Agenda
Committee of the Whole
February 11, 2021 – Following Council
Electronic Participation, Grey County Administration Building
1. Call to Order
2. Declaration of Interest
3. Determination of Items Requiring Separate Discussion
4. 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. PDR-CW-08-21 Hilton Head Heights Condominium Information Report
That Report PDR-CW-08-21 regarding an overview of proposed plan of
condominium application 42CDM-2020-07, consisting of thirty-three (33)
single detached lots on lands described as 408 Ridge Road, in the geographic
Town of Meaford, Municipality of Meaford, be received for information.
b. PSR-CW-04-21 Response Time Results
That Report PSR-CW-04-21 be received; and
That the 2020 Paramedic Services response time performance results be
submitted to the Ministry of Health by March 31st, 2021.
c. Letter of Support for Eh!tel Networks Inc.
That the County of Grey prepare a letter of support for Eh!tel Networks Inc’s
application to the Federal Universal Broadband Fund which will support high
speed internet projects in Grey County.
d. Correspondence from the Municipality of Grey Highlands – Insurance Rates
That the correspondence from the Municipality of Grey Highlands regarding
insurance rates be supported.
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e. Correspondence regarding Chapman’s Ice Cream Proposed Development
That the correspondence regarding the proposed development and addition
by Chapman’s Ice Cream be received for information.
f.

Climate Change Task Force minutes dated January 26, 2021.
That the Climate Change Task Force minutes dated January 26, 2021 be
endorsed as presented.

g. Grey County Joint Accessibility Advisory Committee minutes dated January 21,
2021
That the Joint Accessibility Advisory Committee minutes dated January 21,
2021 be adopted as presented and that the following resolutions contained
therein be endorsed:
i. That the Grey County Joint Accessibility Advisory Committee
supports in principle the site plans for the gas bar and car wash in
Hanover and the Grey Roots Store in Moreston Heritage Village with
the following issues for the gas bar and car wash being addressed:


Orientation of the accessible parking space in relation to the
ramp and loading zone



Inclusion of an access aisle



Appropriate sloped curbing on sidewalks for entrance and exit
to the convenience store



Inclusion of accessible vehicle signage on the building

ii. That Report CCR-JAAC-02-21 regarding the Update to the Multi-Year
Accessibility Plan 2018-2020 be received, and
That the Updated Multi-Year Accessibility Plan 2018 – 2022 be
endorsed.
h. Public Meeting minutes – Township of Southgate dated January 27, 2021
That the public meeting minutes from the Township of Southgate public
meeting dated January 27, 2021 be adopted as presented.
5. Items For Direction and Discussion
a. TR-CW-06-21 Speed Limit Policy
That Report TR-CW-06-21 be received and that Speed Limit Policy MS-TS-008
be rescinded; and
That the updated Speed Limit Evaluation Policy 12-4 be endorsed.
b. TR-CW-08-21 Amendments to 4788-13 Regulating Traffic and Parking
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That Report TR-CW-08-21 be received and that Schedule “N” of By-Law 478813 being the By-law to regulate traffic and parking on Grey County roads not
be amended to reflect the requested revisions.
c. CCR-CW-03-21 First Nations Land Acknowledgement Policy
That Report CCR-CW-03-21 regarding a First Nations Land Acknowledgement
be received; and
That Grey County Council endorse the Land Acknowledgement Policy; and
That a formal ceremony be held with an invitation to Chief Lester Anoquot of
the Saugeen First Nation and Chief Gregory Nadjiwon of the Chippewas of
Nawash Unceded First Nation to attend County Council
d. EDTC-CW-04-21 Children’s Gallery Donation
That Report EDTC-CW-04-21 regarding the Grey Roots Children’s Gallery
Sponsorship be received for information; and
That the Children’s Gallery at Grey Roots be named Zooz’ Place for the
sponsorship period of 2021 to 2025.
e. PSR-CW-05-21 Paramedic Services Ambulance Purchase
That Report PSR-CW-05-21 regarding ambulance purchases be received and
that the purchase of three ambulances be awarded to Demers Ambulances in
the amount of $469,610.19 plus HST; and
That ambulance units 1053, 1054 and 1055 be exempt from the disposal of
goods process as outlined in section 11.2 of the purchasing policy and the
vehicles be offered to Grey Bruce Health Services (GBHS) for $10,700 per
vehicle plus HST; and
That staff also offer GBHS three previously utilized Stryker power load units
and power stretchers with the price to be negotiated; and
That as a result of disposing of three power load units and two stretchers
earlier than anticipated, staff be authorized to procure replacement equipment
with funding from the Paramedic Services Equipment and General Reserve;
and
That should GBHS decline the purchase, the three ambulances will be
disposed of in accordance with the purchasing policy and the three power
load units and two stretchers will not be purchased.
6. Other Business
7.

Notice of Motion

8.

Adjournment
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Committee Report
To:

Warden Hicks and Members of Grey County Council

Committee Date:

February 11th, 2021

Subject / Report No:

PDR-CW-08-21 Information Report

Title:

Hilton Head Heights Condominium 42CDM-2020-07

Prepared by:

Stephanie Lacey-Avon

Reviewed by:

Randy Scherzer

Lower Tier(s) Affected:

Municipality of Meaford

Status:

Recommendation
1. That Report PDR-CW-08-21 regarding an overview of proposed plan of
condominium application 42CDM-2020-07, consisting of thirty-three (33) single
detached lots on lands described as 408 Ridge Road, in the geographic Town of
Meaford, Municipality of Meaford, be received for information.

Executive Summary
The County has received a plan of condominium (vacant land condo) application known as
Hilton Head Heights (County file number 42CDM-2020-07), in the geographic Town of Meaford,
Municipality of Meaford to create 33 single detached dwelling lots on the Meaford Golf Course
lands. An additional 18 units are intended to form part of a separate condominium application,
extending northwest along the private road. This will be processed at a later point, once
additional technical reports have been submitted. There were lands forming part of the subject
golf course that were previously severed in 2017, now part of a life-lease development. This is
viewed as phase 1 of the subject development, even though phase 1 lands are now under
separate ownership from the golf course operations. Because this proposal was for a life-lease
development type, no subdivision or condominium applications were required by the County.
The applicant went through a local official plan amendment, zoning by-law amendment, and
consent process. New road construction will be required to serve the proposed development.
Servicing will be via full municipal water and sanitary sewers. Several technical reports have
been submitted with the proposed condominium application. The application and supporting
studies will be circulated to the prescribed agencies and public for review and comment. A
future public meeting will be held for the subject application. Following the public process and
agency review process, a thorough analysis and staff recommendation will be provided.

PDR-CW-08-21
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Background and Discussion
The County has received a plan of condominium application known as Hilton Head Heights
(County file number 42CDM-2020-07), in the geographic Town of Meaford, Municipality of
Meaford to create 33 single detached dwelling lots on the Meaford Golf Course lands. The plan
of condominium being proposed is a vacant land condominium. The lands immediately to the
northwest of the subject lands will form part of an additional 18-unit plan of condominium
application. This is intended to be submitted for processing at a later point. Because vacant land
of condominiums cannot be phased, there will be two separate condo corporations following
development completion, sharing common elements (i.e. roadway) via easements.
There were lands forming part of the subject golf course that were previously severed in 2017,
now forming part of a life-lease development. This is viewed as phase 1 of the subject
development, even though phase 1 lands are now under separate ownership from the golf
course operations. Because this proposal was for a life-lease development type, no subdivision
or condominium applications were required by the County. The applicant went through a local
official plan amendment, zoning by-law amendment, and consent process. During the public
process for those applications, general concerns were raised specific to; land use compatibility
with abutting residences and the golf course (recreational use), maintaining the golf course as
‘green space’, traffic volume and pedestrian safety, construction phase considerations and
water service and supply. With specific reference to the land use compatibility piece (residential
& recreational uses abutting one another), the applicant had a letter submitted by Cameron
Burechails (Golf Professional with Georgian Bay Golf Academy & Member of the Canadian Golf
Teachers Federation) which spoke to the proposed re-routing of several holes/greens at the
Meaford Golf Course, as well as proposed berming and plantings to ensure safety for the
proposed residential development on-site. General development recommendation was provided
at the time to ensure that any future development phases minimize conflict with the surrounding
golf course use, while maintaining safety and compatibility (established through a golf ball spray
analysis, etc…). And that each additional development phase shall consider connecting to
services (sanitary sewers, piped water, stormwater management, etc.) with previous or future
phases. Routing change has occurred on the golf course to date, with the tee decks now facing
away from the proposed development.
The proposed condominium is located at 408 Ridge Road, Meaford Golf Course. New private
road construction will be required to serve the proposed development. Servicing will be via full
municipal water and sanitary sewers. The subject golf course is approximately 36 acres in size,
but lands to be developed only represent a fragment of that area. There are residential
detached dwellings and forested lands to the north, residential detached dwellings and vacant
lands to the east, residential detached dwellings to the south, and, agriculture to the west.
Several technical reports have been submitted with the proposed condominium application. The
application and supporting studies will be circulated to the prescribed agencies and public for
review and comment. A future public meeting will be held for the subject application. Following
the public process, and agency review process, a thorough analysis and staff recommendation
will be provided.
Map 1 below shows the subject lands and surrounding area, Map 2 shows the proposed
condominium plan and Map 3 shows the phasing of the proposed development. A formal survey
has yet to be received for this development proposal and will be required prior to proceeding
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with a public meeting.

Map 1: Airphoto of Subject Lands
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Map 2: Proposed Plan of Condominium (Courtesy of Cobide
Engineering Inc.)
The proposed development required a zoning by-law amendment at the local Municipal level.
This application (Z07-2020) was submitted and granted approval.
Copies of all background reports and plans can be found here.

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 Provincial Plans or Municipal Official Plans that govern the
subject lands. In this case, the County of Grey Official Plan and the Municipality of Meaford
Official Plan have jurisdiction over the subject property. There are no Provincial Plans in place
for this section of Meaford.

Provincial Policy and Legislation
Both the Planning Act and the PPS speak to the efficient use of land within settlement areas,
where services are readily available. The proposed plan of condominium is within the Primary
Settlement Area of the geographic Town of Meaford, in the Municipality of Meaford. Full
municipal services will be extended to the subject development. The PPS indicates that the
preferred form of servicing in settlement areas is full municipal services.
Access to the subject site will be via a new private road, connecting to Ridge Road.
Other policies in the PPS speak to connected, walkable communities, with provisions for public
parkland and open space. No parkland will be proposed for this development.
Development should also avoid causing environmental or public health and safety concerns. An
environmental impact study has been completed as part of the overall submission and
preliminary review has been completed by the conservation authority. A golf ball spray analysis
has also been completed.
Following the public and agency review periods, staff will provide a more fulsome analysis of the
Provincial legislation and policy.

County Official Plan
The proposed plan of condominium is on lands designated as ‘Primary Settlement Area’ and
‘Hazard Lands’ in the County Official Plan. These areas are typically those suitable for high
intensification targets, public transit services, and have full municipal services. A minimum
development density of 20 units per net hectare will be achieved for new development.
Buildings and structures are generally not permitted in the ‘Hazard Lands’ land use type. Much
of the development is located outside of this area, and review through the various technical
studies will be complete to ensure safe and environmentally sensitive development occurs.
Consultation with the local conservation authority will be pertinent.

PDR-CW-08-21
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Section 8.9.1 of the County Plan provides a similar servicing hierarchy to that found in the PPS.
Section 8.9.1(1) indicates full municipal water and sewage services is the preferred method of
servicing. The proposed development is intended and will be serviced by municipal services. A
servicing report has been submitted as part of the proposal. Section 8.9 also includes policies
that govern roads, transportation, utilities, and stormwater management. County Official Plan
policies will be further assessed following agency review and the public process.

