Agenda
Committee of the Whole
May 28, 2020 – Following Council
Electronic Participation
Council Chambers, Grey County Administration Building
1. Call to Order
2. Declaration of Interest
3. Business Arising from the Minutes
a. Notice provided by Councillor Robinson on May 14, 2020
Whereas now more than ever in our increasingly electronic world, Grey
County families and business owners have a need for reliable and
affordable broadband to conduct business and stay connected both locally
and beyond; and
Whereas broadband is a contributing social and economic driver in
supporting the vitality and growth of our communities; and
Whereas families require internet to enable their children to complete
school assignments, take online courses, maintain a human connection, or
just stream movies at home; and
Whereas Grey County agriculture production, manufacturing, retail and the
service industry depend on reliable high-speed connections to support and
ensure business continuity and success; and
Whereas connectivity has been a lifeline for those businesses and sectors
with access to reliable broadband during this global pandemic; and
Whereas reliable broadband will continue playing an essential role in the
economic and social recovery of communities across Grey County postpandemic; and
Whereas not all areas of Grey County are within a connectivity coverage
area which continues to be increasingly challenging, and amplified by the
COVID-19 pandemic; and
Whereas Grey County has unserviced areas as well as under-serviced
areas that receive inadequate or disproportionately low levels of service;
and
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Whereas while it is important for the Provincial Government to look at both
the number of people and the number of businesses that can be serviced
by broadband expansion, it is essential, as well, that the Province provide
broadband service to areas that have a small number of people, yet cover a
vast geographical area; and
Whereas the need for broadband infrastructure improvement is now;
Now Therefore Be It Resolved that Grey County representing our Grey
County residents and business owners alike, call to action Premier Ford,
Minister of Infrastructure, Minister Scott and Associate Minister of Energy
& MPP Walker to champion the implementation of broadband in the
unserviced and under-serviced areas of Grey County.
b. Notice provided by Councillor Soever on May 14, 2020
Whereas precautions resulting from the COVID-19 pandemic have led to the
spreading of negative “us versus them” commentary relative to seasonal
versus permanent residents and this is causing divisions in our
communities which could take years to heal; and,
Whereas we as County Councillors should show leadership to our
communities, similar to that shown by the Mayors of Muskoka District who
issued a call to their communities to end the divide between seasonal and
permanent residents;
Now Therefore Be It Resolved That County of Grey Council issues a similar
letter to our community, and requests that all the Lower Tier municipalities
in Grey County endorse this letter.
4. Determination of Items Requiring Separate Discussion
5. 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-22-20 OPA 3 Merit Report Cedar Rail Campground
That Report PDR-CW-22-20 regarding a proposed County Official Plan
Amendment be received; and
That the proposal proceeds to a public meeting to consider an amendment to
the County of Grey Official Plan for lands designated as ‘Agricultural’ and
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‘Hazard lands’ to recognize the existing campground facility and permit an
expansion on lands described as Part Lots 26 and 27, Concession 13,
geographic Township of Sullivan, now in the Township of Chatsworth,
provided the Township is prepared to hold a joint public meeting in
consideration of the necessary zoning amendment requirements.
b. PDR-CW-26-20 Broos Subdivision 42T-2020-01 Information Report
That Report PDR-CW-26-20 regarding an overview of proposed plan of
subdivision application 42T-2020-01, consisting of up to two-hundred and five
(205) residential units which would consist of one hundred and eighteen (118)
single detached dwellings, and up to eighty-seven (87) townhouse dwellings
on lands described as Part of Divisions 2 and 3 of Lot 24, Concession 1 East
of the Garafraxa Road (EGR), geographic Township of Glenelg, now in the
Municipality of West Grey, be received for information.
c. Correspondence from the Niagara Escarpment Commission and Burnside regarding
the proposed Niagara Escarpment Plan Amendment for Sideroad 26/27
Correspondence from Burnside regarding the proposed Niagara Escarpment Plan
Amendment for Sideroad 26/27
That the correspondence from the Niagara Escarpment Commission and
Burnside regarding the proposed Niagara Escarpment Plan Amendment for
Sideroad 26/27, be received for information.
d. Correspondence from the Grey County Federation of Agriculture – Farm Tax Rate
Program
That the correspondence the Grey County Federation of Agriculture regarding
the Farm Tax Rate Program be received for information.
e. Resolution from the City of Kitchener – Establishing a Universal Basic Income
That the County of Grey support the resolution from the City of Kitchener
regarding establishing a universal basic income.
f.

Western Ontario Warden’s Caucus (WOWC) - Access to Rural Broadband
That the correspondence from the Western Ontario Warden’s Caucus (WOWC)
regarding access to rural broadband, be received for information.

6. Items For Direction and Discussion
a. Addendum to PDR-CW-11-20 Subdivision Guidelines Student Report
That Addendum to Report PDR-CW-11-20 be received; and
That the University of Guelph report titled ‘Recolour Grey: Healthy Community
& Residential Subdivision Guidelines’ be received; and
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That staff utilize the guideline document created by the University of Guelph
student report, and make it available to developers, members of the public,
and other government officials to serve as a resource for development
considerations across the County.
b. PDR-CW-23-20 Update on Provincial Policy Statement 2020
That Report PDR-CW-23-20 regarding an overview of the changes made to the
previous Provincial Policy Statement (2014) to form the newly, in effect,
Provincial Policy Statement (2020) be received; and
That the Report be shared with member municipalities in Grey County.
c. PDR-CW-27-20 Dundalk Medical Health Clinic Potential Use of County Land
That Report PDR-CW-27-20 which provides an overview of a proposed medical
health centre in the community of Dundalk, Township of Southgate, be
received which includes the proposed use of lands currently owned by the
County for additional parking; and
That the proposed medical health centre be supported in principle and that
staff be directed to work with the Township of Southgate and the South East
Grey Community Health Centre to address any matters regarding the land in
terms of potential land transfers and/or lease agreements that will be required
to move forward with this proposal.
d. EDTC-CW-10-20 COVID-19 Impact on Grey County Businesses Update
That Report EDTC-CW-10-20 regarding COVID-19 Impact on Grey County
Businesses be received; and
That staff be directed to work with the Finance Department to determine
options for redirecting portions of the approved 2020 economic development
and tourism budgets to recovery efforts for consideration by Council in June.
e. HDR-CW-05-20 Housing Services Act Regulation Changes
That report HDR-CW-05-20 be received for information regarding changes to
Ontario Regulation 316/19 Section 50 of the Housing Services Act, 2011; and
That MS-HOU-002-002 Refusal of Offers Procedure be revoked effective July 1,
2020; and
That effective July 1, 2020 Grey County Housing refers to Section 32.2 and 38
of the Housing Services Act, 2011 when applicants refuse an offer of housing.
f.

HDR-CW-06-20 Short Term Construction Loan - Owen Sound Housing Company
That Report HDR-CW-06-20 be received and that financial assistance be
granted to Owen Sound Housing Company for the further development of the
“Odawa Heights” units located at 2239 9th Avenue East, Owen Sound by way
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of a short term loan in the amount of $3,250,000 for a maximum of a one year
term with an interest payable at an annual rate of 2.00%; and
That the policy on Short Term Loans for Affordable Builds by Non Profits be
waived in this specific instance for the reasons listed in the report: and
That an agreement be prepared between the Owen Sound Housing Company
Limited and Grey County in respect of this loan, which agreement shall
include the registration of a charge against the project land to secure its
repayment; and
That a by-law be brought forward for County Council’s consideration.
g. CAOR-CW-05-20 Community Transportation Update
That report CAOR-CW-05-20 Community Transportation Update be received,
and;
That County Council provide direction on the future of the Community
Transportation Project to enable staff to take appropriate action.
h. CAOR-CW-07-20 Enhanced Fire Radio Communications RFP Results
That Report CAOR-CW-07-20 Enhanced Fire Radio Communications RFP
Results be received for information; and
That Council support the award of the project to Telequip Systems Ltd. in the
amount of $1,619,685 + HST; and
That $713,437 of the project costs be funded from Municipal Modernization
Funding Reserve and the remainder of the project costs be funded from the
Connected County Reserve; and
That participating member municipalities be requested to confirm their
support for the ongoing administration and maintenance costs of the system;
and
That upon confirmation of support from the member municipalities, staff be
directed to negotiate an agreement with Telequip Systems Ltd. to complete
the project and the Warden and Clerk be authorized to execute the agreement.
i.

SSR-CW-04-20 Emergency Childcare
That Report SSR-CW-04-20 regarding the provision of emergency child care
for essential services workers working during Covid-19 restrictions be
received for information.

7. Closed Meeting Matters
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That Committee of the Whole does now go into closed session pursuant to
Section 239 (2) of the Municipal Act, 2001, as amended, to discuss:
i. Advice that is subject to solicitor – client privilege, including
communications necessary for that purpose (County quarry); and
ii. A proposed or pending acquisition or disposition of land by the
municipality of local board (County quarry)
8. Other Business
a. AMO Call for Nominations (Deadline June 22, 2020)
That Councillor _______ be nominated to the Association of Municipalities
of Ontario Board of Directors for the 2020-2022 term for the position of
_________.
9.

Notice of Motion

10. Adjournment
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Dear Friends and Neighbours,
The global COVID pandemic is affecting all of us in many ways. We in
Grey County have largely been spared the health effects as there have
been relatively few cases in our community.
We are the only Health Unit in Ontario that has reported no deaths.
The credit for this goes to our Medical Officer of Health, Dr. Arra and
his team, the front line health workers, and all of our citizens who have
followed the medical advice and kept COVID-19 from spreading
throughout our community. A special thank you goes out to our longterm care employees who have managed to contain outbreaks in
several of our long-term care facilities, again without a single death.
COVID is still among us and we must continue to be vigilant and follow
all medical advice and orders. To date we have been successful.
Our community is a community of both permanent and seasonal
residents. Many of our seasonal residents are already here and many
will come in the next few weeks.
One of the distressing effects of the COVID pandemic is the spreading
of negative “us versus them” commentary relative to seasonal versus
permanent residents. This type of behaviour is counter to our
community values and does not reflect the sentiment of the vast
majority of our residents. All of our residents, both permanent and
seasonal are part of our community. We are all in this together and the
success we have had fighting COVID to date, and hope to continue to
have in the future, will require the continued efforts of all of us.
As we and the other levels of government begin to turn our attention to
reopening the province and our economy, we must all continue to
practice what has worked for us so well until this point:
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— limit unnecessary travel;
— limit interactions with others outside your household to what is
required,
— do not congregate in groups,
— practice social (physical) distancing measures,
— wash your hands frequently and avoid touching your face and
mouth,
— consider face coverings when social distancing is problematic.
Let’s all work together so we can continue with the excellent results we
have achieved to date and stay safe.

