Agenda
Committee of the Whole
September 22, 2022 – Following Council
Council Chambers, Grey County Administration Building
1. Call to Order
2. Declaration of Interest
3. Business Arising from the Minutes (None.)
4. Delegations (None.)
5. Determination of Items Requiring Separate Discussion
6. Consent Agenda
That the following Consent Agenda items be received; and
That staff be authorized to take the actions necessary to give effect to the
recommendations in the staff reports; and
That the correspondence be supported or received for information as
recommended in the consent agenda.
a. Grey County Joint Accessibility Advisory Committee minutes dated September 14,
2022
That the minutes of the Grey County Joint Accessibility Advisory Committee
meeting dated September 8, 2022, be adopted as presented; and
That the following resolutions contained therein be endorsed:
i.

That the report from the Municipality of Grey Highlands dated
September 2022, regarding the Accessible Election Plan be presented
for review and comment.

ii.

That the report “Municipality of Grey Highlands Playground Equipment
Replacement (Eugenia Community Park and Feversham Park)” be
received; and
That the Grey County Joint Accessibility Advisory Committee
(GCJAAC) provide input for consideration for the installation of new
play equipment.

iii.

That the report “Municipality of Grey Highlands Burnside Park Project
be received; and
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That the Grey County Joint Accessibility Advisory Committee
(GCJAAC) provide input for consideration of accessibility.
iv.

That the report from the Township of Southgate dated August 31, 2022,
regarding the Council Chambers Renovation be presented for review
and comment.

v.

That report CCR-JAAC-10-22 be received; and
That the Multi-Year Accessibility Plan 2023 – 2027 be adopted as
presented.

b. CCR-CW-09-22 - Inaugural Considerations
That report CCR-CW-09-22 regarding inaugural considerations be received;
and
That section 3.1 – Date of Inaugural Session of the County’s Procedural Bylaw 5134-22 be waived for the purposes of the election of the 2022-2023
Warden; and
That the Inaugural meeting of the 2022-2026 Council be held and livestreamed
at 11:00 AM Tuesday December 6, 2022, as an in-person event only, and
without the option of electronic voting.
c. PDR-CW-31-22 - Wilder Lake Redline Revision - 42T-2019-04
That all written and oral submissions received on the proposed redline
revisions to plan of subdivision 42T-2019-04 were considered, which helped to
make an informed recommendation and decision; and
That report PDR-CW-31-22 be received, and that in consideration of the draft
plan of subdivision 42T-2019-04, and the matters to have regard for under
Subsection 51(24) of the Planning Act, the County of Grey Committee of the
Whole hereby approves the revised plan of subdivision on lands described as
Part of Lots 2, 3 and 4, Concession 21, Part of Part 1, Parts 2 & 3, RP 16R11219 (Geographic Township of Egremont) in the Township of Southgate.
7. Items For Direction and Discussion
a. CAOR-CW-10-22 - Regional EV Network Partnership Study Results and Next Steps
That report CAOR-CW-10-22 be received; and
That the County of Grey support the Regional Electric Vehicle (EV) Charging
Network implementation; and
That the County makes a grant of up to $9,578, along with in-kind staff
resources, to the County of Dufferin for the project, contingent on the other
project partners matching grant contributions; and
That Grey County’s contribution to the Regional EV Charging Network
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Implementation be funded from the approved 2022 climate action
implementation budget.
8. Closed Meeting Matters
That Committee of the Whole does now go into closed session pursuant to
Section 239 (2) of the Municipal Act, 2001, as amended to discuss a union
relations and negotiations matter:
i. Labour relations or employee negotiations.
9. Other Business
10. Notice of Motion
11. Adjournment
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Committee Minutes
Joint Accessibility Advisory Committee
September 14, 2022 – 1:30 PM
The Grey County Joint Accessibility Advisory Committee met on the above date
electronically with the following members in attendance:
Present:

Chair Catherine Sholtz; Councillor Dwight Burley; and Members Christina
Schnell, Brooke Sillaby, Claudia Strelocke

Regrets:

Members Andrew Edgcumbe and Andy Underwood

Municipal Representatives:
Raylene Martell, Debbie Yip, and Krista House, Grey Highlands; Holly
Malynyk, Township of Southgate; Carly Craig, Georgian Bluffs; Melissa
Hilgendorff, Town of Hanover; Jen Patton, The Town of the Blue
Mountains; Sile Ferguson, West Grey
Staff
Present:
Kathie Nunno, Contract and Accessibility Coordinator; Rob Hatten,
Communications Manager; Brad Fritz, Business Analyst Programmer;
Natalie Mechalko, Trails and Forestry Coordinator; and Sarah Goldrup,
Deputy Clerk/Legislative Coordinator

Call to Order
Chair Scholtz called the meeting to order at 1:31 PM.

Declaration of Interest
There were no declarations of interest.

Reports – Grey County
Progress on Website Update: Grey.ca – Verbal Update (Rob
Hatten and Brad Fritz)
Rob Hatten presented an update on the progress of the County’s website
redevelopment and displayed some before and after comparisons for the Committee’s
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review and consideration. The presenter described efforts to reorganize content to
improve the structure and navigation of the new site. Further, the presenter highlighted
improved use of colour, contrast, images and icons, page structure, and adaptive page
scaling. Rob Hatten then requested feedback on the user experience of interactive
transit maps and timetables for those using assistive reading devices or software.
Additionally, the presenter noted the County’s use of new software called monsido to
track and improve the accessibility of the County’s website. Rob Hatten noted future
opportunities for future testing for the new site.
In response to questions from the Committee, staff noted they would share questions
about the potential transit discounts for individuals with disabilities with the Manager of
Grey County Transit. Further, staff confirmed they would investigate reported issues
accessing content within accordion dropdowns when using screen reading software.