Legal and Legislated Requirements
The application will be processed in accordance with the Planning Act.

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

Relevant Consultation
☒ Internal: Planning
☒ External: The public, Municipality of Meaford, and required agencies under the Planning Act.

Appendices and Attachments
None
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Committee Report
To:

Warden Hicks and Members of Grey County Council

Committee Date:

February 11, 2021

Subject / Report No:

PSR-CW-04-21

Title:

Response Time Performance Plan Results for 2020

Prepared by:

Kevin McNab

Reviewed by:

Kim Wingrove, Kevin Weppler

Lower Tier(s) Affected:

All Lower Tiers

Status:

Recommendation
1. That Report PSR-CW-04-21 be received; and
2. That the 2020 Paramedic Services response time performance results be
submitted to the Ministry of Health by March 31st, 2021.

Executive Summary
The County sets the response time performance targets every October for the upcoming
calendar year. The County is required to report annually to the Ministry of Health by March 31st
of each year on the response time performance achieved under the previous year’s plan.
For the 2020 calendar year, the County has met all response time target criteria.

Background and Discussion
Grey County Paramedic Service is committed to continuous improvements in performance and
this is reflected in the response time targets that are developed and implemented annually. This
report provides the results of the County’s 2020 response time performance.
The County sets the response time performance targets every October for the upcoming
calendar year. The County is required to report annually to the Ministry of Health by March 31st
of each year on the response time performance achieved under the previous year’s plan. In
2012, the County determined the original response time performance targets based upon
response times that Paramedic Services was achieving at that time.

PSR-CW-04-21
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Response Time Targets
There are six set criteria that are measured under the Response Time Target Plans. Five of the
performance targets are measured by response times related to patient presentation as
indicated by the Canadian Triage and Acuity Scale (CTAS), however, one of the six criteria is
based on community response to patients in cardiac arrest.
The response time targets and criteria are described below:
1. The percentage of times that a person equipped to provide any type of defibrillation has
arrived on-scene to provide defibrillation to sudden cardiac arrest patients within 6
minutes of the time notice is received. The sudden cardiac arrest target for Grey County
is six (6) minutes, 40% of the time.
2. The percentage of times that an ambulance crew has arrived on-scene to provide
ambulance services to sudden cardiac arrest patients or other patients categorized as
CTAS 1 within eight (8) minutes of the time notice is received respecting such services.
The CTAS 1 target for Grey County is eight (8) minutes, 60% of the time.
3. The percentage of times that an ambulance crew has arrived on-scene to provide
ambulance services to patients categorized as CTAS 2, 3, 4 and 5 within the response
time targets set by the upper-tier municipality or delivery agent under its plan established
under subsection (2). O. Reg. 267/08, s. 1 (2); O. Reg. 368/10, s. 1 (2). The CTAS 2
target for Grey County is fifteen (15) minutes, 90% of the time. The CTAS 3,4 and 5
targets for Grey County are twenty (20) minutes, 90% of the time.

CTAS is described as:
CTAS Level: The ‘Canadian Triage & Acuity Scale’ is used to assign a level of acuity to a
patient. Acuity refers to the gravity of the situation – the potential for death and/or irreversible
illness. CTAS is a tool that more accurately defines the patient’s need for care. Assignment of
the CTAS level is to be based upon not only the presenting complaint identified on the initial
assessment made by the paramedic, but also on their examination findings, and response to
treatment.
CTAS I: Requires resuscitation and includes conditions that are threats to life or imminent risk of
deterioration, requiring immediate aggressive interventions, such as cardiac arrest, major
trauma or shock states.
CTAS II: Requires emergent care and includes conditions that are a potential threat to life or
limb functions, requiring rapid medical intervention or delegated acts, such as head injury, chest
pain or internal bleeding.
CTAS III: Requires urgent care and includes conditions that could potentially progress to a
serious problem requiring emergency intervention, such as mild to moderate breathing
problems, resolved seizure with normal level of alertness and moderate anxiety/agitation.

PSR-CW-04-21
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CTAS IV: Requires less-urgent care and includes conditions related to patient age, distress or
potential for deterioration or complications that would benefit from intervention or reassurance,
such as urinary symptoms, laceration requiring stitches and upper extremity injury.
CTAS V: Requires non-urgent care and includes conditions in which investigations or
interventions could be delayed or referred to other areas of the hospital or health care system,
such as sore throat, minor bites and dressing change.

Percentile Response Time Measurement
An important measurement of how a paramedic system is performing is indicated in the time in
which it responds to emergencies. The response time is measured from the time the crew is
first notified until the paramedic radios that they have arrived at the scene of the emergency. A
percentile response time measurement is the percentage of calls where paramedics arrive at
the scene of an emergency in a specified time frame. For example, if the response time
performance plan was to arrive on scene within fifteen (15) minutes, 90% of the time, and it was
measured against 1000 calls; 900 calls would have to be under fifteen (15) minutes to meet the
target.

Response Time Performance 2020
The 2020 response time performance for Grey County Paramedic Services is identified in the
chart below. This chart also indicates an average of the yearly reported response times from
2016 to 2020.
Call
Type

Provider

Response
Time Target

2020
Target

2020
Performance

5 Year
Average

Sudden
Cardiac
Arrest
(SCA)

Community
Defibrillator or
Paramedic
Response

Six (6)
minutes or
less

40%

43.59%

44.00%

CTAS 1

Paramedic
Response

Eight (8)
minutes or
less

60%

61.49%

65.38%

CTAS 2

Paramedic
Response

Fifteen (15)
minutes or
less

90%

90.34%

89.37%

CTAS 3

Paramedic
Response

Twenty (20)
minutes or
less

90%

97.01%

97.12%

PSR-CW-04-21
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Call
Type

Provider

Response
Time Target

2020
Target

2020
Performance

5 Year
Average

CTAS 4

Paramedic
Response

Twenty (20)
minutes or
less

90%

97.62%

97.14

CTAS 5

Paramedic
Response

Twenty (20)
minutes or
less

90%

95.65%

96.25%

For the 2020 calendar year, the County has met all response time target criteria. The last time
the County met all response time targets was in 2015.
2020 – 90th Percentile All Code 4 Calls – 14:53
2020 – Average Response Time Code 4 Calls – 7:58
In 2020, the total patient call volumes were 11,397 which is 4.37% less than in 2019. Although
there has been a reduction of calls in 2020, Paramedic Services has seen an increase in call
volume of 21.92% over the past 5 years.

Staffing Considerations
For 2021, Paramedic Services will continue to monitor for improvement of response times in
Chatsworth and surrounding municipalities with the addition of twenty-four hour staffing.

Legal and Legislated Requirements
Land Ambulance Response Time Standard Reg 257/00 Part VIII
Upper tier municipalities are responsible, either directly or through selected operators, for
ensuring that patient care and transport are carried out in accordance with applicable legislation,
standards and procedures. They are also responsible for the supervision of staff, maintenance
of vehicles and equipment and the provision of a quality assurance program.

Financial and Resource Implications
None

Relevant Consultation
☐ External:
☒ Internal: CAO, Finance

PSR-CW-04-21
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Appendices and Attachments
None
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Office of the Warden
595 9th Avenue East, Owen Sound Ontario N4K 3E3
519-376-2205 / 1-800-567-GREY / Fax: 519-376-8998
February 11, 2021
Mr. Twan Peeters
Eh!tel Networks Inc.
392058 Grey County Rd 109,
Holstein, ON
N0G 2A0

Dear Mr. Peeters:
Re:

Universal Broadband Fund Stream

It is our pleasure to write a letter in support of Eh!tel Networks Incorporated’s proposal
to the Universal Broadband Fund Stream regarding the company’s substantial
broadband infrastructure project for Southern Ontario.
Grey County understands that Eh!tel Network’s project will result in hundreds of
kilometres of new fibre in Grey County, particularly rural Southgate, West Grey, and
Grey Highlands to make high speed service connections available to households in the
area.
The past months have demonstrated the importance of connectivity, especially for rural
Canadians. The post-pandemic recovery offers the long overdue opportunity to provide
the necessary tools for rural Canada’s success in the digital economy. Indeed, the
expansion of broadband access through Eh!tel Network’s project will facilitate
commercial and industrial development in this community. The project will also enable
local businesses to grow by providing improved connectivity to customers beyond the
region. Eh!tel Network’s project will provide improved services to support residents
working from home, engaging in online learning, and accessing telehealth services. The
improved access will benefit all residents of our region, including underrepresented
groups, whose access to the digital economy will be improved by the provision of fibrebased internet services. This will assist the Government of Canada in pursuing other
strategies around poverty reduction, digital literacy, official languages and women’s
entrepreneurship.
The County of Grey strongly supports the application by Eh!tel Networks Inc. for funding
from the “Universal Broadband Fund Stream” program. This funding
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for Eh!tel Networks Inc. would build much needed broadband fibre optic infrastructure in
the rural communities.
Should you have any questions, please contact my office at 519-372-0219 ext. 1225
Yours truly,

Selwyn Hicks
Warden
(519) 372-0219 ext. 1225
www.grey.ca
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January 22, 2021
RE: Insurance Rates Resolution
Please be advised that the Council of the Municipality of Grey Highlands, at
its meeting held January 20, 2021, passed the following resolution:
2021-39
Moved by Tom Allwood, Seconded by Aakash Desai
Whereas the cost of municipal insurance in the Province of
Ontario has continued to increase – with especially large
increases going into 2021; and
Whereas Joint and Several Liability continues to ask property
taxpayers to carry the lion’s share of a damage award when a
municipality is found at minimum fault; and
Whereas these increases are unsustainable and unfair and eat
at critical municipal services; and
Whereas the Association of Municipalities of Ontario outlined
seven recommendations to address insurance issues including:
1. The provincial government adopt a model of full
proportionate liability to replace joint and several liability.
2. Implement enhancements to the existing limitations period
including the continued applicability of the existing 10-day rule
on slip and fall cases given recent judicial interpretations and
whether a 1 year limitation period may be beneficial.
3. Implement a cap for economic loss awards.
4. Increase the catastrophic impairment default benefit limit to
$2 million and increase the third-party liability coverage to $2
million in government regulated automobile insurance plans.
5. Assess and implement additional measures which would
support lower premiums or alternatives to the provision of
insurance services by other entities such as nonprofit insurance
reciprocals.
6. Compel the insurance industry to supply all necessary
financial evidence including premiums, claims and deductible
limit changes which support its own and municipal arguments
The Municipality of Grey Highlands
 206 Toronto Street South, Unit One P.O. Box 409 Markdale, Ontario N0C 1H0
17
519-986-2811
Toll-Free 1-888-342-4059
Fax 519-986-3643
 www.greyhighlands.ca
 info@greyhighlands.ca
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as to the fiscal impact of joint and several liability.
7. Establish a provincial and municipal working group to
consider the above and put forward recommendations to the
Attorney General;
Now therefore be it resolved that the Council for the
Municipality of Grey Highlands call on the Province of Ontario
to immediately review these recommendations and to
investigate the unethical practice of preferred vendors who are
paid substantial amounts over industry standards, despite
COVID 19 delays, as insurance premiums will soon be out of
reach for many communities and
Be it further resolved that this motion be provided to the
Honourable Doug Ford, Premier of Ontario, the
Honourable Peter Bethlenfalvy, Minister of Finance, the
Honourable Doug Downey, Attorney General of Ontario, the
Honourable Bill Walker, MPP for Bruce - Grey - Owen Sound,
and all Ontario municipalities.
CARRIED.
As per the above resolution, please accept a copy of this correspondence for
your information and consideration.
Sincerely,

Jerri-Lynn Levitt
Deputy Clerk
Council and Legislative Services
Municipality of Grey Highlands
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January 25,202L

Municipality of West Grey c/o Genevieve Scharback, Clerk
40281.3 Grey County Road 4
RR#2 Durham, ON, NOG 1R0
lspe nce r@westgrev.co m

Municipality of Grey Highlands c/o Raylene Martell, Clerk
PO Box 409,206 Toronto Street South
Markdale, ON, NOC 1H0
plannins@

hishlands.ca

Attention: Mayor and Council
Re: Chapman's lce Cream Proposed Development
As you may be aware, Chapman's lce Cream is a significant employer in Grey County and is proud to

continue

to bring employment

and growth opportunities

to

Grey County and particularly

to

the

communities of West Grey and Grey Highlands.
Chapman's lce Cream currently is exploring an opportunity to continue to build on previous successes and
cooperative arrangements with both municipalities through a current development proposal to construct
a new 90,000 square foot addition to the existing ice cream production facility, currently physically within

the community of Grey Highlands. A recent addition, of similar scale, extended the production facility
northerly to the common municipal boundary. The current plan would include the new 90,000 square
foot addition fully within the West Grey jurisdiction, with servicing provided from Grey Highlands,
generally as outlined on the attached sketch.
The County of Grey recently facilitated an initiation meeting with all parties to launch this development
proposal and to establish appropriate next steps, and future steps, toward advancing this current project,
planned for 2O22 construction. Chapman's lce Cream remains aware of other issues that may affect future
development planning.