Respectfully,
Grey County Council and The Mayors of Grey County
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Committee Report
To:

Warden McQueen and Members of Grey County Council

Committee Date:

May 28, 2020

Subject / Report No:

PDR-CW-22-20 Merit Report

Title:

Cedar Rail Family Campground 42-04-320-OPA-03

Prepared by:

Scott Taylor

Reviewed by:

Randy Scherzer

Lower Tier(s) Affected:

Township of Chatsworth

Status:

Recommendation
1. That Report PDR-CW-22-20 regarding a proposed County Official Plan
Amendment be received; and
2. That the proposal proceeds to a public meeting to consider an amendment to the
County of Grey Official Plan for lands designated as ‘Agricultural’ and ‘Hazard
lands’ to recognize the existing campground facility and permit an expansion on
lands described as Part Lots 26 and 27, Concession 13, geographic Township of
Sullivan, now in the Township of Chatsworth, provided the Township is prepared
to hold a joint public meeting in consideration of the necessary zoning
amendment requirements.

Executive Summary
The County has received an official plan amendment application (County file number 42-04320-OPA-03) for the Cedar Rail Family Campground north of Scone. The purpose of the
proposed amendment is twofold; one to recognize the existing campground, and two to allow for
an expansion in the number of campsites. Access to the campground is off the Grey-Bruce Line.
Servicing and Planning reports have been submitted with the proposed official plan amendment
application, as well as a zoning by-law amendment application to the Township of Chatsworth.
The applications and supporting studies will be circulated to prescribed agencies and the public
for review and comment. Following the public process, and agency review process, a thorough
analysis and staff recommendation will be provided.

Background and Discussion
The County has received an official plan amendment application for the Cedar Rail Family
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Campground property north of Scone. The campground, established in 1972, is currently
permitted by the Township of Chatsworth Zoning By-law for 200 campsites, 16 cabins, and 3
cottages. This property has never been recognized as a campground within the County Official
Plan. The proposed official plan amendment would (a) recognize the existing campground, and
(b) permit an expansion of the number of sites within the subject lands. No new lands are being
added to the subject property, but additional campsites would be permitted. If approved, 300
campsites and 4 cottages would be permitted on-site. The previous approval for 16 cabins
would be removed from this property. A corresponding zoning by-law amendment application
has also been submitted to the Township of Chatsworth.
The subject lands are located immediately north of Scone on the North Saugeen River. Access
to the campground is off the Grey-Bruce Line. The campground is serviced via two drilled wells
and a communal sewage treatment facility which has been approved by the Ministry of the
Environment, Conservation, and Parks (MECP). It is worth noting that this MECP approval
covers the enlarged treatment system for the expanded campground. This property is
approximately 53 hectares in size, with the front portion being farmed, and the rear portion
containing the campground and a woodland.
The subject property is legally described as Part of Lots 26 and 27, Concession 13, geographic
Township of Sullivan, now in the Township of Chatsworth.
Surrounding this site are a mixture of farmlands, natural areas, and residential lands. The North
Saugeen River forms the southern boundary of this property. Further to the south is Scone, and
to the west is Bruce County. The proposed expansion will not be into the farmed portion of the
lands and will primarily remain outside of the woodlands.
Pre-submission consultation between the proponent, the Township of Chatsworth and the
County identified the submission requirements for the proposed official plan amendment.
Copies of all background reports and plans can be found at this link.
Map 1 below shows the location of the subject lands, while Map 2 shows the campground and
proposed expansion lands. On Map 2, the proposed expansion sites are circled in red.

PDR-CW-22-20
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Map 1: Location of the Subject Lands
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Map 2: Proposed Campsite Expansion (courtesy of Loft Planning Inc.)

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 only the County of Grey Official Plan applies, as the Township of
Chatsworth does not have an official plan and the subject lands are located outside of the
Niagara Escarpment Plan area.

Provincial Policy and Legislation
Both the Planning Act and the PPS speak to the protection of prime agricultural lands. New
campgrounds would generally not be considered in agricultural areas. However, since the
campground was established in 1972, the facilities pre-date much of the current mapping and
policies in this regard. As part of the application review process, County staff will assess any
impacts on neighbouring farms, as well as the lands at the front of the property which are
currently under cultivation.

PDR-CW-22-20
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Servicing is also a key consideration in the PPS. In this case municipal water and sewer
services are not available, and a private communal system is instead being utilized. As noted
above, the MECP has already approved the expanded wastewater treatment system.
The lands are located adjacent to the North Saugeen River, which is mapped as Hazard Lands,
Significant Valleylands and fish habitat. As part of the application review process, comments
from the Saugeen Valley Conservation Authority will be required on these topics.
Following the public and agency review periods, staff will provide a more fulsome analysis of the
Provincial legislation and policy.

County of Grey Official Plan
The proposed official plan amendment is on lands designated as ‘Agricultural’ and ‘Hazard
Lands’ in the County Official Plan. The County’s policies for non-farm development in the
Agricultural designation mimic those discussed above under the Provincial Policy and
Legislation section of this report. As part of the Planning Report submitted with the application,
Minimum Distance Separation (MDS) calculations have been included.
A small pocket of Significant Woodlands has also been mapped on-site, in addition to the
above-noted Significant Valleylands. The mapped Significant Woodlands are outside of the
proposed expansion area.
The County Plan provides a similar servicing hierarchy to that found in the PPS, which has been
noted above.
A more thorough analysis of the County Official Plan policies will follow the 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
official plan amendment, beyond those normally encountered in processing such an application.
The County has collected the requisite fee and peer review deposit for this application.

Relevant Consultation
☒ Internal: Planning, Transportation Services
☒ External: The public, Township of Chatsworth, Saugeen Valley Conservation Authority, Bruce
County, and required agencies under the Planning Act.

Appendices and Attachments
None
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Committee Report
To:

Warden McQueen and Members of Grey County Council

Committee Date:

May 28, 2020

Subject / Report No:

PDR-CW-26-20 Information Report

Title:

Broos Plan of Subdivision 42T-2020-01

Prepared by:

Scott Taylor

Reviewed by:

Randy Scherzer

Lower Tier(s) Affected:

Municipality of West Grey

Status:

Recommendation
1. That Report PDR-CW-26-20 regarding an overview of proposed plan of subdivision
application 42T-2020-01, consisting of up to two-hundred and five (205) residential
units which would consist of one hundred and eighteen (118) single detached
dwellings, and up to eighty-seven (87) townhouse dwellings on lands described as
Part of Divisions 2 and 3 of Lot 24, Concession 1 East of the Garafraxa Road
(EGR), geographic Township of Glenelg, now in the Municipality of West Grey, be
received for information.

Executive Summary
The County has received a plan of subdivision application known as the Broos Subdivision
(County file number 42T-2020-01), to create up to 205 new residential units in the Municipality
of West Grey. The proposed dwellings are a mixture of single detached and townhouse
dwellings. Access to the subdivision would be from an extension of Jackson Street and two
entrances off Durham Road East. Servicing to the proposed subdivision will be via municipal
water and sewer services. Various technical reports have been submitted with the proposed
subdivision application, as well as a zoning by-law amendment application to the Municipality of
West Grey. The applications and supporting studies will be circulated to prescribed agencies
and the public for review and comment. Following the public process, and agency review
process, a thorough analysis and staff recommendation will be provided.

Background and Discussion
The County has received a plan of subdivision application, known as the Broos subdivision to
create up to 205 residential units, consisting of 118 single detached dwellings and up to 87
townhouse dwellings. Access to the lots would be via internal streets that would connect to an
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extension of Jackson Street and via two entrances off Durham Road East. Servicing to the
proposed subdivision will be via municipal water and sewer services.
The subject lands are located in the settlement area of Durham. This property is immediately
east of the recently approved Sunvale subdivision, in the northeast quadrant of Durham. The
subject property is legally described as Part of Divisions 2 and 3 of Lot 24, Concession 1 East of
the Garafraxa Road (EGR), geographic Township of Glenelg, now in the Municipality of West
Grey.
The subject lands are approximately 14.08 hectares in size, and are currently undeveloped, with
some treed areas in the north portion of the property.
Surrounding this site are a mixture of residential lands, farmlands, and natural areas. The
Sunvale subdivision to the west is currently under construction. The subject lands are in the
Primary Settlement Area of Durham, but the lands to the north and the east are outside of the
settlement area boundaries. Further east of the property is a large conservation area owned and
operated by the Saugeen Valley Conservation Authority (SVCA).
The proposed development also requires an amendment to the Municipality of West Grey
zoning by-law.
Pre-submission consultation between the proponent, the Municipality of West Grey, the SVCA,
and the County identified the submission requirements for the proposed plan of subdivision.
Copies of all background reports and plans can be found at this link.
Map 1 below shows the proposed plan of subdivision, while Map 2 shows the subject lands and
surrounding area.
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Map 1: Proposed Plan of Subdivision
(Map 1 Courtesy of Cobide Engineering Inc.)

PDR-CW-26-20

16

Date: May 28, 2020

Map 2: Location of Subject Lands
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 West Grey
Official Plan have jurisdiction over the subject property. The subject lands are located outside
of the Niagara Escarpment Plan area.

Provincial Policy and Legislation
Both the Planning Act and the PPS speak to the efficient use of land within settlement areas.
The proposed plan of subdivision is within an existing settlement area and will be serviced via
municipal water and sewer services. The PPS indicates that municipal services are the
preferred form of servicing for settlement areas.
The supply of an adequate range and distribution of residential housing types is required in both
Provincial documents. In this case, the proposed plan of subdivision is providing single
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detached and townhouse dwellings at a density which aligns with the County and West Grey
Official Plans.
Other policies in the PPS speak to connected, walkable communities, with provisions for public
parkland and open space. The proposed subdivision is not proposing any parkland at this time
but is proposing sidewalks.
Following the public and agency review periods, staff will provide a more fulsome analysis of the
Provincial legislation and policy.

County of Grey Official Plan
The proposed plan of subdivision is on lands designated as ‘Primary Settlement Area’ in the
County Official Plan. Development in Primary Settlement Areas shall generally achieve an
average development density of 20 units per net hectare or higher. The proposed development
would be approximately 19.6 to 24 units per net hectare, depending on how many townhomes
are built in the proposed blocks.
Significant Woodlands and a small portion of a Wellhead Protection Zone are located on the
subject property. An Environmental Impact Study (EIS) was completed for this property. As
part of the development review process the Municipality of West Grey’s Risk Management
Official (RMO) will review the development with respect to any impacts on the municipal drinking
water source.
The County Plan also requires the protection of cultural and archaeological resources. A Stage
1 – 2 Archaeological Assessment was conducted for this development.
The County Plan provides a similar servicing hierarchy to that found in the PPS, which has been
noted above. Elsewhere in the Move Grey portion of the Plan, are policies which govern roads,
transportation, and stormwater management. A Traffic Impact Study, a Functional Servicing
Report, and a Stormwater Management Report were all submitted with the development
applications.

Municipality of West Grey Official Plan
The subject lands are designated as ‘Residential’ in the West Grey Official Plan. Similar to the
County Official Plan, this property is within a designated settlement area in the West Grey Plan,
which permits the type of residential development being contemplated.
As noted above, a rezoning application has also been submitted to the Municipality and will be
processed simultaneously with the subdivision.
A more thorough analysis of the County and West Grey Official Plan policies will follow the
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
PDR-CW-26-20
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There are no anticipated financial, staffing or legal considerations associated with the proposed
subdivision, beyond those normally encountered in processing a subdivision application. The
County has collected the requisite fee and peer review deposit for this application.

Relevant Consultation
☒ Internal: Planning
☒ External: The public, Municipality of West Grey, Saugeen Valley Conservation Authority, and
required agencies under the Planning Act.