Reports – Area Municipalities
Grey Highlands - Accessible Election Plan (Raylene Martell)
Raylene Martell presented the Grey Highlands Accessible Election Plan for the 2022
election to the Committee. The presenter described how the current plan had been
informed by accessibility plans from past years and spoke to accessibility
considerations outlined within the plan, including accessibility training and resources for
staff and candidates.
In response to questions from the Committee, Raylene Martell discussed accessibility
considerations for voting methods.
JAAC13-22 Moved by: Councillor Dwight

Seconded by: Christina Schnell

That the report from the Municipality of Grey Highlands dated
September 2022, regarding the Accessible Election Plan be
presented for review and comment.
Carried

Grey Highlands - Playground Equipment Replacement (Debbie
Yip & Krista House)
Krista House presented to the Committee the playground equipment replacement for
Eugenia Community Park and Feversham Park. The presenter confirmed the
playground would be third-party certified and requested the Committee's feedback to
ensure that the new playground would be accessible for all, noting community feedback
on the opportunity to improve the location of the current swing set.
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In response to questions from the Committee, staff explained that the ground cover
would be a hard-packed engineered mulch. Kathie Nunno raised that a reference
document attached to this meeting's package was specific to guidelines for accessible
playgrounds.
The Committee heard comments from its members, noting considerations for accessible
pathways and surfaces to and throughout the playground.
JAAC14-22 Moved by: Brooke Sillaby

Seconded by: Claudia Strelocke

That the report “Municipality of Grey Highlands Playground
Equipment Replacement (Eugenia Community Park and Feversham
Park)” be received; and
That the Grey County Joint Accessibility Advisory Committee
(GCJAAC) provide input for consideration for the installation of new
play equipment.
Carried

Grey Highlands - Burnside Park Project (Debbie Yip & Krista
House)
Debbie Yip presented to the Committee regarding the Burnside Park project. The
presenter described the current state of the park and the plans to demolish the existing
structure and reconstruct an accessible playground. Further, the presenter spoke about
considerations for surfaces, navigation, accessible washroom facilities, and access to
parking.
In response to questions from the Committee, Krista House confirmed accessible porta
potties could be contracted through a vendor, and Debbie Yip spoke to considerations
for lighting.
The Committee heard comments from its members regarding accessible tables and
seating, the durability of ground surfaces, pathways and navigation, interactive
elements at accessible levels of the play structure, and lighting.
JAAC15-22 Moved by: Councillor Burley

Seconded by: Claudia Strelocke

That the report “Municipality of Grey Highlands Burnside Park
Project be received; and
That the Grey County Joint Accessibility Advisory Committee
(GCJAAC) provide input for consideration of accessibility.
Carried
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Township of Southgate - Council Chambers Renovation (Holly
Malynyk)
Holly Malynyk presented the Township of Southgate’s recent Council Chambers
renovation to the Committee. The presenter confirmed that the Township had
undertaken the renovation to conform with the current building code and accessibility
standards.
The Committee heard comments from its members recognizing the improvements
undertaken and suggesting further considerations for automatic taps, soap, hand
dryers, garbage cans without flaps, and paper towel dispensers in the bathroom. The
members discussed the use of hand dryers and hygiene concerns. Further, members
noted that the Township should wrap the pipe under the sink and review the height and
placement of elements such as the mirror, taps, soap dispenser, paper towel dispenser,
garbage can, and toilet paper dispenser in the bathroom.
JAAC16-22 Moved by: Christina Schnell

Seconded by: Claudia Strelocke

That the report from the Township of Southgate dated August 31,
2022, regarding the Council Chambers Renovation be presented for
review and comment.
Carried

Hanover Heritage Square Accessibility – Verbal Update (Melissa
Hilgendorff)
Melissa Hilgendorff presented to the Committee regarding the Hanover Heritage Square
accessibility improvements. The presenter reviewed the project’s history and reported
that Hanover Council had been receptive to the Committee’s previous feedback. The
presenter explained that Hanover Council had directed staff to investigate installing a
concrete pathway from the boardwalk to the stage, a railing around the stage, and
improving grading throughout the site so that visitors with mobility needs would no
longer need a ramp to access the stage. Melissa Hilgendorff noted that staff would
shortly report to Hanover Council with the suggested accessibility improvements.
The Committee heard comments from its members expressing their support for
accessibility improvements that will benefit all users.
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Reports – Grey County
Progress on Trails Improvements – Verbal Update (Natalie
Mechalko)
Natalie Mechalko presented to the Committee regarding County trail improvements
undertaken through the Canada Healthy Communities Initiative grant program. The
presenter reviewed the projects undertaken through the grant, including trail clearing
and resurfacing, improvements to signage and rest stops, digitization of the rail trail for
future public-facing resources, and a comprehensive trail mapping project hosted on the
Trailforks website and app.
In response to questions from the Committee, Natalie Mechalko spoke about efforts to
improve trail etiquette and digitally document and map trail surfaces, slopes or
elevations, and amenities to help residents and visitors plan their trips.
The Committee heard comments from its members regarding supporting all residents in
exploring their communities and noted outdoor sports equipment and the need to
document accessible trails, including information such as surface materials, grade or
slope, and nearby amenities such as accessible bathrooms or available AEDs.
Kathie Nunno noted the opportunity to potentially integrate municipal mapping of
accessible features with other maps such as trails.

CCR-JAAC-10-22 Multi-Year Accessibility Plan 2023-2027
(Kathie Nunno)
Kathie Nunno presented to the Committee regarding the Multi-Year Accessibility Plan
2023-2027. The presenter described legislation requirements, the history of accessibility
plans within the County, consultation with County Departments, and reflections on
future advancements moving into a new term of Council. The presenter highlighted
strategy elements, including updating the Committee's terms of reference,
improvements during the hiring process, considerations for legislated requirements, and
ongoing efforts to identify and remove barriers.
The Committee heard comments from its members on improving access to housing and
food for those with disabilities and promoting services available to those with disabilities,
such as transit options.
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JAAC17-22 Moved by: Brooke Sillaby

Seconded by: Claudia Strelocke

That report CCR-JAAC-10-22 be received; and
That the Multi-Year Accessibility Plan 2023 – 2027 be adopted as
presented.
Carried

Other Business
There were no items of other business raised.

Next Meeting Dates
To be determined
On motion by Councillor Burley, the meeting adjourned at 2:58 PM.
Catherine Sholtz, Chair
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Committee Report
To:

Warden Hicks and Members of Grey County Council

Committee Date:

September 22, 2022

Subject / Report No:

CCR-CW-09-22

Title:

Inaugural Considerations

Prepared by:

Tara Warder

Reviewed by:

Kim Wingrove

Lower Tier(s) Affected:

None

Status:

Recommendation
1. That report CCR-CW-09-22 regarding inaugural considerations be received; and
2. That section 3.1 – Date of Inaugural Session of the County’s Procedural By-law
5134-22 be waived for the purposes of the election of the 2022-2023 Warden; and
3. That the Inaugural meeting of the 2022-2026 Council be held and livestreamed at
11:00 AM Tuesday December 6, 2022, as an in-person event only, and without the
option of electronic voting.

Executive Summary
The County’s procedural by-law governs the calling, place and proceedings of meetings,
including the inaugural meeting for the purposes of electing the Warden each year. The report
proposes a change to the time the inaugural meeting is held for the election of the 2022-2023
Warden and explains the rationale for holding the event in person only.