At this time, the purpose of this letter is to advise both Councils of the current development proposal,
with the intention of moving forward in an appropriate, cooperative and timely manner.
Sincerely,
Chapman's lce Cream

Joe Jacobs

of Operations
Attachment
VP

Cc

:

P.O. Box 379

Randy Scherzer - Grey County, Director of Planning & Development randv.scherzer@grev.ca
John Slocombe, P. Eng. -GM BluePlan Engineering iohn.slocombe@gmblueplan.ca

.

100 Chapman's

Crescent. Markdale . Ontario

NOC 1H0

. Tel: (519)986-3131 'Toll Free: 1-800-265-9110 ' Fax: (519)986'4280
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Committee Minutes
Climate Change Task Force
January 26, 2021 – 1:00 PM
The Climate Change Task Force met on the above date through electronic means with
the following members participating:
Present:
Staff
Present:

Councillors Carleton, Woodbury, Gamble, Desai, Hutchinson, McQueen
and Warden Hicks
Kim Wingrove, Chief Administrative Officer; Randy Scherzer, Director of
Planning; Scott Taylor, Senior Planner; Hiba Hussain, Planner; Pat Hoy,
Director of Transportation; Anne Marie Shaw, Director of Housing; Pat
Hoy, Director of Transportation; Heather Morrison, Clerk; Rob Hatten,
Communications Manager and Tara Warder, Deputy Clerk/Legislative
Coordinator

Call to Order
The Chair called the meeting to order at 1:00 PM.

Declaration of Interest
There were no declarations.

Draft Climate Change Strategies
Hiba Hussain introduced the themes and the draft strategies that have been completed
as part of the draft Climate Change Action Plan.
The themes found within the Corporate section were highlighted, as well as each of the
strategies contained within those themes.
The first theme discussed was related to vehicle fleet and equipment. It was noted that
the goal is to improve how the fleet and vehicles are used and to reduce greenhouse
gas emissions and demonstrate climate leadership.
Questions were addressed regarding electric vehicle infrastructure and technology.
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The next theme the Task Force reviewed was related to Stationary Energy. The goals of
this section are to improve energy conservation at corporate buildings to ensure the
infrastructure is the most efficient it can be. The strategies within this section were then
reviewed.
Next, the Task Force reviewed Waste Production in corporate buildings. The goals of
this theme are to reduce corporate waste across all operations, encourage behavioural
change and create a culture of conservation.
Lastly, the Municipal Culture theme was reviewed. The goal of this theme is to integrate
climate change into decision making and planning processes and encourage
sustainability through a decision making lens.
It was noted that small changes make big impacts and these small changes should be
encouraged in the organization.
Councillor Woodbury left the meeting at this time.
Staff asked if there is support for examining the Plan from a broader local municipal
perspective. There isn’t anything that excludes broader participation and it would be
useful to explore opportunities. Ms. Wingrove noted that the local CAOs will go through
the Plan and see where there is alignment between the local municipalities and this
plan. The Task Force supported this.
The themes from within the Community Section were then reviewed.
The first theme discussed was related to the Building theme. Ms. Hussain noted that the
goal of this theme is to prioritize energy conservation by building cleaner more efficient
buildings and retrofitting existing structures, creating indoor spaces that are more
comfortable for residents while ensuring policies are equitable and reduce energy
poverty across our communities. Each strategy within this section was then reviewed.
Next, the Task Force discussed the Transportation theme. The goal is to encourage
active transportation and a move away from carbon and gas-powered vehicles.
Expanding rural transportation systems and the promotion of public transportation and
rideshare programs was also noted as a goal.
Discussion occurred on chargers for electronic vehicles, issues with responsibility with
recycling and the biodigester owned by the Township of Chatsworth and Georgian
Bluffs.
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The Agricultural theme was then highlighted. The aim of this section is to provide
support, resources and tools to help the agricultural community become more
sustainable. Ms. Hussain then outlined the strategies within.
The next theme discussed was related to Land Use. Objectives include continuing to
promote compact, mixed use development and integrate smart growth principles into
land use planning processes while preserving and expanding Grey County’s natural
areas.
The Task Force then considered the Energy theme which aims to promote renewable
energy in the County that is owned and operated locally, and has minimal impact on the
surroundings. Further, it should create and develop local jobs and support the
independence of residents and business.
Lastly, the theme of Waterway and Shoreline Preservation was noted. The goal within
this theme is to ensure the protection of waterways and shorelines including lakes,
rivers and streams and to reduce the impacts of flooding on local infrastructure.
Discussion occurred on flood plain mapping, the need to protect water quality and
preserve natural shorelines.
Councillor McQueen left the meeting.
Staff requested the Task Force consider what may be required for the implementation of
the Plan and to identify needs and concerns and forward that information to Hiba
Hussain.

Other Business
There was no other business.

Next Meeting Dates
To be determined
On motion by Councillors Hutchinson and Warden Hicks, the meeting adjourned at 3:08
pm.
Sue Carleton, Chair
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Joint Accessibility Advisory Committee
January 21, 2021 – 2:30 PM
The Grey County Joint Accessibility Advisory Committee met on the above date through
electronic means with the following members participating:
Present:

Catherine Sholtz, Claudia Strelocke, Andrew Edgcumbe, Dwight Burley,
Andy Underwood and Christina Schnell

Municipal
Representatives: Jonathan Zettel, Municipality of West Grey; Melissa Hilgendorff, Town
of Hanover; Sarah Traynor, Town of the Blue Mountains; Brenda
Goetz, Town of Hanover and Lindsey Green, Township of Southgate
Staff
Present:
Savanna Myers, Director of Economic Development, Tourism and Culture;
Kathie Nunno, Administrative and Accessibility Coordinator; Heather
Morrison, Clerk; Stephanie Stewart, Manager of Community
Transportation; Jill Paterson, Manager of Museum and Archives; Ted
Noble, Operations Manager; Aaron Whitney, Manager of Facilities and
Operations; Sim Salata, Collections Manager and Tara Warder, Deputy
Clerk/Legislative Coordinator

Call to Order
Heather Morrison called the meeting to order.

Election of the Chair and Vice Chair
Heather Morrison called for nominations for Chair and Vice Chair of the Committee.
JAAC01-21 Moved by: Christina Schnell

Seconded by: Claudia Strelocke

That Councillor Burley be nominated as Chair of the Joint
Accessibility Advisory Committee for 2021.
On motion by Christina Schnell, nominations closed.
Councillor Burley declined the nomination.
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JAAC02-21 Moved by: Councillor Burley

Seconded by: Claudia Strelocke

That Catherine Sholtz be nominated as Chair of the Joint
Accessibility Advisory Committee for 2021.
On motion by Councillor Burley, nominations closed.
Catherine Sholtz accepted the nomination and was acclaimed Chair.
JAAC03-21 Moved by: Catherine Sholtz

Seconded by: Andy Underwood

That Councillor Burley be nominated as Vice Chair of the Joint
Accessibility Advisory Committee for 2021.
On motion by Councillor Burley, nominations closed.
Councillor Burley accepted the nomination and was acclaimed Vice Chair.
Catherine Sholtz then assumed the Chair.

Declaration of Interest
There were no declarations made.

Site Plan Reviews
Grey Roots Museum & Archives Store – New Build Moreston
Village
Jill Paterson spoke to the proposed general store to be constructed at Moreston Village.
Ms. Paterson noted that it is part of the master plan for Grey Roots and is a part of
phase 4 which includes new builds for a number of replica buildings. Staff have
reviewed the proposed buildings and determined that the general store is the most
appropriate to move forward.
Ms. Paterson then reviewed the dimensions and details of the building, noting that it is a
23x38 storey and a half structure. The function is for demonstration purposes and will
be depicted as a general store from the 1920’s period.
Activities in this building will include special event demonstrations and educational
programming. Staff are also exploring the feasibility of selling local products as well.
This new build will enrich the Grey Roots experience, increase the number of artifacts
that can be displayed and maximize repeat attendance at Grey Roots.
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Staff noted that site servicing is already in place. They include natural gas and
electrical. There will not be domestic water or septic. Accessible washrooms are located
in the school house and the main building at Grey Roots.
Discussion occurred on the plans for future buildings and accessible washrooms for
patrons. Ted Noble noted that the septic system capacity at Grey Roots was previously
engineered to consider future buildings and washrooms.
General accessibility at Grey Roots and Moreston Heritage Village was discussed
including the composition of the pathways and the need for smooth transitions. Staff
added that there is a scooter available. Members noted that accessible aisles inside
are also important.
Ms. Paterson and Mr. Noble provided an overview of the site plan for the general store
as well as the exterior design.
Staff plan to mitigate any sort of lip on the entrance to the building. Staff further noted
that there is an option to have a landscape ramp instead of a physical one to assist in
keeping the period look and feel of the building.