Appendices and Attachments
None
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Niagara Escarpment
Commission

Commission de l’escarpement du
Niagara

232 Guelph St.
Georgetown, ON L7G 4B1
Tel: 905-877-5191
Fax: 905-873-7452
www.escarpment.org

232, rue Guelph
Georgetown ON L7G 4B1
No de tel. 905-877-5191
Télécopieur 905-873-7452
www.escarpment.org

May 6, 2020
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:
Re:

Proposed Niagara Escarpment Plan Amendment PS 215 18
Sideroad 26/27, Township of Clearview, County of Simcoe
Response from Township of Clearview and Revised Amendment

The Niagara Escarpment Commission (NEC) previously circulated a Request for
Comments regarding the proposed Niagara Escarpment Plan Amendment (NEPA)
for Sideroad 26/27 in the Township of Clearview. According to our records, you
submitted a comment on the proposed NEPA. We are now providing an update.
Attached to this letter are:
- Revised wording for the proposed NEPA that was prepared by the solicitor for
the Township and received in April 2020;
- A letter from Burnside and Associates, consultant to the Township, also
received in April 2020.
In order to prepare for the next stage in the NEPA process, we are asking that you
review the attached documents and advise the NEC if you have any further
comments and if you are in support of, or opposed to, the proposed NEPA. We
would appreciate receiving your comments by June 8, 2020.
A process in underway to join the proposed NEPA with the Development Permit
application that was already appealed to the Environmental Review Tribunal to have
one combined hearing. After a recent Pre-hearing, the Hearing Officer gave direction
to the parties to the hearing that the process needs to move forward. Before the
hearing can occur, however, the NEC must refer the NEPA to the Tribunal. That is
why we are now asking for your opinion on the revised wording of the NEPA and on
whether the consultant’s response addresses your comments or concerns
expressed previously.
Staff of the NEC continues to work remotely (our office is closed), so please provide
any further comments or questions that you may have to me at
nancy.mott@ontario.ca
Yours truly,

Nancy Mott, MCIP, RPP
Senior Strategic Advisor
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Revised Wording for Proposed Niagara Escarpment Plan Amendment
(Prepared by Mr. Harold Elston, solicitor to the Township of Clearview)

Add a new subsection 2.6.2.f:
[Water Resources policies]

“infrastructure improvements on 26/27 Sideroad from the OspreyClearview Townline to Concession 10 have been deemed necessary to the
public interest after all other alternatives have been considered.”
Add a new subsection 2.7.2.f:
[Natural he

“infrastructure improvements on 26/27 Sideroad from the OspreyClearview Townline to Concession 10 have been deemed necessary to the
public interest and there is no other alternative.”
Add a new subsection 2.12.9:

“Notwithstanding the policies set out in Part 2.12.2 d) and 2.12.5, the redevelopment of a municipal right of way on the lands described as Sideroad
26/27, Township of Clearview, County of Simcoe, shall not be required to
establish a development setback from the brow to minimize visual impacts
and further infrastructure improvements on 26/27
Sideroad from the Osprey-Clearview Townline to Concession 10 have been
deemed necessary to the public interest after all other alternatives have been
considered.”
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May 19, 2020

Dear Tara Warder, Deputy Clerk Grey County

RE: Resolution on farm tax rebate program

Grey County Federation of Agriculture (GCFA) is writing to you today in response to a recent
conversation with Councillor Robinson and Warden McQueen on a resolution (Mapleton) that was
forwarded to many municipalities regarding the farm tax rebate program.
First, GCFA would like to reiterate our support once again for the provincial government to provide
adequate funding to our rural municipalities. The provincial government has not fulfilled its
obligation to rural municipalities. The cuts to the Ontario Municipal Partnership Fund (OMPF) and
many other changes to municipal-provincial cost and service delivery agreements have not
favored our single-tier, rural municipalities.
However, the suggestion that the policy solution of returning to the farm rebate program to fund rural
municipalities is deeply flawed and counter productive.

Background on Rebate program

The Farm Tax Rebate Program was intended as a “temporary” measure until long term property tax
reforms were completed. The Program lasted from 1970-1998 with multiple changes to
guidelines, rebate amounts and eligibility requirements along the way.
The Farm Property Tax Class was introduced in 1998 as part of reforms in Ontario’s property tax
system. This change was not done in a vacuum, it was one factor in a complete change in
municipal finances in Ontario. Other changes included the creation of other property tax classes,
Creation of MPAC (known at the time as OPAC) and a move to Current Value Assessments. In
addition to these changes the province realigned service delivery and uploaded certain services
from the municipalities and downloaded other services.
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The province also introduced the Ontario Municipal Partnership Fund (OMPF), which has been cut
significantly in recent years. It is important to remember that the cuts to OMPF were the result of
negotiations between the City of Toronto, the provincial government and AMO.
The Farm Property Class tax ratio is set to a maximum of 25% of the residential tax rate. All property
tax classes including commercial and industrial are a ratio of the residential tax rate (which has a
ratio of 1).

A rebate program does not work for Ontario farmers

Reinstating the rebate program would tie up significant amounts of dollars that could be better used on
the farm.
As you know, the property tax burden of farmers in Grey county has nearly doubled over the past 10
years, even with Grey county’s leadership in reducing the farm tax ratio below 0.25 in 2019 and
2020.
In many other county’s farmers have seen a similar or more severe increase in tax burden with many of
these county governments failing to take action. The idea of multiplying farm taxes by four and
waiting for OMAFRA to cut a check for the difference, would have significantly negative impacts on
cashflow for Ontario farmers.
As concerning as the cash flow issues would be the eligibility criteria for the rebate program. During the
lifetime of the rebate program OMAFRA frequently changed both the eligibility requirements and
the rebate amount. This made it difficult for many farmers to predict how much of a rebate they
would receive or if they would receive any rebate at all.
Since the rebate would be funded by provincial dollars, if the provincial government needed to cut
spending to balance its budget, the rebate program could be reduced significantly. This is part of
the reason the OMPF program was cut and there is no reason to think the same could not happen
under a hypothetical rebate program.

Producing prosperity and funding for rural municipalities

The problem that we all wish to solve is the lack of funding for rural municipalities. The fact is that
there are much more efficient ways to fund rural municipalities. The Farm Property Tax Rebate
Program required significant administrative costs to deliver the program. The fact is that the
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rebate program is exactly the type of program that the current government wishes to move away
from.
If the goal is to provide rural municipalities with better funding, that goal could be more efficiently
achieved by continuing to lobby for improvements to the OMPF program as well as targeted
infrastructure funding for rural municipalities. Increased funding for rural municipalities has been
a central theme of OFA’s producing prosperity campaign. OFA will continue to lobby the provincial
government to increase funding for our rural municipalities.
GCFA remains a willing partner to help lobby for adequate funding of rural municipalities. We hope to
work with you to find solutions that provide funding for municipalities without putting increased
burden on Ontario farmers.

Sincerely,

Hugh Simpson
Hugh Simpson
President of Grey County Federation of Agriculture

C.c to Paul McQueen and Christine Robinson (for Grey County Council)
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JEFF BUNN

Manager, Council & Committee Services & Deputy City Clerk
Finance & Corporate Services Department
Kitchener City Hall, 2nd Floor
200 King Street West, P.O. Box 1118
Kitchener, ON N2G 4G7
Phone: 519.741.2200 x 7278 Fax: 519.741.2705
jeff.bunn@kitchener.ca
TTY: 519-741-2385

May 15, 2020
The Right Honourable Justin Trudeau, Prime Minister of Canada
Office of the Prime Minister
80 Wellington Street
Ottawa, ON K1A 0A2

Dear Prime Minister Trudeau:
This is to advise that City Council, at a special electronic meeting held on May 11,
2020, passed the following resolution regarding universal basic income:
“WHEREAS The World Health Organization (WHO) on March 11, 2020 declared
COVID-19 a pandemic, pointing to the growing number of cases of the coronavirus
illness around the world and the sustained risk of further global spread; and,
WHEREAS in response to the COVID-19 pandemic, the Province of Ontario and the
City of Kitchener have declared a state of emergency under the Emergency
Management and Civil Protection Act; and,
WHEREAS the City of Kitchener has approved the Early Economic Support Plan,
which provides financial and economic support measures to help reduce the financial
strain on citizens and businesses during the COVID-19 pandemic; and,
WHEREAS Statistics Canada has reported that the unemployment rate has risen to
7.8 per cent, with 1,011,000 jobs lost in March 2020, and that the COVID-19 pandemic
has impacted the employment of 3.1 million Canadians; and,
WHEREAS the Federal government has announced $82 billion in relief funding for the
COVID-19 Economic Response Plan, utilizing tax deferrals, subsidies, loans, and
credits to support citizens, businesses, and industries; and,
WHEREAS according to a 2018 Parliamentary Budget Office report, a Canada-wide
basic income of the type previously piloted in Ontario would have an annual net cost
of $44 billion; and,
WHEREAS a universal basic income would likely have many positive effects, including
reducing poverty, reducing strain on health care and social assistance systems,
supporting businesses and the economy, reducing crime, as well as reducing
administrative complexity and creating efficiencies for those in need of financial and
economic support measures;

25

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Council of the City of Kitchener urges the
Ontario Provincial government to pursue a partnership with the Federal government
for the establishment of a universal basic income;
BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED that this resolution be forwarded to the Right Honourable
Prime Minister of Canada; the Honourable Premier of Ontario; the Minister of Children,
Community and Social Services; the Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing; the
Association of Municipalities of Ontario; the Local Members of Provincial Parliament;
the Region of Waterloo; all Municipalities within the Province of Ontario; and, the
Federation of Canadian Municipalities.”
Yours truly,

J. Bunn
Manager, Council & Committee Services/
Deputy City Clerk
c.

Honourable, Doug Ford, Premier
Honourable Amy Fee, M.P.P.
Honourable Belinda Karahalios, M.P.P.
Honourable Catherine Fife, M.P.P.
Honourable Laura Mae Lindo, M.P.P.
Honourable Mike Harris, M.P.P.
Honourable Todd Smith, Minister of Children, Community & Social Services
Honourable Steve Clark, Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing
Monika Turner, Association of Municipalities of Ontario
Kris Fletcher, Regional Clerk, Region of Waterloo
Bill Karsten, Federation of Canadian Municipalities
Ashley Sage, Clerk, Township of North Dumfries
Danielle Manton, City Clerk, City of Cambridge
Dawn Mittelholtz, Director of Information and Legislative Services / Municipal
Clerk, Township of Wilmot
Grace Kosch, Clerk, Township of Wellesley
Olga Smith, City Clerk, City of Waterloo
Val Hummel, Director of Corporate Services/Clerk, Township of Woolwich
All Ontario Municipalities
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Thursday, May 14, 2020
The Right Honourable Justin Trudeau, P.C., M.P.
Prime Minister of Canada
Prime Minister’s Office
80 Wellington Street
Ottawa, Ontario K1A 0A3
pm@pm.gc.ca
Rural Access to Broadband
Dear Prime Minister,
The reality for almost everyone in our province drastically changed in March. In order to protect our most
vulnerable from COVID-19 and to curb the spread of the virus, we all needed to self-isolate. For a great
number of people, this means working and learning from home via the internet as well as applying for much
needed federal and provincial supports online. COVID-19 has put a spotlight on substandard broadband
services available in rural Canada and it has become very apparent that people living in rural Ontario are at a
disadvantage. The digital divide has never been more apparent.
In rural areas, CRTC data suggests as few as 40.8 per cent of Canadian households have access to highspeed broadband. (CBC News May 2, 2020)
Additional funding for rural broadband in the wake of COVID-19 is essential. As a critical component of the
economic relief and stimulus measures, important investments must be made to boost the pace and scale of
broadband deployment efforts.
Increased funding from both the Province of Ontario and the Government of Canada is urgently needed to
address our region’s large connectivity gaps, so that we can close the digital divide and restart our economies.
The Western Ontario Wardens’ Caucus supports the funding of existing shovel ready, municipally led models
that will connect our rural economies at an accelerated pace. We support SWIFT as Southwestern Ontario’s
funding mechanism to advance the expansion of critical broadband infrastructure across the region. The model
works, it delivers results and can be immediately leveraged to upgrade networks and coverage in our region’s
underserved areas.
Families and business in our rural areas have been shut out of the economy and society as a result of the
pandemic. COVID -19 has underscored the need in urgency to address gaps in broadband services across
our region.
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cc.