Background and Discussion
Section 3.1 of the County’s Procedural By-law states that “Council will, in accordance with the
By-law, hold its first meeting on the first Tuesday in December at 7:30 PM.” The Warden is
elected annually at this meeting. The Inaugural meeting for the 2022-2026 Council term is
scheduled for December 6, 2022.
Since December 2020, the time and format of inaugural meetings have differed compared to
what has historically taken place and what is outlined in the procedural by-law. The last two
years staff have recommended waiving certain sections of the by-law for the inaugural session
to hold the meeting in the most appropriate format depending on the circumstances of the
pandemic.

CCR-CW-09-22
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Though the same restrictions around room capacities and social gatherings are not anticipated
this year, there were benefits to the change in format and time from 7:30 PM to a daytime
meeting. Staff are therefore recommending that this year’s Inaugural session of County Council
be held at 11:00 am on Tuesday, December 6, 2022 followed by a lunch at the Administration
building to celebrate the election of the Warden. This change in time requires two thirds support
from County Council to waive the subject section of the procedural bylaw.
Concerns have been raised in the past two years about holding the inaugural meeting during
the day. Staff appreciate this can conflict with employment obligations of councillors and
understand it is also difficult to make this decision for an incoming council. Benefits of switching
the meeting to a daytime event include savings in cost and time related to the planning of the
event.

Nominations and Voting
Recent changes to the procedural by-law in 2022 incorporated a deadline to submit nominations
for Warden. Nominations for Warden will be accepted until noon 7 days prior to the inaugural
meeting.
The procedural by-law also permits members to attend Council meetings either in person or
through electronic means, including the inaugural meeting. Though a hybrid meeting is
permitted according to the by-law, this format is not recommended for the inaugural session
because the secrecy of members’ votes cannot be achieved in a hybrid setup. The election of
the Warden by secret ballot is permitted under the Municipal Act, and the procedural by-law
states that the election will be held this this manner.
Staff recommend that the inaugural meeting be held in person only, with voting to take place by
paper ballot in order to maintain the intent of the secret ballot.

Legal and Legislated Requirements
The Inaugural session of Council follows the County’s Procedural By-law 5134-22. Section 2.1
permits the suspension of any of the provisions of this by-law with a two-thirds vote of Council.
The proposed motion noted in this report will require such a vote as it waives the section of the
By-law speaking to the time the inaugural meeting will be held. Section 233 (5) of the Municipal
Act, 2001, as amended, allows that the head of council may be appointed by secret ballot.
Section 233 (1) of the Municipal Act requires that the Head of Council be selected at the first
meeting, which is scheduled for December 6, 2022.

Financial and Resource Implications
There are no additional financial costs associated with the recommended changes to the
Inaugural meeting beyond what is included in the budget. Any expenses related to holding a
Council lunch following the meeting would be covered through the existing Council operating
budget.

Relevant Consultation
☒

Internal CAO
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☐

External

Appendices and Attachments
None
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Committee Report
To:

Warden Hicks and Members of Grey County Council

Committee Date:

September 22nd, 2022

Subject / Report No:

PDR-CW-31-22

Title:

Wilder Lake - Redline Revision – 42T-2019-04

Prepared by:

Liz Buckton

Reviewed by:

Scott Taylor

Lower Tier(s) Affected:

Township of Southgate

Status:

Recommendation
1

That all written and oral submissions received on the proposed redline
revisions to plan of subdivision 42T-2019-04 were considered, which
helped to make an informed recommendation and decision; and

2

That report PDR-CW-31-22 be received, and that in consideration of the
draft plan of subdivision 42T-2019-04, and the matters to have regard for
under Subsection 51(24) of the Planning Act, the County of Grey
Committee of the Whole hereby approves the revised plan of subdivision
on lands described as Part of Lots 2, 3 and 4, Concession 21, Part of Part 1,
Parts 2 & 3, RP 16R-11219 (Geographic Township of Egremont) in the
Township of Southgate.

Executive Summary
The report considers a proposed redline revision to the draft plan of subdivision 42T2019-04, known as Wilder Lake Subdivision. Under the current draft plan approval,
there is a total of 29 single detached lots, 1 lot associated with the golf
course/clubhouse, 3 blocks for stormwater management, 1 block associated with the
dock (Block 34), and 1 future road. The proposed Redlined Revision to the Draft Plan
seeks to remove the dock at Wilder Lake (currently forming part of the ‘dock block’,
Block 34) from those lands subject to Draft Plan approval and to merge the remainder of
that block with the adjacent Lot 6. This will effectively eliminate Block 34 and increase
the area of Lot 6.
PDR-CW-31-22
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Three Conditions of Draft Plan Approval are also proposed to be modified as part of the
redline revision, being Conditions #7, #26 and #27. The three proposed amended
conditions are in relation to the removal of the dock from those lands subject to the draft
plan and the merger of the remainder of Block 34 with abutting Lot 6; the acquisition of
the Stormwater Management Blocks by the Township, subject to necessary easement
and maintenance agreements; and the siting of dwellings on Lot 1 and Lot 7 prior to
final approval, subject to the requirements of a Model Home Agreement.
All written and verbal comments regarding the proposed revision were considered and it
is recommended that Committee approve the revision to the draft plan.

Background and Discussion
The County has received a redline revision application that proposes changes to the
draft plan of subdivision 42T-2019-04, known as Wilder Lake Subdivision. The proposed
subdivision is located on Part of Lots 2, 3 and 4, Concession 21 (geographic Township
of Egremont) in the Township of Southgate. Access to the development will be provided
via Homestead Road with a future public street (Sunny Rock Drive) servicing the
various lots and blocks within the subdivision.

Map 1: Airphoto of Subject Lands

PDR-CW-31-22
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The Applicant has submitted a Planning Brief, a Revised Draft Plan and proposed
revised condition wording. Copies of all background reports and plans can be found at
this link.

Map 2: Proposed Revised Plan of Subdivision (see redline)
No further Township planning applications were required with the redline revision.

Public and Agency Comments Received
Public Comments
As part of the redline revision process, public comments were received from local
landowners Tom & Heather Arnott and Rob & Monica Caprini. These owners requested
certain clarifications around the redline revision and raised questions and concerns
relating to:





ongoing public access to the lake,
private commercial/event use & zoning permissions,
dock ownership,
access and liability considerations,
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lighting, and
the construction of model homes on the lands, prior to final plan approval.

A comment and response table has been affixed to this report and provides detailed
commentary on those matters raised within the public comments submitted. A
recommended additional condition of approval arises from this review, as there does
appear to be some ongoing intention for private recreational/commercial use of Block 34
in keeping with the existing Open Space zoning permissions.

Agency Comments
As part of the redline revision process, comments were received by the following
groups, agencies, and public bodies.

Saugeen Valley Conservation Authority (SVCA)
SVCA staff advised that they have reviewed the file and related documents and find the
redline revision acceptable.