Gas Bar and Car Wash – Hanover
Brenda Goetz addressed the Committee on the proposed gas bar and car wash in
Hanover located at 167 10th Street in Hanover.
Ms. Goetz noted that it conforms to Section 3.8 of the Building Code. Currently there
are no standards for the car wash.
Hanover Town Council passed a by-law to enter into a site plan agreement in
December of 2020. The gas station will be approximately 1650 square feet and the
proposed car wash will be attached to it.
Discussion occurred on whether there are electric car charging stations, and if there will
be an accessible and properly sloped curb and sidewalk into the convenience store. It
was noted that there are no plans for electric car charging stations and that there will be
an accessible sidewalk surrounding the convenience store. The curbing at the store is
sloped to the asphalt but only in one area.
Staff will bring up the points raised about accessible sidewalks and sloping to the
developers of the new site.
The Committee further noted that there appears to be a curb cut at the sidewalk in front
of the building. It does not indicate that there is an access aisle within the parking space
on the site plan. Ms. Goetz noted that she will bring this matter forward to Mr. Tedford.
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A further suggestion was to include accessible vehicle signage on the building.
Concern was expressed regarding the orientation of the accessible parking space next
to the loading zone for delivery trucks. Patrons unloading from the passenger side of an
accessible van would be unloading into the loading zone. This concern will be brought
back to the Hanover Chief Building Official.
Committee members mentioned features of the new Esso gas station in Hanover that
are not accessible. Hanover staff will investigate.
Councillor Burley left the meeting at this time.
JAAC04-21 Moved by: Christina Schnell

Seconded by: Andy Underwood

That the Grey County Joint Accessibility Advisory Committee
supports in principle the site plans for the gas bar and car wash in
Hanover and the Grey Roots Store in Moreston Heritage Village with
the following issues for the gas bar and car wash being addressed:


Orientation of the accessible parking space in relation to the ramp
and loading zone



Inclusion of an access aisle



Appropriate sloped curbing on sidewalks for entrance and exit to
the convenience store



Inclusion of accessible vehicle signage on the building
Carried

CCR-JAAC-02-21 Proposed Update to Multi-Year Accessibility
Plan
Kathie Nunno presented the above report regarding an update to the multi-year
accessibility plan. Grey County Council continues to identify rural transportation as a
strategic priority. The objective is to implement a long-term strategy for coordinating a
rural transit system within Grey County. Through provincial funding to support local and
intercommunity transit, the County embarked on a conventional transit pilot.
Now that there is conventional transit, there are additional legislated accessibility
responsibilities, one of which is updating the multi-year accessibility plan to include a
plan for conventional transit.
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This plan is a living document and will change from time to time as objectives are met
and new developments happen. This time, the update is focusing on the addition of
conventional transit
Stephanie Stewart gave an outline of the transit process and progress to date. It was
noted that the system, GTR (Grey Transit Route) began operating in September and
continues to run throughout the pandemic. Ms. Stewart noted that GTR buses can fulfill
most requests, however if an individual requires a ramp or a lift, the transit provider,
Driverseat, works with Home and Community Support Services (HCSS) to offer that
service. The GTR has established a relationship with HCSS and staff are working to
streamline the process with them.
It was noted that there is a tendency for people to need accessible transit more in the
winter because of the snow.
There was a suggestion from the membership for all transit systems to work towards a
fully accessible transit system.
It was noted that funding will be provided from the government until March of 2023.
Ms. Stewart noted that ridership has steadily increased during the operation of the GTR,
excluding lockdown periods.
JAAC05-21 Moved by: Claudio Strelocke

Seconded by: Christina Schnell

That Report CCR-JAAC-02-21 regarding the Update to the Multi-Year
Accessibility Plan 2018-2020 be received, and
That the Updated Multi-Year Accessibility Plan 2018 – 2022 be
endorsed.
Carried

Other Business
Accessibility for Ontarians with Disabilities Act (AODA) Desk
Audits
Melissa Hilgendorf highlighted the Town of Hanover’s experience with a recent AODA
Desk Audit and wondered if any other municipalities have had experience with
completing these. Hanover responded by providing documentation and referencing
certain areas of these documents. She noted that the file was closed, and the auditors
were happy with the Town’s program.
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Next Meeting Dates
To be determined.
On motion by Claudia Strelocke, the meeting adjourned at 3:52 PM.
Catherine Sholtz, Chair
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Joint Public Meeting – County Official Plan Amendment 6
Wednesday, January 27, 2021 – 1:40 p.m.
A joint Grey County and Township of Southgate public meeting was held by a Zoom
video call with the following members in attendance:
Township Council Members Present: Barbara Dobreen, Jason Rice, Jim Frew and
Martin Shipston
County Council Members Present: Chair John Woodbury and Brian Milne
Regrets: Councillor Michael Sherson
Township Staff Present: Clint Stredwick, Lindsey Green and Elisha Milne
County Staff Present: Randy Scherzer, Director of Planning and Monica Scribner,
Recording Secretary
Also present: Kory Chisholm and Andrew Edwards, Applicant’s Consultants; Nazy
Majidi and Shakir Rehmatullah, Applicants
Proposed County Official Plan Amendment, Southgate Official Plan Amendment, Draft
Plan of Subdivision and Zoning By-law amendment affect those lands described as
Concession 2 SWTSR, Part Lots 225 & 226, in the geographic Township of Proton, now
in the Township of Southgate.

Call to Order
Chair Woodbury called the public meeting to order then welcomed everyone on behalf
of the County and the Township. Introductions then followed.
Randy Scherzer read the regulations.
This development requires four applications. A County of Grey Official Plan
Amendment, Southgate Official Plan Amendment, a draft Plan of Subdivision, and a
Township of Southgate Zoning By-law Amendment. In order for the development to
move forward, approvals are needed on all four of the applications. The County makes
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the decisions on the County Official Plan Amendment and Draft of Subdivision
applications, as well as the Southgate Official Plan Amendment if adopted by the
Township of Southgate. The Township makes decisions on the Southgate Official Plan
Amendment application as well as the Zoning By-law Amendment application.
Decisions regarding the official plan amendments need to occur first before decisions
can be considered on the proposed plan of subdivision and the zoning by-law
amendment.
The effect of the proposed County Official Plan Amendment would be to redesignate
the subject lands from Rural and Hazard Lands to Primary Settlement Area and Hazard
Lands to permit the proposed development. A comprehensive review report has been
submitted in order to justify the proposed expansion to the settlement area of Dundalk.
The effect of the proposed plan of subdivision application, known as Southgate
Meadows Glenelg Phase 2 (County file number 42T-2020-09) proposes to create a total
of 155 residential units comprising of 83 single detached units, 66 townhouse units and
6 partial lots on the subject lands. The site is proposed to gain access through the draft
approved plan of subdivision known as Southgate Meadows Phase 1 (42T-2018-12)
from Corbett Street and Aitchison Avenue. Further internal roads are proposed to be
constructed to provide access to the proposed lots. The proposed lots would be
serviced by municipal water and sewer services.
The effect of the proposed Southgate Official Plan Amendment would be to
redesignate the subject lands from the Rural and Hazard Lands designations to the
Neighbourhood Area and Hazard Lands designations to permit the proposed
development.
The effect of the zoning by-law amendment application (C21-20) is to rezone the
subject lands from Restricted Rural (A2) zone and Environmental Protection (EP) zones
to the Residential Type 1 with exceptions zone (R1-378-h), Residential Type 3 with
exceptions zone (R3-379-h), Open Space zone (OS) and Environmental Protection
zone (EP).
As required by Section 17 and 34 of the Planning Act RSO 1990, as amended, Council
shall ensure that at least one public meeting is held, notice of which shall be given in the
manner and to the persons and public bodies containing the prescribed information.
In accordance with the Planning Act and the implementing Regulations, the County of
Grey and the Township of Southgate gave notice of this Public Meeting, by individual
prepaid first class mail to persons within 120 metres based on the most recent
assessment information provided by MPAC (Municipal Property Assessment
Corporation), and to an extensive list of agencies as set out in the regulations. A sign
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was also posted on the property. The public meeting notice is located on the County
web site at www.grey.ca.
It is imperative to note that:
If a person or public body would otherwise have an ability to appeal the decision of
County of Grey or the Township of Southgate in reference to the official plans, plan of
subdivision and zoning by-law amendment, to the Local Planning Appeal Tribunal but
the person or public body does not make oral submissions at a public meeting or make
written submissions to Grey County or Township of Southgate before the plan
amendments are decided upon, the person or public body is not entitled to appeal the
decisions, and may not be added as a party to the hearing of an appeal before the Local
Planning Appeal Tribunal unless, in the opinion of the Tribunal, there are reasonable
grounds to do so.
If you wish to be notified of the decision of the proposed Official Plan, Local Official
Plan, Plan of Subdivision and Zoning By-law Amendment you must make a written
request to the County of Grey at 595 9th Ave. East, Owen Sound, Ontario N4K 3E3, or
the Township of Southgate at 185667 Grey Road 9, Dundalk ON, N0C 1B0.
Alternatively, you can also send an email to Clint Stredwick, Township Planner, or
Randy Scherzer, County Planner. Both Clint and Randy’s email addresses can be
found on the mailed public meeting notice.
If there are any comments, questions or concerns for those in attendance this
afternoon, please address the Chair and give your name and Lot and Concession, or
civic address, for the record.
Comments received from the following:
Agency Comments:
Enbridge Gas, dated November 19, 2020
Enbridge Gas Inc. request that as a condition of final approval that the owner/developer
provide to Union Gas the necessary easements and/or agreements required by Union
Gas for the provision of gas services for this project, in a form satisfactory to Enbridge.
Bruce Telecom, dated November 19, 2020
Bruce Telecom have no concerns or issues with the work being done at this location.
Canada Post, dated November 19, 2020
Canada Post will provide mail delivery service through centralized Community
Mailboxes; and will work with the developer to determine a suitable permanent location
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for them. Once the development is approved, they require notification of the new civic
addresses.
Eastlink, dated November 20, 2020
Once the subdivision is approved, Eastlink staff will require detailed Hydro plans for
their planning.
Township of Southgate Public Works Department, dated November 20, 2020
The subdivision will need to be on municipal water, sanitary sewer and storm water
service connections. No road widening is required.
The property is located in a Well Head Protected Area “D”; applicable to Dense Non
Aqueous Phase Liquid (DNAPL) products managed by education and outreach
programs.
Bell Canada, dated November 24, 2020
Bell Canada requests conditions of draft approval to ensure that there are necessary
easements provided to Bell Canada to service this new development and that the
Owner will be responsible to provide entrance and service ducts from Bell Canada’s
existing network infrastructure to service this development.
Hydro One, dated November 27, 2020
Hydro One has no comments or concerns at this time.
Grand River Conservation Authority (GRCA), dated November 27, 2020
The subject lands fall completely under the Saugeen Valley Conservation Authority
(SVCA) jurisdiction, therefore GRCA staff defer commenting to the SVCA.
Historic Saugeen Métis, dated November 27, 2020
The Historic Saugeen Métis (HSM) Lands, Resources and Consultation Department has
reviewed the relevant documents including the Environmental Impact Study and
Archaeological Assessment and have no objection or opposition to the proposed
Southgate Meadows Glenelg Phase 2 Plan of Subdivision Application as presented.
Saugeen Valley Conservation Authority (SVCA), dated January 8, 2021
SVCA staff has reviewed the applications in accordance with the SVCA’s MOA with the
Township of Southgate, and as per our mandated responsibilities for natural hazard
management, including our regulatory role under the Conservation Authorities Act.
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It is the opinion of the SVCA staff that:


Consistency with Section 3.1, Natural Hazard policies of the PPS, 2020 has been
demonstrated.



Consistency with Section 2.1, Natural Heritage policies of the PPS, 2020 has
been demonstrated; and



Consistency with local planning policies for natural hazards and natural heritage
has been demonstrated.

Therefore, SVCA staff note that the proposed Draft Plan of Subdivision; proposed Grey
Official Plan Amendments; and proposed Zoning By-law Amendment are generally
acceptable to SVCA staff, provided that recommended conditions of draft approval are
included in the draft Plan of Subdivision approval:


That prior to any grading or construction on site, and prior to Final Approval of
the subdivision by Grey County, the owner shall prepare
studies/reports/documents to the satisfaction of SVCA, including:
o Final lot grading and drainage plan
o Final functional servicing and Stormwater Management Report,
o Final Hydrologic/Hydrogeologic Assessment (water balance)
demonstrating no net loss of surface and groundwater to the receiving
wetland feature
o Final Sediment and Erosion Control Plan;
o A letter from the applicant’s ecologist advising that the final proposed
stormwater management and grading plans are in conformance with the
recommendations of the EIS, and
o Landscaping Plan for the 10 metre wide wetland buffer and Stormwater
Management Plan



That the Subdivision Agreement contain provisions with wording acceptable to
the SVCA regarding the previously noted matters



SVCA has also requested notice of any decisions from the County and the
Township

Public Comments:
To date there have been no public comments received in writing.
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There were verbal comments provided by Shan Elliot, 356 Glenelg St, indicating that
she supports both Phases 1 and 2 of Southgate Meadows and is hopeful that sewer
services will be extended all the way down Glenelg Street in the future so that their
property can connect to municipal sewer services.