Hon. Maryam Monsef, Minister of Rural Economic Development
Members of Parliament, Western Ontario
Member Counties of Western Ontario Wardens’ Caucus
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Committee Report
To:

Warden McQueen and Members of Grey County Council

Committee Date:

May 28, 2020

Subject / Report No:

Addendum to PDR-CW-11-20

Title:

Subdivision Guidelines Student Project

Prepared by:

Stephanie Lacey-Avon

Reviewed by:

Randy Scherzer

Lower Tier(s) Affected:

All Municipalities in Grey County

Status:

Recommendation
1. That Addendum to Report PDR-CW-11-20 be received; and
2. That the University of Guelph report titled ‘Recolour Grey: Healthy Community &
Residential Subdivision Guidelines’ be received; and
3. That staff utilize the guideline document created by the University of Guelph
student report, and make it available to developers, members of the public, and
other government officials to serve as a resource for development considerations
across the County.

Executive Summary
The County partnered with students from University of Guelph Masters of Rural Planning and
Development program to undertake the creation of a guideline document for new subdivision
development in Grey County. Now complete, the document is titled ‘Recolour Grey: Healthy
Community & Residential Subdivision Guidelines’. This study was completed as part of the
students’ course work for their master’s in planning and benefits the County and member
municipalities. Staff intend to use this document as a resource, and make available to
developers, members of the public, and other government officials to serve as a resource for
development considerations across the County. Because of the current pandemic situation, we
were unfortunately unable to accommodate the students at the County for an in-person council
meeting to present their findings.

Background and Discussion

Addendum to PDR-CW-11-20
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Within Recolour Grey, and associated municipal official plans, there are policies that apply to
new residential development across the County. These policies provide high-level guidance on;
lot density, preservation of environmental features, types of residential development, and
transportation issues.
County Planning staff partnered with students from University of Guelph Masters of Rural
Planning and Development program to study this issue further. Gillian Smith, Sean Jeffrey,
Laura Biancolin and Vanessa Lightle worked to create a subdivision guideline document titled –
‘Recolour Grey: Healthy Community & Residential Subdivision Guidelines’. The process for
developing this document included:




a jurisdictional scan of other county and municipal approaches to subdivision and
condominium design,
a review of any Federal/Provincial legislation or policy to be adhered to, and
stakeholder interviews with Grey County / member municipal staff, as well as
developers, planning consultants, engineers, and Health Unit staff, obtaining their
opinions on what needed to be considered for this guideline.

From the onset of this project, the intended use of this document was made clear. Staff felt
there was room to create a subdivision guideline document at the County level, providing a
consolidation of best practices and desired types of development in the County. This document
has been written with the caveat that it is simply offered to help planning and development
stakeholders. It will not be used or applied as a means of approving or rejecting development
proposals, but rather it will be used as a set of informative guidelines that provide direction
throughout the planning and development process. These guidelines do not supersede the
Niagara Escarpment Plan, any County or Municipal Official Plans, Zoning By-laws, engineering
standards or any other Provincial policy. Where a conflict may exist between the legislated
planning documents and these guidelines, the former shall prevail.
The guideline document included 7 main community elements that should be considered when
developing healthy, vibrant, and supportive communities in Grey County.
1. Inclusive Design (Safety, Age & Family Friendly Design)
2. Design for Sustainability (Health & Wellbeing, Design for Climate Change,
Preservation of Natural Features, Areas of Avoidance)
3. Street Design (Intersection Design, Roadway Best Practices, Parking & Access,
Sidewalks)
4. Parks & Open Spaces (Access & Location, Connectivity, Design)
5. Compatibility (Scale & Transition, Cultural Heritage)
6. Building & Lot Design (Infill/Redevelopment, Secondary Suites, Mixed-uses)
7. Site Design (Setbacks, Snow Storage, Stormwater Management, Servicing & Utilities)
Included under each section and subject are detailed recommendations and key considerations
that will help inform the development process. Some of the recommendations have an
associated infographic that further explains what is meant by the provision(s) stated. The
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following is an example of how parking lots may be designed to better incorporate shade, while
reducing congestion and improving movement.

Next Steps
Staff are extremely impressed with the quality of the document created by the students and
believe this will serve as a helpful resource for the development community (planners,
engineers, government officials) in the County. Typically, as a professional practice, cities and
larger urban centres have detailed urban design guidelines used to facilitate planning and
development through a comprehensive lens. It could be argued that these documents are less
common in rural areas as there are fewer, less complex urban matters vying for space and
development. Staff would agree with the notion that the planning environment and climate is
quite different in Grey County, as we have various pockets of rural and agricultural lands,
Niagara Escarpment lands, smaller urban centres, and recreational resorts areas. It is believed
that having a guideline document informing best practices unique to Grey County will be
invaluable for the development community, planners, and other relevant professionals.
With the completion of the guideline document, staff will make it available as a resource on the
County’s website, and share a copy with all of the relevant agencies who provided input to help
create the document, and those that may find it useful in their practice.
The County has been lucky enough to partner with the University of Guelph Masters of Rural
Planning and Development program on five occasions, and in all instances received high quality
results. This time, there was no exception. The results from the studies have helped - inform
Recolour Grey policies, special projects led by the County’s planning department, and serve as
a resource for the development community.
County staff would like to thank the student team for their work on this project, as well as the
municipal staff, developers, planning consultants, engineers, and Health Unit staff who provided
input into this project.

Legal and Legislated Requirements
There are no legal or legislative considerations currently.
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Financial and Resource Implications
The work completed by the student consulting team was without cost to the County and was
done as part of the coursework for their master’s degree. County staff are grateful to the
students’ efforts in this regard and would note that having to pay a consultant to complete a
similar guideline would likely cost between $25,000 - $35,000.

Relevant Consultation
☒ Internal: Planning, Transportation Services, Housing, and Economic Development staff were
consulted as part of this study.
☒ External: Municipal staff, Developers, Planning Consultants and Health Unit staff were
consulted as part of this study.

Appendices and Attachments
Report - Recolour Grey: Healthy Community & Residential Subdivision Guidelines
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Committee Report
To:

Warden McQueen and Members of Grey County Council

Committee Date:

May 28, 2020

Subject / Report No:

Update on Provincial Policy Statement 2020 / PDR-CW-23-20

Title:

Grey County Comments on 2020 Provincial Policy Statement

Prepared by:

Grey County Staff

Reviewed by:

Kim Wingrove

Lower Tier(s) Affected:

All Municipalities within Grey County

Status:

Recommendation
1. That Report PDR-CW-23-20 regarding an overview of the changes made to the
previous Provincial Policy Statement (2014) to form the newly, in effect, Provincial
Policy Statement (2020) be received; and
2. That the Report be shared with member municipalities in Grey County.

Executive Summary
The Province released draft policies for a new Provincial Policy Statement and was posted on
the Environmental Registry of Ontario from July 22, 2019 to October 21, 2019. County planning
staff issued formal comments to the draft policies, October 10, 2019 under Report PDR-CW-4119. The Province received approximately 450 written submissions. A newly revised Provincial
Policy (2020) document was announced February 28th, 2020, to take effect May 1st, 2020. The
general intent of the Provincial Policy statement remains the same – to provide overall policy
directions on matters of provincial interest related to land use planning and development in
Ontario. Many of the policies under the 2014 version remain unchanged. Although, there are
observed changes under the following sections which are summarized further throughout the
entirety of the report: affordable housing and housing options, settlement area boundaries and
employment, growth horizons, climate change, aggregates, agricultural and rural lands,
engagement with Indigenous peoples, employment area planning & land use compatibility and,
servicing and infrastructure.

Background and Discussion
On July 22, 2019 the Province released a new draft Provincial Policy Statement (PPS), which
would update the 2014 PPS. Comments on the draft PPS were due by October 21, 2019.

PDR-CW-23-20
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Additional revisions have been made and a final copy of the new PPS (2020) can be found
here. This is linked to the Attachments section of this report. For reference purposes, links to the
draft 2019 PPS and the 2014 PPS have also been provided in the Attachments section.
As part of the outreach process, the province issued a lengthy comment period for planning
professionals and others to weigh in on the proposed changes. The province received
approximately 450 written submissions. A link to the County’s comments on the draft 2019 PPS
can be found here. The Province also hosted some in-person and online consultation sessions,
both of which the County had the benefit in participating in order to learn more about the
proposed policy changes. The new policies were announced February 28th, 2020 forming the
PPS (2020). This document took effect May 1st, 2020.
All planning decisions in Ontario must be consistent with the PPS, including local planning
documents such as official plans and zoning by-laws. Staff have reviewed the newly approved
PPS and do not perceive it to contain significant changes from the previous 2014 version.
Within the 2020 PPS there are policy changes relating to;
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

affordable housing and housing options,
settlement area boundaries and employment
growth horizons
climate change
aggregates
agricultural and rural lands
engagement with Indigenous peoples
employment area planning & land use compatibility and,
servicing and infrastructure.

Although not directly a part of this consultation, the Province has noted that there will be
additional standalone guidelines coming that help provide implementation guidance for the PPS.
The following are summaries and comments regarding the changes made under the 2020 PPS.

