for having it done if the costs are reasonable. Bullings would need to grant permission at the
least.

My Clients are not opposed to bui lding permit stipulations about drainage that the Building
Official may deem necessary given each case indi vidually.

The right of way access is the best approach. The road allowance had been considered but was
thought to be unnecessary as you had indicated the access easement as acceptable. Highways
would have something to say abour opening it up as well as Billings. If Billings prefers it over
the road allowance, they could offer some assistance. It would still only be an emergency vehicle
road as would be used over the right of way.

My Clients and | do nor understand the need for the rezoning of any rural south of the 700 feet
contour if the building sites are specified as north of the 700 Jfeet contour line.

My Clients and I do not understand why the K, agawong River is not being permitted as a source
of water. It can be filtered and ireated if necessary. It is a navigable waterway so should be
considered the same as any waterfront lot.’
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Prior to the formal circulation of the application, the Secretary-Treasurer informed Mr. McLaughiin
that it would not be in good planning if the lots were created and could not be built upon due to the
potential low lying wet areas and drainage concerns. It was suggested that building sites on the
proposed severed and the proposed retained land be identified outside the low lying areas and that
conditions of consent approval may be that a site plan and/for a drainage plan is provided to
address such things as flooding, flood proofing, culverts, hauled in fill, and the design of the right-
of-way and driveways in order to support building permits for the subject land.

Mr. McLaughlin conlacted Gordon Keatley, Ontario Land Surveyor, and a sketch was provided to
the Planning Board identifying possibie building sites within the proposed severed and retainad
land, along a natural rise on the property, that would be in the Rural { R) Zone and above the 213.2
m. flood contour and outside any low lying areas. The proposed building sites were added to the
circulation sketch,

From information provided by the Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry (MNRF) there is an
unevaluated wetland and Species at Risk identified along the Kagawong River, associated with the
wetiand.

The Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks (MECP) was conlacled due to the
potential species at risk concerns. Lindsay McColm, Northern Species at Risk Specialist advised
by email on April 30", 2021 that:

‘Specific 1o your inquiry below about the severance on lor 24-45, ar this time, there are no
requirgments under the Endangered Species Act {ESA Lo undertake aspecies at risk site assessment
for lot severances or rezoning /passin g bylawstland sales or purchases

Lot severances by themselves, and in the absence of any additional development proposals, are
administrative in nature and on their awn do not contravene the ESA Specifically, to contravens
the ESA. an activity must have the physical effecr of kifling. harming or harassing individuals of a
Species at risk, or damaging or destraying their habitat. The administrative act of re-zoning severing
alot, passing a bylaw or other similar administrative activities do not result in any of these impacts.

If activities subsequent 10 a lot severance (e.g. butlding and development} could impact spectes at
risk or their habitat are planned, then the person undertaking those activities would need o
determine if an ESA authorization should be obtained before the activities are undertaken, not the
planning board or municipality during the rezoning process. The property owner vou are working
with can look atr “How to avoid auwthorization” and “Permit 1ypes”
{(hitpsthvww. ontario.calpagelhow-get-endangered-specic izntion) for more
information and I encourage them to reach out to SAROntario@ontario.ca 1o discussion bobolink
and any other SAR that may be present. A person carrying oul an activity may also wish to consuls
the Act and seek legal advice to understand its legal obligations.”

The Provincial Policy Statement 2020 states:

771 Managir;g and Directing Land Use to Achieve Efficient and Refiable Development and
Land Use Policies in part:

1.1.1 Healthy, liveable and safe communities are sustained by:

c) avoiding development and land use patterns which may cause
environmental or public health and safety concerns'

Due to building sites being identified above the 213.4 m. (700 ft.} flood contour and outside the
identitied habitat, (not along the river) the subject land does not appear to have any natural heritage
features or species at risk concerns,

The application was circulated on July 12", 2021 to Bell Canada, the Municipality of Billings and
Allan East, and to all property owners within 60 metres and by the posting of a notice, clearly visible
and legible from a public highway or other place to which the publichas access, as required by
Ontario Regulation 197/985,

Bell Canada advised on July 13", 2021 that it has been determined that Bell Canada has no
concerns with respect lo the proposed application.
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The Municipaiity of Billings and Allan East advised on July 20™, 2021 of Resolution No. 2021-
244 as follows:

'BEIT RESOLVED THAT Council does not recommend consent be granted for Applications
B14-21, B15-21 and B16-21, for the following reasons:

1. The property is in a low-lying area which ma y see significant flooding - A
significant portion of the property is below the 700 ff. level. We are
currently in the process of apﬁrowng a climate aclion plan, which speaks
to the need to consider the climate change implications for, and of,
development activity, including such things as more extreme/frequent
flood events, and the impact of develogmenr on the natural assels that
are so important in buffering climate c ange impacts.

2. Issuing Building Permits will result in the nead for significant fill to be
brought in, redirecting water to other properties, causing drainage issues,
such as water being redirected to neighbouring properties.

3 There is no municipal water service to this location so water wilf need fto
be; dr?:Wn frgm the river, which could be as much as 400 ft+ on Lot B 14.
21....Carried’

A copy of Resolution No. 2021-244 was provided to Mr. Mcl.aughlin and following email was
received on July 24™, 2021 which included an attached email from Gordon Keatley, OLS:

" On July 20, 2021. The Township of Billings, passed a Resolution regarding the above
Consent Applications. The Owners and my Clients, Frederick and Nancy Gilbert. requested
that [ respond, on_their behalf. being their Agent. [ requested the assistance of Gord
Keailey, being an Ontario Land Surveyor. to provide his professional comments. These are
stared on the anached document, The Owners are askin g that these comments be presented
to the Manitoulin Planning Board at their July Meeting, hopefully verbatly by you and in
print. On behalf of the Owners, | want to state, we are ail in agreement with Gord's
Comments

As stated, the building sites are above the 700 feet contour. Thus there ts no water 1o drain
or avoid. Even gnmer is redirected, there are regulations, in place, 1o avoid other
properties. The Kagawong River is a navi gable body of water and ripan'cm rights permit
bringing water from tr. Water is pumped much further distances than 400 feet even on Lake
Kagawong. Trailer parks move water greater distances to all their camping sites. In
summary, the Applications have m:i.sﬁejall the criteria of the Plunning Act. We trust The
Board will agree. Thank you.

P.S. draw your attention 10 Gord's last comment concerning the zoning of the porition of
land benveen the 700 feet comtour and the river as Conservation, We all agree that it is o
good suggestion providing more assurance, in the Sfuture.”

Email from G. Keatiey, OLS

" Good afternoon Hugh,

've read that letter from Billings a Sew times and P'm not really sure whar 1o say, | think
we've already addressed the three concerns listed as their reasoning for not supporting
the three consents,

Para, 1. We've kngwa‘;{fmm the start that part of the property is low lying and may see
flooding, most likely during spring rmloﬂprlre portion close 1o the river would be rather
wet. A review of the Official Plan map agrees that there are wetlands adjacent 1o the
Kagawong River. It also agrees that not aill of the property has that issue. While o
significant portion of the property Is below the 700 Joot contour, a more significant
poriion of the property is above ihe 700 foot contouir. That portion is shown on the
sketches I provided previously and am attaching the most recent hereto again. f have to
respectfully disagree with the logic that a lot cannor be created because g portion of it
could possibly be subject to flooding. ? that Iogic were followed, a very very large
nitmber of waterfront lats on Manltoufin Island would never have been permitted.
There's 20 Inches of water on my property in the sprr'nf. my greal-ﬁmndfarher knew not
10 build down there and buyers oﬂhe.fe prtgerries will no doubt follow the same logic,
The majority of the lots along Lake Huron Drive {iotal of 56 lots on Subdivision Plans
31M-196 & 31M-198) have areas prone to flooding should the conditions be right. (Or
wrong ore might say). The building inspector simply requires a person building obtain a
sirvey 10 ensure they are situated ar a sufficient elevation that the fooding won't
adversely affect their new home. We have already provided a survey showing the
elevations of the proposed lots.”
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Email from G. Keatley - July 24, 2021 - continued

“Pura. 2: Per the preceding paragraph, there is no need to bring in significant Sill in
order to build on these properties. While landscaping can alter surface water flow, there
are already laws in place prohibiring people front redirecting surface water 1o adversely
affect a neighbouring property. Given the proximity of the river, shedding surface water
far these properties will be significantly easier than for some properties ve worked on

Para. 3: Water does not necessarily have 10 be drawn from the river, any person
building has the option to install a well and there's a very good chance that they would
The river does, however, provide a guaranteed source of water. The distance 1o the river
is not bad ar all; 400 feet is relutively short when the vertical lift required by a pump is
less than 20 feer,

! would respecifully submis that if a neighbour were to submil this reasoning for why to
deny a severance application, the Planning Board would likely agree that this is no
reason enough to deny the applications. There are multiple houses to the west that were
built closer to the river using rhe 700 foot efevation: the same standard should apply
here. At the very exireme, the only hindrance to these dpplications that | wouldn't be
dabie to disagree with would be if thev asked that the area lower than 700 feet be zoned
conservation so that a new buyer vouddn't simply dump 200 truck loads of fill next to the
river causing some of the hypothetical problems they have listed.

The Secretary-Treasurer forwarded the two {above) emails to the Clerk, K. McDonald and to
the Board Member, {. Anderson, Municipality of Billings and Allan East for comments.

Mr. Anderson replied via email on July 26", 2021 as follows:

" Lhave spoken to Kathy this morning regarding the additional informarion supplied bu
Hugh and Gord Kearley.

One of the concerns which was supported by all of councl was protection of the wetland
in front of these lots, Once consent for de velopment is given, enforcement of any conditinns
imposed is alwuys the challenge.

For council to reconsider its decision this would need 10 fﬂ back t another regular council
meeting, for the purposes of tomorrow’s meeting we witl be using our present decision.

Atele hone call was received from Heather Jetkins, abutting land owner of Lot 238, Cone. X1V, and
the following email resulted:

‘Thank you for so quickly providing me with the Notice of Application and related sketch

after my phone inquiry” As per our discussion on 15 Julv 2630! regarding the creation of
3 lots on Part Lot 35‘, Conc. X1V, Billings Township, { am writing regarding my concerns
as an adjacent landowner (Lot 29, Conc. XtV). The Kagawong River flows through Lot 29,
and as such, | own a section o property directly East of Lot 30, which shares an
approximate 59.39 m section on the lot line. As we discussed, the secrion of land | own
Nortl of the Kagawong River can be easily overlooked when examining the Manitoulin
Planning Board land maps, which is why fwas not noiified of the application prior jo seeing
the orange application notice sign at the corner of Lot 30 Twant to make sure the property
owner and the MPB is aware that this section of Lot 29 North of the Kagawong River 1s
not part of the approximately 5.9 ha retained section noted in the application.

{ would like to be made aware of the decision the Manitoulin Planning Board makes
regarding this application. Should the MPR afprcwe this application, I would also like 10
be made aware of when the land is surveyed, and who to contact to get a copy of that
survey

Thank you for vour consideration.”

The Secretary-Treasurer advised Ms. Jefkins that the land subject to Consent to Sever, was
surveyed as Part 1, Plan 31R-3371 and her land was detinitely not part of the proposed application
and a copy of the survey plan was provided to her.

A telephone inquiry was received from Shirley Lewis, who owns property located at #27 Peacock
Trail, requesting a copy of the Notice of Application and Sketch. She did not advise of any
concerns,

There have been no other inquiries or concerns received as a result of circulation to property
owners within 60 metres or the posting of the notice,
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Application File No's B14-21, B15-21 and B16-21 - continued
July 27, 2021

Hugh MclLaughlin, agent for the application, was in attendance at the electronic mesting.

During consideration of the apgpiization and the information presented and after a lengthy
discussion by the Board, Mr. McLaughlin, and Mr. Anderson, Board Member and Mayor for the
Municipality, a motion was moved, duly seconded and carried that this application be deferred in
order to provide the Municipality of Billings and Alian East additional time to review the information
to date, to discuss their concerns further, to consider mitigation and conditions of the Consent to
Sever approval, and to conduct a site visit of the property, prior to further consideration of the
application.

raw
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Application File No.:__B17-21 Ne. of Members Present: 10

Date of Decision: __July 27, 2021

Location of Property: Part Lot 21, Conc. VII, Surveyed as Parts 1. 2 and 3, Plan 31R-188,
Jownship of Robinson, District of Manitoulin

DECISION
The purpose of this application made under Section 53(1} of the Planning Act by Jerry Martin on

behalf of Joyce Benoit is Lo provide for the creation of a new lot, surveyed as Part 3, Plan 31R-188,
having a trontage of +68.4 M. on Highway No. 540, a provincially maintained Highway, and an
average depth of +133.2 M., thereby containing an area of +0.9 Hec. There are no structures on
this proposed new lot.

The land to be retained, surveyed as Parts 1 and 2, Plan 31 R-188, has a frontage of £157.9 M.
on Highway No. 540, a provincially maintained Highway and an average depth of £133 M., thereby
containing an area of +2.1 Hec. The applicant's dwelling and two storage buildings (one formerly
the Robinson Township Post Office) and an existing restaurant, know as ‘Stop 540" are located
within this land.

The subject land has been designated Village Area and zoned Hamlet {H). Residential uses are
proposed for the new lot. There are no changes proposed for the retained land.

Services consist of private individual septic systern and private well. The Public Health Sudbury
and District advised they have no concerns and that it appears that the proposed severed and
retained lots are capable of development for installation of a septic tank and leaching bed system.

Access for the retained land is via an exisling entrance, #20641 Highway No. 540. A new entrance
will be required for the proposed severed land.

Following consuitation with the Ministry of Transportation, as part of the preliminary review, the

following comments were received from Carla Riche, Corridor Management Planner, on July §*,

2021:
It is the understanding of the ministry that the property is_question is located in the
Geographic Township of Hobinson, Lot 21, Concession 8 at 20641 Highway 540, That the
intention is to sever the exisr:n’g lot ipto one severed and one retained. That both the
severed and retained lots would each have separate direct highway access. Thal the
severed lot js intended to be used solely for farming/ruraliresidential purposes and the
retained fot is intended to continue as a with light commercial use as there is an existing
restaurant and residential use.

The Ministry of Transportation (MTO) has no obyaction in principle fo the proposal.

The property owner should be made aware that the ministry would riot support further
saverances of either the resulting severed or retained lots.

The property owner should afso be made aware that if there is an intention to change or
egpand the commercial operation additional consultation with the MTO will be needéd as
aaditional studies or permits may be required. A reguest for pre-consultation can be
submitted through the ministry’s online Hﬁ'ghway Corridor Management System (HCMS),
The online = Pre-Consiltation odule in HCM is accessed at
https./www.hemns. mio.gov.on.ca/ and by selecting “Request a Pre-Consultation”.

The properties in question are located within the MTO permit control area and MTO will be
required in the following circumstances:

. MTO building/land use permits are required for an proposed buildings, wells or
septic systems focated within 45 meters of the MTO right-of-way {ROW)} limitts or within
180 metres of any intersection along Highway 540.

- MTO Entrance permits are required prior to the construction of any new entrances
or to reflect any changes in land use or ownership.

- MTO Sign permit{s) are required for the placement of an v signs within 400 m of the
fimit of the highway.

The applicant should contact Debra Burke, Corridor Management Officer, at our Sudbury
office at Debra. A. Burke @ontario.ca for further information with respect to MTO permit and
setback ™ requitements. MTO permits can be obtained by applying online at
hittps:/iwww_hems.mio.gov.on.ca/,

These comments are valid for one year from the date of this email.
if there are any questions on these commants please contact me.’
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Application File No. B17-21 - continued
July 27, 2021

The comments received from MTO were copied to Mr. Martin, agent for the application.
A potentia! Wildland Fire Mazard was identified within the subject land.
The Provincial Policy Statement {PPS) 2020 states under Section 3.1.8:

‘Development shall ?eneraﬂy be directed to areas outside of lands that are unsafe for
development due to The presence of hazardous forest types for wildiand fire.

Development may however be permitted in lands with hazardous forest types for wildland
ﬂfg néhege the risk is mitigated in accordance with wildiand fire assessment and mitigation
standards.

Due to the location and size of the proposed lot(s) and from information and sateliite ima?ery

available identify,ug’g areas of heavy Iree cover, there appears to be an area within the severed land

to provide a building envelope, site alteration, tree removal, and/or access routes, etc. with

appropriate separation distances outside the area of influence that would conform to the Natural
eritage Policies of the PPS 2020.

It is recommended that a mitigation plan to reduce the intensity of a forest fire by thinning or
removing trees and allowing it to be extinguished more easily be submitted to the Planning Board
Office af'the time of any development/construclion/zoning conformity permit applications.

From information available, the subject land does not appear to have any nalural heritage features
ar species at risk (SAR) concerns. This proposal is considered to be in conformily with the
Provincial Policy Statement (PPS) 2020.

This application was circulated on July 12™, 2021 to Bell Canada, the Robinson Local Roads Board
and to all property owners within 60 metres and by the posting of a notice, clearly visible and legible
from a public highway or other place to which’the public has access, as required by Ontario
Regulation 197/98,

Jacqueline Moyle, Bell Canada, advised via email on July 13", 2021 that Bell Canada has no
concerns with respect to the proposed application.

The Secretary-Treasurer for the Robinson Local Roads Board advised thal they have no concerns
with the application.

There have been no inquiries or concerns received as a result of circulation to property owners
within 60 metres or the posting of the notice.

It was noted that there are alread_\{ two enirances from Hwy 540 for the progosed retained land.
it could be that the reason MTO will not support any further Severances may be due to the number
of entrances already from Hwy 540 in the area.

There was no one in attendance who wished to speak in support or opposition to the application.

Consent js tentatively granted subject to the following conditions:

The following documents muyst be submitted to the Secretary-Treasurer of the Board within one
year from thé date of lhe notice of decision for certification:

a) the Transfer of Land form(s) prepared by a solicitor/lawyer, and

b) a Schedule to the Transfer of Land form on which is set out the entire legal descriptian of
the parcel{s) conditional approval. ThIS Schedule must also contain the names of the parties
indicated or the Transfer of Land form.

Accompanying the transfer documents shall be:

i) a reference plan of survey, which bears the Land Registry Office registration number and

signature as evidence of its deposit therein, ilustrating the parcei(s) to which the consent
to sever approval relales;

i} a written confirmation from the Ontario Ministry of Transportation (MTO) that a Permit
Apﬂ@lggtion for a new entrance for the severed land has been received and is satisfactory
to R

iii}) a fee of $125.00 for each Transfer of Land submitted for Certification; and

iv) Proof sa_tisfactoug lo Planning Board that there are no outstanding taxes for the severed and
he retained lang,

ote: Subsection 3 or 5, as the case may be, of Section 50 of the Plannin%_Act shall not appl¥ to
an&;scuat%%enquent conveyances of or in relation to the parcel of land b ing the subject of this
ap) .

Due to the potential Wildland Fire Hazard identified, building restrictions may apply.

2
2
L]

The Ontario Minist? of Transportation have advised they will not support turlher severances
for the subject land.
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PRESENTATION OF APPLICATIONS FOR CONSENT TO SEVER

The Chair announced that the purpose of this phase of the meeting:

(a) to consider applications for consent under Section 52 of the Planning Act,

(b) to make decision in regard to the applications scheduled to be heard, and,
explained that this phase is open to the public and any interested parties will be
given the opportunity to speak in support or oppose an application,

The Chair then asked if any Board Members have or wish 1o declare a "Conflict of interest”, at
this meeting or previous meeting. There were none.

Following is the list of Applications for Consent considered at this meeting.

Moved By Seconded By
1. B0g-20 I. Anderson R. Brown
2. B12-21 & B13-21 K. Noland T. Mackinlay
3. B14-21, B15-21 & B16-21 R. Brown E. Russell
That th|_s egﬁlggﬁga?‘?mdomﬁgmad for reasons given within the Decision,
4. Bt7-21 T. Mackinlay D. Head
MOTION

It was moved and seconded that the above application be conditionally approved, subject to all
conditions being fulfilled as stated in the Decisions,
- Carried Unanimously.

The above motion applies to all applications excepting B14-21, B15-21 and B16-21.

ELLL T Ty

The ima now being 10:54 p.m. and the business before the Board having been dealt with the
Meeting was adjourned on a motion moved by K. Noland.

A Callsty

A Stephens, Chair T-ACarlislé, Secretary- Treasurer
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MINUTES OF PLANNING BOARD MEETING - AUGUST 24, 2021

During a teleconference meeting of the Manitoulin Planning Board held on Tuesday, August 24"
2021 the following Members of Planning Board participated:

1. L. Hayden 6 R. Brown
2 K. Noland 7. |. Anderson
3. E. Russell 8. D. McDowell
4, R. Stephens 9. D. Osborne
5. T. Mackinlay

Regrets: D. Head

Also present during the teleconference were,
R. Halliday, B. Doane, S. Doane, & L. Talbot, Application for Consent, File No. B18-21:
A_ Murray and M. Murray, application for Consent, File No. B18-21;
B. Allison, Application for Validation of Title, File No. 2021-01;
T. Sasvan, reporter, Manitoulin West Recorder.
D. Watts, interested party,
L. Pinkerton, interested party, and
M. Levesque, interested party.

There were no other interested parties or members of the general public or press that participated
in the meeting,

The electronic Meeting was called to Crder at 7:16 p.m. by Vice Chair L Hayden, who welcomed
all present.

The Vice Chair asked if there were any Board Members who wished to declare a conflict of interest
with any of the items listed on the agenda or having to do with the previous Board Meeting of July
27" 2021.

There were no conflicts declared

1. ORDER OF BUSINESS

The Vice Chair requested the adoption of the order of business.

The Secretary-Treasurer asked the Board to consider having an addition item added to the agenda,
being item 5. x) office closure - August 27", 2021; The following motion resulted:

MOTION

It was moved by D. Osborne and seconded by |. Anderson that the Order of Business be adopted,
as amended, with the addition of item 5.x),
- Carried.

2. MINUTES OF PREVIOUS BOARD MEETING - July 27", 2021

The Vice Chair announced that the Minutes of the Board Meeting held on July 27", 2021 had been
circulated to all Board Members and requested that any errors or omissions be stated.

MOTION
There being no errors or cmissions, a motion was moved by R Brown and seconded by K. Noland
that the Minutes be adopted as circulated

- Carried.

BUSINESS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES OF THE PREVIOUS BOARD MEETING
- Juty 27", 2021

There was none.
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38 VARIABLE EXPENDITURES
There were no questions of the variable expenditures as circulated.
MOTION

It was moved by K. Noland and seconded by R, Brown that the variable expenditures be accepted
as presented,
- Carried.

4. PRESENTATION OF APPLICATIONS FOR CONSENT
The Vice Chair announced that the applications for consent to sever would now be heard

Note: For the sake of continuity the details and decisions of the presentations will be so recorded
in the usual fashion toward the end of the Minutes.

Note; Chair Stephens joined the meeting at 7:20 p.m. and continued with Consent File No's. B14-
21, B15-21 and B16-21 that had been started by Vice Chair L. Hayden

5. GENERAL, REGULAR AND NEW BUSINESS

1) Validation of Title Application - File No. V01-2021
Location: Lot 18, Cong Il
Township of Sheguiandah
Municipality of Assiginack

The Secretary-Treasurer informed the Board that at the last Board Meeting, held on July 27™ 2021
the Board had requested her to seek advice from her colleagues and seek legal advice from a
solicitor if the application violated Section 50 of the Planning Act.

She had obtained an off the record (not a formal legal opinion) from Sydney Troister and another
contact and had also received an email from a lawyer with a non-official opinion. She was waiting
on a formal letter from a lawyer she had reached out to however she had not received an official
legal opinion on official office stationery in time for the Board Meeting.

She read the following from the lawyer's emall

“f don't see a breach to 5.50. The one | suspect they are lrying to work into a breach of
5.50(3)(b) re abutting land. Holmes didn't transfer to Roy. Chapman transferred to Roy but
the issue is that effectively Chapman tried to transfer more to Roy than Chapman owned,
That's a title issue, not a Planning Act issue unless | am missing something. A vesting
order would solve this.’