COMMENTS FROM THE APPLICANTS CONSULTANT
Mr. Chisholm, MHBC Planning presented the following information on the proposed
application.
Site works have begun on Glenelg Phase 1 and will be registered later this year.
This new phase of 155 residential units, 89 single detached units and 66 townhouses,
will also comprise of a public park and a landscaped stormwater management pond, as
well as additional connections to the existing rail trail to the east and an extension of the
Glenelg walking trail to the west.
The increased density will help Dundalk to work towards the overall density target. The
site will be fully serviced, and the new phase will be accessed through the two road
connections from the first phase.
The comprehensive review concluded there is a need for a residential settlement
expansion in Dundalk and the proposed site is the most logical location for a residential
expansion.
All of the application submission requirements were reviewed, including planning
reports and technical studies addressing local and provincial level planning policy.

COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC
Chair Woodbury asked if anyone from the public wished to speak. There were no verbal
comments. There was one question asked in the Zoom chat function, from an unknown
caller from Doyle Street, who asked if there will be any impacts to their area.
Mr. Chisholm stated the Grey County Rail Trail acts as a divider between the homes on
Doyle Street and the current Glenelg Subdivision, which is located closer to Doyle
Street than the proposed phase 2 addition, so impact to the owners on the other side of
the rail trail should be minimal.

COMMENTS FROM THE TOWNSHIP STAFF/COUNCIL
Councillor Dobreen questioned what the future plans are for the quantity of traffic
flowing north on Glenelg Street.
Mr. Scherzer acknowledged that secondary access for connection on Ida street would
have been ideal but there are wetlands and hazard land areas preventing that option. If
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Southgate chose to further explore this option, at a later date, an Environmental
Assessment process would be required. The current priority is providing safe access to
the residents. There will be further review to design a secondary access through the
parkland which would maintain the proposed parkland setting, while allowing
emergency vehicle access if required.
Councillor Dobreen asked questions about the CP Rail Trail, located to the east of the
build site. She inquired what future conflict concerns could arise, will there be fencing
required for the homes that border the rail trail and are there future plans for rail
returning to our area.
Mr. Scherzer responded that in the first phase there were provisions outlined to make
home buyers aware before purchasing, that the trail is used for many uses, including
motorized vehicles such as ATV’s and snowmobiles. The same notification will occur
with this second phase.
Mr. Chisholm replied that board fencing and landscape buffers were created along the
rail trail in the first phase and will continue on to phase 2.
Mr. Scherzer commented that as stated in our Official Plan policies, if rail returned to
our area, it would be comprehensively explored with the rail servicing provider, ways to
best mitigate the impacts along the whole stretch of the trail lands. Ideas such as
creating more permanent fixtures like higher fencing to reduce noise impacts, larger
barriers, etc would need to be explored at that time should rail return.
Deputy Mayor Milne inquired what metrics are being used to determine how much
parkland is needed in a subdivision and if township park staff had been consulted.
Mr. Chisholm clarified there was preliminary discussion with planning staff about
parkland sizes. 5% is considered usual parkland dedication and this project is
approximately 4%, so there would be a possible cash in lieu for the 1% which will be
clarified with township staff before final decisions are made.
Mr. Milne indicated he would rather see bigger lots, with a few trees planted instead of
parkland in one spot. Is there a way to keep the character and small town feel, to
prevent Dundalk from looking like the bigger cities?
Councillor Martin agreed with Mr. Milne and noted to keep in mind the cost and time of
park staff to upkeep parklands.
Councillor Martin asked if there will be fencing along the wetland area on the east side,
near block 98 to deter animals venturing onto properties. Mr. Chisholm confirmed they
will make sure that the area mentioned is reviewed in detail.
Councillor Shipston inquired about the stormwater management Block 102 area. With
lots of water coming off the rooves and paved roads, would any excess overflow going
into the wetlands save on infrastructure money.
Mr. Chisholm stated there is a water balance requirement that needs to be retained and
deferred to the consultant from Croziers & Associates, who verified the wetlands were
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analyzed in conjunction with the hydrogeologist company SLR Consulting (Canada) Ltd.
Any flow going from Glenelg phase 1 and 2, into the wetlands pre-development, will
match the post-development flow. They have an obligation through the conservation
authority’s review of proposals they must uphold.
Mr. Stredwick commented that fencing can be helpful as a noise buffer, as well as to
keep people from extending their property line out further, while others prefer to not
have a fence so they can view and interact easier with nature. Ms. Dobreen mentioned
that fences with gates may be a good option and/or catwalks for access to the trails.
Councillor Shipston was concerned of the liability of the landscaped storm water
management area. Mr. Stredwick stated there is a liability on any municipal property
and this should not be a big concern since it will not be very deep. Putting up a chain
link fence could be an option but may draw people towards it as well as change the
aesthetics.
Mr. Rehmatullah thanked everyone for their hard work on this project. He stated he is
proud to say they build communities not just homes. He assured that he heard the
comments provided today and will make sure everything, including the fencing is done
well on this project and any future developments. He hopes that the parkland option
remains as an asset for young families to have a small park close to home. He clarified
the density of the homes would have been tighter if they were being built in a bigger city
and he promises they will look nice. He is excited about the future of Dundalk,
especially with busing, better internet, and the new medical clinic coming.
Mayor Woodbury stated he is happy to have a developer who listens to our concerns,
follows through and is a part of our community. He then thanked everyone for attending
and adjourned the public meeting at 2:23 p.m.
Chair John Woodbury
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Committee Report
To:

Warden Hicks and Members of Grey County Council

Committee Date:

February 11, 2021

Subject / Report No:

TR-CW-06-21

Title:

Speed Limit Evaluation Policy Update

Prepared by:

Matt Marck, Engineering Manager

Reviewed by:

Pat Hoy, Director of Transportation Services

Lower Tier(s) Affected:

Member Municipalities

Status:

Recommendation
1.

That Report TR-CW-06-21 be received and that Speed Limit Policy MS-TS-008
be rescinded; and

2.

That the updated Speed Limit Evaluation Policy 12-4 be endorsed.

Executive Summary
The speed limit evaluation policy was drafted and endorsed by County Council on November 22,
2016 through Resolution CC148-16.
The policy was scheduled for review in 2020.

Background and Discussion
The speed limit evaluation policy was drafted to address evaluation criteria for County rural roads
only and did not address urban roads within member Municipality civic borders.
The proposed update to the policy adds criteria to address regulatory posted speed revisions for
urban roads within Municipal urban boundaries, as these were not addressed in the original policy.
Specifically addresses a process to revise speed limits on County Roads in lower tier urban areas if
so desired by the lower tier. The additions are highlighted in the attached revised policy.

Legal and Legislated Requirements
For regulatory posted speed limits to be enforceable, a by-law must be passed to implement any
revision to posted speed limits.

TR-CW-06-21
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Financial and Resource Implications
Labour, material and equipment to manufacture and install/change signage would variable
dependent upon the number of signs required at specific locations. Typically, a new sign, installed,
would incur a cost of approximately $250.00/each.

Relevant Consultation
☒

Internal
Clerks Department

☐

External

Appendices and Attachments
Speed Limit Evaluation Policy – revisions highlighted

TR-CW-06-21
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Corporate Policy
[Title]
Approved by:
By-law: N/A
Replaces: MS-TS-008
Section: Transportation

Policy: 12-4
Date Approved:
Last Revision Date: February 11, 2021
Scheduled for Review by: 2026

Policy Statement
In accordance with the Highway Traffic Act, the County of Grey is responsible for posting
speed limits on Grey County roads that will meet the function of a county road, driver
expectations and engineering principals.

Purpose
The purpose of this procedure is to provide the County of Grey with criteria to evaluate posted speed
limits. Posted speed limits must consider safety criteria as well as match the expectations of drivers
for a given roadway and surrounding area. This policy provides evaluation criteria to assess
appropriate speed limits based on a variety of factors.

Scope
The determination of an appropriate speed limit is not an exact science; there are a variety of
components that must be considered and evaluated with regard to risk.
The major function of a rural county road is to provide the efficient movement of people and goods;
therefore, the speed limit on rural county roads should be maintained as high as possible
considering public safety and risk management.

TR-CW-06-21
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Speed limits that are set too low on rural county roads will result in a greater speed variance which
may contribute to accident frequency.
Urban County roads that run through urban centres are typically posted the same as the associated
municipal roads which are typically 50 km/h. If the member municipality passes a by-law to change
the posted speed on associated municipal roads, the County will follow suit, if requested by the
member municipality, and change the posted speed limit on the County road within the municipal
boundary to that of the adjacent municipal roads.
Local municipalities are responsible for the movement of pedestrians on County right-of-ways.

Urban County Roads
Evaluation Criteria
County roads that reside within member Municipality urban areas fall under the Urban
Local Undivided functional classification of the Ontario Ministry of Transportation
Geometric Design Standards Manual (GDM), and as such have design speeds
ranging from 40 km/h to 60 km/h.
In a constrained urban setting geometric criteria and non-geometric criteria as applied
to Rural County Roads does not play a decisive role in posted speeds, as the urban
setting typically consist of a curbed cross section with parking lanes, closely spaced
entrances and intersections with pedestrian movements, possible signalization and
high commercial development.
The typical posted speed of most urban County roads is 50 km/h.
For setting speed limits in urban areas, If the member Municipality passes a by-law to
lower the posted speed limit of all streets within the boundaries of the member
Municipality urban area, the County, at the request of the member Municipality,
through the passing of a resolution to Grey County Council, will follow suit, and pass a
by-law to set the regulatory speed limit on the urban County road to match the
regulatory posted speed limit as passed into by-law by the member Municipality.

Rural County Roads
Evaluation Criteria
County roads fall under the Rural Collector Undivided functional classification of the
Ontario Ministry of Transportation Geometric Design Standards Manual (GDM), and as
such have design speeds ranging from 60 km/h to 100 km/h. Geometric design
parameters, which determine road design speed, are selected based on functional
classification.
Road geometry is typically designed to 20 km/h faster than the final posted speed limit,
i.e. a road with an 80 km/h posted speed limit will be designed to 100km/h. However,
on county roads, it is an acceptable municipal practice for the design speed to equal
the posted speed limit.
When determining an appropriate speed limit, consistency is important; therefore, it is
not recommended to frequently alter the posted speed limit along a roadway. Where
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such adjustment is required, the change in speed should be no greater than 20 km/h.
To maintain a posted speed where medium to high risk hazards are present, warning
signs may be placed to inform the motorist.
Speed limits should also be set with consideration given to what reasonable drivers
feel should be the running speed limit of the roadway, the speed at which the eightyfifth percentile of drivers feel comfortable driving. If speed limits are set unreasonably
low, drivers will tend to disregard the posted limits.
To determine a speed limit, the following criteria must be considered collectively. A
single variable is insufficient to arrive at a final speed limit. Geometric criteria should
be applied first, followed by consideration of non-geometric criteria. Geometric criteria
will directly and consistently influence the level of risk applied to a vehicle and driver,
while non-geometric criteria will intermittently influence the actual and perceived risk to
the driver.
Geometric Criteria
Horizontal Alignment
Vertical Alignment
Stopping Site Distance
Lane Width
Shoulder Width
Non-Geometric Criteria
Road Side Entrances
Intersecting Roads
Road Side Hazards
Operating Speed
Accident history

Geometric Criteria
Horizontal Alignment
The radius, superelevation and the occurrence density of horizontal curves have an
effect on driver comfort and safety, and influence driving risk. The analysis of existing
horizontal geometry may justify a lower posted speed limit.
The risk assessment criteria for implementing a speed limit change based on
horizontal geometry are as follows:
High Risk - Curves fail to meet the recommendation by more than 10 km/h.
Medium Risk - Curves fail to meet the recommendation by 10 km/h or less.
Low Risk - Curves meet or exceed the recommendation.
An increase in the occurrence of horizontal curves within a 1.0 km length of road will
increase driver workload possibly justifying a speed limit reduction. This is known as
the curve density (curvature change rate).
The risk assessment criteria for implementing a speed limit change based on curve
density are as follows:
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High Risk - More than 6 curves per km.
Medium Risk - 3 to 6 curves per km.
Low Risk - Less than 3 curves per km.
In an effort to maintain an existing speed limit through horizontal curves, signage may
be installed to mitigate risk, as per the Ontario Traffic Manual.