1. Affordable Housing and Housing Options
The changes place more emphasis on ensuring communities across the Province contain an
appropriate mix of housing options to meet the needs of Ontarians. Within the 2020 PPS,
there’s a broader range of housing referenced including tiny homes, additional residential units
(more commonly referred to as secondary units), life lease housing, community land trusts, and
co-operative housing. The Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing (MMAH) will update the
Additional Residential Units Information Sheet (Second Units Information Sheet).
The Province has also introduced new terminology around ‘market-based’ residential types but
unfortunately, there is no accompanying definition.
Additional changes require coordination between planning and housing service managers such
including the development of Housing and Homelessness Plans.
There are revised definitions of ‘public service facilities’ and ‘special needs’ to raise awareness
to plan for long-term care homes, as well as ‘adaptable and accessible housing’.
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Staff Response – In general staff are supportive of the proposed changes, as we recognize the
need for all types of housing across Grey County. Having this detailed support in the PPS is not
radically different than the 2014 PPS, except that there are a broader range of housing types
listed in the new 2020 PPS. The 2014 PPS also required municipalities to plan for a wide range
of housing.
Through comments provided by the County to the Province on the initial revised draft of the
PPS, staff flagged that it would be pertinent to include a definition for ‘market-based’ in order to
allow for consistent policy interpretation. This term is not defined in the new PPS 2020. County
staff may seek additional guidance from the Province on how best to interpret this definition.
Coordination between planning and the Housing and Homelessness Plans also makes sense in
principle. However, staff would note that Housing and Homelessness Plans also cover areas
beyond just those controlled by land use planning. In Grey County, coordination amongst
Planning staff and Housing staff already exists which includes working collaboratively on Grey
County’s Housing and Homelessness Plan as well as Recolour Grey. Planning staff will look for
further ways to collaborate with the Housing department on matters that fall within the purview
of land use planning.
Staff remain cautious in predicting whether the 2020 PPS changes will result in more private
affordable housing being built, but it is certainly supportive of such housing. Further financial
incentives, or government funding (at all levels of government) may be required before
significant investment in affordable housing is realized.

2. Settlement Area Boundaries and Employment
Under the 2014 PPS, municipalities seeking to expand a settlement area or to re-designate
employment lands (e.g. industrial or business park lands) to non-employment uses (e.g.
residential), were required to complete a comprehensive review. A comprehensive review is a
defined study within the PPS and the County Official Plan.
Within the 2020 PPS, the Province has added some flexibility where a comprehensive review
will not be required in order to allow for settlement area adjustments. For example, a
comprehensive review will no longer be required for instances when a municipality is adding
lands to a settlement area, but also removing other lands for a ‘no net change’ in developable
land. Boundary adjustments still need to ensure prime agricultural areas are protected. There is
also a requirement to consider market demand as part of the justification for settlement area
boundary expansions. Applications for boundary adjustments can be municipally or proponent
initiated. All other settlement area expansions will require a comprehensive review.
Staff Response – Staff generally have no concerns with the changes to the comprehensive
review provisions and appreciate the flexibility these new provisions permit.
With respect to the newly revised section 1.1.3.9(c) of the PPS, dealing with ‘abbreviated
comprehensive reviews for settlement area boundary adjustments’, it speaks to “the settlement
area to which lands would be added is appropriately serviced and there is sufficient reserve
infrastructure capacity to service the lands.” Staff will work with local municipalities to determine
what would be considered ‘appropriately serviced’, since there are many settlement areas within
the County with partial servicing and private servicing.
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3. Growth Horizons
The 2014 PPS capped municipalities ability to plan for and designate land to a maximum
timeframe of 20 years, save and except for infrastructure projects. The new 2020 PPS has
extended this timeframe to 25 years, while still allowing longer timeframes for infrastructure
projects and employment areas.
Planning authorities are now required to ensure projected housing land supply is made available
to accommodate residential growth for 15 years (changed from 10 years).
Municipalities may also choose to maintain land with servicing capacity enough to provide at
least a 5-year supply of residential units available for development, rather than just a 3-year
supply.
There will be forthcoming guidelines to support municipalities outside of the Greater Golden
Horseshoe (GGH) which provide guidance on population/employment projections and
allocations.
Staff Response – Staff are supportive of these changes as it provides more flexibility to
municipalities to plan for the long-term. The County will need to adjust our official plan to
consider a 25-year time horizon, supported through growth projections. This may be done via a
future amendment to the County Plan, or at the time of the next official plan review. Following
an update to the County Plan to extend the planning horizon, municipalities would have the
ability to do so in their own local official plans.
The change from 10 to 15 years for projected housing land supply is supported by staff and is
something that municipalities across the County should consider as they move forward with
official plan updates and future infrastructure planning.
Staff are encouraged to see policy that speaks to maintaining land with servicing capacity
enough to provide a 5-year supply of residential units, rather than simply a 3-year supply. There
is flexibility in this policy, but it provides direction for municipalities to ‘plan accordingly’ in the
anticipation of future growth.
Staff are very supportive of the Province issuing guidelines on population/employment
projections and allocations. When the Province develops such guidelines, municipalities should
be consulted and given the opportunity to provide input.

4. Climate Change
The 2020 PPS includes wording in several sections which require planning authorities to
prepare for the ‘impacts of a changing climate’.
Section 3.0 Protecting Public Health and Safety of the 2020 PPS contains a caveat that the
policies relating to natural hazards should be considered in accordance with guidance
developed by the Province’s Special Advisor on Flooding. Natural hazards should also be
considered when locating infrastructure and public service facilities [section 1.6.4].
Energy supply policy has been amended to support a broad range of energy types (e.g., district
energy, renewable energy systems, and alternative energy systems) to support future energy
pricing structures.
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Staff Response – Staff are generally supportive of the proposed changes in this regard. The
Climate Change Action Plan currently being completed by ICLEI Canada will better address
‘impacts of a changing climate’ that extend beyond simply weather-related impacts. This report
will also help supplement information required to better understand local adaptation and
mitigation initiatives.
On March 9th, the Province released a document titled ‘Protecting People and Property:
Ontario’s Flooding Strategy’ which follows the 2019 Report from the Special Advisor on
Flooding. These documents are meant to help the Province and municipalities plan for flooding
prevention and impacts moving forward.

5. Aggregates
With respect to mineral aggregate resources, there are new policies which restrict the use of
‘vertical zoning’ (section 2.5.2.4).
Staff Response - With respect to the changes on mineral aggregates, staff have no concern
with the restrictions on vertical zoning, as that’s been the advice Provincial staff have been
giving for several years now. As a result, municipalities in Grey have generally not been utilizing
vertical zoning.

6. Agricultural and Rural Lands
Under the new PPS, clarification has been provided regarding lot creation – this is considered a
form of residential development. The term ‘limited’ has been removed when defining residential
development. Municipalities are required to determine what is ‘locally appropriate’ when it
comes to residential development in rural areas, but generally new growth is still to be focused
and directed to settlement areas. All other development ‘tests’ are still required to be met such
as, ensuring development is appropriate for planned or available infrastructure, appropriate
servicing, compliance with Minimum Distance Separation (MDS) formulae is addressed, and
development is compatible with the rural landscape.
For agriculture, there is more emphasis on agricultural systems planning where one would
consider both the agricultural land base and the agri-food network which includes infrastructure
and assets that are important to the viability of the agri-food sector. The wording around this
policy allows for flexibility, by encouraging rather than requiring. It is the intention to better
support the prime agricultural land base and the economic prosperity of the sector. There are
new definitions for ‘agricultural system’ and ‘agri-food network’.
The on-farm diversified uses definition is expanded to include ground-mounted solar facilities,
meaning these will be permitted in prime agricultural areas, including specialty crop areas,
subject to being limited in area.
Staff Response – Staff have concerns with the removal of the term ‘limited’ in the context of
rural residential development. It can be challenging to secure a balance in offering flexibility for
lot creation (both agricultural and non-agricultural), while also supporting economic
development, agriculture, resource use, tourism, residential and recreation. Under Recolour
Grey, lot creation policies were amended to permit 1 additional lot per 40 hectares (100 acres).
Additional lot creation provisions have been included to speak to ‘split land use types’, where
lands form part ‘agricultural’ and part ‘rural. The new PPS remains consistent in the policy
PDR-CW-23-20
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direction to protect agricultural and other resource-related uses by directing non-related
development to areas where it will minimize constraints on these uses (section 1.1.5.7). Staff
see merit in the existing rural consent policies under Recolour Grey, and do not see further
official plan changes being warranted here. A balance is effectively being achieved, protecting
agricultural and other resource-related uses and supporting economic development, tourism,
residential and residential recreation.
Staff are generally supportive of the changes to the agricultural policies, and the systems
planning approach. This generally aligns with the policy approach in the County’s new official
plan, Recolour Grey. Further guidelines from the Province to aid with implementation will be
consulted if/when received (e.g. revised guidance document for Agricultural Impact Assessment
(AIAs)).

7. Engagement with Indigenous Peoples
The new PPS places increased emphasis on engagement with Indigenous peoples and
communities for land use planning matters and when identifying, protecting and managing
cultural heritage and archaeological resources. Whereas the former PPS used wording such as
‘encouraged to coordinate planning matters’, the new PPS uses terminology such as ‘shall
engage with Indigenous communities and coordinate on land use planning matters’. The
understood intention of these policy changes will be to consult and address Indigenous interests
earlier in the development process. The Ministry of Indigenous Affairs will develop tools and
assist municipalities in engagement and consultation activities with Indigenous communities.
Staff Response – Staff are supportive of this new wording in principle, but still have some
outstanding questions on how to proceed to ensure thorough consultation with Indigenous
peoples and communities is effectively being met. It should be noted that PPS policies are
distinct from ‘duty to consult’, which rests with the Crown. Grey County currently circulates all
planning applications to local First Nations and Metis peoples. Staff are certainly amenable to
reaching out to the local Indigenous groups to see where improvements to the existing process
could be made. Any further tools developed by the province (Ministry of Indigenous Affairs) to
assist municipalities in engagement and consultation activities will be welcome by staff.

8. Employment Area Planning & Land Use Compatibility
There are several new policy additions to section 1.3 Employment of the PPS. There is general
support for supporting economic investment and mixed-use development.
With regards to employment areas, planning authorities are now encouraged to:




assess locally-identified employment areas to ensure designations are appropriate at the
time of the Official Plan review or update
plan for appropriate transition between employment areas and adjacent nonemployment areas
prohibit residential and prohibit or limit sensitive land uses that are not ancillary to the
primary employment uses in employment areas planned for industrial/manufacturing
uses
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lands within employment areas may be converted to a designation that permits nonemployment uses without a comprehensive review, provided the area has not been
identified as provincially significant or regionally significant and subject to the following:
o there is an identified need
o proposed uses would not adversely affect the overall viability of the employment
area
o existing and planned infrastructure and public service facilities are available

There were also amendments and additions made to section 1.2.6 Land Use Compatibility that
are intended to protect the long-term viability of major facilities (i.e. airports, manufacturing
uses, transportation infrastructure and corridors, waste management systems, etc.) and
industrial sites. Planning for major facilities and sensitive land uses will now be required to
(rather than should) avoid or minimize and mitigate any potential adverse effects to public health
and safety. Where avoidance is not possible, planning authorities are required to protect major
facilities from encroachment of any proposed adjacent sensitive land uses.
Staff Response – Staff are generally supportive of the proposed changes.
Staff would note that the Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks (MECP) is currently
reviewing the D-series land use compatibility guidelines. These guidelines provide guidance for
planning authorities on how to decide what types of land uses are appropriate near industrial
areas. Once completed, staff will rely on these updated guidelines to help implement the ‘land
use compatibility’ policies.