She advised that the Board may wish to defer Decision on the application until an Official letter is
received or they may wish to accept the contents of the unofficial email,

Chair Stephens asked Mr. Allison, agent for the application, if he had any comments. Mr. Alison
stated that there are conflicting opinions and he has said all that he can say

Discussion resulted in the following motion:
MOTION

It was moved by K. Noland and seconded by L. Hayden that in consideration of the information
presented, that the Application for Vaiidation be refused,
- Carried,

i} Review of Consent to Sever Proposal

Location: Part Lot 19, Conc VIl Being Part 1, Plan 31R-2502
Township of Allan,
Municipality of Gordon/Barrie Island

In review, the Secretary-Treasurer explained thal Mr. and Mrs. Lim-Ojamae are seeking support
from the Board for the creation of two new 0.8 Hec. lots for residential uses, which would result
in five (5) lots from the original parcel of land. There have also been three lots created by Consent
File No. B55-93, surveyed as Parts 2, 3and 4, Plan 31R-2543, from an existing lot that was created
by the Ministry of Housing in 1978
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51 ii) Review of Consent to Sever Proposal - continued

The Secretary-Treasurer explained that this request for two additional lots had been brought to the
Board at the last Board Meeting but the Board wanted the Municipaiity to review it and provide their
comments before further consideration of the Board.

Mr. and Mrs. Lim-Ojamae had been invited to participate in the electronic meeting, however they
were not present.

The Secretary-Treasurer read the following Resolution, No 2021-129  receved from the
Municipality of Gordon/Barrie Island:

*WHERELAS the Manitoulin Planning Board are in receipt of a request for severance of lots wilh
respect 10 Part Lot 19 on Concession 8 Allan West accessed via 79 Robertson Road,

AND WHEREAS Council comments include sirong feelings with the proposal as it will mean
that Agricultural Property is being cut up and is a concem:

AND FURTHER that if approves the application would be subject to the Municipal Cash in Lieu
of Convevance By-Law’

L. Hayden, Board Member representing the Municipality,. commented that the proposed severances
and the Agnicultural viability did not appear to be an issue and that he supponrts the cash in lieu

In consideration for support for the proposed severance. the generat consensus of the Board was
they would support the application for the creation of two new lots. as proposed

iil) Ontario Association of Commitiees of Adjustment for Consent Authonties
{OACA) electromic Conference - June 8", and 9% 2021

The Secretary-Treasurer reported that she had pardicipated in the OACA electronic conference,
which was very informative. Due to the shorter conference she could only participate in some of
the sessions however the remaining topics are available on the OACA website for future viewing,
which she hopes to take part in.

Topics were:
- Proposed New Amendments to Section 50 of the Planning Act
- Ask a Lawyer;
- The New Municipal Connect (MPAC);
- Consents: Common applications and Issues:
- Understanding Adjudication Through the Lens of the Ontario Land Trnibunal
- Land Use Policy Impacts - Pnime Agriculture Areas

iv) Ministry of the Environment. Conservation, and Parks (MECP)
Land Use Compatibility Guidelines - electronic session - June 16", 2021
visit Environmental Reaistry Posting 019-2785

The Secretary-Treasurer informed the Board that The Ministry of Environment, Conservation and
Parks (MECPY} is proposing a new Land Use Compatibility Guideline to update and replace several
existing D-Series guidelines that the Planning Board and the municipalities use when making land
use planning decisions The D-series guidelines direct land use planning authorities to avoid or
minimize and mitigate land use compatibility concerns between major facilities (e.g. industrial uses)
and surrounding sensitive land uses {e.g. residential uses) related to noise. odour and other
contaminants. Both staff members had participated in the electromc session
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5. v) Eastern Loggerhead Shrike - continued

The Planning Board staff had been invited to participate in this electronic session because
Manitoulin Island has historically been breeding habitat for these endangered bird species in
Ontario,

The workshop focused on background information and establishing a scope for the planning
process, and included participants from conservation organizations in the US and Canada,
provincial agencies, local govermment and First Nations. Future workshops will wark on establishing
detailed plans for species recovery. The goal is to produce an international plan for species
recovery that can be used for conservation efforts. The conservation plan developed by the
workshop may provide for future Planning Policy for this species, and may be implemented into
provincial or iocal policies

Jake Diebolt had participated in a virtual workshop on Species Conservation Pianning for the
endangered bird. He answered a few questions from the Board and explained that there are no
identified population on Manitoulin Island; that the birds like pasture lands; Manitoutin may see
some of these birds when a recovery plan is put in place; there will likely be a Public Information
process.

Vi) Consent File No's. B07-16 and B08-16 - Township of Sandfield

The Secretary-Treasurer informed the Board that these applications have been completed and the
land transfers for the right-of-way were registered on July 12" 2021.

vii) Subdivision File No. SUB2014-01 - Township of Dawson

The Secretary-Treasurer informed the Baard that this file has been completed and the Subdivision
was registered on May 317, 2021,

viii}  Site Visits - Robinson Township - June 17", 2021 & August 22™, 2021

This s being brought to the attention of the Board for discussian purposes when considering
additional development on the private right-of-way that is in need of repair in several places

Jake Diebolt had conducted site visits in the Little Lake Huron Area of Robinson Township and is
following up with letlers to a few property owners who are in violation to Zoning By-law No, 96-01.
Duning his sile visits he took pictures and documented areas of the private right-of-way from Hwy
540 over Little Lake Huron Road, Pebble Road and Cedar Tree Trail, He noted that in several
places the access is very poor and in need of repair. Attached to the Board agenda for the July
27", 2021 meeling was satellite imagery from 2016 and Jake's notes regarding the status of the
private right-of-way,

The Provincial Policy Statement under Section 1.1 - Managing and Directing Land Use to
Achieve Efficient and Resilient Development and Land Use Patters - states under 1.1.1

‘Healthy, liveable and safe communities are sustained by:

c} avoiding development and land use patierns which may cause environmental or
public health and safety concerns;”

The Secretary-Treasurer informed the Board that there are rumours that the land owners in the
area are trying to start a “Road Committee” o fix up the access.

Board Member, T. Mackinlay, had also heard the that a ‘Read Committee” was being established,
He suggested that Mr. Wismer, Fire Chief for Robinson Township be invited to speak to the Board
and that the members of the Road Committee should also be inviled to speak to the Board and
give a reporl.

The general consensus of the Board was that Mr. Mackinlay could foliow up and report back to the
Board.

x) Municipal Zoning By-laws Updates and RFP

The Secretary-Treasurer informed the Board that the Municipalities of Billings and Allan East,
Burpee-Mills, Gordon/Barrie Island, and the Town of Gore Bay have made the decision to go
forward with hiring JL Richards as their planning consultant 1o assist with the updates for their
Municipal Zoning By-laws. The contract would be between the Consulting Firm and the individual
Municipality. Cockburn Island will not be hiring a planning consultant at this time,

The Secretary-Treasurer requested a motion from the Board to use JL Richards or WSP to
assist with Zoning By-law No. 96-01 for the Townships of Robinson and Dawson in order to
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5; 1x) Municipal Zoning By-laws Updates and RFP - continued
Discussion resulted in the following motion
MOTION

It was moved by K. Noland and seconded by T. Mackintay that Chair, R. Stephens and Secretary-
Treasurer, T. Carlisle enter into a contract with J L Richards, as the other Municipalities have, for
the updating of Zoning By-law No. 96-01 for the Unincorporated Township of Robinson and Dawson
on behalf of the Manitoulin Planning Board,

- Carried Unanimously.

X} August 27", 2021 - Office Clasure

The Secretary-Treasurer explained to the Board that she had a scheduled appoiniment outside
the Office on August 27", 2021 and that Mr. Diebolt had also scheduled an appoiniment for that
day. She requested permission from the Board 1o have the Planning Board Office closed until
noon on Friday, August 27", 2021

MOTION

It was moved by L. Hayden and seconded by R Brown that the Planning Board Office will be
closed on Friday, August 27", 2021 from 8:30 a.m, until 12 00 p.m,

- Carried.
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Application File No's.:.__B14-21, B15-21 and B16-21 No. of Members Present: 9
Date of Decision: _ {July 27, 2021 -Deferred) August 24, 2021

Location of Property: Part Lot 30, Conc. XIV, surveyed as Part 1, Plan 31R-3371, Township of
Billings, Municipality of Billings and Allan East. District of Manitoulin

DECISION

The purpose of this application made under Section 53(1} of the Planning Act by Hugh McLaughlin
on behalf of Frederick and Nancy Gilbert is to provide for the creation of three (3} new lots together
with right-of-way, for seasonal residential uses.

File No. B14-21 proposes a new lot having a minimum frontage of 46 M.on the Kagawong River and
£195.5 M. on the maintained municipal road allowance known as Beach Street South, and an
average depth of £204.6 M. thereby containing an area of +0.66 Hec

File No. B15-21 proposes a new lot having a minimum frontage of 46 M. on the Kagawong River
and an average depth of £183.8 M., thereby containing an area of +0.71 Hec.

File No, B18-21 proposes a new lot, having a minimum frontage of 46 M. on the Kagawong River
and an average depth of £149.6 M., thereby containing an area of +0.73 Hec.

There are no structures on the propesed three (3) lots. The three lots will be together with right-of-
way over the retained land.

The land to be retained has frontages of £377.1 M. on the Kagawong River, +415.7 M. on the non-
maintained municipal road allowance (north] and +53.4 M. on the maintained municipal road
allowance known as Beach Street South (west), an irregular depih, and containing a total area of
+5.9 Hec, There are no structures on this land. This land will be subject to right-of-way in favour of
the three proposed lots.

The application was circulated on May 12" 2021 to the United Chiefs and Councils of Mnidoo
Mnising (UCCMM), and to the Witkwemkoong Unceded Territory as per Official Plan Policy F.5 -
Consultation and Engagement.

Saul Bomberry, UCCMM, advised via email on May 17" 2021 that in review of the application they
have no comments at this time,

John Manitowabi, Wiikwemkoong Unceded Territory asked if there were any requirements by the
developer/new land owners{s) to conduct an archaeological assessment prior to development due
lo the localion adjacent to the Kagawong River and the historical use of the river by the
Anishnaabek over centuries. It was explained that the proposed new seasonal residential uses will
be at the northerly part of the subject land, away from the river, due o the elevations, and that if
development was proposed to be along the Kagawong River, additional information would be
required to determine if an archeological assessment would be necessary. Mr. Manitowabi did not
advise of any concerns.

According to the application, services will consist of privale individual septic systems and water from
the Kagawong River. The Sudbury and District Health Unit advised they have no concerns and that
it appears that the proposed severed and retained lots are capable of development for instaliation
of a septic tank and leaching bed system.

Access will be via private right-of-way to the maintained municipal road allowance known as Beach
Street South, to Highway No. 540 a provincially maintained Highway

As part of the preliminary review the application was sent to the Ontario Ministry of Transportation
{MTO} and Carla Riche, Corridor Management Planner, MTO, provided the following comments on
June 18, 2021:

‘Good afternoon Theresa,

Thank you for the opportunity for the Ministry to provide comments on the below and subject
noted.

It is the uniderstanding of the ministry that the ntention is to sever the existing property with
access being from the existing road through a new easement

The Ministry of Transportation has no objection in principle lo the proposed severance. On
the condition that the new access must be a minimum of 45m (though 80m would be
preferred) from the Highway 540/ Beach Street Road intersection. The proposed easement
must be moved or extended to accommodale the required distance. All access must be from
Beach Street Road. Direc! highway access will not be permitted.'
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Apphcation File No's B14-21, B815-21 and B16-21 - conlinued
July 27, 2021
Email from MTO - June 18, 2021 - continued

‘Any additional severances may require a Traffic Impact Brief, however one will not be
required at this time.

Please be aware that the properties are localed within the Ministry of Transporiation of
Ontario (MTO} permit control area and MTO perrmits will be required,

MTO buildinglland use permils are required prior to the construction of any proposed
buildings, septic systems, wells elc. located within 45m of the MTO right-of-way (ROW)
limits or within a 180m radius of inlersections along the highway. MTO Sign permit(s)
are required for the placement of any signs within 400 m of the limit of the highway.

For further information with respect to MTO permil and setback requirements the
applicant should contact the local Corridor Management Officer, Debra Burke, at our
Sudbury office by email at Debra.A. Burke@ontario ca. MTO permils can be obtained by
applying onfine at htps:/Avww hems.mio.gov.on.ca/. If there are any questions on these
comments please contact me.’

The comments received from MTO were provided to Mr. McLaughtin, agent for the apphcation
The applicants were in agreement to revise the application and application sketch and move the
right-of-way, resulting in the right-of-way access being a minimum of 45 metres from the
Highway 540/ Beach Street Road intersection.

A revised sketch was provided to Ms. Riche on June 23", 2021 and she advised on July 7",
2021 that

‘From what | can see the updated sketch extends the easement (right-of-way} so the
access can be 45 metres from the highway. This is fine and inline with the previously
provided comments.’

There are livestock facilities located within a neighbouring property, being Lot 1 Conc I1X
Township of Allan, The farm related structures meet the requirements of the Minimum Distance
Separation (MDS) Formulae as required by the Ministry of Agriculture Food and Rural Affairs
(OMAFRA).

The subject land has been designated Rural Area and zoned Rural { R} and Conservation (02}
The Official Plan for the District of Manitoulin under Section D.9.1.1 - Flood Hazards states

‘3. Development may be permitted on an existing lot of record in a flood plan
provided sufficient information accompanies the application in the form of a report
prepared by a qualified engineer demonstraling that:

a the proposed development and its occupants will be protected from the effects
of a 1:100 year flood;

b. the potential upstream and downstream impac! of the developmen! proposal
will not significantly affect the hydrology or hydrautics of the flood plain,

c. that adequate flocd proofing measures are incorporated in the development,

d that the development s limited to uses which by their nature must locate within
the floodpiam, ncluding flood and/or erosion control works or minor additions or
passive non-structural uses which do not affect flood flows; and

e lhat durnng times of flooding.
1. safe egress and ingress for persons and vehicles is provided;

. no new flooding hazards are created and existing ones are nol
aggravated,

ili. development and site alteration is undertaken in accordance with flood
proofing standards, protection works standards, and access standards;
and

iv. no adverse environmental impacts will result.”

The Conservation (02) Zoning boundary is a guide and generally identifies a potential low lying
wet area. It could be interpreted that the 02 zone applies lo the land below the 213.4 M. (700 fi )
flood contour, as identified on survey plan 31R-3371 and on the Application sketch. Zoning By-
law No. 80-11 for the Municipaiity of Billings and Allan East permits seasonal residential uses in
a Rural ( R) Zone. Residential uses are not permitied in the Conservation (02) Zone.
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Application File No's B14-21, B15-21 and B16-21 - continued
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During a site visit by Jake Diebolt, staff member for the Manitoulin Planning Board, it was observed
that there was a wet swarmpy area within the subject land along the Kagawong River, that generally
corresponds with the 213.3 m. (700 ft.) flood contour, as identified on survey plan 31R-3371. He
observed standing water and a low lying area approximately 100 m. east of South Beach Road with
in the proposed severed lands which may indicate a natural drainage course to the southwest corner
of the lot

Following a telephone conversation with the Clerk for the Municipality, the Secretary-Treasurer
advised Mr. McLaughlin, agent for the application. by email on May 21¥, 2021:

1 have had a conversalion with the Township of Billings and it was agreed that having the
contours identified for the proposed three lots at the north along the road allowance, may
not tell anything that we do not already know.

Both the municipality and our Office have conducted a site visit to the property and there are
some concerns with the area being low lying and wet. One thought we had was for a
‘drainage plan’ to be conducted that couldiwould determine the flow of the water and how
this could be drained to provide for safe building envelopes or at the very least make the
landowner and proposed new owners aware of what may need o be done in order to obtain
a building permit, e.g haul in fill, put in culverts, design the driveways and right-of-way 50
water would drain away from the proposed building sites at the north.

This could be done before formal circulation of the application or | suspect # will be a
condition of the consent lo sever approval.'

‘Do you have an estimate cost of what if would be to move the Hydro pole, so that access
could be along the road aflowance vs the privale right-of-way?

! suspect the Planning Board may, as a condition of the Consent to Sever application,
impose a condition that the area south of the 700 ft {213 metres) conlour is rezoned from
Rural to Conservation Zone. Also, | suspec! the Planning Board will impose a condition of
the application that there is proof of potable water for the three new lots and for the relained
land. What are your thoughts?’

Mr. McLaughlin replied with the following email on May 25", 2021:

‘ Thank you for your email of May 21. The Owners are interested in maving forward but do
have a lot of questions. They do appreciate the Township and MPB offering some drainage
options rather than doing a contour survey. | visited the property several times this past
winler and spring to check the water situation. The lots in the area of the proposed building
sites were dry. On the west side of Beach Road South, opposite the lofs being proposed,
il was very wel with standing water. The waler was running over Peacock Road and then
through a culvert on Beach Road and flooding the area below the 700 feet contour line as
shown on the survey. It was also running over that part of Beach Road. | would suggest the
Township has some responsibility lo the people hving in the original Peacock house and
even some to the people who use Peacock Road to access their waterfront properties. A
culvert under Peacock Road would stop the flooding on it and a bigger culvert under Beach
Roead would handie the flow to a new. deep, ditch siraight south down the Beach Road Road
allowanice to the Kagawong River. All this waler is flowing onto my Clients land due to fack
of drainage. it may not dry up the conservation area bul it would really make a difference
and would protect the area of the proposed building sites from ever becoming wet. If Billings
is not willing to accept this responsibility, my Clients may pay for having it done if the costs
are reasonable. Billings would need fo grant perrmission at the least.

My Clients are not opposed to buiiding permit stipulations about drainage that the Building
Official may deem necessary given each case individually.

The right of way access is the best approach. The road allowance had been considered but
was thought to be unnecessary as you had indicated the access easement as acceptable.
Highways would have something lo say about opening it up as well as Billings. If Billings
prelfers it over the road allowance, they could offer some assistance. it would still only be an
emergency vehicle road as would be used over the right of way.

My Citents and I do not understand the need for the rezoning of any rural south of the 700
feet contour if the building sites are specified as north of the 700 feel contour line.

My Clients and { do not understand why the Kagawong River is not being permitted as a
source of water. It can be fillered and freated if necessary. It is a navigable waterway so
should be considered the same as any walerfron! ot
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Application File No's B14-21, B15-21 and B16-21 - continued
July 27, 2021

Prior o the formal circulation of the application, the Secretary-Treasurer informed Mr. McLaughlin
that it would not be in good planning if the lots were created and could noi be built upon due to the
potential low lying wet areas and drainage concerns. It was suggested that building sites on the
proposed severed and the proposed retained land be identified outside the low lying areas and that
conditions of consent approval may be that a site plan and/for a drainage plan 15 provided to address
such things as flooding, flood proofing, culverts, hauled infill, and the design of the right-of-way and
driveways in arder to support building permits for the subject land.

Mr. McLaughiin conlacted Gorden Keatley, Ontario Land Surveyor, and a sketch was provided to
the Planning Board identifying possible building sites within the proposed severed and retained land.
along a natural rise on the property, that would be in the Rural { R) Zone and above the 213.2 m.
flood contour and outside any low lying areas. The proposed buiiding sites were added to the
circulation sketch

From information provided by the Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry (MNRF) there is an
unevaluated wetland and Species at Risk identified along the Kagawong River, associated with the
wetland.

The Ministry of the Environment. Conservation and Parks (MECP) was contacted due to the
potential species at risk concerns. Lindsay McColm, Northern Species at Risk Specialist advised
by email on April 30™ 2021 that

‘Specific to your inquiry below about the severance on lot 24-45, at this lime, there are no
reguirements under the Endangered Species Act (ESA) to undertake a species at risk site
assessment for lot severances or rezoning /passing bylaws/Aand sales or purchases.

Lol severances by themselves. and mn the absence of any additional development
proposals. are admwustrative in nature and on their own do not conlravene the ESA
Specifically, lo coniravene the ESA, an activity must have the physical effect of killing.
harming or harassing individuals of a species at risk, or damaging or destroying their habitat
The administrative act of re-zoning sevening a lot, passing a bylaw or other simdar
admurustrative activities do not result in any of these impacts.

If aclivities subsequent to a fot severance (e.g. building and development) could impact
species at nsk or their habital are planned. then the person underlaking those activities
would need to determine if an ESA authorization should be obtained before the activities are
underiaken, not the planmng board or municipality during the rezoning process. The property
owner you are working with can look at “How lto avoid authorization” and “Permit types”
(https /www ontario.calpageow-get-endangered-species-act-permi-or-authorization} for
more information and | encourage them fo reach out to SAROntano@ontario.ca to
discussion bobolink and any other SAR that may be preseni. A person carrying ouf an
activily may also wish lo consult the Act and seek legal advice to undersiand ils legal
obligalions *

The Provincial Policy Statement 2020 states:

1.1 Managing and Direcling Land Use (o Achieve Efficient and Reliable Development and
Land Use Policies in part

1.1.1 Healthy, liveable and safe communities are sustained by-

¢) avoiding development and land use patlerns which may cause
environmental or public health and safety concemns’

Due to building sites being identified above the 213.4 m. (700 ft.) flood contour and outside the
identified habitat, (not along the river) the subject land does net appear to have any natural hertage
features or species at risk concerns.

The application was circulated on July 12, 2021 to Bell Canada. the Municipality of

Billings and Allan East. and to all property owners within 60 metres and by the posting of a notice,
clearly visible and legible from a public highway or other place to which the public

has access, as required by Ontaric Regulation 197/96.

Bell Canada advised on July 137, 2021 that it has been determined that Bell Canada has no
concerns with respect to the proposed application
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Application File No's B14-21, 815-21 and B16-21 - continued
July 27, 2021

The Municipality of Billings and Allan East advised on July 20", 2021 of Resolution No. 2021-244
as follows:

BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council does not recommend consent be granted for Applications B14-21,
B15-21 and B16-21, for the following reasons:

1. The property is in a low-lying area which may see significan! flooding - A significant
portion of the property is below the 700 ft. level. We are currently in the process of
approving a climate action plan, which speaks to the need fo consider the climate
change implications for, and of, development activily, including such lhings as more
extremefrequent flood events, and the impac! of development on the natural assels
that are so important in buffering climate change impacis

2. Issuing Building Permits will result in the need for significant fill to be brought in,
redirecting water to other properties, causing drainage issues, such as waler being
redirected to neighbouring properties.

3 There is no municipal water service to this location so waler will need to be drawn
from the river, which could be as much as 400 fi+ on Lot B14-21..._Carried’

A copy of Resolution No. 2021-244 was provided to Mr. McLaughlin and following email was
received on July 24™, 2021 which included an attached email from Gordon Keatley, OLS:

"On July 20, 2021, The Township of Billings, passed a Resolution regarding the above
Consent Applications. The Owners and my Clients, Frederick and Nancy Gilberl, requested

that I respond, on their behalf, being their Agenl | requested the assistance of Gord

Kealley, being an Ontario Land Surveyor, to provide his professional comments. These are

stated on the aftached document The Owners are asking that these comments be

presented to the Manitoulin Planning Board at their July Meeting, hopefully verbaily by you

%nd in print. On behalf of the Owners, | want to state, we are all in agreement with Gord's
omments.

As slated, the building sites are above the 700 feet contour. Thus there is no water lo drain
or avord. Even if waler is redirected. there are regulations, in place, to avoid other
properties. The Kagawong River is a navigable body of waler and riparian rights permit
bringing water from it. Water is purmped much farther distances than 400 feet ever on Lake
Kagawong. Trader parks move waler grealer distances lo all their camping sites. In
summary, the Applicalions have satisfied alf the criteria of the Planning Act. We trust The
Board will agree. Thank you.

P.S. I draw your atlention to Gord's last commenl concerning the zoning of the portion of
land between the 700 feet contour and the river as Conservation. We all agree that it is a
good suggestion providing more assurance, in the future.’

Email from G. Keatley, OLS
' Good afternoon Hugh,

've read that lefter from Billings a few times and I'm not reslly sure what to say. | think
we've already addressed the three concermns listed as their reasoning for not supporting
the three consents

Para. 1: We've known from the start that part of the property is low lying and may see
flooding, most likely during spring runoff the portion close to the river would be rather wet.
A review of the Official Plan map agrees that there are wetlands adjacent to the Kagawonyg
River. It also agrees that not all of the property has that issue. While a significant portion of
the property Is befow the 700 fool contour, a more significant portion of the property is above
the 700 foot contour. That portion is shown on the sketches | provided previously and am
attaching the most recent hereto again. | have to respectfully disagree with the logic that a
fol cannot be created because a portion of it could possibly be subject 1o flooding. If that
fogic were folfowed, a very very large number of waterfront iots on Manitoulin Isiand would
never have been permitted. There's 20 Inches of waler ont my property in the spring, my
great-grandfather knew nof to build down there and buyers of these properiies will no doubt
follow the same logic. The majority of the lots along Lake MHuron Drive (total of 56 lots on
Subdivision Plans 31M-196 & 31M-198) have areas prone to flooding should the conditions
be right. (Or wrong one might say). The building inspector simply requires a person building
oblain a stvey to ensure they are situated at a sufficien! elevation that the flooding won't
adversely affect their new home. We have already provided a survey showing the elevations
of the proposed Jols.’
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Email from G. Keatley - July 24, 2021 - continued

‘Para. 2: Per the preceding paragraph, there is no need to bring in significant fil in order to

buid on these properties. While landscaping can alter surface waler flow, there are already

laws in place prohibiting people from redirecting surface waler to adversely affect a
neighbouring property. Given the proximity of the river, shedding surface water for these
properiies will be significantly easier than for some properties I've worked on.