Vertical Alignment
Steepness of grade, and sharpness and frequency of vertical curves (crest and sag)
will increase driver workload. Navigating a road that exhibits significant grade
changes presents a greater driving risk.
Depending on the traffic volume, the recommended maximum road grade decreases
as the design speed increases.
The vertical geometry of a road is designed with consideration given to stopping sight
distance and driver comfort. The rate of change of grade through a crest or a sag
relates to the chosen design speed; as vertical curves lengthen and flatten, design
speed increases.
The risk assessment criteria for implementing a speed limit change based on vertical
curve geometry is as follows:
High Risk - Curves exceed the recommendation by more than 10 km/h.
Medium Risk - Curves exceed the recommendation by 10 km/h or less.
Low Risk - Curves meet or exceed the recommendation.

Stopping Sight Distance
A minimum sight distance must be available to a driver to stop before reaching an
object in their path. Stopping sight distance must be maintained through both
horizontal and vertical curve sections of road.
The risk assessment criteria for implementing a speed limit change based on stopping
sight distance is as follows:
High Risk - Curves exceed the recommendation by more than 10 km/h.
Medium Risk - Curves exceed the recommendation by 10 km/h or less.
Low Risk - Curves meet or exceed the recommendation.

Lane Width
Narrow lanes provide less room for maneuverability and, as a result, driver comfort
and safety is reduced. Lane width, together with traffic volume and vehicle type can
be used to assist in the selection of a speed limit. Generally, the wider the travelled
way, and the lesser the traffic volume, the greater the design speed.
The risk assessment criteria for implementing a speed limit change based on lane
width is as follows:
High Risk - Average lane width less than 0.25 m less than recommendation.
Medium Risk - Average lane width between 0 m and 0.25 m less than
recommendation.
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Low Risk - Average lane width equal to or greater than recommendation.

Shoulder Width
Narrow shoulders create an illusion of narrower traffic lanes which result in reduced
driver comfort. Shoulder width, together with traffic volume and vehicle type, can be
used to assist in the selection of a speed limit.
The risk assessment criteria for implementing a speed limit change based on shoulder
width is as follows:
High Risk - Average shoulder width less than 0.5 m less than recommendation.
Medium Risk - Average shoulder width between 0 m and 0.5 m less than
recommendation.
Low Risk - Average shoulder width equal to or greater than recommendation.

Non-Geometric Criteria
Road Side Entrances
The number and density of entrances may increase the number of vehicles
encountering conflicts and justify a reduction to the posted speed limit.
Given that a roadway conforms to minimum geometric design standards, the risk
assessment criteria for implementing a speed limit change are as follows:
High Risk - More than 50 residential or 20 commercial entrances per side per
km.
Medium Risk - Between 30 and 50 residential, or 10 to 20 commercial entrances
per side per km.
Low Risk - Less than 30 residential or 10 commercial entrances per side per km.

Intersecting Roads
A change in the number, spacing and traffic volume of intersecting roads may affect
the number of vehicles encountering conflicts which may justify a modification to the
posted speed limit.
Given that a roadway conforms to the established minimum geometric design
standards, the risk assessment criteria for implementing a speed limit change are as
follows:
High Risk - More than 3 intersections with AADT greater than 1000, or more than
5 intersections with AADT greater than 200.
Medium Risk - 3 intersections with AADT greater than 1000, or more than 5
intersections with AADT greater than 200.
Low Risk - Less than 3 intersections with AADT greater than 1000, or less than 4
intersections with AADT greater than 200.

Road Side Hazards
Road side hazards create an illusion of a narrower roadway resulting in reduced driver
comfort. A hazard free clear zone along the roadway should be maintained wherever
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possible. It is always preferable to remove road side hazards, or install suitable
shielding, rather than to reduce speed limits; however, where removal or shielding is
impossible, or clear zone areas are not available, speed limit reductions may be
justified.
Given that a roadway conforms to the established minimum geometric design
standards, the risk assessment criteria for implementing a speed limit change are as
follows:
High Risk - 10 or more hazards per km per side, or continuous hazards on more
than 50% of the road segment length. This does not include curb and gutter
signage.
Medium Risk - 5 to 9 hazards per km per side or continuous hazards from 25%50% of the road segment length. This does not include curb and gutter signage.
Low Risk - Less than 5 hazards per km per side or continuous hazards on less
than 25% of the road segment length. This does not include curb and gutter
signage.
Site Specific conditions must be taken into consideration when assessing road side
hazards to determine if a speed limit reduction will sufficiently reduce risk.

Operating Speed
The operating speed of a vehicle will generally be less than the desired speed of the
driver since driving conditions are not usually ideal; however, operating speed may
become excessive when the design speed is less than the desired speed as may
occur on long flat sections of roadway.
Given that a roadway conforms to established minimum geometric design standards,
the risk assessment criteria for implementing a speed limit change are as follows:
High Risk - Operating speed appears to be greater than the posted speed.
Medium Risk - Operating speed is equal to the posted speed.
Low Risk - Operating speed is less than the posted speed.

Accident History
Accident history can be used to justify a speed limit adjustment using the criteria
below:
High Risk - There has been an average of 4 or more accidents per year for the
previous 3 years as a direct result of speed in excess of the posted speed limit.
Medium Risk - There has been an average of 2 to 4 accidents per year for the
previous 3 years as a direct result of speed in excess of the posted speed limit.
Low Risk - There has been an average of 2 or less accidents per year for the
previous 3 years as a direct result of speed in excess of the posted speed limit.

Proximity of Development
The density and the closeness of development to the property line increases the
amount of activity that a driver must observe. As a result, the location and the
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activities from the development play a factor in identifying an appropriate speed
limit.

Assessment
Once all of the above criteria are rated, the Director of Transportation Services will
make a recommendation in a report to County Council through an amendment to
by-law 4788-13 that regulates traffic and parking on Grey County roads.

Legislated Requirements
Highway Traffic Act

Forms
N/A

TR-CW-06-21

45

February 11, 2021

Committee Report
To:

Warden Hicks and Members of Grey County Council

Committee Date:

February 11, 2021

Subject / Report No:

TR-CW-08-21

Title:

Amendments to By-Law 4788-13 – Regulating Traffic and
Parking within the County of Grey Roads System

Prepared by:

Matt Marck, Engineering Manager

Reviewed by:

Pat Hoy, Director of Transportation Services

Lower Tier(s) Affected:

Member Municipalities

Status:

Recommendation
1.

That Report TR-CW-08-21 be received and that Schedule “N” of By-Law
4788-13 being the By-law to regulate traffic and parking on Grey County
roads not be amended to reflect the requested revisions.

Executive Summary
By-Law 4788-13 was adopted by Grey County Council to regulate traffic and parking on roads
under the jurisdiction of the County of Grey.
The By-Law includes twenty-one schedules that identify a variety of restrictions and associated
fines, with changes reviewed to several schedules as follows:
Schedule

Description

Changes Requested

Recommended

N

Rates of Speed

Grey Road 1 Georgian Bluffs
Resident request to reduce existing areas posted
80 km/h between Kemble Rock Road and Wiarton
to 70 km/h (entire length of Island View Drive)

No

Grey Road 1 Georgian Bluffs

No

Resident request to extend existing speed limit of
50 km/h from existing easterly termination of 50
km/h limit in Big Bay (existing length 580 m) for
another 1.0 km easterly (requested length 1,580
m)
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Background and Discussion
Schedule “N” Rates of Speed
In accordance with the Highway Traffic Act, municipalities have the authority to establish rates
of speed on their roads. For the speed limit rates to be applicable, a by-law must be passed
identifying the limits and the rate of speed.
Schedule “N” regulates the rates of speed on County roads that differ from the standard rural
(80 kilometres per hour) and urban (50 kilometres per hour) regulatory speeds.
Many requests have been received to lower speed limits. It should be noted the intent of
County roads are to serve increased traffic volumes, at higher travel speeds, with reduced
interruption. The majority of the requests are summarized and forwarded to the local police for
the consideration of increased enforcement.
A resident located on Grey Road 1, east of Big Bay, raised concerns with speeding and traffic
volumes on Grey Road 1 (Island View Drive) between Wiarton and Kemble Rock Road.
Transportation Services reviewed the section and disagrees that the existing 80 kilometres per
hour should be posted at the requested 70 kilometres per hour at all locations currently posted
at 80 km/h (+/- 29 kilometres with multiple areas posted at 50, 60 and 70 km/h already).
Transportation Services does not recommend this revision to Schedule “N” of By-Law 4788-13.
Based on several factors, including the number and density of horizontal curves and density of
entrances, the warrant for a change in the speed limit would be considered moderate.
Grey Road 1 through this section is a low volume road with an AADT (Annual Average Daily
Traffic) volume of approximately 300 per day. Volumes do increase in the summer due to
cottagers and tourists, but no accident history exists that would warrant any changes.
2019 speed data does indicate that up to 40% of vehicles are travelling above the posted speed
of 80 km/h, and of those, 85% of vehicles are driving at or below 91 km/h.
Typical data across the system demonstrates that a vast majority of vehicles are running at 1015 km/h above the posted limit, whether it be 50 km/h or 80 km/h.
It has been documented that lowering the posted speed limit does not necessarily deter
speeding, especially in rural sections where the data demonstrates that drivers are comfortable
driving at or above the posted limit.
Grey County transportation passes along all speeding complaints to local law enforcement, but
resident priorities are not necessarily police priorities. County speed software indicates Grey
Road 1 in this section would be considered of low to medium priority for speed enforcement by
police services.
It should be noted, that a majority of speeding complaints are typically centred around
pedestrian movements. Grey Road 1 between Wiarton and Owen Sound is a rural road with
partially paved and granular shoulders (as are most sections of Grey County Roads) and
pedestrian movements are not a predominant function of the road.
The below noted change is not recommended.
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Grey Road

From

To

Rate of Speed

1

Kemble Rock Road

Wiarton

70 km/h
(locations
currently posted
at 80 km/h)

The same resident located on Grey Road 1, east of Big Bay, raised concerns with speeding and
traffic volumes through Big Bay and wishes the 50 km/h zone be extended by 1.0 km to the
east. Transportation Services disagrees that the existing 50 kilometres per hour in the hamlet of
Big Bay should be lengthened, as it extends well beyond the perceived boundaries of the
hamlet. Transportation Services does not recommend this revision to Schedule “N” of By-Law
4788-13.
Grey Road

From

To

Rate of Speed

1

A point 1350 m east of
the intersection of Grey
Road 1 and Division
Street (Big Bay)

A point 230 m west of the
intersection of Grey Road 1
and Division Street (Big Bay)

50 km/h

Legal and Legislated Requirements
For the above locations to be enforceable the By-Law must be consistent with field signage.

Financial and Resource Implications
Labour, material and equipment to procure and install/change signage, if changes were adopted
would cost approximately $10,000.