Analysis of Planning Issues
When rendering a land use planning decision, planning authorities must have regard to
matters of Provincial Interest under the Planning Act, be consistent with the Provincial
Policy Statement (PPS) 2020, and conform to any official plans or provincial plans that
govern the subject lands. In this case, the County of Grey Official Plan and the
Township of Southgate Official Plan have jurisdiction over the subject property.
A detailed planning analysis was undertaken at the time of the initial draft approval of
this plan of subdivision. A link to that planning analysis in staff report Addendum to
PDR-CW-16-20 has been included in the Attachments section of this report. What
follows is a planning analysis that is focused specifically on the redline revision
changes.

The Planning Act
Section 1.1 of the Planning Act outlines the purposes of the Act and promotes
sustainable economic development, in a healthy natural environment, within a land use
planning system led by provincial policy and matters of provincial interest. Section 2 of
the Planning Act outlines matters of Provincial Interest, which decision-makers must be
consistent with when carrying out their responsibilities under the Act. The redline
revision with the attached revised conditions of draft plan approval has regard for
matters of Provincial interest under the Planning Act, including Section 51(24).

PDR-CW-31-22
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Provincial Policy Statement (PPS)
The PPS establishes that settlement areas shall be the focus of growth and
development. The subject lands have been identified for residential growth and are
located within a designated settlement area.
Policies of the PPS are intended to be read comprehensively, and such policies address
a broad range of matters such as sewage, water and stormwater, natural hazard and
heritage considerations, transportation infrastructure, and promotion of access to public
and open spaces.
The proposed redline revision is generally minor in nature and does not undermine the
overall consistency of the subdivision with the policies of the PPS, though with
consideration to PPS Policy 1.5.1 (c), which encourages the provision of public access
to shorelines, Staff note that the redline revision is anticipated to alter the initially
planned nature of local access to Wilder Lake.
Under the existing approval, Block 34, the dock and three Stormwater Management
Blocks were planned to be held as condominium common elements, with each
subdivision lot being a parcel of tied land, requiring that all owners would share in
ongoing costs and maintenance of such lands and affording each lot owner access over
Block 34, to Wilder Lake via the dock.
As outlined within the Planning Brief submitted as part of the redline revision request,
the primary reason for the requested modifications relates to the ownership of the dock
itself, which was to form part of Block 34. As part of the Draft Plan and Land Titles
Absolute application processes, it was determined that the title to the dock itself, which
rests on the lakebed of Wilder Lake, may remain with the Crown.
To avoid potential issues during circulation under the Land Titles Absolute process, the
dock is proposed to be removed from the Draft Plan lands. Removal of the dock
eliminates the requirement for Block 34 as an Open Space amenity block, which
eliminates the primary need for a condominium exemption application, given that the
Township has now also agreed to accept ownership of the Stormwater Blocks. Upon
approval of the proposed draft plan revision, Block 34 will no longer exist, and these
lands will instead comprise part of the abutting Lot 6, intended for residential purposes.
Township Council approved a related subdivision agreement on August 18, 2022, which
includes provisions for the dedication of the Stormwater blocks to the Township and,
further, requires an easement over Lot 6 (formerly described as Block 34) for related
drainage purposes. As broad easements or requirements for public and/or subdivisionlot owner access over these lands, to Wilder Lake do not form a component of the
approved agreement, it is inferred that the Township is generally satisfied that the
PDR-CW-31-22
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alternate existing access points to Wilder Lake are adequate to accommodate visitation
by the interior lot owners within the subdivision who will not have their own direct access
to the lake.
It is concluded that the proposed redline revision, subject to the attached revised
conditions of draft plan approval, is consistent with the PPS.

County Official Plan
The proposed plan of subdivision is on lands designated as ‘Inland Lakes & Shoreline’
and ‘Hazard Lands’ in the County Official Plan. The Inland Lakes & Shoreline area is
identified as a ‘Settlement Area’, intended to accommodate low-density residential
dwellings, resource-based recreational uses, and other compatible and ancillary uses.
Subject to the revised conditions of draft plan approval attached to this report, staff are
of the opinion the redline revision application generally conforms to the goals and
objectives of the County of Grey Official Plan.

Public Access and Accountability Tools
As identified above, the proposed redline revision has general regard for matters of
Provincial Interest under the Planning Act, is consistent with the policies of the PPS and
conforms to the Official Plan. Accordingly, approval of the redline revision is
recommended.
Staff note, however, that in foregoing the parcel-of-tied land approach for the former
Block 34 lands (dock block), the proposed manner of public access to Wilder Lake is
altered, and future Owners within the Subdivision would not be expected to have a right
of use or access over the Block 34 lands or the dock, to access Wilder Lake from within
the subdivision. As this former dock block (other than the dock itself) will now form part
of privately-owned Lot 6, the use of these lands will be at the discretion of this private lot
owner, in-keeping with the Open Space zoning permissions of the Zoning By-law and
other by-law requirements and standards of the Township.
Through discussion with the proponent and their Planner, Staff understand that there
remains an intention to resolve or formalize ownership, license or use permissions for
the dock abutting these lands, and to subsequently extend access permissions, by rightof-way, over the part of Lot 6 comprising the former Block 34 to the benefit of the lots
within the subdivision. The approval of such future Planning Act application would be at
the discretion of the Township. County Staff would generally recommend that the
Township, in considering future easements for public access, have regard for the
interplay of such proposed public access together with:

PDR-CW-31-22
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A) the Township’s easement across Lot 6 (formerly Block 34) for Stormwater
Management Facility access and drainage purposes; and,
b) the exercise of private/commercial/outdoor recreational use-permissions under
the Zoning By-law, by the private owner of the enlarged Lot 6 and the ways in
which such use may functionally impact upon access/use by other authorized
owners.
County Staff regard the parcel-of-tied land approach as being a well-suited tool to
balance these various interests and functional compatibility, while maintaining the lands
in shared ownership/ responsibility for administration by the related Condominium
Board. Should Ownership of the dock be resolved in the near future, reconsideration of
this approach is encouraged.

Legal and Legislated Requirements
The application has been processed in accordance with the Planning Act.

Financial and Resource Implications
There are no anticipated financial, staffing, or legal considerations associated with the
proposed redline revisions beyond those normally encountered in processing the
application. The County has collected the requisite fee for this application.

Relevant Consultation
☒ Internal: Planning and Legal Services Staff
☒ External: Township of Southgate, members of the public who requested notice of
decision on the original subdivision application, and agencies under the Planning Act.