Para. 3: Waler does not necessarily have to be drawn from the river, any person building
has the option lo install a welf and there's a very good chance thal they would. The river
does, however, provide a guaranteed source of water, The distance o the river is not bad
at all; 400 feet is relfatively short when the vertical lift required by a pump is less than 20 feet.

{ would respeclfully submit that if a neighbour were to submit this reasoning for why to deny
a severance application, the Planning Board would likely agree that this is not reason
enough to deny the applications. There are muitiple houses to the west that were built closer
to the river using the 700 foot efevation; the same standard should apply here. At the very
extremne, the only hindrance to these apphications that | wouldn't be able fo disagree with
would be if they asked that the area lower than 700 feet be zoned conservation so thal a
new buyer couldn't simply dump 200 truck loads of fill nex! to the river causing some of the
hypothetical problems they have listed.’

The Secretary-Treasurer forwarded the two (above) emails to the Clerk, K. McDonald and to the
Board Member, |. Anderson, Municipality of Billings and Allan East for comments

Mr. Anderson replied via email on July 26™, 2021 as follows

! have spoken lo Kathy this morning regarding the additional information supphed by Hugh
and Gord Keatley

One of the concerns which was supported by all of council was protection of the wetfand in
front of these lots. Once consent for development is given, enforcement of any conditions
imposed is always the challenge.

For council to reconsider ils decision this would need fo go back to another regular council
meeting, for the purposes of tomorrow's meeting we will be using our present decision '

A telephone call was received from Heather Jefkins, abutting land owner of Lot 29, Conc, XIV. and
the following email resulted:

‘Thank you for so quickly providing me with the Notice of Application and related sketch
after my phone inquiry. As per our discussion on 15 July 2021, regarding the creation of
3 fots on Part Lot 30, Conc. X1V, Billings Township, | am writing regarding my concerns
as an adjacent landowner (Lol 29, Conc. XIV). The Kagawong River flows through Lot 29,

and as such, | own a section of property directly East of Lot 30, which shares an
approximate 58.39 m section on the lot line. As we discussed, the section of land | own
North of the Kagawong River can be easily overiooked when examining the Manitoulin
Planning Board land maps, which is why | was nol noftified of the application prior to seeing
the orange application notice sign at the cormner of Lot 30. | want fo make sure the property
ownerand the MPB is aware that this section of Lot 29 North of the Kagawong River is not
part of the approximately 5.9 ha retained section noted in the application,

I would fike to be made aware of the decision the Manitoulin Planning Board makes
regarding this application. Should the MP8 approve this application, | would also like to be
made aware of when the land is surveyed, and who lo contact to gel a copy of that survey.

Thank you for your consideration.’

The Secretary-Treasurer advised Ms. Jefkins that the land subject o Consent to Sever, was
surveyed as Part 1, Plan 31R-3371 and her land was definitely not part of the proposed application
and a copy of the survey plan was provided to her,

A telephone inquiry was received from Shirley Lewis, who owns property located at #27 Peacock
Trail, requesting a copy of the Notice of Application and Sketch. She did not advise of any
concerns.

There have been no otherinquiries or concerns receved as a result of circulation to property owners
within 60 metres or the posting of the notice.
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Hugh McLaughlin, agent for the application, was in attendance at the electronic meeting.

During consideration of the application and the information presented and after a lengthy
discussion by the Board, Mr. McLaughlin, and Mr. Anderson, Board Member and Mayor for the
Municipality, a motion was moved, duly seconded and carried that this application be deferred in
order to provide the Municipality of Billings and Allan East additional time 1o review the
information to date, to discuss their concerns further, to consider mitigation and conditions of
the Consent to Sever approval, and to conduct a site wisit of the property, prior to further
consideration of the application.

August 24, 2021

The Secretary-Treasurer informed the Board that Mayor Andersen on behalf of the Municipality
of Billings and Allan East, advised by email on August 23", 2021 that he didn't have anything
official from Council at this time as they will not make a final decision until September 7", 2021.

She had invited Mr. MecLaughlin, agent for the application, to participate in the Board Meeting.
However, he was not present.

She requested that the Board defer the application until the Municipal Council has had time to
discuss the application and their concerns further at the their September 7" Council Meeting

Chair Stephens asked Mr. Anderson if he had any comments for the Board’s consideration and
he explained that he had been out tc the property both on land and via water and had taken
some pictures, identifying the shoreline and the wet areas. There had been discussion between
himself and the Secretary-Treasurer regarding possible conditions of Consent to Sever approval
that may address Council's concerns. He felt his Council would be in a position to provide
comments for the Board's to consider after their Council Meeting on September 7", 2021.

As a result, a motion was moved, duly seconded and carried that this application be deferred in

order to provide the Municipality of Billings and Allan East additional time to discuss their
concerns and possible solutions at their next Council Meeting
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Application File No..__B18-21 No. of Mempbers Present: 9
Date of Decision: _August 24, 2021
Location of Property. _Par{ Lot 24 . Surveved as Parts 1to 9, Plan 31R-3902 and Parts 3

4.5, 6, and 11, Plan 31R-1319. Township of Sandfield, Municipality of Central
Manitoulin District of Manitoulin )

DECISION

The purpose of this application made under Section 53(1) of the Planning Act by Barbara and Steve
Doane is to provide for the creation of a new lot, located at #147 Dryden's Lane, (which includes
Parts 4 & 5, Plan 31R-3902), having a frontage of 64 6 M. on Lake Manilou and an average depth
of £202.9 M., thereby conlaining a minimum area of 0.4 Hec, This proposed new lot will be together
with right-of-way over the retained land to Gibraltor Road, a maintained municipal road. The
applicants’ dwelling and accessory garage are located on this proposed new lot. The applicants
propose 1o offer this land for sale for continued residential uses.

The land to be retained, located at #141 Dryden's Lane, and #4488 Hwy 542, has frontages of
+11.5M. and 30.5 M. on Lake Manitou, +720.4 M. on Gibraltor Road, a maintained municipal road,
and +939.8 M. on Highway No. 542, a provincially maintained Highway, and an average depth of
+585.6 M., thereby containing an area of £50 Hec. This land is subject {o right-of-way over Parts 2
7, and 8, Plan 31R-3902 (see MD6312). The subject land abuts a private right-of-way along the
easterly boundary, known as Cannard’s Lane. There is an existing house trailer/mobile home and
garage located within this land along Lake Manitou, and three bams located along the Hwy
According to the application the house trailer is to be removed.

The subject land, with various survey plans, was originally three (3) separate parcels of land. The
parcels have mergedtogether as ane larger parcel of land under the Planning Act, when they were
registered under the same (joint) ownership.

There has been a previous Consent Fite, No. File No. B23-12, that provided for a lot addition of
Parts 1 to 9, Plan 31R-3802 added to Parts 3, 6, and 11, Plan 31R-1319, which is the land subject
to the current application. A copy of land transfer MD 6312 and MD 11205 accompanied the
application for the transfer and consolidation of Parts 1 1o 9, Plan 31R-3902 and Parts 3, 6 & 11,
Plan 31R-1319 to Mr. ang Mrs, Doane in 2012.

There have alsc been four previous applications for Consent, File No's B17-79. 814-80, B9&-81
and B30-83 that provided for lot additions to iots fronting on Lake Manitou, and rights-of-way, within
Lots 23 and 24, Conc. IX, by a previous owner.

During the preliminary review of the application, Mr. Halliday, agent for the application, was advised
that the proposed new lot, surveyed as Paris 4 and 5, 31R-1319 was only £0.28 Hec. in size and
would not confarm to the minimum size requirement of 0.4 Hec in a Shoreline Residential {SR)
Zone. The applicants therefore submitted their application which included additional land of .12
Hec. to conform to the minimum lot size requirement.

This application was circulated on June 22™, 2021 to the Wiikwemkoong Unceded Territary and
to the United Chiefs and Councils of Mnidoo Mnising (UCCMM), as per Official Plan Policy F.5 -
Consuitation and Engagement.

Saul Bomberry, UCCMM. advised via email on July 8", 2021 that they have no comments or
concerns

The Wiikwemkoong Unceded Territory advised via email on June 22™ 2021 that they have no
concerns with the application.

According to the application, services consist of private individual septic systems and private
well(s). No new services are proposed at this time

The Public Health Sudbury & District advised they have no concerns and that it appears that the
proposed severed and retained lots are capable of development for installation of a septic tank and
leaching bed system.

Access for the severed land will be via private righi-of-way over the retained land, surveyed as
Parts 9, 10, & 11, Plan 31R-1319 and Part 7, Plan 31R-3902, known as Dryden's Lane, to Gibraltor
Road, a maintained municipal road. Access for the retained land will also be over Dryden's Lane
to Gibraltor Road, as well as via an existing entrance #4498 Hwy 542.
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The subject land has been designated Shoreline Area and Rural Area and zoned Shoreline
Residential (SR), Rural { R) and Agriculture (A). Residential uses are proposed to continue for the
severed land and farm related residential uses are proposed to continue for the retained fand. The
proposed new lot is within a Shoreline Area and a Shoreline Residential Zone.

The Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry (MNRF) have advised that Lake Manitou 1s a
provincially significant lake trout lake and is sensitive to any shoreline development that would result
in a net loss of fish habitat. Lake Manitou has been designated as an "At Capacity” Lake in the
Official Plan for the District of Manitouin

Official Plan Policy under Section D.1.1 LAKE CAPACITY stales

* Development adjacent to a water body shall be defined as land within 300 linear metres
from the high water mark of a lake or permanently m-flowing tributary.

The following policies apply to all in-land Lakes:

1. Where lakes and other waler resources are determined o be at capacity or a
sensitive resource, the creation of new lots, through the consent process or by plan
of subdivision, will only be permitted within adjacent to a water body under limited
circumstances as outined in D.1.1.2

2. Where any development (ncluding the creation of a new lot} is proposed adjacent
to a water body where the Provincial Water Quality Objective for phosphorous or
other standards sel by the province for dissolved oxygen are exceeded, one of the
following conditions must be salisfied:

a ithe severance is lo separate existing habitable dwellings, each of which would be
on a lot thal is capable of supporiing a Class 4 sewage syslem, provided thal the
land use would not change and there would be no nel increase in phosphorus
loading to the lake;

b. alf new septic system tile fields are located such thal they would drain info a
drainage basin that conlains lakes which are not at capacily;

c. all new tile fields are sel back at least 300 metres from the shoreline of the lake
or permanently flowing tributary fo the lake; or

d the effluent pathway from a tife field would flow in a manner for a distance of al
feast 300 metres to the lake. This must be supported by a report prepared by a
qualified professional that is a licensed member of the Association of Professional
Geoscientists of Ontario or a licensed member of the Professional Engineers of
Ontario who is qualified to practice geoscience and is satisfactory to the municipality,
Planning Board, and any applicable provincial agency. '

Official Plan Policy under Section F.4.4 2 - Consents - states, in part under 5.b) and c):

‘b) Notwithstanding the foregoing policy, water-oriented development, which is lands
within 300 metres of a waler body, shall have a minimurm lot fronlage of 46 metres
and a minimum fot area of 0.4 hectares. Where development is proposed thal
intends to creale five or more lots, pursuant lo the requirements of Section F 4.4 2 1,
fot sizes should average approximately 1.0 hectare, with no lot below 0.8 heclares
uniess a hydrogeologrcal study has been prepared that demonstrates the areais nol
hydrogeoclogically sensitive and there will be no threat to human heaith and safety.

[} The proposed lots will comply wilh the provisions of the local Zoning By-law. *

The proposed new lot and the proposed retained lot have existing dwelling and existing septic
system. Therefore Official Plan Policy D.1.1.2 a) has been satisfied.

Zoning By-law No. 2002-07 for the Municipality of Central Manitoulin under the Shoreline
Residential {SR) Zone, requires a new lot to have a minimum frontage of 45.5 metres and an area
of 0.4 Hec,

The proposed new lot and the proposed retained lol have the required frontage and area.
Therefore Official Plan Policy F.4.4.2 b) and c¢) have been satisfied
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From information available, the subject land does not appear to have any natural heritage features
or species art Risk concerns. This proposal is considered to be in conformity with the Provincial
Policy Statement (PPS) 2020.

The application was circulated on August 5", 2021 to the Municipality of Central Manitoulin, Bell
Canada, and to all property owners within 60 metres and by the posting of a notice, clearly visible
and legible from a public highway or other place 1o which the public has access, as required by
Ontario Regulation 197/96.

The Municipality has recommended that Consent be granted and advised by letler, dated August
10", 2021:

' The Council for the Municipalily of Central Manitoulin wishes 1o state thal no renovations
or alteration can occur on any buildings that are located on the Municipal Marine Allowance
as outlined in the Municipality’s Comprehensive Zoning By-law.'

The Secretary-Treasurer reported to the Board Members that she had recewved numerous e-mails
that afterncon from the land owners, Mr. and Mrs. Doane, the authorized agent, Mr. Halliday and
Mr, Talbot, Barrister and Solicitor. She read the following email which had been copied to the Board
Members late in the day, prior to the Board Meeting

‘' Good afternoon,

Mr Doane, Mrs. Doane, Mr. Halliday and Mr. Kuchtaruk
REF: Application for Consent to Sever - File No B18-21
If I understand the emails that ! received this afternoon:

Mr. Doane would like the Board lo consider a deferral of the application to allow him more
time, to decide if he wants to create a new lot or not. He states that he wishes to withdraw
the application as part owner of the subject land.

Mrs. Doane would like to move forward with a Board decision on the proposed severance
to create a new lot, as part owner of the subsect land.

Mr. and Mrs. Doane have both authorized Mr. Robert Halliday to act as agent for the
T

This is quite the dilemma. Mr. Halliday is not sure how o proceed. | also am nol quite sure
how to proceed either.

! will present the application as proposed The Board Members will make a Decision to
approve, refuse, or defer Decision for File No. B18-21.

Please note that if the Board should approve the application, as proposed, there will be
conditians attached thal are required lo be fulfilled within one year. If the conditions are not
fulfilled w:t'hm the cne year time period, the application wilf lapse and the property will remain
as present.

Both Mr. and Mrs. Doane, the current landowners, will need to sign off on the transfer of the
new lot; so each will have the option of moving forward or not in the completion for the
creation of the new lot.

Standard conditions of the Consent to Sever approval are:

A survey, proof of taxes paid for the severed and the relained fand; proof that access is
travelable by emeggency vehicles to a maintained lownship road; a cerification fee (for the
new deed) of $125.00.

Also please note that if the Planning Board gives conditional approval of the application,
there s provision under the Planning Act for a 20 da[ appeal period to appeal the Decision
of Planning Board lo the Ontario Land Tribunal {OLT).

Qur Board Meeﬁniq is at 7:00 p.m. tonight. This is an electronic meelin%and it may be in
your best interest to be present during consideration of the application. You will be muted
during the Board Meeting and only be unmuted if asked lo speak by the Chair.

! give below the informalion lo connect to our electronic meeting.’
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‘Please note.

I will need to know who is participating m the meeting and if you are joining via internet
or via phone and what that conlact information is. This wiil assist me with preparing the
Board Minutes.

Here is the info to join our Board Meeting this evening Tuesday, August 24™, 2021 at
700pm

Join Zoom Meeting

hitps://us02web zoom us/i/81033193542 2pwd=T285R1NGaWI2L ONDClUWTONISHEXZ 2
09

Meeting iD:; 810 3319 3542 Passcode: 500703
OR  Dial by your location +1 204 272 7920 Canada or +1 438 808 7799 Canada

There have been noinquiries or concerns received as a result of circulation to property owners within
60 metres or the posting of the notice

The Secrelary-Treasurer reporied that the emails received that afternoon had not been provided to
the Board, due to the lateness of their receipt. Land owners, Mr. and Mrs. Doane. the authorized

agent, Mr. Halliday, and Mr, Talbot, Barrister and Solicitor had advised that they wished to
participate in the electronic Board Meeling

Chair Stephens requested comments from Robert Halliday, authorized agentfor the application. Mr.
Halliday explained that the application was signed by both land owners authorizing him to act for the
application but he was in a difficult situation as Mrs. Doane wished to proceed with the application
white Mr. Doane had requested a deferral. He asked the Board to consider the comments from both

land owners, Mr, and Mrs. Doane in order to consider a Decision on the application for the creation
of a new lot.

Mrs. Doane, Mr. Doane and Mr. Talbot spoke to the application and provided their comments in
support of moving forward with the application vs deferring the application.

The Board considered the Secretary-Treasurer's email, the comments received and whether to
approve, refuse, or defer the application.

Monique Levesque, interested party, was in attendance during the electronic meeting.

There was no one else in attendance who wished to speak in support or opposition to the
application.

Chair Stephens requested the Secretary-Treasurer to present the conditions of the Consent to Sever
approval

The following documents must be submitted to the Secretary-Treasurer of the Board within ene
year from the date of the notice of decision for certification;

a) the Transfer of Land form(s) prepared by a solicitorflawyer, and

b} a Schedule to the Transfer of Land form on which is set out the entire legal description
of the parcel(s), and the night-of-way for access, and the easement for Hydro Cne, given

conditional approval This Schedule must alse contain the names of the parties indicated
on the Transfer of Land form

Accompanying the transfer documents shall be-

i) a reference plan of survey. which bears the Land Registry Office registration number and
signature as evidence of its deposit therein, illustrating the parcel(s), and right-of-way
having a minimum width of 20 metres. to which the consent approval relates:
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i)

i)

iv)

Note;

a written confirmation from the municipality that the access from the proposed severed
land to the maintained municipal road, known as Gibraltor Road, has been constructed to
a standard for travel by emergency vehicles satisfactory to the Municipality;

a fee of $125.00 for each Transfer of Land submitted for Centification; and

a written confirmation from the municipality that all outstanding municipal taxes have
been paid

Subsection 3 or 5, as the case may be, of Section 50 of the Planning Act shall not apply
to any subsequent conveyances of or in relation to the parcel of land being the subject of
this application.

Any shoreline improvements shall be done only with the consultation of The Ministry of
Natural Resources and Forestry (MNRF), the Depariment of Oceans and Fisheries of
Canada (DFO}, and the Municipality

In consideration of the information presented and after a lenglhly discussion, a motion was made
and duly seconded that the application be deferred until the next Planning Board Meeting to
allow the land owners, their agent, and their Legal Council time to try and come lo an armicable
agreement regarding the application proposal.

AL LR LT LT
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Application Fite No.:__B18-21 No. of Members Present: 9
Date of Decision. August 24 2021

Location of Property: _Part Lot 6, Conc. XVII, Being Parl 2, Plan 31R-3970, Part 1. Plan 31R-

643, Par 1, Plan 31R-452 and Instrument No. T-20487, Township of
Assiainack, District of Manitoulin

DECISION

The purpose of this application made under Section 53(1) of the Planning Act by Marian, Michael,
and Adrian Murray is to provide for the creation of a new lot, located at #29 Indian Point Lane, being
Par 2, Plan 31R-3970 and the northerly Pt. of Part 1, Plan 31R-643, having a frontage of £61.2 M.
on South Bay of Lake Huron, and an average depth of £161.8 M., thereby containing an area of
+0.8 Hec, This proposed new lot will have access over a private right-of-way, known as Indian Point
Lane, which is surveyed as Part 2, Plan 31R-296. The applicants’ seasonal dwelling is located on
this land. The applicants are proposing to offer this lot for sale.

The retained land, located al #43 Indian Point Lane, described as being the southerly Pt. of Pari 1,

Plan 31R-643 Instrument No. T-20487, and Part 1, Plan 31R-452, has a frontage of +110.2 M. on
South Bay of Lake Huron and an average depth of +151.2 M., thereby containing an area of +1.2
Hec. This proposed lot will have access over a private right-of-way, known as indian Point Lane,
which is surveyed as Part 2, Plan 31R-296. The applicants’ dwelling and workshop are located
within this land.

The subject land, with various survey plans, was originally four separate parcels of land. The parcels
merged together as one parcel under the Planning Act. when they were registered under the same
ownership.

A previous Consent to Sever Application, File No. B18-13, created a new ot surveyed as Part 1, Plan
31R-3970in 201 3.

This application was circulated on July 5™, 2021 to the United Chiefs and Councils of Mnidoo
Mnising (UCCMM) and to the Wikkwemkoong Unceded Territory, as per Official Plan Policy F 5 -
Consultation and Engagement

Saul Bomberry, UCCMM, advised via email on July 8" 2021 that they have no commenis or
Concerns.

The Wiikwemkoong Unceded Territory advised via email on July 5%, 2021 that they have no
comments in relation to the request to sever.

Access is from Lower Slash Road, a maintained township road and a privately maintained nght-of
way known as Indian Point Lane.

Services constst of private sewage disposal systems and private water supply.

The Public Heath Sudbury and District advised they have no concerns and that it appears the
proposed severed and retained lots are capable of development for instaliation of a septic tank and
leaching bed system

The subject land has been designated Shorefine Area and zoned Rural (R) and Shoreline Residential
{SR). Residential uses are proposed to continue

As part of the preliminary review of the application, 3 fish spawning area was idenlified in front of
the property, along the shore of Lake Huron. The Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry
(MNRF) were contacted for technical advise and comments for the proposed application. Wayne
Selinger, MNRF, advised via email on June 11%, 2021 that as long as the land owners are not
proposing major in water works or significant alteration of the municipal road allowance he did not
see any major concerns. However, they should be advised of the concern and potential restrictions
on what or may not be approved as far as shoreline alterations go in the future

From information available, the subject land does not appear to have any natural heritage features
or species art risk concerns. This proposal is considered to be in conformity with the Provincial
Policy Statement (PPS) 2020.
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The application was circulated on August ", 2021 to the Township of Assiginack, Bell Canada, and
to all property owners within 60 metres and by the posting of a notice, clearly visible and legible from

a pl.;ggc highway or other place to which the public has access, as required by Ontaric Regutation
197

The Municipality have advised they have no concerns and recommend that Consent be granted,
Bell Canada have no provided comments or requested additional time to do so

There was a telephone call to the Office from an abutting neighbour 1o the south, advising his
support of the application. There have been no other inquiries or concerns received as a result of
circulation of the Pubtic Notice and/or posting of signage.

The Secretary-Treasurer explained that part of the private right-of-way in front of the proposed
retained land as shown on the application sketch, 1s owned by the applicants according to their land
transfer/deed.

Adrian and Michael Murray were in attendance during consideration of the application. Adrian read
the following letter to the Board, prepared by his mother Marian (Mame) Murray:

' Deur Manitoudin Planning Bowrd,

Please aceepr my regrets for not being able 1o attend the meeting live but | was nos feeling up to
dealing with the wechnology!

I would like to thunk the board for hearing owr consent to sever application. Although we are very
attached 1o i1, and despite my sons vegularly spending time on the Island, it has been an increasing
Sinaucial burden ro retain the property in question since my husbond Jim peassed away in 2009. As
reflected in the application, if we are granted consent 1o sever, we intend to sell the severed parcel
fo neighbours who have o camp abone 1500 feet up the bay. We 've known the family since the 1970s
when we wnoved to the island permanemtly and they purchased lend for their camp,

Tins would be an ideal onutconie for ws, and we look forvard to the board’s decision
Thank vou once again for hearing owr application.”

Consent is tentatively granted subiect to the following conditions:

The following documents must be submitted to the Secretary-Treasurer of the Board within one year
from the date of the notice of decision for cerification:

a) the Transfer of Land form, and

b) a Schedule to the Transfer of Land form on which is set out the entire legal
description of the parcel(s) and right-of-way, given conditional approval, This
Schedule must also contain the names of the parties indicated on the Transfer of
Land form.

Accompanying the transfer documents shall be

1) areference plan of survey, which bears the Land Registry Office registration number
and signature as evidence of its deposit therein, illustrating the parcel(s) and right-of
way, to which the consent approval relates;

)] a written confirmation from the municipality that the access from the proposed
severed and retained land to the maintained municipal road, known as the Lower
Slash Road, has been constructed to a standard for travel by emergency vehicles
satisfactory to the Municipality;

iiit) a fee of $125,00 for each Transfer of Land submitted for Certification; and

v) awritten confirmation from the Municipality, that all outstanding municipal taxes have

heen paid.