Relevant Consultation
☒

☒

Internal
Clerks Department
External – Township of Georgian Bluffs

Appendices and Attachments
Grey Road 1 Township of Georgian Bluffs By-Law 4788-13 “N” Rates of Speed Location Map
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Grey Road 1 Municipality of Georgian Bluffs By-Law 4788-13 Schedule “N” Rates of Speed
Location Map
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Committee Report
To:

Warden Hicks and Members of Grey County Council

Committee Date:

February 11, 2021

Subject / Report No:

CCR-CW-03-21

Title:

Land Acknowledgement Policy

Prepared by:

Heather Morrison

Reviewed by:

Kim Wingrove

Lower Tier(s) Affected:

None

Status:

Recommendation
1. That Report CCR-CW-03-21 regarding a First Nations Land Acknowledgement be
received; and
2. That Grey County Council endorse the Land Acknowledgement Policy; and
3. That a formal ceremony be held with an invitation to Chief Lester Anoquot of the
Saugeen First Nation and Chief Gregory Nadjiwon of the Chippewas of Nawash
Unceded First Nation to attend County Council

Executive Summary
At the October 22, 2020 Committee of the Whole meeting staff were directed to bring back a
report that looked at options related to a First Nations Land Acknowledgement. This was
subsequently endorsed by Council. County staff have reached out to both M’wikwedong
Cultural Centre and The Chippewas of Nawash for assistance in options related to this and
have developed a corporate policy that encompasses a number of Grey County events where a
land acknowledgement may be appropriate.

Background and Discussion
Land or territorial acknowledgements have emerged in several municipalities following the
publication of The Truth and Reconciliation Commission report in 2015. A land
acknowledgement recognizes First Nations Peoples on whose traditional territories we work and
live. These acknowledgements demonstrate the recognition and respect for Indigenous
peoples, both in the past and the present and the contributions they have made to our
communities and nation.
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In 2018, the Association of Municipalities of Ontario (AMO), established an Indigenous
Relations Task Force that is to be a resource to assist member municipalities with creating
traditional land acknowledgements “as a practice of reconciliation aimed at recognizing
traditional or treaty territories of Indigenous peoples.” These statements are most often read at
the beginning of Council meetings, municipal events and celebrations with others being read on
an occasional basis only in order to continue for them to be meaningful and relevant.
Several municipalities within the province have implemented land acknowledgement
statements. While there is no standard wording for these statements or consistent practice.
The overarching need is for the acknowledgement to be genuine, with a commitment to
acknowledge and educate people on the complex history of Indigenous people. Therefore, land
acknowledgements should not be completed in isolation of other areas of consultation and
education.
Grey County is home to the Anishinabek people of the Saugeen Ojibway Nation and includes
the communities of Saugeen First Nation and Chippewas of Nawash Unceded First Nation.
Parts of Grey County also include traditional territory for the Six Nations of the Grand River,
Haudenosaunee, and Wendat-Wyandot-Wyandotte people along with Metis. Several
departments within the County maintain ongoing relationships with Indigenous communities
including planning, social services, economic development, and housing relative to their
respective portfolios.
Below are some examples of other stakeholders and community organization’s land
acknowledgements:
Bluewater District Board of Education- “We acknowledge that we are on the traditional territory
of the Anishinaabe Peoples. I wish to recognize the long history of First Nations and Metis
Peoples in Ontario and show respect to them today.”
Bruce Grey Public Health Unit- “We are meeting on the traditional territory of the Anishinabek
Nation: The People of the Three First known as Ojibwe, Odawa and Pottawatomie Nations.
And further give thanks to the Chippewas of Saugeen and the Chippewas of Neyaashiinigmiing
(Nawash), now known as the Saugeen Ojibway Nation as the traditional keepers of this land.
And recognize the traditional homeland of the Metis Nation.”
First United Church- “We acknowledge with respect, the history, spirituality and culture of the
Anishinaabe peoples on whose traditional territories we gather and whose ancestors signed
Treaties 82, 45 ½ and 72 with our ancestors. We recognize also, the Great Lakes Metis whose
ancestors shared this land and these waters. May we all, as Treaty People, live with respect on
this land, and live in peace and friendship with all of its diverse peoples.”

Grey County Municipalities
Staff requested information through the local municipal Clerks to determine what Grey County
local municipalities were doing related to land acknowledgements. Georgian Bluffs, Hanover,
Meaford and West Grey have no such process in place currently.
Owen Sound has used two land acknowledgements in the past and they are used on an as
needed basis. One of those is similar to the First United Church acknowledgement.
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The Town of The Blue Mountains have a territorial land acknowledgement which is recited at
the beginning of each Council and Committee meeting as follows: “We would like to begin our
meeting by recognizing the First Nations, Metis and Inuit peoples of Canada as traditional
stewards of the land. The municipality is located within the boundary of Treaty 18 region of
1818 which is the traditional land of the Anishinabek, Haudenosaunee and Wendat-WyandotWyandotte peoples.”

Land Acknowledgment Policy
Rather than simply including a Land Acknowledgement at the beginning of every County
Council meetings, staff thought that a more streamlined policy, covering various areas of County
operations would provide a more meaningful process for the use of land acknowledgements.
In order to implement a land acknowledgement that not only recognizes the First Nations
people, their history and ongoing contributions, a more formal ceremony with invitations being
extended to both Chief Nadjiwon from the Chippewas of Nawash Unceded First Nation and
Chief Anoquot from the Saugeen First Nation to attend and speak to the history of First Nations
people in Grey County is recommended.
Grey County wants to acknowledge First Nations people with this statement and ensure that the
land acknowledgement remains meaningful and sincere. The Policy recommends that a First
Nations Land Acknowledgement is used in the following circumstances:






Council/Committee of the Whole Agendas
o the Inaugural Session of Grey County Council following the municipal election
o Council Meetings where there is a Committee Report related to land matters
including planning matters or sale or acquisition of land
Corporate Documents
o including but not limited to Corporate Strategic Plan, Official Plan or Official
Plan Amendments, Forest Management Plan, Annual Budget and others as
directed by the Chief Administrative Officer in consultation with the Warden and
Clerk.
Grey County Special Events
o including but are not limited to opening of new exhibits at Grey Roots, naming
or dedication ceremonies related to Grey County assets (roads, forests etc.),
opening of new County facilities etc. Other Special Events as directed the by
the Warden in consultation with the Chief Administrative Officer and Clerk.

Proposed Acknowledgement
We acknowledge with respect, the history, spirituality, and culture of the Anishinaabek, Six
Nations of the Grand River, Haudenosaunee, and Wendat-Wyandot-Wyandotte peoples on
whose traditional territories we gather and whose ancestors signed Treaties with our ancestors.
We recognize also, the Metis and Inuit whose ancestors shared this land and these waters.
May we all, as Treaty People, live with respect on this land, and live in peace and friendship
with all its diverse peoples.
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Legal and Legislated Requirements
There is no legal requirement for any municipality to implement a First Nations land
acknowledgement.

Financial and Resource Implications
There are no financial considerations related to the implementation of a First Nations land
acknowledgement statement.

Relevant Consultation
☐

Internal-Planning

☒
External-Grey County municipalities, M’Wikwedong Indigenous Friendship Centre,
Communications-Chippewas of Nawash

Appendices and Attachments
Land Acknowledgement Policy
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Corporate Policy
Land Acknowledgement Policy
Approved by: County Council
By-law: N/A
Replaces: N/A
Section:

Policy: 3-23
Date Approved:
Last Revision Date:
Scheduled for Review by: 2026

Policy Statement
A land acknowledgement statement recognizes First Nations Peoples on whose traditional
territories we work and live. Recognition and respect are essential elements of establishing
healthy, reciprocal relations. These relationships are key to reconciliation, a process to which
Grey County is committed.

Purpose
The purpose of a land acknowledgement is to demonstrate the recognition and respect for
Indigenous peoples, both in the past and the present and the contributions they have made to
our communities and nation.

Scope
This policy will provide a corporate Land Acknowledgement and an overview of when Land
Acknowledgements should be used relative to Grey County meetings, corporate documents,
and other special events.

Definitions
First Nation Peoples original inhabitants of the land that is now Canada, and were the
first to encounter sustained European contact, settlement, and trade.
Inuit means a member of an indigenous people from Northern Canada and parts of
Greenland and Alaska.
Metis means people of mixed European and Indigenous ancestry, and one of the three
recognized Aboriginal People in Canada.
Saugeen Ojibway Nations means the First Nations People of the Chippewas of
Nawash, Unceded First Nation and the Saugeen First Nation

Financial Matters
There are no financial matters related to this Policy
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Internal Governance
Land Acknowledgement
We acknowledge with respect, the history, spirituality, and culture of the Anishinaabek, Six
Nations of the Grand River, Haudenosaunee, and Wendat-Wyandot-Wyandotte peoples on
whose traditional territories we gather and whose ancestors signed Treaties with our ancestors.
We recognize also, the Metis and Inuit whose ancestors shared this land and these waters.
May we all, as Treaty People, live with respect on this land, and live in peace and friendship
with all its diverse peoples.
Land Acknowledgements will be used in the following circumstances:
Council/Committee of the Whole Agendas
the Inaugural Session of Grey County Council following the municipal election,
Council Meeting where there is a Committee Report related to land matters
including but not limited to: planning matters or sale or acquisition of land
Corporate Documents including but not limited to Corporate Strategic Plan, Official
Plan or Official Plan Amendments, Forest Management Plan, Annual Budget and
others as directed by the Chief Administrative Officer in consultation with the Warden
and Clerk.
Grey County Special Events including but not limited to opening of new exhibits at
Grey Roots, naming or dedication ceremonies related to Grey County assets (roads,
forests etc.), opening of new County facilities etc. Other Special Events as directed by
the Warden in consultation with the Chief Administrative Officer and Clerk.

Forms
None
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Committee Report
To:

Warden Hicks and Members of Grey County Council

Committee Date:

February 11, 2020

Subject / Report No:

EDTC-CW-04-21

Title:

Grey Roots Children’s Gallery Sponsorship

Prepared by:

Jill Paterson, Manager of Museum & Archives
Claudette Martin, Engagement Manager

Reviewed by:

Savanna Myers, Director of Economic Development,
Tourism & Culture

Lower Tier(s) Affected: All
Status:

Recommendation
1.

That Report EDTC-CW-04-21 regarding the Grey Roots Children’s
Gallery Sponsorship be received for information; and

2.

That the Children’s Gallery at Grey Roots be named Zooz’ Place for the
sponsorship period of 2021 to 2025.

Executive Summary
In November 2019, staff at Grey Roots Museum & Archives were approached by
Fairmount Security Services to propose funding support for the development of a
Children’s Gallery at the museum. The proposal was met with great excitement given
the strategic direction staff were pursuing to enhance the experiences for children to
better support families as a targeted audience demographic.
Fairmount Security Services generously offered the amount of $20,000 over the course
of five years, $6,000 in the first year and $3,500 per subsequent years. The project and
sponsorship were put on hold in 2020 with the onset of the pandemic; however, staff
and sponsor are eager to move forward in 2021 as plans for recovery begin to take
shape.
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Background and Discussion
The Grey Roots Strategic Plan 2016-2020 recommends the “provision of fun, engaging
and memorable family experiences”. The Plan identifies families as a core constituency
in Grey County and a market that could be more actively attracted to visit the museum.
In 2019, staff took a step back to review and re-assess successes and opportunities,
investigating ways to create more accessible experiences and services. Children,
parents, grandparents, guardians and caregivers were recognized as a priority
audience. In addition to this, children’s services offered through childcare, camps and
community programs were also identified as a market to leverage.
A Children’s Gallery attracts families and groups looking for engaging and educational
activities, while making better use of Grey Roots’ main building facility. Thanks to the
generous support of Fairmount Security Services, staff will have the resources
necessary to implement minor renovations and make unique equipment purchases to
better serve Grey County families.
The Children’s Gallery at Grey Roots Museum & Archives will house a playful,
interactive learning space for children of varying ages to explore Grey County stories.
Unique, child-focused, and relatable objects from the Museum collections will be paired
with lively wall murals, hands-on items and expressive text in order to support the
exploration of nature and history from a Grey County perspective.
Children (and caregivers) will engage in learning through quiet reading spaces, bustling
building activities, art projects and games. The space will be animated by staff and
special guests who will lead scheduled programs and activities.
For the duration of the agreement, the sponsorship of the Children’s Gallery will be
recognized through select marketing benefits, on-site signage and through the naming
of the gallery as ‘Zooz’ Place’. The name is in playful recognition of Fairmount Security
Service’s trained security dog, Zooz.
Staff are keen to recognize this generous sponsorship and launch a dedicated, yearround Children’s Gallery at Grey Roots and are confident that the equipment and
experience will have reach well beyond the five-year sponsorship agreement.