9. Servicing & Infrastructure
There have been some significant changes to the servicing provisions at section 1.6 of the PPS.
The 2020 PPS still places priority on development on full municipal water and sewer services,
but the servicing hierarchy (municipal, private communal, individual on-site services and partial
services) is now more flexible. That is, where municipal services are not available, planned or
feasible, planning authorities can consider the additional servicing options (private communal,
individual on-site services and partial services) provided that the specified conditions are met.
Many of these changes appear to address some of the unique servicing needs in rural
communities. Policy changes include the following:
i.
ii.

iii.

where municipal services are not available, planned or feasible, private communal
services are the preferred form of servicing for multi-unit/lot development.
individual on-site services may be used in settlement areas for infilling and minor
rounding out of existing development where municipal and communal services are not
available, planned or feasible and where site conditions are suitable for the long-term
provision of such services with no negative impacts.
additional opportunities for infilling and minor rounding out on partial services within
settlement areas provided that site conditions are suitable for the long-term provision of
such services with no negative impacts.

The Province is also now requiring that stormwater management planning be integrated with
planning for sewage and water services.
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Additionally, included as part of transportation and infrastructure corridors, the co-location of
linear infrastructure should be promoted. This would be inclusive of highways,
communications/telecommunications, power lines, gas pipelines, etc.
Staff Response – The wording for item (ii) found at 1.6.6.4 of the 2020 PPS is not too different
from the wording in the previous version of the PPS. However, the second half of this section,
which corresponds to item (ii) above contains the following wording;
“At the time of the official plan review or update, planning authorities should assess the
long-term impacts of individual on-site sewage services and individual on-site water
services on the environmental health and the character of rural settlement areas. Where
planning is conducted by an upper-tier municipality, the upper-tier municipality should
work with lower-tier municipalities at the time of the official plan review or update to
assess the long-term impacts of individual on-site sewage services and individual on-site
water services on the environmental health and the desired character of rural settlement
areas and the feasibility of other forms of servicing set out in policies 1.6.6.2 (full
municipal services) and 1.6.6.3 (private communal services).”
In principle staff see merit in the above provisions, and it makes sense to do so at the time of an
official plan review. However, staff will require additional guidance from the Province to better
understand the level of assessment required in order to address the long-term impacts of
individual on-site servicing on the environmental health and desired character of rural settlement
areas.
With respect to item (iii), the first half of the partial services provision is identical to the PPS
(2014) provisions, but the second half reads as follows;
“Where partial services have been provided to address failed services in accordance
with subsection (a), infilling on existing lots of record in rural areas in municipalities may
be permitted where this would represent a logical and financially viable connection to the
existing partial service and provided that site conditions are suitable for the long-term
provision of such services with no negative impacts. In accordance with subsection (a),
the extension of partial services into rural areas is only permitted to address failed
individual on-site sewage and individual on-site water services for existing development.”
Staff had raised concerns in our initial comments regarding the above policy and continue to
have these concerns. First, it can be very difficult to track whether partial services were
historically installed to address failed systems. Second, in those instances where services were
installed to address failed services, it would seem quite restrictive to then only allow
development on existing lots of record especially in instances where lot creation would normally
otherwise be permitted and capacity exists to connect to the municipal service that is adjacent
to the subject lands.
Because of the foreseeable challenges in distinguishing whether partial services have been
provided to address failed individual on-site services, staff may seek additional guidance from
the province.
Staff have no concerns with requiring the integration of stormwater management planning with
water and sewer services.

PDR-CW-23-20

40

Date: May 28, 2020

Implementation
The Provincial Policy Statement (2020) came into effect May 1st, 2020. According to the
implementation guidelines, the updated PPS applies to all decisions in respect of the exercise of
any authority that affects a planning matter made on or after May 1st, 2020. Applications that
were received prior to the new PPS coming into effect, where a decision has not yet been
made, will now need to demonstrate consistency with the updated policy document.

Legal and Legislated Requirements
The new PPS (2020) came into effect on May 1, 2020. All County planning decisions and our
County Official Plan will be required to be consistent with the new PPS. County staff are still
reviewing the 2020 PPS against Recolour Grey to determine if there are updates that need to
be made to the official plan immediately, or if changes can wait until the next official plan review.
The most pressing matter may be the 25-year planning horizon. A future report will be
presented to Council on how best to proceed on this topic.

Financial and Resource Implications
Now that the new PPS (2020) is in effect, local official plan policies (county and municipal) will
be required to reflect these changes at the time of local policy plan updates. These plan reviews
will have financial and resource implications, but the scope should not be dramatically different
based on the 2020 PPS. The County and member municipalities may also choose to proceed
with amendments in advance of official plan reviews.

Relevant Consultation
☒ Internal: Planning, Housing, Economic Development
☒ External: Member municipalities within Grey

Appendices and Attachments
Provincial Policy Statement 2020
Draft 2019 Provincial Policy Statement
County Comments on Draft 2019 PPS
2014 Provincial Policy Statement
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Committee Report
To:

Warden McQueen and Members of Grey County Council

Committee Date:

May 28, 2020

Subject / Report No:

PDR-CW-27-20

Title:

Overview of Proposed Dundalk Medical Health Centre
and Potential Use of County Owned Lands for
Associated Parking and Trail Crossing

Prepared by:

Randy Scherzer

Reviewed by:

Kim Wingrove

Lower Tier(s) Affected:

Township of Southgate

Status:

Recommendation
1. That Report PDR-CW-27-20 which provides an overview of a proposed
medical health centre in the community of Dundalk, Township of
Southgate, be received which includes the proposed use of lands currently
owned by the County for additional parking; and
2. That the proposed medical health centre be supported in principle and that
staff be directed to work with the Township of Southgate and the South
East Grey Community Health Centre to address any matters regarding the
land in terms of potential land transfers and/or lease agreements that will
be required to move forward with this proposal.

Executive Summary
The Township of Southgate approached County staff regarding a proposed medical
health centre in Dundalk. The proposed medical health centre would be located on
lands owned by the Township of Southgate and the lands would be leased to the South
East Grey Community Health Centre. The lands are located adjacent to the CP Rail
Trail and are directly west of the Dundalk Fire Department. The lands are not large
enough to accommodate all the parking required for the medical health centre and
therefore Southgate has asked if the County would consider them utilizing some of the
lands owned by the County for overflow parking as well as for users of the CP Rail Trail
and the community as a whole. A trail crossing would also be proposed to connect the
PDR-CW-27-20
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parking areas to CP Rail Trail and to the medical health centre. The County would need
to retain at a minimum the rail trail corridor (approximately 25 metres in width) in
accordance with the County Official Plan. Should Council support this proposal in
principle, County staff would work with the Township of Southgate and the South East
Grey Community Health Centre to finalize the details regarding the design of these uses
while ensuring that the risk and liability to trail users is minimized. County staff would
also work on the details regarding potential land transfers/leases including associated
agreements that will be required to move forward with this proposal.

Background and Discussion
The Township of Southgate approached County staff about a proposed medical health
centre in Dundalk. The medical health centre would be located on lands owned by the
Township of Southgate that are at the corner of Dundalk Street and Grey Street West
(see Figure 1). The subject lands are directly adjacent to the CP Rail Trail and are also
located west of the Dundalk Fire Department. The medical health centre would be
operated by the South East Grey Community Health Centre which currently operates a
satellite clinic at 90 Artemesia Street South in Dundalk but they require a larger space.
Figure 2 shows a draft concept plan for the proposed medical health centre. The
property owned by Southgate can accommodate some parking including accessible
parking spots and parking for staff; however, additional parking will be required.
Southgate has asked if the County would consider them utilizing some of the lands
owned by the County adjacent to the CP Rail Trail that could be utilized for overflow
parking as well as parking for CP Rail Trail users and for the community as a whole.
Part of the proposed parking area would also contain a stormwater management
system which would be located under the parking lot. The concept also proposes a trail
crossing that would connect the parking areas to the medical health centre. The
proposal also includes redesigning the trail by adding curves as a traffic calming
measure for motorized vehicles that are permitted on the CP Rail Trail (e.g. ATV’s and
snowmobiles). A drop off/pick-up area has also been included in the revised concept
which is to be located at the front of the Medical Health Centre adjacent to Dundalk
Street.
It is anticipated that pedestrian use of the CP Rail Trail in this area will likely increase as
a result of the proposed medical health centre. There are also other uses within this
block including the Huron Bay Co-op, the Dundalk Fire Department and the Dundalk
Library which could also add to the pedestrian movement in and around this area.
Motorized vehicles such as ATV’s and snowmobiles are currently permitted on the CP
Rail Trail and therefore there is a potential increased risk for County liability for injuries
and damage that could result along the trail. This risk can be minimized through trail
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design and trail crossing design. County staff have recommended that the Township
consider adding sidewalks within this village block to provide further options for
pedestrian movement between the proposed parking areas and the various uses. Trail
maintenance and trail crossing maintenance within this village block will also need to be
considered as part of any agreement with Southgate and/or the South East Grey
Community Health Centre.
County staff and Grey Sauble Contract staff who help manage the CP Rail Trail have
reviewed the proposed concept plans and suggested some revisions which have been
incorporated into the latest draft concept plan. These include traffic calming measures,
signage including stop signs at the trail crossing and warning signs of trail crossing
ahead, lighting to illuminate the parking areas and the trail crossing, as well as having
different materials to distinguish the trail crossing from the actual CP Rail Trail. These
measures will help to minimize any potential risk and liability associated with the trail
crossing as well as the use of the trail by pedestrians within this village block. Any
agreements between the County, the Township of Southgate and South East Grey
Community Health Centre would also address any liability with respect to the use of the
trail and the trail crossing.
County staff see this an opportunity to improve the trail within this area of Dundalk as
currently there are sections of the trail where it is difficult to determine what is the trail
versus what are parking areas/trail crossings. County staff recommends that the trail
improvements be considered for the entire village block. The design concept also
includes benches, landscaping and garden plots as features adjacent to the CP Rail
Trail. Having additional parking adjacent to the CP Rail Trail will also provide
opportunities for residents and visitors to park and to enjoy the CP Rail Trail. Adding
parking facilities adjacent to the CP Rail Trail is an action item that is recommended in
the County’s Recreational Trail Master Plan. County staff also see this as an
opportunity to ‘clean up’ land ownership and leasing arrangements in this area as there
are currently buildings that appear to encroach on the actual CP Rail Trail corridor in the
village block.
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Figure 1 – Subject Lands

The County would need to maintain at a minimum the actual CP Rail Trail corridor in
accordance with the County Official Plan. The CP Rail Trail corridor is approximately 25
metres in width (lands identified in red on Figure 1). The County Official Plan identifies
that the County will retain the CP Rail Trail corridor not only for the current use as multiuse recreational trail but also in case rail were to ever return to Grey County. Based on
the Official Plan policies, it will be important to include provisions in the agreement(s)
with Southgate and/or the South East Grey Community Health Centre to note the
potential for rail to return and if rail should return that features and amenities may need
to be removed in order to accommodate rail. In speaking with County Legal staff, the
legal aspects regarding rail can be quite complex and therefore we may need to engage
a lawyer that specializes in rail in order to assist the County with respect to these
matters. The County also currently leases land to Huron Bay Co-op within this block
and therefore it would be beneficial to clearly identify the part that is leased through a
surveyed reference plan.
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Figure 2 - Concept Plan of Proposed Medical Health Centre and
Parking Areas

Should Council support the proposal in principle, County staff would work with the
Township of Southgate and South East Grey Community Health Centre to work out
details with respect to land transfers/leases as well as associated agreements. County
staff would also finalize any design details with respect to the trail to ensure that is
designed to reduce any risk and liability concerns. County staff would also work with
Township of Southgate Planning staff to ensure that any planning matters are
addressed. Southgate has noted that a local official plan amendment and a zoning
amendment will be required to accommodate the proposed use.