Note: Subsection 3 or 5, as the case may be, of Section 50 of the Planning Act shall not apply to
any subsequent conveyances of or in relation to the parcel of land being the subject of this
application

Note: Any shoreline improvements shall be done only with the consuitation of The Ministry of

Natural Resources and Forestry {MNRF). the Department of Oceans and Fisheries of
Canada {DFQY), and the Municipality.
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PRESENTATION OF APPLICATIONS FOR CONSENT TO SEVER

The Charr announced that the purpose of this phase of the meeting:
(a) lo consider applications for consent under Section 52 of the Planning Act,
({b) to make decision in regard to the applications scheduled to be heard, and,

explained that this phase is open to the public and any interested parties will be
gwven the opportunity to speak in support or oppose an application

The Chair then asked if any Board Members have or wish to declare a “Conflict of Interest” at
this meeling or previous meeting. There were none,

Following s the list of Applications for Consent considered at this meet ng

Moved By Seconded By
1. B14-21 to B16-21 L Hayden R. Brown
That this apphication be deferred for reasons given within the Decision
Carried.
2. B18-21 T. Mackinley L. Hayden
That this application be deferred for reasons given within the Decision
- Carried,
KR B19-21 R. Brown D. McDowell

MCTION

It was moved and seconded that the above application be canditionally approved, subject to all
conditions being fulfiled as stated in the Decisions,
- Carried

The above motion applies to all applications excepting B14-21. B15-21. B16-21 and B18-21

EERAREEREEE

The time now being 9:06 p.m. and the business before the Board having been dealt with the
Meeting was adjourned on a motion moved by T Mackinlay

a%mwﬂ- é&g;{m

R Stephens, Charr T A Carlisle, Secretary-Treasurer




ASSIGINACK PUBLIC LIBRARY

Board Meeting Alg 5 202]
August 11, 2021
Present: Irma, Heather, Lori, Les, Jane, Christianna and Librarian Deb
The meeting was called to order by Board Chair Irma at 4:00
Motion 05/21 moved by Lori seconded by Jane
That the minutes of March 24, 2021 be approved as presented. Carried
Motion  06/21 moved by Heather seconded by Lori
That the Librarian’s Reports for March, April, May, June and July 2021 be approved as
presented. Carried
Old Business

The raised flower bed at the front of the building has been removed. Christianna will donate
the tulip bulbs to the Community Garden. A plexi-glass shield has been installed at the checkout
desk.

New business

Deb read a letter of thanks that has been sent to Marie Butler thanking her for all of her
contributions to the Library, Bookshop and our community in the years that she and Red have
made Assiginack their home. Spraying to control bats, flies and other insects on the outside of
the Library has been completed. Due to COVID concerns, periodicals have not been renewed
this year. The Bookshop will remain open Thursday, Friday and Saturday until September 4th.
Deb has purchased an Answering Machine and a Calculator, Heather has indicated that she will
take a year’s leave of absence from the Library Board as she transitions into a new role in her
career. Les will approach Kari Gerhart regarding an opportunity to join the board.

Motion 07/21 moved by Lori seconded by Christianna
That we approved the purchase of an Answering Machine and a Calculator for the Library.
Carried

Board members were given a draft plan, to review and comment on, for reopening the Library
when it is considered appropriate to do so.

Next meeting: September 28, 2021

Motion 08/21 Moved by Heather that the meeting be adjourned at 4:30

Chatr: _\ Sec i‘ﬁfdrﬂ ' %




Ministry of the Environment,
Conservation and Parks

Drinking Water and Enviranmental
Compliance Division, Northern Region
Sudbury District, Sudbury Office

159 Larch Street

Suite 1201

Sudbury ON P3E 5P9

Tel : 705 564-3237

Toll Free; 1-800-890-8516

Fax: 705 564-4180

August 20, 2021

Mr. Alton Hobbs
Clerk/Treasurer

Municipality of Assiginack

Ministére de FEnvironnement, de la Protection de
la nature et des Parcs

Dwision de la conformité en matiére d'eau potable
et d'environnement, Direction régionale du Nard
District de Sudbury, bureau de Sudbury

1499, rue Larch

Bureau 1201

Sudbury ON P3E 5P9

Tél. : 705 564-3237

Numéro sans frais- 1-800-890-8516

Téléc. - 705 564-4180

Box 238, Manitowaning, Ontario

POP 1NO

Dear Mr. Hobbs:

Ontario @

With regards to the June 25, 2021, Sunsite Estates Drinking Water System inspection, please
find enclosed the resulting annual inspection report.

A new report format is in use for MECP inspections which may cause some confusion. Please
note for this inspection there are zero non-compliance situations however there are “Best
Practice” recommendations which are outlined in Appendix F.

A description of the components of the drinking water system can be found in Appendix E.

Also of note is the Inspection Rating Record (normally attached) will be sent under separate

cover within one month.

Section 19 of the Safe Drinking Water Act (Standard of Care) creates obligations for individuals
who exercise decision-making authority over municipal drinking water systems. Please be
aware the Ministry has encouraged such individuals, particularly municipal councillors, to take
steps to be better informed about drinking water systems over which they have decision-making
authority. These steps could include asking for a copy of this inspection report and a review of
its findings. Further information about Section 19 can be found in “Taking Care of Your Drinking
Water: A guide for members of municipal council” found under “Resources” on the Drinking
Water Ontario website at www.ontario.ca/drinkingwater.”

...page 2



2.
Your staff's cooperation during the inspection was appreciated. Please feel free to contact me
at 705 929-7029, should you have gquestions.

Sincerely,

M. Spinney

Maureen Spinney
Water Inspector
Sudbury District Office

cc. Ms. Sarah Beaulieu, OCWA
Mr. Burgess Hawkins, PHSD



Ministry of the Environment, Ministére de I'Environnement, de la Protection
Conservation and Parks de la nature et des Parcs

Ontario @

SUNSITE ESTATES SUBDIVISION DRINKING WATER SYSTEM
15 MOGGY FAIRWAY, ASSIGINACK, ON,

Inspection Report

System Number: 220008471
Inspection Start Date:  06/24/2021
Inspection End Date:  08/20/2021
Inspected By: Maureen Spinney
Badge #: 467

We want to hear from you. How was my service? You can provide feedback at
1-888-745-8888 or Ontario,ca/inspectionfeedback

Page 1 of 17



Ministry of the Environment, Ministére de I'Environnement, de 1a Protection
Conservation and Parks de la nature et des Parcs

Manreen Spinney

(signature)

We want to hear from you. How was my service? You can provide feedback at
1-888-745-8888 or Ontario.ca/inspectionfeedback

Page 2 of 17



Ministry of the Environment, Ministére de I'Environnement. de la Protection
Conscrvation and Parks de [a nature et des Pares

NON-COMPLIANCE/NON-CONFORMANCE ITEMS

This should not be construed as a confirmation of full compliance with all potential applicable lcgal

re q uirement and BMPs. These inspection findings are limited to the components and or activitics that were
assessed. and the legislative framework(s) that were applied. It remains the responsibility of the owner to
ensure compliance with all applicable legislative and regulatory requirements.

[ you have any questions related to this inspection. please contact the understgned Provinecial Officer.

Page 3 of 17
Event Number: 1-30894543



Ministry of the Environment, Ministére de I'Environnement, de la Protection
Conservation and Parks de la nature et des Parcs

INSPECTION DETAILLS

This section includes all questions that were assessed during the inspection.

Ministry Program: Regulated Activity: DRINKING WATER : DW Municipal Residential

Question ID | MRDW1001000

Question Question Legislative

Type Requirement
What was the scope of this inspection? [nformation Not Applicable
Observation

The primary focus of this inspection is to confirm compliance with Ministry of the Environment,
Conservation and Parks (MECP) legislation as well as cvaluating conformance with ministry
drinking water policies and guidelines during the inspection period. The ministry utilizes a
comprehensive, multi-barrier approach in the inspection of water systems that focuses on the
source, treatment, and distribution components as well as management practices.

This drinking water system is subject to the legislative requirements of the Safe Drinking Water
Act, 2002 (SDWA) and regulations made therein, including Ontario Regulation 170/03, "Drinking
Water Systems” (O.Reg. 170/03). This inspection has been conducted pursuant to Section 81 of
thec SDWA,

This inspection report does not suggest that all applicable legislation and regulations were
cevaluated. It remains the responsibility of the owner to ensure compliance with all applicable

legislative and regulatory requirements.

M. Spinnecy, DWI, notes the review period for this inspection is October I, 2020 to May 31, 2021.

Question ID | MRDW 1000000

Question Question Legislative
Type Reguirement

Does this drinking water system provide primary Information Not Applicable

disinfection?

Observation

This Drinking Water System provides for both primary and secondary disinfection and
distribution of water.

M. Spinney, Drinking Water Inspector (DWI), notes this facility draws water from Georgian Bay
through ultrafiltration membranes (nominal pore size of 0.04microns) and provides chlorination
for primary and secondary treatment.

Question ID | MRDW 1011000
Question Question Legislative
2
Type Requirement

Page 4 of 17
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Ministry of the Environment, Ministére de I'Environnement, de la Protection

Conservation and Parks de la nature et des Pares
Does the owner have a harmful algal bloom monitoring plan | BMP Not Applicable
in place?

Observation

The owner had a harmful algal bloom monitoring plan in place.

| Question ID | MRDW 1014000

Question Question ] Legislative
Type Requirement

Is there sufficient monitoring of flow as required by the Legislative SDWA |31 /(1)

MDWL or DWWP issued under Part V of the SDWA?

Observation

There was sufficient monitoring of flow as required by the Municipal Drinking Water Licence or
Drinking Water Works Permit issued under Part V of the SDWA.

M. Spinney, DWI, notes Schedule C of the Drinking Water Works Permit requires the use, and
calibration of flow meters at the following locations:

Treated water flowing to the distribution system. Calibration date is June 10, 2021.

Raw water flowing into the treatment system. Calibration date is June 10, 2021,

Question ID | MRDW 1016000

Question Question Legislative
Type Requirement
[s the owner in compliance with the conditions associated Legislative SDWA |31 (1)

with maximum flow rate or the rated capacity conditions in
the MDWL issucd under Part V of the SDWA?
Observation

The owner was in compliance with the conditions associated with maximum flow rate or the rated
capacity conditions in the Municipal Drinking Water Licence issued under Part V of the SDWA.

M. Spinney, DWI, notes

FLOW DATA.
PTTW #7151-ABEK4P establishes a maximum instantaneous flow rate of 379L/min (6.317L/sec)
and/or a maximum of 276,480 L/day (276.5m3/day).

Data provided indicates actual takings as follows: raw water maximum flow rate of 114.3m3/day
and a maximum instantanecous flow rate of 4.20L/sec (as per April 2021 data summary).

Schedule C of the MDWL (254-101) establishes a rated capacity of 220m3/day. During review
period, records indicate a treated water maximum flow rate of 97.2m3/day which is 44% of

capacity.

Question ID | MRDW 1030000
Question | Question | Legislative

Page Sof 17
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Ministry of the Envirenment, Ministére de I'Environnement, de la Protection

Conservation and Parks de la nature et des Parcs
Type Requirement
[s primary disinfection chlorine monitoring being conducted | Legislative SDWA | O. Reg.
at a location approved by MDWL and/or DWWP issued 170/03 | 7-2 | (1),
under Part V of the SDWA, or at/near a location where the SDWA O. Reg.
intended CT has just been achieved? 170/0317-21(2)
Observation

Primary disinfection chlorine monitoring was conducted at a location approved by Municipal
Drinking Water Licence and/or Drinking Water Works Permit issued under Part V of the SDWA,
or at/near a location where the intended CT has just been achieved.

M. Spinney, DWI, notes chlorine is injected just past completion of filtration, as water enters
contact tank. A sample is drawn from a point as water is leaving the clearwell.

A scldom used manually triggered trim chlorine system is also available which would inject
sodium hypochlorite at a point just prior to water entering the distribution system. The operator is
aware that, due to a lack of contact time, the use of the trim chlorine system may mean water is
not properly disinfected prior to use by the first consumer.

Question ID | MRDW 1032000

Question Question Legislative
Type Requirement

If the drinking water system obtains water from a surface Legislative SDWA | O. Reg.

water source and provides filtration, is continuous 170/03 7-3 | (2)

monitoring of each filter effluent line being performed for

turbidity?

Observation

Continuous monitoring of each filter effluent line was being performed for turbidity.

M. Spinney, DWI, notes that currently the water plant sends data to the Manitowaning plant
SCADA system via the internet. This movement of data is sometimes interrupted as has been
mentioned frequently in past reports. OCWA staff indicated that the Municipality has approved a
project to move the SCADA system to the Sunsite Estates plant. Expected completion date is
within the next 12 months.

Question ID | MRDW 1034000

Question Question Legislative
Type Requirement
Is the secondary disinfectant residual measured as required Legislative SDWA ' O. Reg.
for the small municipal residential distribution system? 170/03 1 7-2 [ (5),
SDWA | O. Reg.
170/03 | 7-21(6)

Observation
The secondary disinfectant residual was measured as required for the distribution system.

M. Spinney, DWI, notes at least two distribution chlorine residual samples are required each
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Ministry of the Environment, Ministére de I'Environnement, de la Protection
Conservation and Parks de la nature et des Parcs

week, at least 48 hours apart.

Question ID | MRDW1037000

Question Question Legislative
_ Type Requirement
Are all continuous monitoring equipment utilized for Legislative SDWA | O. Reg.
sampling and testing required by O. Reg.170/03, or MDWL 170/03 16-5 (1)
or DWWP or order, equipped with alarms or shut-off 1-4,SDWA | O.
mechanisms that satisfy the standards described in Schedule Reg. 170/03 | 6-5
6? (1)5-10,SDWA
O. Reg. 170/03
6-5[(1.1)
Observation

All continuous monitoring equipment utilized for sampling and testing required by O. Reg.170/03,
or Municipal Drinking Water Licence or Drinking Water Works Permit or order, were equipped
with alarms or shut-off mechanisms that satisfy the standards described in Schedule 6.

M. Spinney, DWI, notes the attending operator calculates CT when levels are less than 0.8mg/1.
This did not occur during review period.

Filtratc turbidity alarms arc set at 0.2NTU, with no set delay. Higher turbidity levels resuit in the
shut down of the filter train.

The operator tracks filtrate turbidity in excess of 0.1NTU, in order to evaluate filter efficiency
ratings.

Question ID | MRDW 1038000

Question Question Legislative
Type Requirement

Is continuous monitoring equipment that is being utilized to | Legislative SDWA  O. Reg.

fulfill O. Reg. 170/03 requirements performing tests for the 170/03 6-5 (1)

parameters with at least the minimum frequency specified in 1-4

the Table in Schedule 6 of O. Reg. 170/03 and recording

data with the prescribed format?

Observation

Continuous monitoring equipment that was being utilized to fulfill O. Reg. 170/03 requirements
was performing tests for the parameters with at least the minimum frequency specified in the
Table in Schedule 6 of O. Reg. 170/03 and recording data with the prescribed format.

Question ID | MRDW 1035000

Question Question Legislative
Type Requirement

Are operators examining continuous monitoring test results | Legislative SDWA | O. Reg.

and are they examining the results within 72 hours of the 170/03 1 6-5|(1)
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Ministry of the Environment, Ministére de I'Environnement, de la Protection

Conservation and Parks de la nature et des Parcs
test? 1-4,SDWA | O.
Reg. 170/03 | 6-5
| (1)5-10
Observation

Operators were examining continuous monitoring test results and they were examining the results
within 72 hours of the test.

Question ID | MRDW 1040000

Question Question Legislative
Type Requirement
Are all continuous analysers calibrated, maintained, and Legislative SDWA | O. Reg.
operated, in accordance with the manufacturer's instructions 170/03 6-5|(1)
or the regulation? 1-4SDWA 0.
Reg. 170/03 | 6-5
| (1)5-10
Observation

All continuous analysers were calibrated, maintained, and operated, in accordance with the
manufacturer's instructions or the regulation,

Question [D | MRDW 1108000

Question Question Legislative

Type Requirement
Where continuous monitoring equipment uscd for the Legislative SDWA | O. Reg.
monitoring of frec chlorine residual, total chlorine residual, 170/03 | 6-5 /(1)
combined chlorine residual or turbidity, required by 1-4SDWA | O.
Regulation 170, an Order, MDWL, or DWWP issued under Reg. 170/03 | 6-5
Part V, SDWA, has triggered an alarm or an automatic shut- (1)5-10,SDWA
off, did a qualified person respond in a timely manner and O. Reg. 170/03
take appropriate actions? 6-5 (1.D)
Observation

Where required continuous monitoring equipment used for the monitoring of chlorine residual
and/or turbidity triggered an alarm or an automatic shut-off, a qualified person responded in a
timely manner and took appropriate actions.

Question ID l MRDWi018000

Question Question Legislative
Type Requirement
Has the owner ensured that all equipment is installed in Legislative SDWA 31i(1)

accordance with Schedule A and Schedule C of the Drinking
Water Works Permit?

Observation

The owner had ensured that all equipment was installed in accordance with Schedule A and
Schedule C of the Drinking Water Works Permit.
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Question ID | MRDW 1023000

Question Question Legislative
Type Requirement

Do records indicate that the treatment equipment was Legislative SDWA | O. Reg.

operated in a manner that achieved the design capabilities 170/03 | 1-21(2)

required under Ontario Regulation 170/03 or a DWWP
and/or MDWL issued under Part V of the SDWA at all times
that water was being supplied to consumers?

Observation

Records indicated that the treatment equipment was operated in a manner that achieved the design
capabilities required under Ontario Regulation 170/03 or a Drinking Water Works Permit and/or
Municipal Drinking Water Licence issued under Part V of the SDWA at all times that water was
being supplied to consumers.

M. Spinney, DWI, notes the Sunsite Estates water plant uses a process that includes membrane
filtration (ultrafiltration) followed by chemical disinfection with sodium hypochlorite to achieve
the required log removal/inactivation credits. The following table summarizes the required log
removal/inactivation and the credits assigned to cach stage of the treatment process, as per
Schedule E of the MDWL.

LOG REMOVAL CREDITS

EQUIPMENT CRYPTO GIARDIA VIRUSES
Membrane Filtration 2.0 3.0 0
Chlorination 0 0.5 4.0+
DESIGN TOTALS 2.0 35 4.0+
REQUIRED 2.0 3.0 4.0

MEMBRANE FILTRATION:

As per Schedule E the following criteria must be met at all times:

I. Maintain effective backwash procedures. During review period therc was no indication of a
problem.

2. Monitor the integrity of the membranes by continuous particle counting or equivalent means (i.
¢. pressure decay measurements). During review period operator indicates pressure decay testing
occurred normally. Operator indicates filters are set to run backwash cycles and membrane
integrity tests on pre-set schedules with pressure decay tests every 24 hours.

3. Continuously monitor filtrate turbidity. During review period there was no clear indication of
problems. Though some daily Process Value Summary sheets indicated loss of data, Wonderware
conttnues to record data. Also an onsite data logger can be used to review trending.

4. Meet the performance criterion for filtered water turbidity of less than or equal to 0.1 NTU in
99% of the measurements each month. During the review period, continuing efforts to improve
programming have occurred. Filter efficiency requirements appear to be met, however there are
concems:

-Daily PVS data sheets provide a running calculation of monthly filter efficiency. On the last day
of each month, a short number of hours of run time is logged. This is not accurate but does not
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appear to interfere with calculations.
-Power bumps cause havoc in PVS data.

CHLORINATION:

The chlorine disinfection component of this system must achieve a minimum of 0.5-log
inactivation of Gtardia and 4-log inactivation of viruses. A standard operating procedure has been
developed for this facility that requires a CT calculation to be completed and recorded any time
the chlorine levels leaving the clearwell are 0.80 mg/L or less.

Question ID | MRDW 1024000

Question Question Legislative
Type Requirement

Do records confirm that the water treatment equipment Legislative SDWA | O. Reg.

which provides chlorination or chloramination for secondary 170/03 | 1-21(2)

disinfection purposes was operated so that at all times and
all locations in the distribution system the chlorine residual
was never less than 0.05 mg/1 frec or 0.25 mg/l combined?
Observation

Records confirmed that the water treatment equipment which provides chlorination or
chloramination for secondary disinfection purposes was operated so that at all times and all
locations in the distribution system the chlorine residual was never less than 0.05 mg/t free or 0.25
mg/'l combined.

Question ID | MRDW 1025000

Question Question Legislative
Type Requirement
Were all parts of the drinking water system that came in Legislative SDWA |31 (1)

contact with drinking water (added, modified, replaced or
extended) disinfected in accordance with a procedure listed
in Schedule B of the Drinking Water Works Permit?
Observation

All parts of the drinking water system were disinfected in accordance with a procedure listed in
Schedule B of the Drinking Water Works Permit.

Question ID | MRDW 1062000

Question Question Legislative
Type Requirement

Do records or other record keeping mechanisms confirm that | Legislative SDWA | O. Reg.

operationa! testing not performed by continuous monitoring 170/03 | 7-5

equipment is being done by a certified operator, water
quality analyst, or person who meets the requirements of O.
Reg. 170/03 7-5?
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Observation

Records or other record keeping mechanisms confirmed that operational testing not performed by
continuous monitoring equipment was being done by a certified operator, water quality analyst, or
person who suffices the requirements of O. Reg. 170/03 7-5.

Question ID I MRDW 1060000

Question Question Legislative
Type Regquirement

Do the operations and maintenance manuals meet the Legislative SDWA [ 31| (1)

requirements of the DWWP and MDWL issued under Part V

of the SDWA?

Observation

The operations and maintenance manuals met the requirements of the Drinking Water Works
Permit and Municipal Drinking Water Licence issued under Part V of the SDWA.

Question ID | MRDW 1071000

Question Question Legislative

' Type Requirement
Has the owner provided security measures to protect BMP Not Applicable
components of the drinking water system?
Observation

The owner had provided security measures to protect components of the drinking water system.

Question ID | MRDW 1073000

Question Question Legislative

Type Requirement
Has the overall responsible operator been designated for all | Legislative SDWA | O. Reg.
subsystems which comprise the drinking water system? 128/04 |23 (1)
Observation

The overall responsible operator has been designated for each subsystem.

M. Spinney, DWI, notes one of four operators is deemed the ORO, as listed in the logbook.

The four ORO's are operators with Class 2, 3 or 4 water treatment licences. The plant itself is a
Class 2 facility, while the distribution system is a Class | system.

Question ID | MRDW 1074000

Question Question Legislative

Type Requirement
Have operators in charge been designated for all subsystems | Legislative SDWA | O. Reg.
for which comprise the drinking water system? 128/04 [ 25| (1)
Observation
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Operators-in-charge had been designated for all subsystems which comprised the drinking water
system.

M. Spinney, DWI, notes the attending operator is deemed the OIC.

Question ID | MRDW 1075000

Question Question Legislative
Type Requirement
Do all operators possess the required certification? Legislative SDWA O. Reg.
128/04 22
Observation

All operators possessed the required certification.

Question ID | MRDW 1076000

Question Question Legislative

Type Requirement
Do only certified operators make adjustments to the Legislative SDWA | O. Reg.
treatment equipment? 170/03 [ 1-2|(2)
Observation

Only certificd operators made adjustments to the trcatment cquipment.

Question ID | MRDW 1099000

Question Question Legislative
Type Requirement
Do records show that all water samptle results taken during Information Not Applicable
the inspection review period did not exceed the values of
tables 1, 2 and 3 of the Ontario Drinking Water Quality
Standards (O. Reg.. 169/03)?

Observation

Records showed that all water sample results taken during the inspection review period did not
exceed the values of tables 1, 2 and 3 of the Ontario Drinking Water Quality Standards (O.Reg.
169/03).

Question ID | MRDW 1094000

Question Question Legistative
Type Requirement

Are all water quality monitoring requirements imposed by Legislative SDWA 31| (1)

the MDWL and DWWP being met?

Observation

All water quality monitoring requirements imposed by the MDWL or DWWP issued under Part V
of the SDWA were being met.

M. Spinney, DWI, notes Table 3 and Table 7 of Schedule C, MDWL requires quarterly composite
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sampling of backwash water at point of
discharge for total suspended solids(TSS).

The operating authority pursues sampling a minimum of once every 3 months as follows:
October 20, 2020 @ Smg/l

January18, 2021 @ 2mg/

April 13,2021 @ 2mg

Question ID | MRDW 1096000

Question Question Legislative
Type Requirement

Do records confirm that chlorine residual tests are being Legislative SDWA | O. Reg.

conducted at the same time and at the same location that 170/03  6-3 | (1)

microbiological samples arc obtained?

Observation

Records confirmed that chlorine residual tests were being conducted at the same time and at the
same location that microbiological samples were obtained.

Question ID | MRDW 1081000

Question Question Legislative
Type Requirement

Are all microbiological water quality monitoring Legislative SDWA | O. Reg.

requirements for distribution samples being met? 170/03 ' 10-2
(1),SDWA | O.
Reg. 170/03 | 10-
2[(2).SDWA  O.
Reg. 170/03 | 10-
21(3)

Observation

All microbiological water quality monitoring requirements for distribution samples were being

met.