Legal and Legislated Requirements
In accordance with the Corporate Asset Naming Policy, County Council approval is
required in the naming/renaming of Grey County assets, including, buildings and
rooms or features therein. The naming of a County asset may be considered when,
providing recognition of donations, sponsorships and joint ventures.
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Financial and Resource Implications
The Fairmount Security Services agrees to make a cash contribution to Grey Roots
Museum & Archives in the amount of $20,000. The contributions will be made according
to the following schedule. The Fairmount Security Services may add to or accelerate the
completion of this pledge at the Sponsor’s discretion:
Installments
Initial contribution

Payment Amount
$6,000

Due Date
Upon signing of this Sponsorship
Agreement (2021)

Four (4) subsequent
contributions

$3,500

Annually on anniversary of the
Initial Contribution (2022, 2023,
2024 and 2025)

Total

$20,000

The sponsorship amounts will be received by Grey Roots Museum & Archives as
revenue to a budget line specifically earmarked for the development and
implementation of the Children’s Gallery.

Relevant Consultation
☐

Internal – Grey Roots, Finance, Clerks, Communications

☐

External – Fairmount Security Services

Appendices and Attachments
Corporate Asset Naming Policy
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Children’s Gallery Rendering
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Committee Report
To:

Warden Hicks and Members of Grey County Council

Committee Date:

February 11, 2021

Subject / Report No:

PSR-CW-05-21

Title:

Purchase of Three New Ambulances for 2021 and sale of
Ambulances, Power load units and Stretchers to Grey Bruce
Health Services

Prepared by:

Kevin McNab

Reviewed by:

Kim Wingrove, Kevin Weppler

Lower Tier(s) Affected:

None

Status:

Recommendation
1. That Report PSR-CW-05-21 regarding ambulance purchases be received and that
the purchase of three ambulances be awarded to Demers Ambulances in the
amount of $469,610.19 plus HST; and
2. That ambulance units 1053, 1054 and 1055 be exempt from the disposal of goods
process as outlined in section 11.2 of the purchasing policy and the vehicles be
offered to Grey Bruce Health Services (GBHS) for $10,700 per vehicle plus HST;
and
3. That staff also offer GBHS three previously utilized Stryker power load units and
power stretchers with the price to be negotiated; and
4. That as a result of disposing of three power load units and two stretchers earlier
than anticipated, staff be authorized to procure replacement equipment with
funding from the Paramedic Services Equipment and General Reserve; and
5. That should GBHS decline the purchase, the three ambulances will be disposed of
in accordance with the purchasing policy and the three power load units and two
stretchers will not be purchased.

Executive Summary
Grey County’s 2021 approved budget includes the replacement of three ambulances that have
a six year lifespan ($540,000 for 3 or $180,000 each) and one stretcher with a ten year lifespan
($23,400).
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This is the fifth of a five-year contract with Demers Ambulances with annual rate increases
based on the Canadian Consumer Price Index (‘All Items’) as ended on December 31st of the
previous year. The rate increase for 2021 purchases is 1.0% and there is also an increase of
$1,270 per vehicle as the chassis Demers based their tendered price on is no longer available.
The price received for three ambulances totals $469,610.19 plus HST ($156,536.73 plus HST
per ambulance). After considering the HST rebate, the net expense is $477,875.33 which is
$62,124.67 less than the budgeted amount; this will not result in surplus as capital purchases
are funded from the Paramedic Services Equipment and General Reserve.
End of lifecycle ambulances are normally disposed of as per the Section 11.2 of the County’s
Purchasing Policy; however, Grey Bruce Health Services has expressed interest in acquiring
these vehicles. Staff recommends that Council make an exception to the policy and sell the
vehicles to GBHS instead of by public process. If recent sale data is used to determine a
valuation, in the most recent three years that ambulances have been sold, the average sale
price was $10,700 plus HST.
GBHS has also expressed interest in purchasing three Stryker power load units and three
power stretchers that are currently being utilized in the paramedic system for use in these
ambulances; only one stretcher is scheduled for disposal in 2021. Staff recommends that the
sale price be negotiated with GBHS and will ensure that the reserve is not disadvantaged by
acquiring equipment earlier than planned. Paramedic Services would need to replace the three
power load units and two stretchers that are not included in the 2021 approved budget at an
estimated cost of $126,000 - $131,000. The purchases would be funded from the Paramedic
Services Equipment and General Reserve; this reserve is anticipated to have a balance at yearend of $1,318,612. Should GBHS decline to purchase the ambulances, these purchases would
not be required until the end of their lifecycle.
GBHS is also interested in the provision of vehicle, stretcher and oxygen/suction system
maintenance by our Transportation Services mechanics. This would be part of further
discussions should the sale of ambulances to GBHS occur.

Background and Discussion
Ambulance Purchase
Paramedic Services has a fleet of 15 ambulances with two or three replaced annually.
Ambulances are on a six-year replacement schedule and at the time of replacement, typically
have mileage exceeding 275,000 kilometers.
In May 2017, The County of Grey tendered a five-year contract for new ambulance purchases
which was awarded to Demers Ambulances.
On March 23rd, 2017, County Council endorsed the following recommendation per report PSRCW-07-17 – Resolution CC24-17;
That Paramedic Services proceed with a tender for new ambulance purchases with a
provision for a five-year contract with the successful bidder for the years 2017 through
2021.
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On May 25th, 2017, County Council endorsed the following recommendation per report PSRCW-07-17 - Resolution CC25-17;
That the County enter into a five-year contract with Demers Ambulances based on the
Canadian Consumer Price Index (All Items).
Under the terms of the tender, annual rate increases are based on the Canadian Consumer
Price Index (‘All Items’) as of December 31st of the previous year (1% for 2021 purchases). The
chassis supplied by General Motors (GM) that was included in the original tender is no longer
available for 2021 and the new chassis (also provided by GM) has an increase in cost of $1,270
plus HST. As a result, the price received from Demers shows the portion for the conversion
with a 1% CPI increase and a $1,270 increase for the chassis. The cost for three ambulance
totals $469,610.19 plus HST ($156,536.73 plus HST per ambulance).
The net expense to Paramedic Services after HST rebate totals $477,875.33 as compared to a
budget of $540,000, resulting in $62,124.67 less required from the reserve than budgeted. An
annual transfer to the Paramedic Services Equipment and General Reserve is made to ensure
sufficient funds are available for vehicle and equipment purchases; when the 2021 budget was
prepared it was anticipated that this reserve would have a balance of $1,318,612 at December
31, 2021.

Disposal of Ambulances and Equipment
GBHS has approached Paramedic Services and is interested in purchasing the three
ambulances that are scheduled for replacement in 2021. Additionally, they are also interested in
acquiring three used power load units and stretchers to outfit the vehicles. The Purchasing
Policy outlines the process for disposal of surplus goods as follows:
11.2 Disposal of Surplus Goods
c. Purchasing, with the assistance of the owning group, shall ascertain whether items falling into
their respective authorities can be of use to another municipality or Department rather than
disposed of. This may be by way of an email informing of the availability or some other way of
ascertaining interest.
d. Items that are not of interest to another municipality or Department may be disposed of using
a public process that will take into consideration the type of materials being disposed of and the
cost-benefit to the municipality. An example of this is a public auction website. Trade-in options
may also be considered as a form of disposal.
Staff recommends that the process for disposal of the three ambulances, power load units and
stretchers be exempt from the Purchasing Policy with the sale price to GBHS based upon
negotiation. Staff will ensure that the Paramedic Services Equipment and General Reserve is
not disadvantaged by disposing of equipment earlier than planned.

Acquisition of Replacement Power Load Units and Stretchers
If GBHS moves forward with the purchase of three used power load units and stretchers,
Paramedic Services will need to purchase replacement equipment; only one stretcher was
scheduled for replacement in the 2021 approved budget. Staff requests approval for the
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unbudgeted purchases with the cost estimate of $126,000 - $131,000 funded from the
Paramedic Services Equipment and General Reserve. As mentioned above, when the budget
was prepared it was anticipated that this reserve would have a balance of $1,318,612 at
December 31, 2021. If GBHS does not purchase the equipment, staff would purchase one
budgeted stretcher.
GBHS is also interested in the provision of vehicle, stretcher and oxygen/suction system
maintenance by our Transportation Services’ mechanics. Transportation Services staff have all
the required training and certifications to test, maintain and repair this specialized equipment.

Legal and Legislated Requirements
All ambulances purchased for use in the department must be certified compliant with the current
Ontario Provincial Land Ambulance and Emergency Response Vehicle Standard (Version 5.0,
September 28, 2012).

Financial and Resource Implications
The net expense for three ambulances totals $477,875.33 as compared to the budget of
$540,000; purchases are funded from the Paramedic Services Equipment and General Reserve
and therefore does not result in surplus but rather a lower transfer from reserve. When the
2021 budget was prepared, it was anticipated that this reserve would have a balance of
$1,318,612 at the end of this year. By offering GBHS the option to purchase power load units
and two stretchers that were not scheduled for replacement in 2021, this will result in an
unbudgeted purchase of $126,000 - $131,000 that will be required to be funded from the
Paramedic Services General and Equipment Reserve.
End of lifecycle ambulances are normally disposed of as per Section 11.2 of the County’s
Purchasing Policy; however, staff recommends that Council authorize an exemption to the
policy and sell the vehicles to GBHS instead of by public process. If recent sale data is used to
determine a valuation, in the most recent three years that ambulances have been sold, the
average sale price was $10,700 plus HST.
GBHS is also interested in purchasing three Stryker power load units and power stretchers that
are currently being utilized in the paramedic system for use in these ambulances as well as
provision of vehicle, stretcher and oxygen/suction system maintenance by our Transportation
Services’ mechanics. Transportation Services staff have all the required training and
certifications to test, maintain and repair this specialized equipment.
Stryker power load units are utilized over two ambulance replacement cycles for a total of
twelve years. The current power load units mounted on these ambulances will have just
completed the first six-year cycle. The 2021 budget includes the replacement of one Stryker
power stretcher with two stretchers scheduled for replacement in 2022. This would advance
the replacement schedule for the two stretchers originally scheduled for replacement in 2022
and the three power load units scheduled for 2027. Staff will negotiate a sale price with GBHS
that ensures that the disposal of equipment earlier than planned will not have a financial impact
on the Paramedic Services Equipment and General Reserve. If GBHS declines the offer to
purchase vehicles and equipment, the three ambulances will be disposed of as per the County’s
Purchasing Policy.

PSR-CW-05-21

65

Date: February 11, 2021

GBHS has also expressed interest in establishing ongoing replacement cycles for vehicles,
power load units and stretchers
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Relevant Consultation
☐ External:
☒ Internal: CAO, Finance

Appendices and Attachments
None
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