Appendices and Attachments
Addendum to PDR-CW-16-20 Wilder Lake Subdivision Final Report 42T-2019-04
Revised Conditions of Draft Approval
Public Comment and Response Table

PDR-CW-31-22
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Applicant: H. Bye Construction Ltd.
Date of Decision (Revised):
File No: 42T-2019-04 Wilder Lake (Revised)
Date of Notice:
Municipality: Township of Southgate
Last Date of Appeal:
Subject Lands: Part of Lots 2, 3 and 4, Concession 21, Geographic Township of Egremont, County of Grey

NOTICE OF DECISION
On Application for Revision to Approval of Draft Plan of Subdivision
under Subsection 51(45) of the Planning Act
Draft Plan Approval was originally given by the County to Plan of Subdivision 42T-2019-04 on July
8th, 2021. Revised Draft Plan Approval is hereby given by the County of Grey for the application
regarding the above noted lands. A copy of the Decision is attached.
PUBLIC AND AGENCY COMMENTS RECEIVED ON THE FILE
All written and oral submissions received on the application were considered; the effect of which
helped to make an informed recommendation and decision.
WHEN AND HOW TO FILE A NOTICE OF APPEAL
Notice to appeal the decision to the Ontario Land Tribunal must be filed with the County of Grey no
later than 20 days from the date of this notice, as shown above.
The notice of appeal should be sent to the attention of the Director of Planning and Development of
the County, at the address shown below and it must,
(1)
set out the reasons for the appeal,
(2)
be accompanied by the fee prescribed under the Ontario Land Tribunal Act, and
(3)
Include the completed appeal form from the OLT’s website.
WHO CAN FILE A NOTICE OF APPEAL
Only individuals, corporations or public bodies may appeal decisions in respect of a proposed plan
of subdivision to the Ontario Land Tribunal. A notice of appeal may not be filed by an unincorporated
association or group. However, a notice of appeal may be filed in the name of an individual who is
a member of the association or group on its behalf.
No person* or public body shall be added as a party to the hearing of the appeal of the decision of
the approval authority, including the lapsing provisions of the conditions, unless the person or public
body, before the decision of the approval authority, made oral submissions at a public meeting or
written submissions to the council, or made a written request to be notified of changes to the
conditions or, in the Ontario Land Tribunal’s opinion, there are reasonable grounds to add the
person or public body as a party.
*Notwithstanding the above, only a ‘person’ listed in subsection 51(48.3) of the Planning Act
may appeal the decision of the County of Grey to the Ontario Land Tribunal (OLT) as it
relates to the proposed plan of subdivision. Below is the prescribed list of ‘persons’ eligible
to appeal a decision of the County of Grey related to the proposed plan of subdivision as
per subsection 51(48.3) of the Planning Act. These are changes that have been made to
the Planning Act by the province. A link to the revised Planning Act can be found here https://www.ontario.ca/laws/statute/90p13. For more information about these recent
changes, please visit the OLT website or contact OLT - https://olt.gov.on.ca/about-olt/.
The prescribed list of ‘persons’ eligible to appeal a decision of the County on the proposed
plan of subdivision as per subsection 51(48.3) of the Planning Act is as follows:
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Applicant: H. Bye Construction Ltd.
Date of Decision (Revised):
File No: 42T-2019-04 Wilder Lake (Revised)
Date of Notice:
Municipality: Township of Southgate
Last Date of Appeal:
Subject Lands: Part of Lots 2, 3 and 4, Concession 21, Geographic Township of Egremont, County of Grey

1. A corporation operating an electric utility in the local municipality or planning area to
which the plan of subdivision would apply.
2. Ontario Power Generation Inc.
3. Hydro One Inc.
4. A company operating a natural gas utility in the local municipality or planning area to
which the plan of subdivision would apply.
5. A company operating an oil or natural gas pipeline in the local municipality or
planning area to which the plan of subdivision would apply.
6. A person required to prepare a risk and safety management plan in respect of an
operation under Ontario Regulation 211/01 (Propane Storage and Handling) made
under the Technical Standards and Safety Act, 2000, if any part of the distance
established as the hazard distance applicable to the operation and referenced in the
risk and safety management plan is within the area to which the plan of subdivision
would apply.
7. A company operating a railway line any part of which is located within 300 metres of
any part of the area to which the plan of subdivision would apply.
8. A company operating as a telecommunication infrastructure provider in the area to
which the plan of subdivision would apply.
RIGHT OF APPLICANT OR PUBLIC BODY TO APPEAL CONDITIONS
The following may, at any time before the approval of the final plan of subdivision, appeal any of
the conditions imposed by the approval authority to the Tribunal by filing a notice of appeal with the
approval authority: the applicant; any public body that, before the approval authority made its
decision, made oral submissions at a public meeting or written submissions to the approval
authority; the Minister; or the municipality in which the subject land is located.
HOW TO RECEIVE NOTICE OF CHANGED CONDITIONS
The conditions of an approval of draft plan of subdivision may be changed at any time before the
final approval is given.
You will be entitled to receive notice of any changes to the conditions of the approval of draft plan
of subdivision if you have made a written request to be notified of changes to the conditions.
GETTING ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
Additional information about the application is available for public inspection during regular office
hours in the Planning & Development Office at the address noted below or by calling 519-376-2205
or 1-800-567-GREY.
ADDRESS FOR NOTICE OF APPEAL
County of Grey
595-9th Avenue East
OWEN SOUND, Ontario N4K 3E3
Attention: Mr. Scott Taylor, MCIP RPP
Director of Planning
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Applicant: H. Bye Construction Ltd.
Date of Decision (Revised):
File No: 42T-2019-04 Wilder Lake (Revised)
Date of Notice:
Municipality: Township of Southgate
Last Date of Appeal:
Subject Lands: Part of Lots 2, 3 and 4, Concession 21, Geographic Township of Egremont, County of Grey

Plan of Subdivision File No. 42T-2019-04 has been revised and granted draft approval. The
draft plan is hereby revised in-keeping with the redline plan annotations submitted as part of the
revision application. The County’s conditions of final plan approval for this draft Plan of
Subdivision are amended as follows:
No.
1.

Conditions
Condition 1 of the draft plan conditions approved on July 8th, 2021 is hereby amended by
adding the words ‘as further amended by redline revision’ following ‘last revised
March 18th, 2021) and by deleting item ‘d’ and the text ‘1 block associated with the dock
(Block 34)’, and re-lettering item ‘e’, accordingly.

2.

Condition 7 of the draft plan conditions approved on July 8th, 2021 is hereby deleted and
replaced with the following:
That Blocks 31-33 be deeded to the Township for stormwater management
purposes. The subdivision agreement shall include provisions with respect to
any easements required by the Township to provide any future access to the
blocks to the satisfaction of the Township of Southgate and the County of Grey.
Requirements related to general maintenance of Blocks 31-33 (i.e. access for
grass cutting and related care of the blocks) shall be stipulated in a separate
agreement between the Developer and the Township.

3.