M. Spinney, DWI, notes sampling in the distribution system is required once every two weeks
with testing for E.col, total coliforms and heterotrophic plate count.

Question ID | MRDW 1082000

Question Question Legislative
Type Requirement
Are all microbiological water quality monitoring Legislative SDWA | O. Reg.
requirements for distribution samples prescribed by 170/03 | 11-2 |
legislation being met? (1), SDWA | O.
Reg. 170/03  11-
2/(2),SDWA | O.
Reg. 170/03 | 11-
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i [2(6)

Observation
All microbiological water quality monitoring requirements for distribution samples prescribed by
legislation were being met.

M. Spinney, DWI, notes sampling in the distribution system is required once every two wecks
with testing for E.coli, total coliforms and heterotrophic plate count.

Question ID | MRDW 1084000

Question Question Legislative
Type Requirement

Are all inorganic water quality monitoring requircments Legislative SDWA | O. Reg.

prescribed by legislation conducted within the required 170/03 | 13-2

frequency?

Observation

All inorganic water quality monitoring requirements prescribed by legislation were conducted
within the required frequency.

M. Spinney, DWI, notes samples are required to be taken at lcast once cvery 60 months. The last
sct of samples were taken January 15, 2015, and January 16, 2019,

Question ID | MRDW 1085000

Question Question Legislative
Type Requirement
Arc all organic water quality monitoring requirements Legislative SDWA | O. Reg.
prescribed by legislation conducted within the required 170/03 13-4
frequency? (1),SDWA | O.

Reg. 170/03 13-
4/(2),SDWA | O.
Reg. 170/03 13-
41(3)

Observation
All organic water quality monitoring requirements prescribed by legislation were conducted
within the required frequency.

M. Spinney, DWI, notes samples are required to be taken at least once every 60 months. The last
set of samples were taken January 15, 2015, and January 18, 2019.

Question ID | MRDW 1086000

Question Question Legislative
Type Requirement
Are all haloacetic acid water quality monitoring Legislative SDWA | O. Reg.
requirements prescribed by legislation conducted within the 170/03 | 13-6.1
required frequency and at the required location? (1),SDWA | O.
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Reg. 170/03 | 13-
6.1 (2),SDWA
C. Reg. 170/03 |
13-6.1|(3),
SDWA | O. Reg.
170/03 | 13-6.1
(4),SDWA | 0.
Reg. 170/03 | 13-
6.1 (5),SDWA
O. Reg. 170/03
13-6.11(6)

Observation

All haloacetic acid water quality monitoring requirements prescribed by legislation are being
conducted within the required frequency and at the required location.

M. Spinney, DWI, notes the operating authority pursues sampling a minimum of once every 3
months as follows:

January 7, 2020 @ 24.7ug/l

April 15,2020 (@ 18.4ug/l

July 20, 2020 @ 19.3ug/]

October 20, 2020 (@ 23.5ug/|

January 18, 2020 @17 9ug/l

April 13,2020 @ 22 4ug/]

RAA =20.8ug/l.

Question ID | MRDW 1087000

Question Question Legislative

Type Requirement
Have all trihalomethane water quality monitoring Legislative SDWA ' O. Reg.
requirements prescribed by legislation been conducted 170/03 | 13-6 (1)
within the required frequency and at the required location?
Observation

All trihalomethane water quality monitoring requirements prescribed by legislation were
conducted within the required frequency and at the required location.

M. Spinney, DWI, notes the operating authority pursues sampling a minimum of once every 3
months as follows:

January 7, 2020 @ 35ug/l

April 15,2020 (@ 35ug/l

July 20, 2020 @ 38ug/l

October 20, 2020 @ 41ug/l

January 18, 2020 @2%ug/l

April 13, 2020 @ 35ug/l

RAA =35.8ug/l.
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Question ID | MRDW 1088000

Question Question Legislative
Type Requirement

Are all nitrate/nitrite water quality monitoring requirements | Legislative SDWA | O. Reg.

prescribed by legislation conducted within the required 170/03 | 13-7

frequency for the DWS?

Observation

All nitrate/nitrite water quality monitoring requirements prescribed by legislation were conducted
within the required frequency for the DWS,

M. Spinney, DWI, notes the operating authority pursues sampling a minimum of once every 3
months.

Question ID | MRDW 1089000

Question Question Legislative

Type Requirement
Are all sodium water quality monitoring requircments Legislative SDWA ' O. Reg.
prescribed by legislation conducted within the required 170/03 | 13-8
frequency?

Observation
All sodium water quality monitoring requirements prescribed by legislation were conducted
within the required frequency.

M. Spinncy, DWI, notes the operating authority pursues sampling, a minimum of once every 60
months. Last samplc occurred on January 7, 2014, with results of 6.91mg/1, and January 16, 2019,
with results of 6.08mg/1.

Question ID | MRDW 1090000

Question Question Legislative
Type Requirement

Where fluoridation is not practiced, are all fluoride water Legislative SDWA O. Reg.

quality monitoring requirements prescribed by legislation 170/03 | 13-9

conducted within the required frequency?

Observation

All fluoride water quality monitoring requirements prescribed by legislation were conducted
within the required frequency.

M. Spinney, DWI, notes the operating authority pursues sampling, a minimum of once every 60
months. Last sample occurred on January 7, 2014, and January 18, 2019,

Question ID | MRDW1100000

Question Question Legislative
Type Requirement
Did any reportable adverse/exceedance conditions occur Information Not Applicable

Page 16 of 17
Event Number: 1-30894543



Ministére de I'Environnement, de la Protection

Ministry of the Environment,
de la nature et des Parcs

Conservation and Parks

during the inspection period? I |
Observation
There were no reportable adverse/exceedances during the inspection period.

Question ID | MRDW 1059000

Question Question Legislative
Type Requirement

Do the opcrations and maintenance manuals contain plans, Legislative SDWA | O. Reg.

drawings and process descriptions sufficient for the safe and 128/04 | 28

cfficient operation of the system?

Observation

The operations and maintenance manuals contained plans, drawings and process descriptions
sufficient for the safe and efficient operation of the system.

Question ID | MRDW 1061000

Question Question Legislative

] Type Requirement
Are logbooks properly maintained and contain the required | Legislative SDWA | O. Reg.
information? 128/04 |27 | (1),
SDWA | O. Reg.
128/04 | 27 | (2),
SDWA | O. Reg.
128/04 | 27 | (3),
SDWA | O. Reg.
128/04 | 27 | (4),
SDWA | O. Reg.
128/04 | 27 1 (5),
SDWA | O. Reg.
128/04 | 27 | (6),
SDWA | O. Reg.
128/04 | 27 | (7)

Observation
Logbooks were properly maintained and contained the required information.
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[ charo: [ 0931212 |pate: |  2021-g8-3c  [Vendor:[ anisn's autovorive croue | amount { 54272.59
InvNo: 795038 InvDesc: ghaft/pully/blades mowes InvAmt: §155.53
InvNa: 755158 InvDesc: - Invimt: 55 74
InvNo: 78472 InvDesc: arroke all InvAmt: £27.05
InvNo: 754819 InvDesc: mpim & InvAmt - 5§.22
InvNo: 752657 InvDesc: grirdle [mower InvAmt: 574,74
InvNo: 797567 Invbase: = ==er repair InvAmt: $140.01

Chepo: [ 0c3:239 Date: | 2021-0a-30  [Vendor:| ANDY'S TRU HARDWARE [Amount ] 515737
InvMe: 5or 14 2020 InvDesc: arera-propane (2070} InvhAmt: S1EX 37

| ChaNe: [ 0931220 [pate: | 202:-08-30  [vendor:[a.a.v.v. -szzvoay acoisos ¥0Riiz MiCHAxic/ | Amount] 5554, 35]
InvNa: 055 InvDesc repair exc #i InvAmt: $124,30
InvNo: 2034 InvDese: recalr Sloat InvAmt: $435.05

[ chane: Joo3ioz: |pate: | 202:-ce-3c Jvender:[ azacon ivacs [Amount | 5277,03]
InvNo: :Z1:4 InvDesc: Assig! 150 signage InvAmt: 52717.83

[ chapo: | oos100 Ipate: { 2021-28-3¢  [Vender:| szav-s: covsTaucTion o [Amount | 5+, 65950
InvNo: (2403 InvDesc: cold mow InvAmt: 57,9039.87
InvNo: (2503 InvDesc: cold mix InvAmt: 53,639.13

Chado: | p03:223 Ipate: | :zri-ze-3z [vender:caxaniav z=o cross sociery | Amount ] $53.8|
InvNo: CRT-373999 InvDesc: swi==ing lessons badges InvAmt: 597 . 6§

ChaNo: | oca12a4 |pate: {  2c2:-gg-3¢c  [vemder:[zastiivk Tamount] 5.21.94]
InvNo: auc 10 2021 PW InvDesc: pu-gsl InvAmt: 56C.97
InvNo: n0G 10 2021 MARINA InvDesc: marina-cs! InvAmt: $605.97

ChaNo: | n331225 |pate: |  25ri-cE-30 |vendor:] czzay sTaons | amount | 5153 .85)
InvNo: AlLG 30 2023 InvDesc: pldg insp mileage InvAmt: 5153, 85

[ ehatio: | cza1226 [pate: | a5::-28-3¢  [vendor:] sigizs supsiy coveany [amount ] 7328
InvNo: 46030 InvDesc: firs: aid kit/wraiche: InvAmt: £71.2%

| chawo: [oc3zzoy |pate: |  2021-08-35  [vendor:[:vpro oxz xetwoms inc. [Amount ] 56, 670,534)
InvlNo: puc 20 2071 InvDesc: grera InvAmt: 5436.72
InvNo: aAUG 20 202% SS W-P InvDasc: 55 wip InvAmt: 5701.93
InwMo: AUG 20 2021 TENNIS Invlase: :ennis courts Tovwhmt : 332.47
InvMo: AUG 20 202: sSiwRiSE  InavDese: narina/showerhouse Tovdmt : $152.99
Invdo: AUG 20 2021 INFO BTH InwDasc: nfo Doosh Inwhmt: $33.36
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InvBa: AUG 20 2021 PO/BNK InvDasc: po/bnk bldg Invhmt : $582.52
Invlo: AUG 24 2021 InvDesc: mtg wip Invhmt: $4,259.54
Invlo: AUG 20 2021 LIB BLDG InvDase: 1lip bidg Irorhmt. : $356.07
InvNo: AUG 20 2021 DOCKS InvDesc: marina docks InvAmt: $114.94

[ chaio: | 0031228 |pate: | 2021-08-30  [Vendor:| sackiz WHITE [Amount] s640.27]
InvNo: AUG 2 42021 InvDesc: pec-threads cilub supplies Invamt: $640.42

[ chade: | 0o31229 |pate: |  zo21-os-3c  [vendor:| MANTITOULIN CHRYSLER LIMITED | Amount | s1,144.13
InvNo: 16/62 InvDasc: replace seat #6 InvAmt: $1,144.13

Chadio: | 0031230 |pate: |  o21-08-30  |vendor:| MANITOWANING MILL & HOME BUTLDING CENTRE | Amount] s27.10|
InvNo: 0223130 InvDesc: 1lib bldg-batteries InvAmt: $27.10

[ chao: | oo31231 |pate: | 2021-08-30  [vendor:] maniTouLIN-sucBURY DISTRICT SOCIAL SERvi( | Amount] 531, 675, 67
InvNo: INOO0019346 InvDesc: sep: amb/social assistance InvAmt: $31,679.67

[ chapto: | on31232 |pate: | 20:1-p8-30  |Vendor:| MaNITOULIN CENTENNIAL MANOR | Amount { 510,801.17]
InvNo: SEPT 1 2021 InvDesc: 2021 3rd qtr regq InvAmt: $10,801.17

L chae: | 0031233 |pate: | 2021-08-30  [Vendor:| MANITOWANING FRESHMART [Amount ] 53.09]
InvNo: (0024302 InvDesc: admin-water refill Invhmt: $3.99

[ chare: | 0031234 |pate: | 2021-08-30  [Vendor:| MaNITOULIN EAST MUNICIPAL AIRPORT | Amount § 51,591, 18]
InvNo: 2021 MUN,TAXES InvDesc: airport mun.portion txs reimb Invamt: $1,593.38

| chao: | 0031235 |pate: |  2021-03-30  |Vendor:| NORTHERN AIR & MECHANICAL SYSTEMS INC [Amount ] s519.10|
InvNo: 39391005 InvDesc: po-air conditioner repairs InvAmt: $519.10

| chawo: | 0031236 [pate: | 2021-08-30  |Vendor:| puRGLATOR COURIER | Amount ] sz18.95]
InvNo: 448296639 InvDesc: freight InvAmt: $153.61
InvNo: 448351012 InvDesc: freight (man strms) InvAmt: $65.34

[ chamo: | opa1za7 |pate: |  2021-08-30  |Vendor:| sTRONGCO LIMITED PARTNERSHIE | Amount { s119.20]
InvNo: 92055941 InvDesc: support-loader Invamt: $119.20

| chaNo: | poaiz3s |pate: | z02i-pg-30  vendor:] supmurv & DISTRICT HEALTH UNIT [amount | 53,745,539
InvNe: RCO206035100 InvDesc: sept health unit levy InvAmt: §3,245.59

| Chao: | opat2ag |pate: |  s03i-pg-30  [vendor:| TED PEARSON AUTOMOTIVE LTD. | Amount { 5156. 20
InvNo: 72277 InvDasc: shop towels/leak stop InvAmt: $156.20

[ chaMo: [ cosi240 |pate: |  zozi-08-30  [vendor:| saran eAriEY [amount] $800.00]
InvNe: 23117 InvDesc: pec-felting/soap workshops InvAmt : $6800.00

Chato: | np31241 |pate: | z021-08-30  vendor:| samanTun miLier [Amount.] 5304 .80]
InvNo: (3 InvDesc: pec-yoga classes InvAmt: 5904 .80

[ cnawe: {ogazza2 |pate: |  021-08-30  |vendor:[canpice trwin [2mount 552545
InvNo: 223 InvDesc: aug dance classes Invhmt: £525.45%

ChaNo: | 0031243 |pate: | 2021-08-30  |vendor:| i.i.RicuARDS & ASSOC LIMITED | Amount { 5560, 63
InvNo: 100102 InvDasc: zoning by-law update review InvhAmt: 5560, 63

[ Chato: | 0031244 |pate: |  2021-08-30 _ |Vendor:| TERRASTAR BUILOING PRODUCTS INC. [ Amount ] 5199. 60|
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InvNo: 10101 InvDasc: flashing - garage roof InvAmt: 5199, 60

| chate: | oc3r2as |pate: | 2o21-08-30  |Vendor:Jwar suepries | Amount { $893. 14|
InvNo: 254971 InvDa@sc: marina-t.tissue/p.twls/gbgs/sp InvAmt: $345.86
InvNo: 25520 InvDasc: library-t.tissue InvAnmt: 5199.64
InvNo: 255207 InvDesc: admin-t.tissue InvAmt: 544.52
InvNo: 255208 InvDeac: po/bnk-t.tissue/p.twl/soap InvAmt: $303.12

[ chamo: | o031246 |pate: | s021-p8-30  [vendor:| winnows uwLrMITED | Amount { 53,093, 62
InvMO: BO4617 InvDesc: cleaning InvAmt: 53,003.92

chao: | 0031247 |pate: |  2021-08-30 _ |vendor:| xgrox canaDA LtD. [ Amount ] 5307.62]
Invilo: 85447629 InvDesc: monthly copier usage InvAmt: $307.67

[ chawo: | 0031248 |pate: | 2021-ps-30  |vendor:| onTARIO CLEAN WATER AGENCY | Amount { 513, 498.94]
InvNo: INVO0000013781 InvDesc: ss wtp-filter trand.repair InvAmt: $1,478.31
InvNo: INVO0000013786 InvDeac: mtq wtp-wtr intake insp/repair InvAmt: $16,266.34
InvNe: INV0Q0000013785 InvDesc: mtg lift stn-pump.trck callout InvAmt: $1,754.29

#** EFnd of Report **#*

Report Total:

96,926.76
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| chavo: { go31186 |pate: {  2021-08-16  [vendor:| arLzn's autoMoTIVE GROUE [Amount] 5590, 72|
InvNo: 792916 InvDesc: hyraulic/80/90 oil InvAmt: $196.79
InvNo: 791248 InvDaBc: ojil/filter (mower) InvAmt: £19.32
InvNo: 395106 InvDasc: filter {mower) InvAmt: $6.69
InvNo: 791458 InvDesc: hydraulic oil InvAmt: §176.11
InvNo: 701540 InvDesc: pelt InvAmt: 520.00
InvNo: 792437 InvDesc: trimmer head/iine (marina) InvAmt: $51.35
InvNo: 792655 InvDesc: lawn mower blades Invamt: $92.28
InvNo: 792736 InvDesc: chain/oil (marina) InvAmt: $69.20

[ engio: Toos1187 |pate: |  2021-p8-16  Ivendor:| BEacoN iMAGES [Amount ] 51, 005.70]
InvNo: 3120 InvDesc: 911 signs InvAmt: 51,005.70

| chaio: | co31188 [pate: |  2021-08-16  |vendor:| BELL canaba [Amount ] 517,086
InvNe: 2021 08 01 InvDesc: toll free line InvAmt: 517.06

[ cngWo: | poatiss |pate: |  s021-08-16  [vendor:| computrEK | Arount { 523,32
InvNo: 23810 InvDesc: aug remote Server mgmt Invhmt : $782.98
InvNo: 23932 InvDesc: july offsite backup storage InvAmt: $40.34

[[ehawo: | 0031190 |pate: |  2021-08-16  |vendor:| EasTiink [amount ] 51, 959.90]
InvNo: 16887797 InvDesc: telephone (grouped billing) InvAmt: $1,959.90

[ chaio: | co31101 |pate: |  2021-0g-16  [vendor:| . stEpREN warT, BARRISTER | Amount{ 5996, 66|
InvNe: 3793 InvDesc: general legal InvAmt: 5995, 66

[ chgMo: | 0031192 |pate: | 2021-08-16  |Vendor:] gerry sTRong | Amount{ 5153.85]
InvNo: ARG 16 2021 InvDesc: bldg insp mileage LavRmtt $153.85

{ ChaNo: | oe31:93 |pate: | 2021-08-16  |Vendor:| gGrL ENVIRONMENTAL INC 2019 | Amount { 55,102, 63
InvNe: GO00QOC14483 InvDesc: july recycling transport InvAmt: $5,102.63

| chaio: { 0031194 |pate: |  2021-08-16  |vender:] avoro owe wETWORKS INC. | amount { s4,071.79]
InvNo: JULY 28 2021 PW InvDesc: pw-micrafit InvAmt: $5.14
Invio: JuLY 30 2021 tacoon InvDesc: lagoon InvAmt: $3,318.26
Inwlo: AUG & 2021 NORISLE InvDesc: norisie heritage park Invhmt: $98.00
InvHo: AUG 4 2021 PW InvDase: pw InvAmt : $260.51
InvNo: AUG 9 202i OFFICE InvDese: mun office Invamt: $389.38

[ enawe: | 0031195 Jpate: |  2021-08-16  |Vendor:| manitounin ExposITOR | Amount s470. 33
InvNo: 110606 InvDaesc: advertising InvAmt: 470,33
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Date: 2021-0B-16
User Date: 2021-08 CHEQUE DISTRIBUTION REPORT User ID:  deb
Payables Management
[ chawo: | 0031196 |pate: | 2021-08-16  [Vendoz:| 14rNITOWANING FRESHMART | Amount{ s33.89]
InvNo: 00002991 InvDesc: pw-cases of water InvAmt: $17.97
InvNo: Q0005175 InvDescs: admin-tea InvAmt: 510,28
InvNo: Q0005839 InvDesc: admin-p.twls InvAmt: $5.64
[ cnapie: Too31197 |pate: | 2021-08-16  |Vendor:| MinISTER OF FINANCE | Amount { $22,570.00]
InvNo: 102707211100011 InvDest: Jjune policing costs Invamt: §22,570.00
[ chavo: | 0031198 [pate: | 2021-08-16  [Vendor:| NEw NORTH FUELS INC | Amount { 55, 208,83
InvNo: 587521 InvDesc: pw-diesel/dyed diesel InvAmt: $2,806.63
InvNo: 57614 InvDasc: parina-gas Inwhmt: $2,402.20
| .chato: | 0031199 |pate: | 2071-08-16  |vendor:| paur METHNER | Amount { 51, 000.00]
Invio: §2021-07-31 InvDesc: july animal control Invhmt: $1,000.00
| chare: | no31200 |pate: |  2021-08-16  |Vendor:| pITNEY WORKS | Amount { §2,279.55|
InvNo: (8/03/20621 InvDesc: postage meter refill InvAmt: §2,279.55
{_Chao: | 0031201 |pate: | 202:1-08-16  |Vendor:] supBURY & DISTRICT HEALTH UNIT | amount { $3,245.59]
InvNo: RCOZ20035081 InvDesc: august health unit levy InvAmt: 53,245.59
Chato: [ go31202 ~{Date: | zp21-08-16  |Vender:| surErIoR prOPANE INC. [Amount ]| 5104.53]
InvNo: 35048482 InvDesc: pw-cylinder rental InvAmt: $11.87
InvNo: 35048483 InvDaesc: arena-cylinder rental InvAmt: $23.73
InvNo: 315125101 InvDeaC! arena service contract InvAmt: $68.93
| chamo: [oo31203 |pate: |  s071-08-16  lvendor:| moaTinc onTario AssociaTion | Amount { 5676.87]
InvNo: 48594 InvDesc: 2021 marina mewbership InvAmt: 5676.87
[ chaio: | co31204 |pate: | 2021-08-16  [Vendor:| pERORAH SMITH | Amount{ 567. 78]
InvNo: AUG 1 2021 InvDesc: reimb.mum@cenataph/per mayor InvAmt: 367.78
[ chae: | 0031205 |pate: | 2021-08-16  [Vendor:| LITTLE WALLY'S DOCK SERVICE [Amount ] 527 60]
InvHo: 2719 InvDesc: marina-charts InvAmt: 522.80
|Chato: [ 031206 |pate: |  2g21-08-16  |vendor:| yi's TRUCK PARTS [Amount ] £10, 396, 09
InvNo: 159522 InvDesc: garb.truck {landfill) InvAmt: $10,396.00
| ehavo: | opazz07 |pate: |  2p2i-ps-16  |vendor:| wincows UNLIMITED | Amount { 53,298, 08)
InvNo: 894622 InvDase: rdside parks/g.pickup InvAmt: $2,977.08
InvNo: 894644 InvDesc: lawnmower repair InvAmt: $321.00
ChaWe: | 0031208 |pate: |  zns1-o#-16  [Vendor:| pave McpowELL | amount § 5961 .90
InvNo: JUNE 22 2021 InvDesc: owdcp claim |june 22/21) InvAmt: £961. B0

*#+% End of Report **»*

Report Total:

$65,056.99



System: 2021-08-03 3:40:27 BM Tne LOWNSNlp OL ASS1IYLIACK .
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Payables Management

Ranges : From: To: From: To:

Vendor ID First Last Chequebook 1D First Last

Vendor Name First Last Cheque Number 0031143 0031178

Cheque Date First Last

Sorted By: Cheque Number

pistribution Types Included: ALl

[‘chare: | 0031143 pate: | 20:1-08-03  |Vendor:| ALTON HOSBS | Amount § 5275.00]
InvNo: £-241864 InvDesc: gyeglasses InvAmt: 5275.00

[chawo: | 0031144 [oate: | z021-0B-03  [Vendor:| nRCHER ADVERTISING | Amount { 532764
InvNo: 7253 InvDesc: admin-windowed envelaopes Invhmt: F327. 64

[ cnawe: | ooai14s [pate: | p0r1-08-03 _ [Vendor:| BEACON IMAGES | Amount { 51, 636.24]
InvNo: 3118 InvDesc: signage-mun.parkWays InvAmt: $1,636.24

| enapio: [ 0o31146 [oate: | 7021-08-03  |Vendor:| TownsiIp OF CENTRAL MANITOULIK [Awount | 5500, 00|
InvNo: POUND 19-03 InvDesc: 20421 pound charges InvAmt: 5500.00

[chaie: Joo3i147 [oate: | scri-08-03  |Vendor:| CHERYL O'BRIEN | Amount { $150. 00}
InvNo: CAIBKWSNIMI InvDesci workboot allowance Invhmt: 5150.40

| chawo: | 0031148 [pate: | 7071-08-03 _ |Vender:] cITy OF GREATER SUDBURY | Amount: § 5155.13)
InvNo: Q0113165 InvDaesc: may recyciling Invamt: $755.13