Legal and Legislated Requirements
Planning Act
Municipal Act
The use of County land to provide parking or other land to support a private
development engages “bonusing“ restrictions. Any agreements reached in this regard
will need to ensure that no “bonusing” occurs.

PDR-CW-27-20

46
5

Date: May 28, 2020

Since motorized vehicles are permitted on the trail area involved, and since the
pedestrian presence on the trail in the area would be expected to increase, there is an
increased risk for County liability for injuries and damage that result along the trail.
Consideration should also be given to the responsibility for trail maintenance that would
be required for pedestrians crossing the trail between the parking area and the
development. These matters will be considered as part of the agreements with
Southgate and/or South East Grey Community Health Centre.

Financial and Resource Implications
All costs associated with the Medical Health Centre, the proposed parking areas and
the trail crossing/improvements would be part of the overall expenses associated with
the Medical Health Centre and therefore would be paid for by Southgate and/or the
South East Grey Community Health Centre. Should the County require legal support
for the matters associated with rail there could be some additional costs which we hope
can be covered by Southgate and/or the South East Grey Community Health Centre as
overall expenses associated with the project.

Relevant Consultation
☒

Internal (Clerks, Legal, CAO, Planning Staff,)

☒
External (Grey Sauble Contract Staff, Township of Southgate, South East Grey
Community Health Centre)

Appendices and Attachments
None
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Committee Report
To:

Warden McQueen and Members of Grey County Council

Committee Date:

May 28, 2020

Subject / Report No:

EDTC-CW-10-20

Title:

COVID-19 Impact on Grey County Businesses #2

Prepared by:

Savanna Myers, Director of Economic Development,
Tourism & Culture

Reviewed by:

Kim Wingrove, CAO

Lower Tier(s) Affected: All
Status:

Recommendation
1.

That Report EDTC-CW-10-20 regarding COVID-19 Impact on Grey
County Businesses be received; and

2.

That staff be directed to work with the Finance Department to determine
options for redirecting portions of the approved 2020 economic
development and tourism budgets to recovery efforts for consideration
by Council in June.

Executive Summary
The global pandemic continues to drive uncertainty for Grey County businesses and
governments at all levels are listening intently to understand how best to help. Regular
communication with business has enabled staff to better inform our provincial and
federal agencies about barriers faced. The federal and provincial governments have
been quick to amend programs and introduce new funds to capture those in unique
situations who have fallen between the cracks.
Grey County continues to work closely with our municipal and community partners and
businesses to better understand and take advantage of support programs as well as
help business setup or enhance their online presence while remaining compliant with
closure restrictions.
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Through the Grey County Economic Development & Tourism Working Group, staff are
now turning attention to develop a phased recovery plan, which could include allocated
funds redirected from the approved 2020 economic development and tourism budgets.

Background and Discussion
The global pandemic continues to drive uncertainty for our communities and economy,
here and around the world. The shutdown of non-essential businesses eliminated
revenues while fixed costs remained, and reduced purchasing power for workers
resulting in an immediate and significant economic shock. Now, the staged re-opening
of the economy is expected to take another toll on businesses while new costs are
incurred, staff are unable to fully return to work and revenue is slow to grow. For some
businesses, the pandemic has meant status quo or boosted their revenues. However,
for the overwhelming majority, it has been devastating.
Grey County surveyed the business community March 17 to April 9 and again to April
16 to May 1. Though no businesses reported closing their business permanently
through the survey, we are hearing reports of businesses closing permanently in our
region.
With survey fatigue, our response rate to the follow-up survey was reduced. The next
survey will not be released until we are well into recovery and need to gauge efforts on
the recovery side. Further information gathered through survey, support line and
working group are shared below to provide a more fulsome picture of business impact
and concern.
All-Sector Business Impact – Follow Up Survey Results
In Grey County, there are approximately 10,500 businesses. 70% (7,300) of these
businesses are sole-proprietors or home-based business. 218 businesses, across all
nine municipalities completed the follow-up survey which took a deeper dive into the
current environment.




43% (94 businesses) have temporarily shut down
40% of businesses say the impact is significant and growing.
60% have accessed government support, 40% have not.
o 55% have accessed CERB, 30% CEBA, 25% wage subsidies

The follow up survey also asked businesses how many employees they had prepandemic versus today. On all accounts, layoffs have shrunk the size of business with
now 77% of business falling in the 0-4 employee category. This is echoed by the
release of the regional unemployment rate on May 8, which grew to 8.1%.
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The survey also asked businesses to compare 2019 actuals to 2020 projections. 150
businesses provided a full response to this question, based on their best estimates
given the situation today. Combined, an average 42.5% revenue reduction is estimated.
Detail has been added to the survey results to provide further narrative of business
concern.
From provincial and federal governments, businesses are looking for clear guidance
moving into recovery and more flexibility in programs, especially as how they relate to
sole proprietors, which represent our largest cohort of business in Grey.
From municipal government, businesses are primarily seeking financial aid and property
tax assistance, followed by promotion and marketing assistance, information and
leadership and a break on municipal charges and utilities. Staff will work with Finance to
look at what resources might be available within the 2020 economic development and
tourism budgets to direct toward business support (via the CIP and BEC) and broader
marketing communications efforts.
Staff Re-Direct
To better support our businesses and the working group, Grey County economic
development and tourism staff have been pulled back from redeployment and redirected
to create three recovery teams:




Communications (Rob Hatten + Katrina, Philly, Heather, Olivia)
Consultations & Training (Courtney Miller + Taylor)
Economic Recovery (Steve Furness + Bryan, Jacinda, Alison)

The creation of these teams allows for better alignment of in-house expertise and
resources as it relates to pandemic recovery planning.
The Business Resource Page continues to be updated on an almost daily basis and the
Resiliency Map continues to grow and now includes available WIFI access points for
those unable to connect from their home or business. The Business Enterprise Centre
hosted a well-attended ‘Ask a Professional’ series of webinars following an influx of
questions through the surveys and support lines. Staff are also working with our tourism
and trails partners, Grey Bruce Public Health and enforcement agencies to facilitate
information about the open/closed status of outdoor spaces and coordinate messaging
to help residents and visitors navigate recommendations.
Staff continue to participate regularly in wider regional planning discussions with RTO7,
WOWC and TIAO. Updates to our MP and MPP also continue and have been very well
received.
Economic Development & Tourism Working Group - Recovery Planning
EDTC-CW-10-20
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The working group has been coordinating efforts since March 17 with regards to Covid19 related resources and communications. As the next step towards recovery, the
working group is now meeting bi-weekly as of April 24.
Our staff, municipalities and partners are reporting several themes emerging from
growing consultations with business. Questions around access to support programs and
their gaps do continue though inquiries are now turning towards recovery in the wake of
recent provincial announcements.
Our assistance is identified as most needed to:










Collate re-opening guidelines (concern over confusion of multiple guides)
Facilitate access to PPE for businesses
Building staff & consumer confidence
Maintain strong and consistent communications to industry & consumers
Maintain focused collaboration between all partners and levels of government
Promote local tourism to our residents when it is safe to do so
Coordinate municipal inspection protocols to support development
Develop destination protocols to enhance the safety of place (ie. Downtowns)
Identify new local training needs and delivery mechanisms (ie. Georgian)

These themes will be added to the toolkit identified in the first business impact report:






Business Consultations & Mentorship Support
Community Improvement Program (CIP)
Vacancy rebate; deferred penalty and interest and payment due dates
Shovel ready projects
Marketing

Next Steps
The working group expects to have a draft phase one recovery plan developed for
consideration by Council in June.
In the meantime, staff are monitoring provincial guidelines and working closely with
Grey Bruce Public Health to ensure consistent messaging and direction for our
businesses with regards to preparing for a safe re-opening of the economy.
The Business Enterprise Centre (BEC) has also been given the opportunity to reallocate
Summer Company funds to the Starter Company Plus Program. Recent discussions
with the province have also indicated an ability to propose amendments to the granting
program in order to better meet the current and future needs of business during and
post-pandemic.
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Legal and Legislated Requirements
There are no legal or legislated requirements relating to this report.

Financial and Resource Implications
There are no financial or resource implications relating to this report. A report will be
prepared for Council’s consideration in June to redirect portions of the approved 2020
economic development and tourism budgets.

Relevant Consultation
☐

Internal – Economic Development and Tourism staff, Director of Corporate
Services

☐

External – Economic Development Working Group

Appendices and Attachments
Survey Results
All-Sector Follow-Up Business Survey
Resources
Press Release: Stage One of Business Re-Opening in Grey County
COVID-19 Resources for Business
Community & Business Resiliency Map
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Committee Report
To:

Warden McQueen and Members of Grey County Council

Committee Date:

May 28, 2020

Subject / Report No:

HDR-CW-05-20

Title:

Housing Services Act, 2011 Regulation Changes

Prepared by:

Anne Marie Shaw, Josh Gibson

Reviewed by:

Kim Wingrove

Lower Tier(s) Affected:

County-wide initiative

Status:

Recommendation
1. That report HDR-CW-05-20 be received for information regarding changes to
Ontario Regulation 316/19 Section 50 of the Housing Services Act, 2011; and
2. That MS-HOU-002-002 Refusal of Offers Procedure be revoked effective July 1,
2020; and
3. That effective July 1, 2020 Grey County Housing refers to Section 32.2 and 38 of
the Housing Services Act, 2011 when applicants refuse an offer of housing.

Executive Summary
On September 23, 2019 amendments to Ontario Regulation 367/11 under the Housing Services
Act, 2011 were introduced and Service Managers are required to implement changes prior to
January 1, 2021. Grey County Housing staff are recommending an implementation date of July
1, 2020 to coincide with other regulatory changes.

Background and Discussion
Section 32.2 under Ontario Regulation 367/11 states that a household will no longer be eligible
to remain on the waitlist upon refusing an offer of housing where the offer has met the
occupancy standards and the household had expressed a preference for that area. Households
who refuse an offer of housing will have the option to be placed on the bottom of the waitlist or
be removed from the list.
The regulation does offer the ability for Service Managers to determine if a household is
experiencing extenuating circumstances and allow them to remain at the top of the waitlist and
the offer would not be counted as a refusal. Potential situations which would be classified as
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extenuating circumstances include but are not limited to; hospitalization, safety, acute change in
medical need, and/or receiving treatment for mental health or addiction.
In addition, section 38 has been amended to include current tenants who are on a transfer list to
a more suitably sized unit. The same rule will apply, one offer will be made. Previously, these
households had the opportunity to make two refusals of housing before no longer being eligible
for a transfer or returning to the bottom of the list.
Grey County’s current procedure MOU-HOU-002-002 will be revoked as of July 1, 2020. The
former legislation required the Service Manager to enact a local rule to state the number of
offers an applicant would receive. There is no longer a local rule required as the revised
legislation only allows for one offer.