Condition 26 of the draft plan conditions approved on July 8th, 2021 is hereby deleted
and replaced with the following:
The Draft Plan conditions acknowledge that at the locations of proposed Lots 1
and 7 on the draft development drawings will have residences located on the
property and prior to subdivision approval. It is the responsibility of the applicant
to ensure the residences are properly situated in the final plan of subdivision for
approval relative to property line setbacks, road design and property access to
Lots 1 and 7. The residences established on Lots 1 and 7 will be subject to the
requirements of a Model Home Agreement between the Developer and the
Township.

4.

Condition 27 of the draft plan conditions approved on July 8th, 2021 is hereby deleted
and replaced with the following:
That prior to final approval, that the 6 cottages to the south of the dock are to be
demolished and removed from the property and that zoning provisions be
included for the relevant portion of Lot 6, as part of the zoning amendment to
allow that two of the existing cottages/buildings can be retained and used as a
change room use to support the use of Wilder Lake for recreational purposes, but
neither structure can be used for the purpose of overnight accommodations.

5.

That all other conditions of draft approval as granted on July 8th, 2021 remain in effect.
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Public Comment/Response Table

Comments
Provided
By:
Arnott,
Heather &
Tom

Theme/Summary of Consideration Raised

Ongoing Public Access to the Lake; Private
Event Use & Zoning Permissions:
These local landowners express concern regarding
the zoning/permitted uses and future nature of
uses that may occur upon Block 34 and the
abutting dock. They ask, for example, if this area
will still be used for golf course events, weddings,
other commercial events, and if ongoing access by
local owners will be permitted.
They note that this arrangement had been
proposed initially by the applicant, but it had been
discouraged by the Township due to the limitations
of private ownership over the balance of time, in
facilitating ongoing public access to the dock/lake.
The landowners question if other existing public
access points to the lake are adequate to
accommodate access in absence of Block 34.
They further query the Open Space (OS) Zoning
applicable to the block and question if this is
appropriate for the enlarged privately owned lot
(i.e. would R5 be more appropriate for the
proposed privately owned lands?)

PDR-CW-31-22
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County Staff Commentary

Former Block 34, which is proposed to be consolidated with
abutting Lot 6 via Redline Revision, is subject to the OS-503 zone
of the Township’s Zoning By-law.
The core OS Zone, addressed at Section 27.1 of the By-law,
permits:
(a) A public park, private park, golf course, outdoor recreational
use, recreational use, forestry, or conservation
(b) Agricultural uses, other than a livestock operation and buildings
or structures accessory thereto
(c) Uses, buildings and structures accessory to the uses permitted
in Clause (a) and (b) above.
The site-specific zoning exception articulates that there is to be no
overnight accommodation on the lands; that toilets/ restrooms may
only be provided on a temporary, seasonal basis; and, further
requires that all lighting be dark-sky compliant/directed downwards
to prevent light trespass. The zoning exception also deems existing
structures to comply with the by-law.
The above permissions facilitate ongoing private
outdoor/recreational use of the lands which is understood to
include permissions for ancillary gatherings or events.
Under the present draft plan approval and conditions, the dock
access area (Block 34) and retained cabin structures, together with
the Stormwater Management (SWM) Blocks were to be established
as common elements through a condominium exemption process
with the Lots being ‘parcels of tied land’. This approach addressed
Date: September 22nd, 2022
23

Public Comment/Response Table
the Township’s position at the time, that the SWM blocks would not
be assumed by the Township for ongoing maintenance purposes.
The tied-land approach would have established that these blocks
of land would be instead administered and maintained by the
condominium corporation, with financial contribution from all
subdivision lot owners.
With the Township having now updated their position such that
assumption of the SWM Blocks into their public ownership is
generally acceptable (subject to maintenance agreements for the
lands), the applicant proposes that Block 34 would no longer be
held as a common element and would instead be merged with Lot
6, the abutting residential lot, which is zoned R5.
While split-zoning of lands is appropriate in a wide variety of
circumstances to facilitate different uses on different parts of a
property, it has been identified by local property owners that in this
circumstance, the change to the planned ownership/administration
of the lands creates potential functional and accountability
concerns for neighbours, despite the fact no zoning change has
been proposed.
Under the approved common element/tied-land approach, where
the Block 34 lands were to be administered by a Condominium
Corporation, there would presumably have been an agreement
established between the condominium board and any private or
commercial user of Block 34, to govern use, maintenance,
liability/insurances, etc. for the lands. This agreement and the
shared responsibility for the lands would be expected to provide lot
owners with recourse to address and negotiate change around use
of the lands for private recreational purposes (i.e. on a commercial
basis) should concerns arise. Further, under such arrangement all
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Public Comment/Response Table
landowners within the subdivision would be able to access Block
34 and the abutting dock.
Under the proposed redline revision, Block 34 will be privatelyowned by the residential lot owner (together with Lot 6) and while
easements will be established to facilitate Township access to the
abutting SWM pond (Block 31) and for drainage purposes, the
redline request does not articulate any requirement to maintain
public use or access to the lands or abutting dock, though this
remains an intent of the proponent over the mid-term, once
Ownership of the abutting dock is resolved.
Future use of the former Block 34 lands, for example for
private/commercial recreational use, would continue to be
permitted based on lands subject to the existing Open Space
Zoning following redline approval, however being held in private
ownership, the nature, frequency and duration of use would be at
discretion of that private landowner, rather than being administered
by the Condominium Board via use agreements.
While the intention of the proponent is to maintain personal
Ownership of Lot 6, and to facilitate ongoing public recreational use
of the lands (subject to the Dock Ownership being resolved)
together with the hosting of occasional gatherings or special
events, Staff suggest that the status-quo use of the lands and any
informal standing arrangements with the current owner should not
be relied upon to facilitate ongoing local public access to the Lake,
nor to address any potential for disruptive private/commercial use
of these lands over the long-term. The application of formal
planning tools, is preferred.
Based upon discussion with Township Staff regarding the
applicable Open Space zoning and related land use permissions,
PDR-CW-31-22
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Public Comment/Response Table
County Staff understand that local Staff are generally satisfied with
the various tools available to the Township for enforcement
purposes, should concerns regarding use of these lands arise. In
addition to the Zoning By-law, the Township has a Noise By-law in
effect, and an Illumination By-law (i.e. Dark Sky) is in process.
Regarding provision of access to Wilder Lake, Staff note that
approval of the related Subdivision Agreement was granted by
Township Council on August 18th,2022. Accordingly, Staff
understand that the Township supports the proposed redline
revision in-principle and specifically, that there is an intent by the
Township to assume the SWM blocks (Blocks 31, 32, 33) for
ownership purposes, subject to necessary easements and
agreements relating to maintenance of the lands.
As broad easements or requirement for public access over Block
34 to Wilder Lake do not form a component of the approved
Agreement, it is inferred that the Township is generally satisfied
that the alternate access points to Wilder Lake are adequate to
accommodate visitation by the interior lot owners within the
subdivision who will not have direct access to the Lake.