ChqNo: | 0031149 [pate: | 7071-08-03  [Vender:] cRys7alL LENTIR | Amount $65.52]
InvNo: JULY 29 2021 InvDesc: pileage InvAmt: 565.52

| ¢haWo: [ 0pa11s0 [pata: | 2021-08-03 [Vendor:| masTiink [Amount } 5121 .94]
InvNo: JULY 10 2021 MARINA  InvDesc: marina-dsl InvAmt: $60.97
InvMo: JULY 10 2021 BW InvDesc: pw-dsl Invhmt: $60.97

| chawo: | 0031151 [pate: | 2021-08-03 _ |Vendor:| FLAGS UNLIMITED [ Amount ] 5904.71]
InvNo: 299813 InvDasc: fed/prov flags InvAmt: 5904.71

| chawo: | 0031152 [oate: | 2021-08-03 _ |Vendor:| FREELANDT CALDWELL REILLY T Amount | 57, 066,25
InvNo: CJH-60521 InvDesc: completion of 2020 fir InvAmt: $2,966.25

| chao: | 0031253 [pate: |  2021-98-c3  |vendor:| GERRY STRONG | Amount { $15%. 85}
InvNo: AUG 3 2021 InvDesc: bldg insp mileage InvAmt: 5153.85

{ chawo: | 0031154 [pate: | 2021-08-03__[Vendor:] GREG MACDOMALD EQUIP SERVICES INC | Amount { 53, 070.21)
InvHo: 34777 InvDese: tractor rental InvAmt: $3,070.21

| Chao: | 0031155 [pate: | 2021-08-03  |Vendor:| hugHES suepLy coMpaNy [amount. s171.81)
InvNo: 45883 InvDesc: oil absorb/cable ties/g.bags InvAmt: 5121.81

[ chao: | D031156 [pate: | 2021-08-03 _ [Vendor:] uYDRO ONE NETWORKS INC. [Amount § 57,721. 69|
InvNo: JULY 21 2021 ARENA InvDesc: arena Invhmt: $439.74
InvNo: JuLY 21 2021 TENNIS InvDesc: tennis courts InvAmt: $31.58
InvNo: JULY 21 2021 SHWRS InvDesc: marina showerhouse InvAmt: $139.82
InvNo: JULY 21 2021 INFO InvDesc: info booth InvAmt: $32.08
InvNo: JULY 21 2021 S5 wrp  InvDesc: ss wtp InvAmt: $824.05
Invio: JuLy 21 2021 InvDesc: marina docks InvAmt: $108.83



System! 2021-08-03 Sr4¥idl vm L€ LUWLDILY Vi ADSayssscwn sage: &
User Dateg: 2021-08-03 CHEQUE DISTRIBUTION REPORT User ID:  deb
Payables Management
InvMo: JULY 21 2021 LIBRARY InvDesc: library Invhmt $297.03
Inwdio: JULY 21 2021 PO InvDesc: po/bnk Inmwvhmt : $557.5C
InvMo: JULY 23 2021 MTG WwTp InvDesc: mtg wtp InvAmt: 54,633, 44
InvNo: JULY 23 2021 LITES  InvDesc: street lites Invamt: $657. 62
[cnato: | 0031157 [oate: | 2021-08-03  |vendor:] MANTTOWANING MILL & HOME BUILDING CENTRE [Amount { s610.34]
Invio: (0220062 InvDesc: opffice/lib-spray bottles InvAmt: $11.83
InvNo: 0221619 InvDesc: office-batteries/g.bags InvAmt: $20.29
InvNo: (0221620 InvDase: 1ib.bldg-g.bags InvAmt: $6.75
InwHo: (220222 InvDesc: arena-painters tape InvAmt: $18.20
InvHo: 0220315 InvDesce: arepa-painters tape Invhmt: $54.10
Invio: 0221323 InvDesc: marina-shelives/brackets/screws Invhmt : $171.29
Invie: 0220061 InvDesc: nmarina-belts Inwhmt 54.39
InvMo: 0220212 InvDesc: pec-paint/smoke alarms Invhmt $111.84
ImwMa: (219450 InvDess: parina-ng more nails adhesive Inwvhmt: $42,34
InvHe: 0219451 InvDesc: po-shelving unit Inwhmt: $84.74
InvHoe: 0219690 InvDesc: marina-coat hooks Invhmt : $15.81
Invlo: 0218918 InvDesc: po-cleaner Invhmt: $33.88
InvNo: (2iB919 InvDesc: marina-cleaners Invhmt: $33.88
| cnato: | 0031158 [oate: |  2021-08-03 _ [Vendor:| MaNTTOULIN-SUDRURY DISTRICT SOCIAL SERVIC | amount § $31,679.67)
InvNo: TNOCO019326 InvDesc: aug amb/social asssit InvAmt: $31,679.67
[ chado: | 0031159 [oate: | 0z1-08-03  [vendor:| maniTouriN EXPOSITOR [Amounte ] se4.04]
InvNo: 110368 InvDesc: advertising InvAmt: $64.04
| chatte: | co3i1s0 [oate: |  2021-08-03 |vendor:| MANITOWANING FRESEMART [Amount ] sa.50]
InvNo: 00017723 InvDasc: office-cleaning suppiies InvAmt: $4.51
InvNo: 00007305 InvDesc: admin-water refill InvAmt: $3.99
| chavo: [ooatiel [Date: | 2021-08-03 _ vendor:| MESSER CANADA INC | Amount { 15, 48l
InvNo: 2103904589 InvDasc: gacetelyne rental InvAmt: $15.48
| chario: | 0031162 [bate: | 021-08-03 _ |Vendor:| Msc INDUSTRIAL SUPPLY ULC [ Amount { s807. 98]
InvNo: 4625333001 InvDasc: marking paint Invhmt: $239.52
InvNo: 4692258001 InvDaesc: drill bits/wshrs/lag bts/nuts InvAmt: $568.46
|chavio: | 0031163 [pate: | oz1-08-p3  |vendor:] new noaTH FUELS INC | Asmount § $3,036.39]
InvNo: 585909 InvDese: marina~gascline InvAmt: $3,036.39
[ charo: § 0031164 [oate: | 2c21-0e-03 _ [Vendor:| ONTARIO CLEAN WATER AGENCY [Amount 579, oaz.10]
InvNo: INVOO000013015 InvDesc: mig wtp-vfd replacement InvAmt: $24, 849,55



System: 2021-08-03 Spa¥ids vM LN 1UWOSHLEY UL ASdiyliuaon Page: '
B CHEQUE DISTRIBUTION REPORT User ID:  deb
Payables Management

InvNo: INVOC0O0013005 InvDesc: ss/mtg wip-add'l services june InvAmt: §5,132.5%

| chatio: | 0031165 Tbate: | 2021-08-03  |Vendor:| ponLARD DISTRIBUTION INC | Amount | £4,795.16]
InvNo: 511% InvDesc: calcium InvAmt: 54,795.18

| chaio: | op31166 [pate: | 2021-08-03  [Vendor:| RALF ISLAND TRUCK PARTS | Amount { 5135, 60]
InvNo: 9695 InvDesc: def fluid InvAmt: 5135.60

[chawo: | 0031167 [Date: | 2021-08-03  |vendor:| RECEIVER GENERAL | amount { 520,292.59]
InvNo: JULY 2021 InvDesc: july source deductions InvAmt: §20,292.5%9

| chado: | 0033168 [pate: | zori-ge-03  [Vendor:| siaWw FARMS SUPPLY (manit.} LTD [amount | s434. 20
InvNo: 3710 InvDaesc: mcleans park-pump out InvAmt: $217.10
Invilo: 3715 InvDesc: high falls- pump out Invhmt: $217.10

{"charo: [ ccaiiss [pate: | 70z1-08-03  |Vendor:| 7p PEARSON AUTOMOTIVE LTD. | Amount { 5654 . 94
InvNo: 71870 InvDesc: vise/towels/repair kits InvAmt: $654.94

[ Chawo: { 00231170 [oate: | -0:1-08.03  [Vendor:] CONSEIL SCOLAIRE DU DISTRICT DU GRAND NOi ) Amountj 51,767, 48]
InvNo: 2021 LEVY InvDesc: 2021 levy InvAmt: $1,767.46

[ chare: | co3riti [pate: | 7o:1-08-03  |Vendor:| pro FLEET CARE SUDBURY | Amount § 51,186.50]
InvNo: 214 InvDasc: oil spray pw vehicles Invhmt: 51,186.50

[ chado: | 0p31372 [pate: | z071-08-g3  [vendor:| WHITTIER GAUTHIER | Amount { 5100. 00|
InvNe: JULY 29 2021 InvDese: pake-off prize InvAmt: 510G.00

[ chawo: | 0031173 [pate: | 2021-08-c3  [Vendor:| anvciA sHAWANA Tamount ] s50.00]
InvNo: JULY 29 2021 InvDesc: pake-off prize InvAmt: 550.00

| chawo: | 0031174 [pate: | -021-08-p3 |Vendor:| ALLIE FLIKWEERT | Amount { 5100. 00|
Invio: JULY 29 2021 InvDesc: pake off prize InvAmt: §10C.00

| charo: [ co31175 [oate: | zo:1-08-03  [Vendor:| xaviER mama [ Amount § 550, 00|
InvNo: JULY 29 2021 InvDasc: bake off prize InvAmt: $50.00

| chaMo: [ oo31178 [pate: | z021-c8-p3  [Vendor:| TERRY MogoY [Amount § 54,520.00)
InvNo: 2071256 InvDese: garage roof InvAmt: 54,520.00

| Chave: | coz1177 [oate: | 20:1-08-—03  [vendor:| winpows uniimrzen | amount { 53, 003. 32
InvNo: 594611 InvDesc: cleaning InvAmt: 53,003.92

[ chado: | 0031178 [pate: | 2021-08-93  |Vendoz:| wurTH CANADA LTD | Amount { s200.17|
InvNo: 24424554 InvDeac: rust protection InvAmt: $54.55
InvNo: 24383286 InvDesc: rust protection InvAmt: §235.57

*kk

*** End of Report

Report Total:

$122,354.98
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Date : 2021-08-03 Tne Township of Assiginack Page: 1
Time : 1i:03:08 AM

Payment # Amount [ate 3acceh 4 tmployee ID  Zmployee Nare Statu Payment Method

0031136 2021-08-C3  08/03CCM3 122 40335, ALTON OUTSTANDING Cheque
0031137 202i-08-03 08/03C0MB 126 MacDONALD, DZ30RAZ OUTSTANDING Chegue
8031138 202i-08-03 08/03C0OVB 133 BOND, FREDA QUTSTANZING Cheque
0031139 2021-08-33 08/03C0oMB 219 JONES, CHRISTIANXA OUTSTANDING Chegue
0031140 2021-08-03 (08/03C0oM3 318 2 QUTSIANDING Creque
0031141 2021-08-03 908/03C0M3 n QUACKIN3USHE, JASON OUTSTANDING Cheque
0631142 2021-08-03  38/33C0NE 380 INSE, AVZRY ZTSTAXDING Cregue

2711 2021-08-03 CB/03C0OM3 106 w003, STEZVIN QUTSTANDING Direct Deposit
2712 2021-08-03 (8/03Cov3 iig CO0PZR, RONALD QUTSTANDING Birect Deposit
2713 202.-08-03 C§/03C0¥3 4+ 3TID, WALTER OQUTSTANDING Direct Deposit
2714 2021-06-03  (08/03COM3 163 VACDONRLD, R03=ZRT QUTSTANDING Direct Deposit
2715 2021-08-03  0&/03C0¥3 68 STRONG, GERRY QUTSTRYDIXG Direct Deposi:c

2716 202.-08-03  0B/Q3C0M3 69 VAGUTRE

X=is=Y QUTSTANBING Direct Deposi:

2717 2027-C8-33 0B/C3COV3 211 vOGEY, FUGE QUTSTANDING Direct Deposit
2118 2021-08-03 08/03C0M3 2aE VCBOWELL, DAVID OUTSTANDING Direct Deposiz
2729 2021-08-C3  08/03C0¥3 229 2R, DAVID QUTSTANDING Cirect Deposit
2120 2022-38-03  08/03C0M3 223 MAGUIRZ, RO3z3T OUTSTANDING Direct Deposit
2721 2021-08-03  CE/03C0v3 K1) 303INSON, DZBBIZ QUTSTANIING Jirect Deposit
2722 2022-08-03 O08/03COM3 323 WEITZ, JACQUILINZ QUTSTANDING Jirect Jeposi:c
2123 2021-08-03  £8/03C0¥3 325 Q3RIZN, CHIRYL OUTSTANDING Jirect eposit
2124 2021-08-03 08/0300¥3 362 SAGLE, =DV OUTSTANDING Jirect leposit
2725 2022-08-03  (8/03C0v3 364 3083, RYL= QUTSTANDING Sirect Zeposl:t
2126 2022-08-03  (8/063C0v3 363 B0WZRVAY, €OL= QUTSTANDING irect Deposi:
21217 $z.-08-03 GB/33C0¥3 376 ZINTIR, CRYSTAL QUTSTAXDING Lirect Deposit

Tonal ¢ $23,6686.37



156 Arthur Street Box 238

Manitowaning, ON Township of
705 859 3196 Tel Assiginack
705 859 3010 Fax  www.Assiginack.ca

To: Council From: Alton Hobbs

Faxi Pages:

Email ges:

Phone: Date August 25, 2021

Re: Holiday Haven Road Request cc:

OUrgent 0O ForReview [ Please Comment 0O Please Reply 0 Please Recycle

We have had an inquiry from the owner of 140 Holiday Haven Road for permission
to run a private waterline from Lake Manitou to their property. On the attached map,
it can be identified as Lot A. The owners of Manitou Resort which draws its water
from the lake also supply the residence on the lot identified as Lot B.

A previous term of Council gave the owners of the resort permission to extend their
private waterline down the side of Holiday Haven road o their new house. |
understand some of the other houses along the road also run private waterlines to
the lake but | do not know which ones.

My concern is twofold. Firstly, | worry about having at least two private waterlines
running under Holiday Haven Road without drawings to tell us where they are and
secondly, | always worry about the MOECP advising us that so many waterlines
require a designated water system, with all the operators, inspections, etc that go
along with it.

For your consideration.
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40 WATER STREET - UNIT 1 - P.O. BOX 240 - GORE BAY - ONTARIOQ - POP 1HD
705-282-2237 -~ 705-282-3142

RECEIVED

August 06, 2021

Municipality of Assiginack

Mr. Alton Hobbs, CAO

P.O. Box 238

Manitowaning ON POP 1NO

NOTICE OF APPLICATION FOR CONSENT

File No. B19-21

Owners: Marian, Michael and Adrian Murray

Location: Part Lot 6, Conc. XVII
Surveyed as Part 2, Plan 31R-3970, Part 1, Plan 31R-643,
Part 1, Plan 31R-452 and described by Instrument No. T20487
{Located at #29 and #43 Indian Point Lane)
Township of Assiginack
District of Manitoulin

Purpose and Effect: To provide for the creation of a new +0.8 Hec. lot located at
#29 Indian Point Lane, for continued seasonal residential uses. This lol will
be together with right-of-way to Lower Slash Road, a maintained municipal
road.

In order that the application may be properly considered in accordance with requirements
set out in Sections 50 and 53 of the Flanning Act, would you please fill out the attached
questionnaire, returning one 1o us and keeping the other for your records.

If your Council have any suggestions, information, or conditions to add to the questionnaire
form, please send them out in an attached letter.

Last Day for Receiving Comments:_August 20", 2021,

g?fc_iitional information, if required, may be available by contacting the Planning Board
ice.

Decision and Appeal

It you wish to be notified of the Decision of Planning Board in respect of the proposed
consent, you must make a written request to the Planning Board at the address of the
Planning Board Office as staled above.

Any person or public body may, not later than 20 days after the giving of the notice of
decision, appeal the decision or any condition imposed by Planning Board or appeal bath
the decision and any condition to the Ontario Land Tribunal (OLT) or appeal both the
decision and any condition to the Ontario Land Tribunal by filing with the Secretary-
Treasurer of the Planning Board a notice of appeal setting out the reasons for the appeal,
accompanied by the prescribed fee prescribed under the Ontario Land Tribunal Act.

If a person or public body that files an appeal of a decision of the Manitoulin Planning
Board in respect of the proposed consent does not make written submission to the
Manitoulin Planning Board before it gives or refuses to give a provisional consent, the
Ontario Land Tribunal may dismiss the appeal.

Dated at the Town of Gore Bay this 68" Day of August, 2021,




Please Complete This Form and Return to:
The Manitoulin Planning Board

P. O. Box 240

Gore Bay, Ontario - POP 1HO
File No. B19-21
Owners. Marian, Michael and Adnian Murray
Location: Part Lot 6, Conc. XVII

Surveyed as Part 2, Plan 31R-3970, Part 1, Plan 31R-643, Part 1, Plan 31R-452 and described t

Instrument No, T20487

{Located at #29 and #43 Indian Paoint Lane)
Township of Assiginack

District of Manitoulin

Return of this form and any additional comments in support of or in objection to this proposal is requested by August 20
2021. If there is insufficient space on this form to fully express councils position please attach a separate letter in additiol

MUNICIPAL CONTROLS
Is this proposal in conformity with the Official Plan?

Enter Yes or No

Ve
Is this proposal in conformity with the Zoning By-law. e 5
Is this proposal in conformity with the Provincial Policy Statement 20207 NEs
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
Which of these services will be available to this land?
Hydro ] L YT
School Bus [ F
Municipal Water ;
| W
Sanitary Sewers )
Mo
Garbage Collection
I T
Municipal Drains
[
Do the lots concerned have frontage on a maintained Pubhc Road? b
Is this public road snow plowed in the winter? feg v
Do the lots have legal right-of-way to a maintained public road? e S
Does the location of the access cause any safety concerns? RLun 1L
What is the surrounding land presently used for? To the North - < To the East - w**
To the South - <1 Tothe West - Rusac
If this application results in a new building lot, does Council consider the location to be conducive
to surrounding development, etc.? e
Does Council foresee any new dernands for murnicipal services as a result of this kind of
application? B
Does Council intend to provide any new municipal services as a result of this application?
Bk
RECOMMENDATIONS:
Has Council passed a By-law that land be set aside for public purpose under Section 42(1) of
The Planning Act? pA
Or, alternatively, does Council wish to require cash-in-lieu of conveyance under Section 42(6} of
the Act? WA
Having regard to the matters noted in the atlached application. does Council recommend
consent be given?
H not, why? s
Shouid consent be granted, would Council wish to recommend any specific conditions?
If so, please set out, with reasons, on a separate letter.

Date: _Nuseer 13 2.0 Signed:

el

Pl allag Ty Cavdl™

Title:

Nftrwnce

Municipality/Township of




Part Lot 6 Concession XVl

Being Part 2 Plan 31R-3970, Part 1 Plan 31R-643,

Part 1 Plan 31R-452, and Instrument No. T20487

(#29 and #43 Indian Point Lane) FILE NO: B19-21
Township ofAssiginack

Municipality of Assiginack

District of Manitoulin
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NECEIVED
AUG 15 2021

Per thbkcounty Office of the Warden

Warden Jim Aitcheson

MPP Randy Pettapiece
randy.pettapiece@pc.ola.or

August 16, 2021

_RE: Relationship with MPAC

Dear MPP Pettapiece,

At the regular meeting of Council held on August 5, 2021, Perth County Council passed the following
resolution brought forward from a Notice of Motion:

WHEREAS municipal governments in Ontario are obliged to receive property assessment
services from the Municipal Property Assessment Corporation (MPAC); and

WHEREAS municipalities are funding the mandatory services of MPAC; and

WHEREAS the work of MPAC directly affects the equitability of property taxation in Perth
County and in Ontario; and

WHEREAS the Government of Ontario has announced in its 2021 Ontario Budget, that it will
be undertaking a Property Assessment and Taxation Review which will address MPAC’s
performance and will seek the input from all benefiting municipalities; and

WHEREAS the Council of the County of Perth endorses Ontario’s expressed intention for a
review, including a review of the accuracy and stability of property assessments and the
strengthening of governance and accountability of MPAC; and

WHEREAS the County of Perth acknowledges that an evaluation of MPAC is warranted given
there have been a number of performance and level of service concerns that need to be
addressed;

NOW THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Council of the County of Perth:

THAT Staff be given direction to research and prepare a report in anticipation of the
Province’s request for input that achieves the following:

e Reviews the details of the financial performance (e.g., balance sheet and income
statement reviews) of the Municipal Property Assessment Corporation to support our
understanding of the viability of the Corporation and its alignment of spend and assets
for their defined mission, mandate and objectives;

Corporation of the County of Perth 1 Huron Street, Stratford, Ontario, Canada N5A 554
t.519-271-0531 £.519-271-6265 www.perthcounty.ca



* Reviews level of service parameters and performance levels (e.g., key indicators
related to accuracy, timeliness, process efficiencies, consistency of outcomes, land use
classification revisions, and missed properties) of MPAC efforts in Perth County,
collaborating with the lower tier municipalities of Perth County to support with data
collection; and

* (Clarifies the current governance model and accountabilities of MPAC’s Board of
Directors, including accountabilities for their performance and means of complaint
submission and resolution.

AND THAT, a letter, including a copy of this resolution, be distributed to MPP Randy
Pettapiece, Perth-Wellington; Hon. Steve Clark, the Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing;
and all municipalities in Ontario.

We thank you for your advocacy on this matter and look forward to supportive responses from our
municipal counterparts and officials from all levels of government.

Sincerely,

Jim Aitcheson, Warden
The Corporation of the County of Perth

Ccc:
Hon. Steve Clark — Steve.Clark@pc.ola.org
Ontario Municipalities
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Federation of Northern Ontario Municipalities

August 17, 2021 4 U
Media Release /7 i)

The Federation of Northern Ontario Municipalities (FONOM), the Northwestern Ontario
Municipal Association, and the Northern Ontario Service Deliverers Association jointly
discussed the crisis of Homelessness, Mental Health, and the Opioid Crisis with the Provincial
Government. FONOM President Danny Whalen, NOMA Executive Member Rick Dumas, and
NOSDA Vice-Chair Mark King shared with the seven Provincial Minister, Associate Minister,
and a Parliamentary Assistant the experiences in our communities during the Annual AMO
Conference. The Municipal organizations believe the three topics are intertwined, and our
presentation clarified that to the ministries. Danny Whalen commented, “this was the first time
our three Organizations have collaborated on any issue,” and “with the impact these issues are
having in our communities, working together is imperative.”

The organizations appreciate the efforts, of all the agencies working to help and support those
addicted to opioids. In some districts, over 30 agencies are providing some assistance. But we
would like to see more coordination with Municipalities/DSSAB’s or consolidation of these
agencies with the input of Municipalities/DSSAB’s and local stakeholders. As we believe, a
streamlined agency would be able to put the combined funds to better use. We hope these
agencies would willingly work this out between themselves. Danny Whalen commented, “But if
not, we would ask that our local Ontario Health Teams, in consultation with
Municipalities/DSSAB’s and local stakeholders, support a province-wide strategy that
supports such consolidation.

Mayor Dumas shared, “The province must apply a rural and northern lens and work in
collaboration with ministries to construct a plan for affordable and supportive housing” and
asked, *for the province to develop a housing strategy for the North and capital funding to
address the shortage of affordable housing.”

Councillor King thanked the Province for the significant commitment this government has made
in allocating 3.8 billion dollars over the next ten years. But the organizations called on the
Province to take an all of government approach, 1o manage and find made in the North solutions
to the Mental Health and Addictions Crisis. They called on the Premier to establish a Northern
Ontario Joint Partnership table to manage the Mental Health and Addictions Crisis in Northern
Ontario. King commented, “we want to work with this government to ensure the right resources
are put in the right communities to reach people who need the resources where they live”, further
“above all, we ask that this government recognize municipalities and NOSDA as a partner in
our collective efforts to address the growing mental health and addiction challenges.”

COSn, by, il

FONOM President NOMA President NOSDA Chair
Danny Whalen Wendy Landry Michelle Boileau
705-622-2479 807- 626-6686 705-465-5026



Assiginack Museum Advisory Committee
Box 238
Manitowaning. Ontario
POP INO

August 5. 2021

The Assiginack Museum Advisory Committee is in favour of and supports any actions in regards to the
removal of dead or dying trees withing the Manitowaning Cenotaph grounds as deemed necessary by
Council and Municipal staff for the ongoing care and appearance of of the Cenotaph site.

A motion in support of this was made at the Assiginack Museum Committee meeting held on August 4,
2021.

Sincerely.