Dock Ownership and By-law conformity;
Lighting:
The landowners ask for clarification regarding the
ownership of the dock itself (it has been
established that lakebed remains with the crown).
The landowners note 22 existing lights on Block 34
and the dock. They query the need for such
lighting in a non-commercial context, and the future
intent of the Township in ensuring by-law
conformity/enforcement for these lands.
PDR-CW-31-22
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County Staff understand that ownership of the lakebed remains
with the Crown however do not have an explicit understanding of
ownership/responsibility for the dock abutting Block 34 (which is
proposed for consolidation with Lot 6).
In conversation with the proponent’s Planner, Staff understand that
investigation around the dock ownership continues, though the
dock has been removed from the lands subject to the draft Plan of
Subdivision (via this redline) to eliminate title or other issues that
such ambiguity may create as the lands are legally prepared for
registration of the Plan.
Date: September 22nd, 2022
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Public Comment/Response Table

While the dock itself is proposed to be excluded from those lands
subject to the draft plan approval via the redline revision, a clearer
understanding of Ownership may be useful to inform the need for
any additional easements over Block 34, for example to provide
access for dock maintenance purposes.
In considering any future easement for public access purposes
across former Block 34, Staff would recommend that the Township
consider the interplay of such proposed public access together
with:
a) the Township’s easement across Lot 6 for Stormwater
Management Facility access and drainage purposes; and,
b) the exercise of private/commercial/outdoor recreational
use-permissions under the Zoning By-law, by the private
owner of the enlarged Lot 6 and the ways in which such use
may functionally impact upon access/use by other
authorized persons.
County Staff regard the parcel-of-tied land approach as being a
well-suited tool to balance these various interests and functional
compatibility, while maintaining the lands in shared ownership/
responsibility for administration by the related Condominium Board.
Should Ownership of the dock be resolved in the near future,
reconsideration of this approach is encouraged.

Regarding lighting of the dock, County Staff understand that the
Township has been working on an Illumination/Dark Sky Lighting
by-law, which may be applicable in this circumstance. County Staff
would generally direct local landowners to discuss lighting matters
or concerns with the Township directly, as with passing of such by-
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Public Comment/Response Table
law the Township would be empowered to enforce these by-law
provisions.
Liability:
The landowners query if the Township retains any
liability relating to use of Block 34, and the dock by
the public.

Model Homes:
The landowner queries why an additional model
home is requested on Lot 7 (i.e. why not Lot 6 as
initially proposed?).

Caprini, Rob Ongoing Public Access to the Lake; Private
& Monica
Event Use & Zoning Permissions:
These landowners note that the existing cottages
and dock on Block 34 have been historically used
for commercial purposes, in addition to providing
local public access. They query if the developer will
be required to remove the cottages and alter the
dock to conform to the residential nature of other
lakefront lots within the subdivision.

An easement is required across Block 34 (to be consolidated with
Lot 6) to ensure appropriate municipal access to the SWM block
and for drainage-related purposes. No broad ‘public access’
easement is contemplated across Block 34 to provide access to
the dock and it is County Staff’s understanding that these lands
would be administered and insured as private property.
Staff understand that this is a matter of landowner preference and
would suggest that this change is not functionally relevant to the
redline revision. Further, staff note that the use of Model Home
Agreements to address the construction of dwellings prior to final
approval is quite typical. Such agreements routinely articulate and
address such construction as being at the applicant’s own risk, and
often include provisions that address timing of construction, outline
interim use of such structures (e.g. sales office) and set out any
necessary conditions or restrictions relating to residential
occupancy of the dwelling.
As above.

They additionally query future use of the dock and
any recourse of the neighbours relating to ongoing
commercial use, within the context of a residential
development.
PDR-CW-31-22
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Public Comment/Response Table

The letter encourages the Township to consider
the potential impacts upon the other existing public
access points to the lake due to increased usage,
should public access at Block 34 be eliminated.
The landowners request clarification what
permissions exist for other lot owners to establish
docks or boathouses for private lake access, in
absence of public access via Block 34.
Dock Ownership
The landowners request clarification on the
ownership of the dock in the instance where the
land beneath the dock is Crown Land (as is
understood to be the case) and in the
circumstance where the land beneath the dock is
privately owned but not by the Crown.

SVCA

They further opine that indeterminate ownership of
the dock may pose problems for the future owner
of Block 34/Lot 6.
“Please be advised that the SVCA has reviewed
the above noted file, and the related documents.
Please be advised that the SVCA find the redline
revision acceptable.”
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As above.

No comment/requirement.
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Warden Hicks and Members of Committee of the Whole
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September 22, 2022
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Electric Vehicle Charging Network / CAOR-CW-10-22

Title:

Regional EV Network Partnership Study Results and Next Steps

Prepared by:

Linda Swanston

Reviewed by:

Randy Scherzer

Lower Tier(s) Affected:

All municipalities within Grey

Status:

Recommendation
1. That report CAOR-CW-10-22 be received; and
2. That the County of Grey support the Regional Electric Vehicle (EV) Charging
Network implementation; and
3. That the County makes a grant of up to $9,578, along with in-kind staff resources,
to the County of Dufferin for the project, contingent on the other project partners
matching grant contributions; and
4. That Grey County’s contribution to the Regional EV Charging Network
Implementation be funded from the approved 2022 climate action implementation
budget.

Executive Summary
Grey County in partnership with the Counties of Bruce, Dufferin, Huron, Perth and Wellington,
the City of Guelph, and the Nuclear Innovation Institute (the Partners), worked with Community
Energy Association (CEA) to develop a Regional EV Charging Network Strategy (the Strategy)
(attached Attachment A). Based on overall network connectivity needs and siting criteria
informed by over 1,300 survey responses, 17 Level 3 DC Fast Charger locations across the
study area were recommended, including Durham, Flesherton, and Thornbury in Grey County.
Staff are now proposing to continue the Partnership into an initiating implementation phase of
the project, wherein the Partners will retain a facilitator to advance electric vehicle (EV) charger
implementation for a contribution of up to $9,578. The recommended approach to
implementation involves competitively procuring a third-party implementation partner to own,
operate and maintain Level 3 Fast Chargers at no cost to the County or local Municipalities. The
Facilitator will work with the proposed host Municipalities to finalize the locations before the RFP
is issued. This proposed approach enables Grey County to realize the tourism and
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environmental benefits of regional EV charging coverage without shouldering the installation
costs of upwards of $150,000 per Level 3 charger and ongoing maintenance costs.