Alice Pennie
Committee Chair
Museum Advisory Committee



AUG 23 799
Gravel WATCH

August 4, 2021

Sanjay Coelho

Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks - Environmental Policy Branch
40 St Clair Avenue West, Floor 10

Toronto, ON M4V1M2

mecp.landpolicy@ontario.ca

RE: ERO 019-2785

Dear Mr. Coelho

The following is the submission from Gravel Watch Ontario {(GWQ; gravelwatch.org) in response to the
request for comments on the Proposed Land Use Compatibility Guideline, Ministry of Environment,
Conservation and Parks (March 2021) ERO 019-2785.

About Gravel Watch Ontario

Gravel Watch Ontario is a province-wide coalition of citizen groups and individuals that acts in the
interests of residents and communities to protect the health, safety, quality of life of Ontarians and the
natural environment in matters that relate to aggregate resources.

GWO recognizes the obligation to protect agricultural lands, water resources and the natural
environment, all of which are essential for building a climate-resilient Ontario for future generations.
GWO works with and on behalf of our members and communities throughout the province to advocate
that policies regulating aggregate extraction not result in permanent loss of farmland or rural landscape
amenities and do not damage the integrity of the water resources supplied by the rural landscape.
Gravel Watch Ontario has commented on government planning and aggregate policies for over 15 years.

We understand that ERO notice 019-2785 links to four separate compliance initiatives. GWO’s
submission focuses on aggregate resources as it pertains to these draft Land Use Compatibility
Guidelines. In general, GWO found the information regarding aggregate to be scattered throughout
various sections of the document, often unclear or contradictory, making it particularly onerous on the
reviewer to sift through and sort out the intent and nature of land use compatibility as it relates to
apggregate operations. The ensuing discussion has italicized and indented the instructions identified in
the Guideline with GWO’s comments following thereafter for ease of reference.



1 INTRODUCTION & CONTEXT

1.1 Overview

GWO Concern/Issue — Preferential Treatment of Aggregate Class 3 Major Facilities over Sensitive Land
Uses

The objective of the current EPA D-6 Guideline is to “prevent or minimize the encroachment of
sensitive land use upon industrial land and vice versa, as these two types of land uses are

normally incompatible due to possible adverse effects on sensitive land use created by industrial
operations.”

The overview of the Land Use Compatibility Guideline states that “the Guideline is to be applied
to achieve and maintain land use compatibility between major facilities and sensitive land uses
when a planning approval under the Planning Act is needed in the following circumstances:
¢ Anew or expanding sensitive land use is proposed near an existing or planned major
facility, or

* A new or expanding major facility is proposed near an existing or planned sensitive land
use.”

Although the Compatibility Guideline requires equal application by both a major facility and a sensitive
land use, they are not treated equally throughout the document. For example, Section 2.8 of the
Guideline, demonstration of need is to be carried out by proponents of sensitive land uses only. In
Appendix D, the Area of Influence (AOIl) and the Minimum Distance Separation (MDS) for are not

applicable to land use decisions for new or expanding aggregate operations.

The Guideline also identifies aggregates as a sector which has had a history of ongoing and frequent

complaints. Situating aggregate operations near sensitive land uses under exempted and exclusive rules
does not achieve compatibility.

GWO Recommendation #1

¢ Apply the Guideline in the same manner for new or expanding aggregate operations as for
sensitive land uses.

1.2 General Approach to Planning for Land Use Compatibility

GWO Concern/lIssue -- Co-existence and Compatibility Not Conceptually Related

“Land Use compatibility is achieved when major facilities and sensitive land uses can co-exist and

thrive for the long-term within @ community through planning that recognizes the locational
needs of both.”

The terms compatibility and co-existence are not conceptuaily the same. Compatibility denotes
relations that are well-suited, friendly and harmonious. Co-existence, on the other hand, denotes
tolerance and forbearance. Inferring these terms are correlated sets the stage for further conflict,
lengthy appeals and increased costs for all parties.



In Section 3.8, the concept of co-existence as meaning tolerance is confirmed.

“.....after @ major facility has obtained its necessary planning approvals to be located in an area
that may be close to a sensitive land use (e.g. a residential development), or vice versa..... the
tools available to the Ministry {MECP) to deal with contaminants from the facility as well as
technical solutions may be limited...... which may result in a situgtion where the sensitive land
use has to co-exist with ‘minor impacts’ from the major facility over the long term..... and
subseguent complaints about adverse affects {noise, dust and odour) may be directed to the
municipality”.

Minor impacts are not defined but the sensitive land use is expected to tolerate the resulting adverse
effects for the long term. Long term consequences can result in societal costs associated with health
and safety or environmental degradation. [t's an unfair practice to expect the public to tolerate long
term consequences.

Use of the term co-existence does not align with federal international agreements regarding sustainable
development and climate change which strive for a balance between the various sectors of society. This
balance is also reflected in Ontario’s environment, climate change and planning frameworks.

GWO Recommendation #2:
¢ Maintain the conceptual distinction between compatibility and co-existence.
e Distinguish between minor and major impacts.
e Ensure the MECP Guideline aligns with national and international agreements as well as the
provinces’ social, environmental and climate change responsibilities.

1.3 Guiding Hierarchy for Land Use Compatibility Planning
GWO Concerns/Issues — The PPS not being read in its’ entirety.

“Separation of incompatible land uses is the preferred approach to avoiding land use
compatibility issues. The Guideline state that this approach is consistent with PPS 1.1.5.6”

The PPS speaks to the incompatibility of sensitive residential land use with existing aggregate
operations. GWO believes that the reverse is also true as per Case Law - Capital Paving v Wellington
{County) 2010 Carswell Ont. Paragraph 6....

“it is fair to say the PPS speaks to incompatibility of sensitive residential use with earlier

operations, and the reverse is also true, that a proposed pit may be incompatible with prior

residential use”.

Although the Guideline in Section 1.7.1 generally supports fulfiliment of provincial interests identified in

the PPS, missing throughout the document is identification to the pertinent PPS clauses which direct

consideration for development to (1) consider social and environmental impacts, and (2) only permit
development once potential impacts have been addressed.



GWO Recommendation #3:
s Apply the same requirement for new or expanding major facilities near established and
planned sensitive land uses as for sensitive land uses being proposed near major facilities.
¢ Consistently apply all relevant PPS clauses.

GWO Concern/Issue — Ambiguous Terminology and Lack of Meaningful Public Involvement
“When ovoidance {i.e. separation) alone is not possible, minimizing and mitigating potential impacts

may provide a basis for a proposal. If minimization is not viable, the proposed incompatible land use
should not be enabled, and related planning or development applications should not be_approved”

GWO supports this Guideline. The term ‘should’, however, is indefinite and subject to interpretation
and ambiguity.

GWO Recommendation #4:
o (Change the word ‘should’ to ‘shall’ to provide clear direction to ensure incompatible uses are
not enabled nor approved.

“Planning authorities, proponents and the surrounding communities ‘should work together’ to
achieve land use compatibility”.

Working together is a viable approach to achieving compatibility. ‘Should work together implies
relationship building, collaboration and compromise. Appendix C, however, outlines best practices for
relationship building as merely communicating with members of the public. Communication relates to
the informing stage of planning engagement conventions as depicted on Step 3 of the Arnstein’s Ladder
of Public Participation (https://www.citizenshandbook.org/arnsteinsladder.html.) ‘Informing’ is
generally a one-way communication strategy that rarely results in even minor adjustments. Informing
does not denote, nor reflect the concept of ‘working together’. Society’s legal and institutional
framework that sanctions planning decisions has increasingly recognized the benefit of various
engagement measures for practical deliberations that include various perspectives and encourages
dialogue to promote understanding among stakeholders’ values and interests. The role of the public to
bring forth community values Is critical. It is also critical to consider the concept of ‘working together’ as
relationship building and collaboration in regards to the Duty to Consult with Indigenous Peoples.

GWO Recommendation #5:
¢ Change ‘should work together’ to ‘shall work together’.
* Enable collaboration to achieve the desired outcome of compatibility.
¢ Clearly identify the government’s responsibility for the Duty to Consult with Indigenous Peoples
and ensure it is implemented at the outset of development when changes in land use are being
considered.



1.6 Roles and Responsibilities
1.6.1 Planning Authorities

Planning authorities must not approve development proposals where there are irreconcilable
incompatibilities (i.e. adverse effects with no feasible required mitigation measures). Land use
planning decisions that result in incompatibility may create ongoing issues for all parties,
including municipalities to address noise and odour complaints and other impacts.

GWO supports the above guideline.
GWO Concern/Issue ~ Increased responsibility on the planning authorities

Planning authorities also undertake planning exercises which must address land use
compatibility, such as comprehensive reviews of OPs, development of secondary plans and
reviews of zoning by-laws. To address land use compatibility, OP policies and land use
designations....must be up-to-date and in accordance with this Guideline.

Updating OPs and zoning by-laws is a daunting task which puts pressure on planning authorities’
capacity requirements and ultimately for increasing property taxes. Although mandated under the same
Planning Act as municipalities, Local Planning Authorities in rural and unorganized territories do not
have the correspending human and financial resources to carry out basic planning functions, let alone
up-dates to OPs and zoning by-laws in regards to this Guideline.

GWO Recommendation #6:
® Do no overburden planning authorities’ capacity and planning budgets.
* Review the viability and effectiveness of Local Planning Boards to carry out high level planning
functions.

2. TOOLS TO ASSESS LAND USE COMPATIBILITY
2.1.1-3 Areas of Influence and Minimum Set Back Distances

GWO Concern/fIssue —
Preferential Treatment Given to Aggregate Operations

An influence area approach to minimize land use conflicts for aggregate resource extraction has long
been recognized. The 1986 Guideline on Implementation of the Mineral Aggregate Resources Policy
Statement (Ministry of Natural Resources) states that:

“An influence area is the area surrounding a pit or quarry where the impacts of the operation
may be felt on the environment, nearby residents and land uses. The influence area concept is
intended to protect existing or designated sensitive land uses from proposed pits or quarries and
existing or designated pits or quarries from encroachment by sensitive uses ...”

Guideline Section 1.2 recognizes that sensitive land uses located too close to a major facility could
experience environmental impacts as well as risks to public heaith and safety. Similarly, Section 2.1.3
states that:



“proposals should not result in sensitive land uses being located in MSDs as adverse effects are
highly likely to occur.”

While a planning authority may determine that an Area of Influence may be smaller (based on
supporting studies), it must never be smaller than the MSD in the Guideline. However, while
recognizing that some above-ground equipment such as crushers, ready-mix concrete plants and asphalt
plants may require ECA’s, the Guideline states:

The AOI and MSD in the Guideline are not applicable to land use decisions for new or expanding
aggregate operations proposed near sensitive land use.

And, Section 2.2 states:

Aggregate Operations {Aggregate extraction, Resource Extraction, Other mineral quarries)
identified as Class 3 (AO! 1,000 m/MSD 500 m) ACI and MSD only applies to new or expanding

sensitive land use proposals near major facility aggreqate operations.

In addition, the Aggregate Resources Ontario Provincial Standards (AROPS) refers to measurement of
separation as the distances to sensitive receptors, not to the property boundary of a sensitive land use
as recommended in Section 2.4 and in relation to Section 3.3 “At-receptor mitigation is not recognized
by the Ministry to mitigate odour and dust impacts” and in Appendix B.1 “the Ministry-developed AQIs
in this Guideline should address both noise and vibration...separation distances for noise are larger than
vibration so covering noise impacts will cover vibration impacts” which fails to account for any future
expansions of the aggregate operation or changes to the site plan.

Although Guideline Section 4 recommends planning mechanisms to assist in the implementation of land
use compatibility, Section 66 of the ARA is highly restrictive of municipal authority such as municipal site
ptan controls and development permits. Both the PPS (Section 2.5.2.4) as well as the ARA (Section 12.1
(1.1) prohibit municipalities from issuing zoning by-laws to restrict the depth of extraction while
Guideline Section 4.1 recommends adverse impacts on sensitive land uses to be considered at the
Official Plan {OP) and zoning stage. Section 13 of the ARA, however, allows the Minister, at any time, to
rescind or vary a condition of a licence, amend a licence or require a licensee to amend the site plan. A
licensee may also make the same requests of the Minister at any time. These unknown operational
impacts cannot be adequately assessed or determined at the planning/approval stage. The question
then becomes...how can a planning authority be responsible for approvals of an industrial extractive
zoning when site plans can be changed at the licensing stage and throughout the life of the license for
which the planning authority has no control?

GWO Recommendation #7:
* For new or expanding aggregate operations:

o Apply the prescribed AOI and MSD required for Class 3 Major Industrial Facilities
proposed near Sensitive Land Uses,

o Measure separation distances (AOl and MSD} from the property boundary of the
proposed aggregate operation (Class 3 Major facility) and from the property boundary
of the existing sensitive land use to accommodate future expansions of the major
facility,



© Adhere to the Guideline for a Class 3 Major Facility {as identified in Section 2.2 Table 1)
with the understanding that some aggregate operations may cause adverse effects
beyond the MSD of 500 M and in some cases, beyond the ACI of 1000 M

o Be subject to the steps in Section 2.5 for a proposed or expanding major facility that is
within the AOI or MSD of an existing or planned sensitive land use.

o Recognize Section 2.9 of the Decision Tree for Land Use Compatibility that may result in
a proposed Major Facility not going ahead if expected adverse effects cannot be
minimized and/or mitigated to the level of no adverse effects.

2.8 Demonstration of Need
GWO Concern/lssue — Preferential Treatment Given to Aggregate Producers — no balance
The demonstration of need.....is only required by proponents of sensitive land uses.

When considering new sensitive land uses near mineral aggregate areas, planning authorities
must consider active aggregate operations, zoning which permits future aggregate operations
and, where provincial information is available, deposits of mineral aggregate resources.

The concern in this Section is the nature and regional distribution of aggregate since there are areas
throughout the province where distribution of aggregate is ubiquitous. “Freezing” land has the
potential to restrict settlement to narrow confines. This situation does not take into consideration
future generations, which is antithetical to the United Nations concepts and definitions pertaining to
‘development that meets the needs of the present without compromising the needs of future
generations’. Freezing land also creates the risk for mega-quarry development that can lead to long
term and irreversible impacts. There is little data available regarding aggregate reserves yet the focus is
to open up new lands closer to market as a means to reduce transportation costs for the producer.
Lands nearest to market are also lands nearest or adjacent to residential or farm lands which places the
risk of long term and irreversible impacts onto the sensitive land use.

An unbalanced approach to demonstration of need will perpetuate conflict, constrained relations, and
more appeals, thereby increasing costs for government, the proponent and the general public which is
contradictory to the stated purpose of this Guideline.

GWO Recommendation #8
¢ Apply the same requirement for Demonstration of Need in the same manner to new or
expanding major facilities as for sensitive land uses being proposed near major facilities.
s Ensure compatibility is a two way process.

The Guideline further states:
Compatibility studies should be prepared by the proponent......the planning authority is
responsible to review compatibility....If in house expertise is not available, the planning authority
should consider having a peer review of studies at the expense of the proponent.

' World Commission on Environment and Development. Qur Common Future, Oxford, UK. Oxford. University Press.
1987.



GWO Recommendation #9
e Should a planning authority conduct a review of a proponent’s compatibility study with in-
house expertise, the expense should be borne by the proponent.

3. COMPUIANCE

GWO Concern/Issue — The public is expected to tolerate impacts for the long term
Increased municipal responsibility to deal with complaints

“Per its compliance framework, the Ministry may refer incidents related to compatibility issues
that stem from planning decision to a more appropriate level of government or agency (e.q.
municipality).....after a major facility has obtained its necessary planning approvals to be located
in an area that may be close to a sensitive land use {e.g. a residential development), or vice

subsequent complaints about adverse affects (noise, dust and odour) may be directed to the
municipality”.

Conceptual alignment regarding co-existence as being compatible is applicable here. Refer to Section 1
regarding terminology. Co-existence and compatibility are not conceptually the same and compatibility
is a two-way process.

Refer to page 3 regarding the discussion pertaining to Section 1.2 and the lack of distinction between
minor and major impacts. Shifting EPA compliance to the planning authority puts pressure an municipal
capacity requirements which ultimately puts pressure on increasing municipal property taxes thereby
shifting the financial responsibility to the public. In areas outside municipal boundaries, the role of Local
Planning Boards is not mentioned and the public in these areas have no avenue available to have their
concerns or complaints dealt with appropriately given the capacity limitations of Planning Boards.
Similar to Section 2, how can planning authorities be responsible for compliance issues when site plans
can be changed at the licensing stage and throughout the life of the aggregate operations which is
outside the planning authorities’ jurisdiction?

GWO Recommendation #10
e  Ensure compatibility goes both ways.
e Do not overburden planning authorities with EPA compliance issues.
* Review the viability and effectiveness of Local Planning Boards to deal with EPA complaints and
compliance issues.



4.0 IMPLEMENTATION AND PLANNING TOOLS
43.1 Municipal By-laws

GWO Concern/Issue
¢ iIncreased workload for planning authorities and risk of increasing property tax burden
¢ lLack of reference to fly rock as a contaminant

Onus is on the municipality to enforce by-laws that would prevent and respond to land use
compatibility issues.

Development and enforcement of by-laws regarding EPA compatibility issues puts further pressure on
planning authorities’ capacity requirements and risk of increase to local property taxes. As stated above,
once the license has been approved, the planning authorities’ oversight is limited by the PPS and the
ARA. In addition, Local Planning Boards do not have the capacity for by-law enforcement. The publicin
these areas must rely on the good will of the self-reporting aggregate producers to comply with
compatibility issues.

GWO Recommendation #11:
¢ Do not overburden planning authorities’ capacity and planning budgets.

e The province needs to review the viability and effectiveness of Local Planning Boards to not only
develop by-laws but to carry out their enforcement.

GWO Recommendation #12:
s MECP to take responsibility for monitoring and compliance regarding their mandate for the
environment as it relates to major facilities.

APPENDIX - D — SECTOR SPECIFIC RELATED TO AGGREGATES

GWO Concern/Issue
» Preferential Treatment of Aggregate Industry
»  PPS not being referred to in its entirety
» Recognition of the differences between planning and licensing stages

Overall, aggregate operations are depicted as having priority over sensitive land uses. This imbalance
includes the following:
¢ AOIs and MSDs are not applicable to land use decisions for new or expanding aggregate
operations proposed near sensitive land uses,
s Not requiring demonstration of need,
e PPS clauses are not being applied consistently, and
* Grey areas exist between the planning and licensing functions.

The PPS favours a balanced approach regarding the potential for social and environmental impacts.
Pertinent PPS clauses that consider the EPA state that development is to only be permitted when public
health & safety, air quality and climate change have been addressed. Incompatibility in terms of noise,
air, contaminants and vibration relate to public health and safety or environmental degradation and



although they are potential impacts of aggregate operations, they are not fully addressed by this
Guideline.

Within this section, the planning authority is to consider compatibility as per the PPS and the ARA.

Planning authorities....should also take into consideration that through the licensing process
under the Aggregate Resource Act (ARA}, MNRF also has requirements to assess potential

impacts on existing nearby land uses and whether it is feasible to mitigate potential impacts

through that process.

The ARA is not a feasible mechanism to address compatibility because it is proponent driven. Although
addressing public concerns regarding potential impacts from operations are the proponent’s
responsibility under the ARA, the purposes of the ARA are to manage, control and regulate aggregate
resources and operations to “minimize” the adverse impact on the environment. Compatibility between
land uses is a government planning function and a responsibility that relates to public interest and
community well-being. As a business, the proponent’s corporate responsibility is to their shareholders
and business profitability. The ARA and accompanying AROPS are not planning but operational
documents and focus on the merits of the proposed pit’s operations.

GWO Recommendation #13
¢ Be explicit regarding all compatibility requirements.
Clearly identify that the PPS is to be read in its’ entirely.
e Aggregate operations should not take precedence over municipal planning.
* Recognize the difference between the planning and licensing functions.

GWO Concern/issue ~ Preferential Treatment of Aggregate Operations

“Planning authorities must consider the potential for adverse effects from aggregate operations
{including existing, planned and potential future operation), such as traffic to and from the facilities,
and noise and dust from blasting, crushing or other operations, for proposals that require a planning
approval.”

The Guideline also requires planning authorities to consider impacts for future aggregate operations
where zoning is approved, deposits of mineral aggregate resources where provincial information is
available, as well as dormant, licenced pits and quarries and un-rehabilitated “legacy” sites. Although
the surficial geology maps identify location and extent of aggregates, quality is not always well defined,
only the range and nature of the deposit. Determining quality requires further testing through bore
holes and analysis of the material. Under this Guideline aggregate operations can freeze land for
potential (not predicted) development even though the operation may not be permitted or even
feasible given the quality or quantity of the material in particular locations. Freezing land would be
detrimental to a cohesive society, compatible relations and future generations.

GWO Recommendation #14:
* Consider equity and the balance of land uses and opportunities for future generations.

Appendix D does not consider other potential adverse effects from aggregate operations such as the
potential for groundwater and surface water contamination. Since these adverse effects on sensitive
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land uses are not specified in the Guidelines, there may be confusion for planning authorities when
considering approvals for rezoning of aggregate operations.

GWO Recommendation #15:
¢ Clearly indicate that MECP Guidelines relate to noise, dust, odour and vibrations only.
e (Clearly indicate that planning authorities need to consider all adverse effects when considering
planning proposals.

WHAT'S MISSING IN THE GUIDELINES

1. Fly Rock

The Guideline does not include fly rock as a discharge from quarry blasting and the adverse effect on
sensitive land uses. Ontario Regulation 244/97 under the ARA which pertains to fly rock was approved
on November 2020 and should be addressed in the Guideline.

2. Cumulative Effects

Aggregate extraction is often described as a temporary or interim use even though aggregate licenses
are granted with no end date (in perpetuity) and gravel pits and quarries can lie dormant for decades.

It is the local property owners, residents and communities which are in the location for the long term
and will have to live with the consequences. MNRF's siloed approach to assessing aggregate operations
and pit licenses is maladaptive to deal with the long term consequences that can result from the
expansion of aggregate operations. A project specific lens is not adequate to determine the incremental
effects from past, present and future human actions. It is misleading to not consider the full potential of
social and environmental impacts from all development occurring in a region, not merely from one
operation but how that operation relates within the locational context.

GWO Recommendation #16:
* [nclude land use compatibility provisions to protect sensitive land uses and the environment
from the adverse impacts of fly rock.
o Consider the cumulative effects of past, current and future developments before there are
unsightly and irreversible effects.

CONCLUSION

The long standing recognition of the inherent incompatibility between sensitive land uses and industrial
lands goes back in history to when land use activities that generated noise, smell, unsanitary or
hazardous conditions were walled off from civic activities and living spaces as a means to regulate
compatibility. Whether a sensitive land use proposes ta expand near an existing aggregate operation, or
whether an aggregate operation proposes to expand near an existing sensitive land use, the effects will
be the same. Planning was and is the mechanism to provide guidance to reduce the risk for social and
environmental impacts and/or conflicts associated with land use decisions.

Compatibility is a two-way process and must be reflected throughout the document. Aggregate
extraction, by its very nature, is not a renewable resource and therefore cannot be considered a
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sustainable resource. The Guideline should align with global concepts of sustainable development and
the underlying tenants of corporate social responsibility and adherence to good planning. The Guideline
should be applied by the municipality when considering planning applications for new and expanding
pits and quarries near sensitive land uses where the effects on and of climate change and the health and
safety of communities and future generations can be considered, The ARA proponent-driven, site-
specific studies of the aggregate licencing process should not be substituted for good planning. Unless
the Guideline is applied to aggregate operations as Class lll industrial facilities without exemption, and
planning authorities are given the tools and human and financial resources to carry out the expectations
in this Guideline, land use compatibility and the potential for conflict with nearby sensitive land uses
cannot be resolved.

SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS

GWO Recommendation #1
¢ Apply the Guideline in the same manner for new or expanding aggregate operations as for
sensitive land uses.

GWO Recommendation #2:
¢ Maintain the conceptual distinction between compatibility and co-existence.
e Distinguish between minor and major impacts.
e Ensure the MECP Guideline aligns with national and international agreements as well as the
provinces’ social, environmental and climate change responsibilities.

GWO Recommendation #3:
s  Apply the same requirement for new or expanding major facilities near established and
planned sensitive land uses as for sensitive land uses being proposed near major facilities.
¢ Consistently apply all relevant PPS clauses.

GWO Recommendation #4:
e Change the word ‘should’ to ‘shall’ to provide clear direction to ensure incompatible uses are
not enabled nor approved.

GWO Recommendation #5:
e Change ‘should work together’ to ‘shall work together’.
* Enable collaboration to achieve the desired outcome of compatibility.
¢ (Clearly identify the government’s responsibility for the Duty to Consult with Indigenous Peoples
and ensure it is implemented at the outset of development when changes in land use are being
considered.

GWO Recommendation #6:
» Do no overburden planning authorities’ capacity and planning budgets.

* Review the viability and effectiveness of Local Planning Boards to carry out high level planning
functions.
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GWO Recommendation #7
s That new or expanding aggregate operations;

o Apply the prescribed AOI and MSD required for Class 3 Major Industrial Facilities
proposed near Sensitive Land Uses,

o Measure separation distances {AOI and MSD) from the property boundary of the
proposed aggregate operation (Class 3 Major facility) and from the property boundary
of the existing sensitive land use to accommodate future expansions of the major
facility,

o Adhere to the Guideline for a Class 3 Major Facility (as identified in Section 2.2 Table 1)
with the understanding that some aggregate operations may cause adverse effects
beyond the MSD of 500 M and in some cases, beyond the AQI of 1000 M

o Be subject to the steps in Section 2.5 for a proposed or expanding major facility that is
within the AOI or MSD of an existing or planned sensitive land use.

o Recognize Section 2.9 of the Decision Tree for Land Use Compatibility that may result in
a proposed Major Facility not going ahead if expected adverse effects cannot be
minimized and/or mitigated to the level of no adverse effects.

GWO Recommendation #8
s  Apply the same requirement for Demonstration of Need in the same manner to new or
expanding major facilities as for sensitive land uses being proposed near major facilities.
s Ensure compatibility is a two way process.

GWO Recommendation #9
¢ Should a planning authority conduct a review of a proponent’s compatibility study with in-
house expertise, the expense should be borne by the proponent.

GWO Recommendation #10
* Ensure compatibility goes both ways.
+ Do not overburden planning authorities with EPA compliance issues.
» Review the viability and effectiveness of Local Planning Boards to deal with EPA complaints and
compliance issues.

GWO Recommendation #11:
¢ Do not overburdening planning authorities’ capacity and planning budgets.

e Review the viability and effectiveness of Local Planning Boards to not only develop by-laws but
to carry out their enforcement.

GWO Recommendation #12:

» MECP to take responsibility for monitoring and compliance regarding their mandate for the
environment as it relates to major facilities.

GWO Recommendation #13
s Be explicit regarding all compatibility requirements.
s Clearly identify that the PPS is to be read in its’ entirely.
s Aggregate operations should not take precedence over municipal planning.
¢ Recognize the difference between the planning and licensing functions.
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GWO Recommendation #14:
* Consider equity and the balance of land uses as well as opportunities for future generations.

GWO Recommendation #15:
* (learly indicate that MECP Guidelines relate to noise, dust, odour and vibrations only.
¢ (Clearly indicate that planning authorities need to consider all adverse effects when considering
planning proposals.

GWO Recommendation #16:
* Include land use compatibility provisions to protect sensitive land uses and the environment
from the adverse impacts of fly rock.
* Consider the cumulative effects of past, current and future developments before there are
unsightly and irreversible effects.

REFERENCES:
Arnstein’s Ladder of Public Participation, found at:

(https://www.citizenshandbook.org/arnsteinsladder.html.)

EPA D-Series Guidelines
D-1 Land Use and Compatibility
D-1-1 Land Use Compatibility: Procedure for Implementation
D-1-2 Land Use Compatibility: Specific Applications
D-1-3 Land Use Compatibility: Definitions
D-6 Compatibility between Industrial Facilities
D-6-1 Industrial Categorization Criteria
D-6-3 Separation Distances

Government Documents:
Aggregate Resources Act Regulations, Amendments 2020
Aggregate Resources of Ontario Provincial Standards, Amendments 2020
Provincial Policy Statement 2020
Ontario Planning Act
Mineral Aggregate Resources Policy Statement and Guideline on Implementation
Ontario Environmental Protection Act (EPA)

World Commission on Environment and Development. Qur Common future, Oxford, UK. Oxford.
University Press. 1987.
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Mark L. Dorfman, Planner Inc.

215 - 50 WestTount Read Morth, Watetlan, ON A2L 2RS
Te'ephcne: 519-888.6370 ~ Facs miig 519-838-8382 ~ =-rail dmark@rildoica

June 21, 2021
Report to: Township of Ramara Committee of the Whole

Subject: Proposed Land Use Compatibility Guideline
Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks (MECP)

Recommendations

1, That the Committee of the Whole receive the Report, *Proposed Land Use Compatibility
Guideline’, dated June 21, 2021, as presented by Mark Dorfman; and

2. The Township of Ramara shall submit this Report and Recommendations to the Ontario
Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks under Environmental Registry of
Ontario Nurnber 019-2785, prior to July 3, 2021, to m=cp.landoclicy Gontanc ca

At its meeting held on June 7, 2021, the Committee of the Whole passed a motion requesting
“A report regarding the Aggregate sections of the proposed Land Use Compatibility
Guidelines”.

On May 4, 2021, MECP published the proposed Guidelines for public consultation. This is one
of four initiatives that were issued at the same timea. These initiatives are intended “to
strengthen compliance tools that hold polluters accountable and create consistent guidelines
to prevent and address noise and odour issues.”

Submissions to MECP are to be made on or before July 3, 2021.
EXISTING D-SERIES GUIDELINES

The MECP intends to update and replace the D-Series Guidelines related to land use
compatibility that has existed since July 1995. The existing Guideline D-6, “*Compatibility
Between Industrial Facilities and Sensitive land uses” applies to the land use planning process
“to prevent or minimize future land use problems due to the encroachment of sensitive land
uses and industrial land uses on one another”,

The D-6 Guideline does not apply to pits and quarries if there are site specific studies related
to an aggregate application. Otherwise, as I understand, when an official plan/ amendment
and zoning bylaw/amendment are considered for new sensitive land uses encroaching on an
existing pit or quarry, the D-6 Guideline should be used by the municipality. Although not
clearly enunciated in the D-6 Guideline, 1 believe that the D-6 Guideline should be used when
the municipality is considering planning applications for new and expanding pits and quarries.




THE PROPOSED LAND USE COMPATIBILITY GUIDELINE

Overview

The proposed Guideline focuses on official plan and zoning bylaw updates; applications to
amend the official plan, the 2oning bylaw, site plan applications, and plan of subdivision
applications. 1t is clearly stated that the municipality should use the Guideline where a new
of expanding sensitive land use is proposed near an existing or planned major facility and
where a new or expanding major facility is proposed near and existing or planned sensitive
land use.

A Major Facllity includes Resource Extraction Activities. A Sensitive Land Use is a building,
amenity area or outdoor space, such as dwellings, day care centres, health and education
facilities, public parks, harbours.

The Guideline is used to enable certain land uses to coexist in the long-term. Compatibility
is two ways: it means that adverse effects such as noise, dust, odour and vibration from Major
Facilities on Sensitive Land uses can be achieved, and that compiaints from nearby Sensitive
Land Uses do not add costs to Major Facilities for mitigation after the fact.

COMPATIBILITY METHODOLOGY

{a) Municipalities are guided to determine Areas of Influence ("AOIs”) and Minimum
Separation Distances (“"MSDs") surrounding existing or planned Major Facilities that
are established by the Province. The AOI for Aagregate Operations is 1,000 metres.
The MSD for Aggregate Operations is 500 metres. The AOI and the MSD only apply
to new or expanding Sensitive Land Use proposals near a Major Facility
aggregate operation. (See Tabie 1, pages 23 to 25).

(b} The Municipality Is directed to undertake a Compatibility Study if a development
proposal is in an AOI of 1,000 metres. The Compatibility Study assesses where
potential noise, dust, odour and vibration adverse effects are very likely to occur and
incompatible development should not normally take place in the minimum 500 metre
MSD.

(c) A Demonstration of Need Study is required by the municipality to determine
whether there is an identified need for the proposed Sensitive Land Use in the
proposed location in the ADIL, and if alternative locations outside the AQI have been
evaluated and there are no reasonable alternative locations. Mitigation Measures would
be needed to ensure no adverse effects or potential impacts and no Sensitive Land Use
in the MSD. '

The Township of Ramara recommends:

1. that the Land Use Compatibility Guideline should apply to
new or expanding Aggregate Operations that are near
existing and planned Sensitive Land Uses, as well as new
or expanding Sensitive Land Uses.




2. that the Minimum AOIs and the Minimum MSD should
apply where there are new or expanding Aggregate
Operations near existing or planned Sensitive Land Uses,
as well as new or expanding Sensitive Land Uses.

3. that if the Municipality is required to undertake a
Compatibility Study, the Municipality should not be
required to pay for the total cost of a Compatibility Study
where there are planning applications for new or
expanding Aggregate Operations and new or expanding
Sensitive Land Uses.

4, that if the Municipality is required te undertake a
Damonstration of Need Study, the Municipality should not
be required to pay for the total cost of a Demonstration of
Need Study for proposed Sensitive Land Uses in the AOI
and MSD of the existing Aggregate Operations.

5. that if the Municipality is required to pay for the required
Compatibility and Need Studies, it is appropriate that the
Municipality may deny the acceptability of ptanning
applications.

6. that the Land Use Compatibility Guideline shall be used by
the Municipality to assess the appropriateness of licence
and planning appilications under the Aggregate Resources
Act and the Planning Act and approve or deny according
to good planning, conformity and consistency.

AGGREGATE SECTOR CONSIDERATIONS (APPENDIX D)

In the existing Ramara Official Plan, Schedule "D” identifies in the order of 12,560 hectares
of land as “High Potential Mineral Aggregate Resource Areas” (HPMARAS). This represents
30% of the Ramara’s total land area. The total HPMARA consists of predominately bedrock
resources, The HPMARA excludes designated Settlement Areas. The boundary of the HPMARA
Is located @ minimum of 1,000 metres from existing and planned Sensitive Land Uses such
as designated Settlement Areas, designated Shorefine Residential Areas, First Nation Reserve
lands, and Provincially Significant Wetlands. The HPMARA is consistent with the spirit of the
D-6 Guideline.

There are 14 ticenced Quarries and 8 licenced Pits in Ramara that annuaily produce in the
order of 3 million tonnes of aggregate on 1,660 hectares. Ramara is one of the top 10
producers in the provincial Growth Plan Area.

In Ramara, 13 of the 14 licenced quarries are located within the identified HPMARAS, thereby
achieving the objective of land use compatibility with designated residential sensitive tand use
areas. The only quarry that is not within an HPMARA is currently proposing to expand its
aggregate operation within the 1,000 metre AOI and the 500 metre MSD. This matter is
scheduled to be heard by the Ontario Land Tribunal.
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Following from the above recommendations, the following issues arising from Appendix D -
Aggregate Sector Considerations raise several issues and recommendations for improvements
to the proposed Land Use Compatibility Guideline.

ssues Re i i Dust and Odour Emissions and Other Adverse Effects

(a) On page 77, it is suggested that municipalities “will also need to consider other
potential adverse effects, such as the potential for groundwater and surface water
contamination, which are not discussed specifically in this section”. This statement is
very general and applies to all Major Facilities proposed in a municipality. Ramara
understands that there are other adverse effects or impacts on Sensitive Land Uses
and that these are not included as considerations in these proposed Guidelines. This
raises confusion when considering Major Facilities in general and Aggregate Operations
specifically.

7. The Township of Ramara recommends that the second
paragraph on page 77 should be delated.

{b) Onpage 79, thereis a caution addressed to municipalities when considering Aggregate
Qperations:

It is important to plan land uses surrounding aggregate resources in a
way that both prevents adverse impacts to sensitive land uses and
ensures the Jong-term protection of aggregate resources.

The Township of Ramara Official Plan policies implement this approach by keeping
Aggregate Qperations away from settlement areas, shoreline residential areas and First
Nation Reserves and provides opportunities within the identified HPMARAs for
continued Aggregate Operations in the long-term.

8. The Township of Ramara agrees with this caution and
recommends that the proposed Guideiine include the
Ramara Official Plan case as one successful example for
achieving this land use objective.

() On page 79, the second sentence in the first paragraph, as stated, raises a major
concern for the Township of Ramara:

Pianning authorities must consider the potential for adverse effects from
aggregate operations (including existing, planned and potential future
operations), such as traffic to and from the Facilities, and noise and dust,
from blasting, crushing or other operations, for properties that require
a planning approval.

1 interpret this to mean that the Municipality is directed when assessing a planning
application for Sensitive Land Uses, such as residential, that the Municipality is
respensible for determining adverse effects as defined in the Environmental Protection
Act. It is evident from this statement that the province expects that existing, planned
and potential Aggregate Operations should have priority over Sensitive Land Uses. The
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direction to the Municipality is onerous since it implies that an environmental impact
assessment is required for any planning approval including a consent, minor variance
or even ane dwelling.

9. The Township of Ramara disagrees that the Aggregate
Operations should take precedence in municipal planning.
Since the Aggregate Operation is the potential source of
adverse effects, the adverse effect assessment must be
undertaken by the aggregate proponent whether an
Aggregate Operation is new or it is expanding near
Sensitive Land Uses.

(d) On page 79, the second paragraph reiterates the pravincial interest in Provincial Policy
Statement 2020. In particular, policy 1.2.6.1 in PPS2020 sets out the provincial
interest to balance the planning and development of Major Facilities and Sensitive Land
Uses in order to avoid, minirnize or mitigate adverse effects of Major Facilities. The
effects are broader and include contaminants other than odour and noise and also the
policy is to minimize risk to public health and safety, and to always ensure economic
viability of Major Facilities.

Policies 2.5.2.4 and 2.5.2.5 in PPS2020 direct Municipalities to protect minera!
aggregate operations and under certain “requirements” allow development and
activities within identified mineral aggregate resource areas. These provincial policies
are well understood, The paragraph continues with the caution that “these
requirements are in addition to what is recommended in this Guideline.”

This 1s interpreted to always mean that Aggregate Operations and Aggregate Resource
protection take precedence over development of sensitive uses.

10. The Townshlp of Ramara reiterates that Aggregate
Operations should not take precedence in municipal
planning. Ramara has raalized the balance betwean jand
uses and provides 12,560 hectares for protected Mineral
Aggregate Resources,

{e) On page 79, paragraph 3 confirms that the onus is on the Municipality to demonstrate
that new or expanding Sensitive Land Uses conform with the provincial ADls and MSDs
for existing or ptanned Aggregate Operations. This implies that if the Municipality has
identified protected provincial Mineral Aggregate Resources required for planned
Aggregate Operations, these areas essentially are unavailable for other development
such as residential.

In many Municipal Official Plans, Mineral Aggregate Resources are identified as an
averlay of existing designated settlement areas and built-up areas. This Guideline
should be clear that to avoid potential adverse effects, the Ramara Qfficial Plan model
should be encouraged in all Municipalities

do



(F)

(9)

11. TheTownship of Ramara recommends that paragraph 3 on
page 79 should be modified to add an option that
municipalities should identify protected Mineral Aggregate
Resources in appropriate areas beyond designated
settiement areas and residential clusters in order to avoid
potential adverse effects and land use incompatibility.

On pages 79 and 80, the first sentence in paragraph 4 clearly enunciates the provincial
objective:

The AOI and MSD in the Guideline are not applicable to land use
decisions for new or expanding aggregate operations proposed near
sensitive land uses. Planning authorities are required to address land
use compatibility with respect to new or expanding operations, as
required by the PPS.

This means that when a Municipality receives a planning application to amend the
Official Plan and/or the Zoning Bylaw for an Aggregate site, the Municipality ¢annot use
the AQOIs and MSDs to separate the new or expanding aggregate operation from
existing residential areas. Simply stated, the new or expanding aggregate operation
can locate within 1,000 metres or even 500 metres, or less from an existing stable
residential area.

In Ramara’s experience, this direction is not acceptable and this municipality has
already made the planning decision when identifying Mineral Aggregate Resource
Areas, that aggregate operations are not appropriate within 1,000 metres of existing
and planned residential areas.

12. The Township of Ramara strongly disagrees with the
provincial direction that existing and expanding aggregate
operations are not required to consider land use
compatibility and may locate within 1,000 metres of
existing and planned residaential areas that are sensitive
land uses.

On page 80, reference is made to the role of the MNRF “to assess potential impacts on
existing nearby land uses and whether it is feasible to mitigate potential impacts
through that process”. Under the Aggregate Resources Act and the aggregate
regulation and standards, the proponent for a licence is only required to consider an
area of 120 metres surrounding the proposed licenced area for most impacts.

13. The Township of Ramara disagrees that there should
never be a distinction between land use compatibility
addressed in the Aggregate Resources Act and under the
Planning Act. The AOIs and MSDs should be applied in
both directions.




(h) The proposed Land Use Compatibility Guideline does not include an important
contaminant emanating from Aggregate Quarries. The contaminant is fly rock. On
January 1, 2022, Ruie 22 of subsection 0.13 in Ontario Regulation 244/97 under the
Aggregate Resources Act, comes into effect. It stipulates that an aggregate licensee
shall ensure that the quarry is in compliance with the Rule as follows:

a licensee shall take all reasonable measures to prevent fly rock from
leaving the site during blasting if a sensitive receptor is located within
500 metres of the boundary of the site,

Fly Rock discharge from a quarry blasting is a contaminant and it is likely to cause an
adverse effect under the Environmental Protection Act. The Act requires that the
licensee must report forthwith to the MECP if the contaminant may likely cause an
adverse effect. The Ministry may issue an order for remediation and preventative
measures, Currently, there is no provincial policy, regulation or guideline that protects
the environment, people, property and natural heritage features on land and in the air
and water from the discharge of fly rock from a quarry.

14. The Township of Ramara recommends that the MECP
should modify the propased Guideline to include land use
compatibility provisions to adequately protect the
environment beyond quarry sites from the possible
adverse impacts of fly rock during blasting operations.

Respectfully submitted,

Mark L. Dorfman, £.C.L.P., R.P.P,
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August 10, 2021

Dear Township of Assiginack,

The Manitoulin Island Clinician Recruitment & Retention Committee (MICRRC) is
comprised of municipalities and townships across Manitoulin Island. Our committee
works to provide physicians and allied health care professionals to work in our
communities. We continue to implement an effective recruitment and retention plan that
includes the development of promotional and marketing tools, attendance and
interaction with physicians, medical learners and health care professionals.

Enclosed is a list of all the contribution requests for 2021 along with an invoice for your
community. We are sending this letter out to all of our partners, and since your
community has already made a contribution for the 2021 calendar year, then we would
like to take this time to say thank you. Your contribution will support the full time position
of our Recruiter who not only recruits but also supports our local physicians with their
locum needs. Moving forward, the MICRRC will be sending a letter of support with a
request for funds in December so you can have the information as you enter into budget
deliberations in the new year. Should you have any questions regarding your
contribution, please do not hesitate to contact us.

As a contributor, we invite you to select a representative to join our committee. The
MICRRC meets quarterly; March, June, September and December each year. If your
council has any questions, | am happy to present or attend a council meeting. On behalf
of the committee, we would like to thank you for your continued support.

ey i

Alyssa Spooney acNevin

Recruitment Coordinator Chair

North Share and Manitoulin Island MICRRC

aspooney@nshn.care amacnevin@townofnemi.on.ca

705-461-0097



Manitoulin Island Clinician Recruitment & Retention Committee

(MICRRC)

Community 2021 Contribution Date Received
NEMI $ 7,000
Assiginack ) 3,000 June 2021
Gordon/Barrie Island S 1,500
Central Manitoulin S 7,000 July 2021
Gore Bay S 3,500
Burpee and Mills S 1,500 April 2021
Billings $ 3,000
Tehkummah S 1,000 May 2021
MHC S 7,000 August 2021

Total [$ 34,500




Summary of data for ongoing projects, the business economy, tourism, stakeholder
relations, marketing, and/or business attraction initiatives.

1. Proposed Assiginack Arts and Events Multi-purpose Centre {(AAEC)
Assiginack recently conducted an open 3 week survey regarding the demand
for an Arts and Events Multi-purpose Centre in the downtown core sector of
Manitowaning, and the type of revenue generating activities and events
desired by primarily local tax payers.

There were 55 responses to the monkey survey, the data indicated a strong
demand for such a community driven multi-purpose centre. The survey also
indicated a demand for year-round activities with music concerts and live
theatrical performances being rated the highest respectively followed by
local produce/product markets, various art-based summer camps, and
weekly classes.

This survey results were the final element needed to complete the Assiginack
Arts and Events Committee Feasibility Study and Strategic Business Plan
which is a requirement to apply for Government funding for such a build.

Phase one applications to both FedNOR and NOHFC have been completed.

AAEC Link To Local Community and Overall Business Economy
The AAEC Benefits & Overall Need

How will AAEC Increase quality to life - Benefit the Community?

* Create a ‘drawing card’ community anchor for new development

* Drive economic impact through increased tourism - traffic to the area

* Increasing local participation of volunteers in community life

* Better connect organizations and businesses to each other

* Attract more talented and skilled people to live and work in the community
» The AAEC platform will create an all-ages and income accepting space which
will help build more inclusive and understanding communities

* Help reduce health care costs - via encourage social networking

* Build stronger sense of local pride and sense of place

* Creating an aesthetically beautiful architectural experience and legacy for
the community



How will AAEC Increase quality to life - Benefit the Individual?
* Reducing isolation, increasing community engagement and social
interaction

* Reducing stress, improving individual health and wellbeing

* Enhancing the ability to work with others and communicate ideas
» Providing opportunities for learning and personal growth

* Improving self-expression and creativity

* Increasing individual opportunity and propensity to be involved in the arts
* Improving learning, problem-solving, leadership skills

* Improving social skills and collaboration

* Achieving higher academic achievement

* Improving entrepreneurial and professional skills

Assiginack business growth is not only challenged by the current lack of year-round
traffic to the Township but also by the availability of adequate housing, availability
of commercial space to rent or lease, and availability of commercial property to
purchase.

However, the AAEC will create a new innovate public year-round access indoor
market and gallery space for entrepreneurs to flourish their home-based
businesses from.

The current business community will aiso grow as the AAEC gains momentum.

AAEC is also the significant springboard initiative that will drive the following
progressive Assiginack undertakings:

A

Currently working on compiling an investment profile ready for potential
investors.

. Secure further funding for Hwy 6 Tourism Booth' to be open year-round as a

‘NEW' investment attraction Business.

Continue to pursue funding to increase Local Pocket Parks and Trails.
Secure funding for a Manitowaning Lakeshore Engineer Study and
Development.

Obtain funding to develop a High Falls Observatory and Park.
2023-24 Weekend Heritage Fair Plan and Funding



PROJECT FEDNOR | NOHFC | OMAFRA | CHC | OTF Heritage ICIP ASSIG | TOTALS
/ Culture
Hwy Building 100,000 |7 100,000
OPTION 1 100% 137,000
Pavilion + Pathway
(Sept 15/21 Result)
OPTION 2 45% 45% 25,000 | 113,000
Waterfront {RED) {10%)
Downtown Core 137,000
Engineered Study =
{*Will INCLUDE 250,000
launch, beach, and
buildings too)
*137,00 for pavilion
/ walkway added to
study fee
AAE Centre 40% 50% +Int.? | + Interior 125,00 | 1.25Mill
100% | Finishes 0
Sound, (10%)
Fixtures
etc. ?
50%
High Falls Walkway 40% 50% 40,000 | 400,000
{10%)
ABOVE: Assig. $190,000 plus overruns for 2022-23 Budget
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August 26, 2021
To the various municipalities across Manitoulin Island
To whom it may concern;

| am writing you in my capacity as the Communications and Development Co-ordinator of the
Manitoulin Health Centre. As you may know, we have undertaken a renovation and
expansion of the Mindemoya Emergency Department to better serve our patients, including
our summer and seasonal residents. These improvements include:

¢ a clean line of sight to patient areas from the nursing station;

e greater patient confidentiality during a visit;

+ adedicated mental health observation suite;

¢ an extra bed in the trauma area;

» alarger chemotherapy suite and an infectious disease suite, complete with anteroom.

When complete, the Mindemoya Emergency Department will be a space which is larger,
safer, more comfortable and welcoming for our patients, the doctors and nurses who provide
much needed care. The renovations are scheduled for completion in July of 2022.

As part of our ongoing fundraising efforts, we will be launching a 50/50 draw mid September,
fingers crossed!

We will be marketing via all the traditional means. | am hoping however, that you may be
able to provide us with a little extra help. | am asking if you could include as part of your
next utility/tax billing or other correspondence you may have with your residents, an insert
highlighting the initiative. | can provide you with all the “stuffers” so there is no additional
work required on behalf of your staff.

On behalf of the Manitoulin Health Centre, thank you for your consideration. | can be
reached at the hospital at (705) 368-2300 ext 2335, on my cell at (705) 348-0961 or by email
at ktimmermans@mhc.on.ca. Thank you for your consideration.

Yours truly,
Relly Timmenmans
KELLY (KT) TIMMERMANS

Communications and Development Co-ordinator
Manitoulin Health Centre
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