Background
Project Background
Going Green in Grey, adopted in April 2022, identifies accelerating electric vehicle (EV)
adoption as one of the five key next steps in reaching Grey County’s net-zero greenhouse gas
emissions by 2050 goal. Private vehicles are the single largest source of local greenhouse gas
pollution in Grey County, accounting for 39% of local emissions. As such, EVs are a major area
of opportunity for climate action.
In spring 2021, Council directed Grey County staff to enter into a partnership with Wellington
County, Dufferin County, Perth County, Huron County, Bruce County, and the City of Guelph to
develop a Regional Electric Vehicle Charging Network Strategy. The Nuclear Innovation
Institute participated in an advisory capacity with the Partners. Recognizing the growth of EV
use and the Federal mandate that all new light-duty cars and passenger trucks purchased be
zero-emissions by 2035, the Partners wanted to understand the current EV charging landscape
and identify strategic EV charging locations for a regional network. This network would bridge
the gap in charging infrastructure between Highway 401 and Lake Huron and Georgian Bay to
the Bruce Peninsula.
There are three types of EV chargers:
Level 1 – This is the slowest level of charging and can be achieved by a standard 120volt outlet, often called a ‘trickle charge’. It can take over 24 hours to complete an 80%
battery charge.
Level 2 – This level of charging requires a 240-volt outlet, similar to a dryer or stove, and
can achieve an 80% battery charge within 8 hours. These are appropriate for at-home
charging or destinations that support dwell times of multiple hours (e.g., tourist
attractions, restaurants). These chargers cost approximately $15,000, including
installation.
Level 3 – This charging level, often known as Direct Current Fast Chargers (DCFC), can
provide an 80% battery charge within an hour for most vehicles. These chargers require
3-phase power and are appropriate for locations that are ‘pit stops’ such as ONroutes,
where drivers passing through an area might stop for under an hour. These chargers
cost approximately $150,000, including installation, if 3-phase power is available close to
the location.
The Regional Strategy focuses on Level 3 chargers and identifies locations for supporting Level
2 chargers.
County of Wellington took on the project management of developing the Strategy with CEA and
submitted a successful application to the Federation of Canadian Municipalities Green Municipal
Fund on behalf of the Partnership resulting in $35,150 (50% funding) for the Strategy. Grey
County contributed an additional $3,017 to the project as well as staff time. Community Energy
Association (CEA) was hired through a competitive procurement process in the Fall of 2021 to
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support the development of the Strategy. CEA has completed several regional EV charging
network strategies in western Canada, including the award-winning Accelerate Kootenays
network.
The objectives of the EV Charging Strategy development project were to:
 Undertake a geospatial gap analysis of existing charging stations in the study area.
 Model design of the future regional network to meet current and future EV driver needs.
 Establish criteria for site selection with an emphasis on tourism and economic
development and identify proposed charging locations.

Project Process
The project was guided by the Partnership and executed in collaboration with CEA. There were
monthly Partnership meetings throughout the project. Two webinars were hosted where staff
from local municipalities within the study area were invited to participate in the Strategy
development process. Updates were also provided to Grey County Climate Change Community
of Practice staff throughout the project.
A technical advisory group was formed, including representatives from local electricity providers
and the Independent Electricity Systems Operator (IESO). The technical advisory group
provided input into the capacity of the local electrical grid to support future charging
infrastructure and site-specific capacity to host Level 3 chargers based on the presence of 3phase power.
CEA mapped the current Level 2 and Level 3 (DC Fast Chargers) across the study areas to
identify gaps in connectivity (Figure 1). Based on the current charger availability, optimal
locations of Level 3 DC Fast Chargers were identified to provide charging coverage across the
Strategy area (Figure 2).
Legend
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Figure 1: Existing Level 3 charging stations in Study Area

CAOR-CW-10-22

Figure 2: Regional EV charging network (including existing
stations) after installation of recommended Level 3 EV charging
stations. Blue lines indicate which routes are travelable by an EV
without any range limitations.
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The Strategy development process involved surveying current EV drivers who live in or visit the
study area, and study area residents who are not currently EV drivers. The surveys asked
questions to understand driver charging preferences and to project EV adoptions in the area in
the coming years. Survey responses showed that 76% of study area resident respondents (659
people) are considering buying an EV in the next two to five years.
Siting criteria were developed, informed by these survey results, and based on best practices
including:
-

Dedicated parking stall
Accessibility
Safety & Lighting
Contribution to overall network
Walkability to amenities

-

Visibility to motorists and
pedestrians
Available power source
Appropriate ownership

Discussion
Project Outcomes
The Strategy network plan recommends the installation of an additional 17 Level 3 DC Fast
Chargers across the study area based on the siting criteria and overall network connectivity.
Three of these are recommended in the following Grey County communities:
 Durham
 Flesherton
 Thornbury
The Strategy also offers a preliminary analysis of possible locations within these communities
based on the siting criteria to be further discussed and confirmed with the local municipalities
identified.
The Strategy identifies an implementation approach that engages a third party through a
competitive procurement process to own, operate and maintain the Level 3 Fast Chargers at no
cost to the County or landowners. The approach would be eligible to leverage available federal
funding from the NRCAN ZEVIP fund to cover up to 50% of the chargers and installation. The
Strategy recommends that small and rural municipalities not own Level 3 Fast Chargers due to
the capital and asset management cost burden but rather catalyze EV charger installation by
providing access to land for charger installation.

Next Steps
Staff are proposing continuing with the successful regional partnership model through the
implementation phase of the Regional EV Charging Strategy. The County of Dufferin will
provide project management services for the retention of a facilitator to issue an RFP,
developed with the Partners, for a third-party implementation partner. The Partners will enter
into a memorandum of understanding (MOU) for this project and commit to funding up to $9,578
to retain a facilitator. The deliverables from this phase of work will include:
 Hire a facilitator to manage the project.
 Develop an RFP for a third-party implementation partner company to own and operate
the network and complete relevant funding applications to support the installation.
 Review RFP Proposals and award to the successful proponent.
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Support capital funding applications as necessary.
Define agreements with land hosts, and advance implementation and commissioning.
Define installation and maintenance processes with the successful proponent.
Develop and implement a communication plan for the public, EV users, and Partnership.
Support successful proponent with the installation of Level 3 charging network.

Staff will enter into this service agreement as per the Delegation of Duties By-law.

Legal and Legislated Requirements
None.

Financial and Resource Implications
Each Partner will commit to contribute a maximum of $9578 each, plus staff time, to advance EV
Strategy implementation. Grey County’s financial contribution is proposed to be funded from the
approved climate action implementation budget.

Relevant Consultation
☒ Internal: Transportation Services, Economic Development and Tourism, CAO, and Finance
☒ External: Member municipalities, local utilities

Appendices and Attachments
Attachment A: Regional EV Network Strategy Summary Report
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