Notification
Prior to an implementation date of July 1, 2020 staff will make all reasonable efforts to inform
current households on the waitlist of the changes in the legislation and how they affect the
household or individual. It will be important moving forward that applicants work with staff to
select buildings and locations that are best suited to their needs. At this time, many applicants
put themselves on all or many buildings and locations when only a few will work for their
situation. For example, if a person has family support and a doctor in Hanover and they apply to
other areas such as Meaford, an offer for Meaford will often be refused.

Simplification of Calculating Rent
In addition to the changes to the offer rules there are legislation changes to the Rent Geared to
Income calculations. A simplified approach to calculating rents has been developed using a
tenants Adjusted Net Family Income from their Notice of Assessment to determine rental
charges. This adjustment will also take place on July 1st, 2020. Protection for tenants whose
income decreases by 20% through the year remain in place to allow for a rental reduction.
Increase in income will no longer require a rental increase through the year, the rent would be
adjusted at the next yearly review.
The changes to RGI rental calculations will reduce the administrative burden and provide
consistency to tenants in community housing as it relates to their rental charges for the year.

Financial and Resource Implications
Staff will make all reasonable efforts to inform new applicants, and currently waitlisted
households prior to the implementation date of July 1, 2020.
There are no financial implications of this change.

Relevant Consultation
☐ Internal:
☒ External: Grey County Non-Profit Housing Providers, Ministry of Municipal Affairs and
Housing (MMAH)
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Appendices and Attachments
SH - Notification Refusals
SH - Notification RGI Simplification
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Committee Report
To:

Warden McQueen and Members of Grey County Council

Committee Date:

May 28, 2020

Subject / Report No:

HDR-CW-06-20

Title:

Short Term Loan Owen Sound Housing Company

Prepared by:

Anne Marie Shaw, Director of Housing

Reviewed by:

Kim Wingrove

Lower Tier(s) Affected: All
Status:

Recommendation
1. That Report HDR-CW-06-20 be received and that financial assistance be
granted to Owen Sound Housing Company for the further development of
the “Odawa Heights” units located at 2239 9th Avenue East, Owen Sound
by way of a short term loan in the amount of $3,250,000 for a maximum of a
one year term with an interest payable at an annual rate of 2.00%; and
2. That the policy on Short Term Loans for Affordable Builds by Non Profits
be waived in this specific instance for the reasons listed in the report: and
3. That an agreement be prepared between the Owen Sound Housing
Company Limited and Grey County in respect of this loan, which
agreement shall include the registration of a charge against the project
land to secure its repayment; and
4. That a by-law be brought forward for County Council’s consideration

Executive Summary
There is a great need for affordable housing in Grey County. Non-Profit housing
providers are likely partners to develop affordable housing. Providing a short-term loan
to a non- profit assists in keeping the cost of construction low enough to be able to offer
low rents.
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Background
There is a great need for affordable housing in Grey County. Non-profit housing
providers are likely partners in developing rental stock as most Boards and staff have
many years’ experience in providing safe and affordable housing. Working with nonprofits to increase the number of affordable housing units in Grey County is part of our
10 Year Housing and Homelessness Plan.
The Owen Sound Housing Company is a local non-profit housing provider as defined by
the Housing Services Act, 2011. Owen Sound Municipal Non-Profit Housing
Corporation provides management services for their various properties. The same
board governs both entities. They are a leader in Grey County for constructing and
operating social housing and affordable housing and have been operating for over sixty
years. Owen Sound Housing Company owns 256 townhomes and apartment units in
the City of Owen Sound.
Owen Sound Housing Company has a solid record of successfully completing projects
funded through the provincial Affordable Housing Program. OSHC built Bluewater
Ridge consisting of 60 units of affordable and market housing in two phases; 23 units
completed in 2009 and 37 units completed in 2011. Currently OSHC has site plan
approval for Odawa Heights consisting of 90+ units of affordable and market units.
Twenty-eight units of housing were completed in 2018 and eight more units were
completed in 2019
A barrier to developing affordable housing for a non-profit is keeping the cost of
construction and operations low enough to be able to offer low rents. One area in which
the County can assist is providing a short-term loan during the construction phase. Grey
County Council approved a short-term loan policy in March 2019 for these requests.
The policy states loans up to $500,000 in one year can be approved. This amount
works for the usual smaller affordable housing builds in Grey County. This large build
due to extra funds being received from the Province is an exception to the norm. The
City of Owen Sound has committed to providing a loan of $3.1 million towards the $13
million required to complete the build. OSHC cannot access infrastructure Ontario funds
as there is currently a mortgage on the site from phase one and two. A traditional bank
can be used but there are many fees involved in the process.
In 2019, Owen Sound Housing Company received funds under the (federal and
provincial) Canada Ontario Community Housing Initiative (COCHI) to develop phase
three of Odawa Heights consisting of 59 rental units, 43 of which are affordable and 16
at market rent. The funds received through the COCHI program in the amount of $6.2
million does not cover the total build of approximately $13 million. The funds are
released at certain points of the project; 50% at construction start, 40% at structural
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completion and 10% at occupancy. Financing is required to cover the gap between
construction costs and permanent financing. Owen Sound Housing Company is
requesting a short-term loan in the amount of $3,250,000. The loan was originally
requested for December of 2020 but due to COVID the project start date has been
delayed. It is estimated the loan will be required in March 2021. The loan term is for a
maximum of one year and staff are recommending an interest rate of 2.00%. The
interest rate is based on a May 19, 2020, posted guaranteed investment certificate rate
of 1.67% for a term of 24 months, plus 0.33%.

Legal and Legislated Requirements
At the request of the County, Owen Sound Housing Company will provide a registrable
charge/mortgage of land to secure the loaned amount.
An agreement with Owen Sound Housing Company and Grey County outlining the
details of the loan will be drafted for execution.

Financial and Resource Implications
The $3,250,000 loan will be funded from the County’s reserves. The interest earned on
the amounts loaned will be reflected in the General Administration investment income
revenue line. Total interest revenue for each month the loan is outstanding is estimated
to provide $5,415 in investment income.

Relevant Consultation
☒ Internal: Finance
☐ External:

Appendices and Attachments
Request for County Construction Financing
HDR-CW-05-19 Short Term Loan Policy for Affordable Builds by Non Profits
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Committee Report
To:

Warden McQueen and Members of Grey County Council

Council Date:

May 28, 2020

Subject / Report No:

CAOR-CW-05-20

Title:

Community Transportation Update

Prepared by:

Stephanie Stewart, Manager, Community Transportation

Reviewed by:

Kim Wingrove, CAO

Lower Tier(s) Affected:

Grey County wide

Status:

Recommendation
1. That report CAOR-CW-05-20 Community Transportation Update be received, and;
2. That County Council provide direction on the future of the Community
Transportation Project to enable staff to take appropriate action.

Executive Summary
The purpose of this report is to provide Council with an update on the Community Transportation
project.

Background and Discussion
On April 9, 2020 staff had planned to present County Council with a Community Transportation Budget
and Service Level Presentation. Staff were seeking Council direction on service investments beyond the
minimum required, on the transit schedule, and direction regarding implementation of service on Grey
Road 4. (Appendix A & B). With that direction, staff were planning on ordering the required buses. That
report did not proceed, and buses have not been ordered.
Staff spoke with the Ministry of Transportation of Ontario (MTO) to determine if any considerations
could be made for Transit Agencies who had to postpone their project due to the novel coronavirus.
MTO is aware of the challenges many grant recipients are facing and is working on developing a formal
update regarding the Community Transportation Grant Program.
Transit agencies across the globe are experiencing significant decreases in fare box revenue as typical
riders are working from home, are not working or are finding alternative forms of transportation.
Abacus Data, a Canadian consulting company conducted research on What Will It Take for People to
Ride a City Bus?
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The following safety precautions would be necessary in any future transit program:






Provide adequate PPE for staff
Regular deep cleaning and disinfection of public transport vehicles, workplaces, stations,
ticketing devices, poles and seats
Making disinfectant dispensers accessible for workers and passengers
Limiting the interaction of drivers and passengers (for example, no cash ticket sales onboard,
and covering the driver’s area with a plastic sheet)
Reduced rider capacity to ensure physical distancing and allow for adequate cleaning during
peak times.

Next Steps
Currently, staff are seeking direction from County Council on how to proceed. If County Council would
like to begin operating a transit system this fall, decisions would need to be taken regarding the desired
level of service, sources of funding for any service enhancements and an order placed for buses. MTO
was not able to give details regarding timing of further guidance for transportation grant recipients or
what that guidance might include.
What we know for sure:
1. Through research and community outreach we know affordable, convenient, reliable public
transit is a needed throughout Grey County
2. Affordable transportation is a barrier in Grey County, the Grey Transit Route could help a lot of
residents facing financial challenges.
3. In order to operate the Grey Transit Route, additional operating dollars must be secured.
4. No large capital investments have been made as the transit vehicles have not been purchased
CAOR-CW-05-20

61

May 28, 2020

5. Many riders will fear using public transit

Legal and Legislated Requirements
The transfer payment agreement between Grey County and Province of Ontario provides the following
regarding termination of a project:
Inability to complete the Project. If, at any time during the Term, the Recipient determines that it
will not be possible for it to complete the Project for any reason, including, without limitation,
lack of funding available for the Project (the "lssue”), the Recipient will immediately notify the
Province of that determination and provide the Province with a summary of the measures the
Recipient proposes to remedy the issue. lf the Province is not satisfied that the measures proposed
will be adequate to remedy the issue, then the Province may initiate any one or more of the actions
provided for in section A13.2 (Consequences of Events of Default and Corrective Action)
Consequences of Events of Default and Corrective Action. lf an Event of Default occurs, the Province
may, at any time, take one or more of the following actions:
a) initiate any action the Province considers necessary in order to facilitate the successful
continuation or completion of the Project;
b) provide the Recipient with an opportunity to remedy the Event of Default;
c) suspend the payment of Funds for such period as the Province determines appropriate;
d) reduce the amount of the Funds;
e) cancel all further instalments of Funds;
f) demand from the Recipient the payment of any Funds remaining in the possession or under the
control of the Recipient;
g) demand from the Recipient the payment of an amount equal to any Funds the Recipient used,
but did not use in accordance with the Agreement;
h) demand from the Recipient the payment of an amount equal to any Funds the Province
provided to the Recipient; and
i) terminate the Agreement at any time, including immediately, without liability, penalty or costs
to the Province upon giving Notice to the Recipient.

Financial and Resource Implications
Upon County Council direction, finance will complete a reconciliation of provincial funds received and
expenses incurred to date for submission to the province.

Relevant Consultation
Ministry of Transportation of Ontario

Appendices and Attachments
Appendix A – April 9, Council Report
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Appendix B – April 9, Council Presentation
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Committee Report
To:

Warden McQueen and Members of Grey County Council

Committee Date:

May 28, 2020

Subject / Report No:

CAOR-CW-07-20

Title:

Enhanced Fire Radio Communications RFP Results

Prepared by:

Kim Wingrove, CAO

Reviewed by:

Kevin Weppler

Lower Tier(s) Affected:

County-wide

Status:

Recommendation
1. That Report CAOR-CW-07-20 Enhanced Fire Radio Communications RFP
Results be received for information; and
2. That Council support the award of the project to Telequip Systems Ltd. in
the amount of $1,619,685 + HST; and
3. That $713,437 of the project costs be funded from Municipal Modernization
Funding Reserve and the remainder of the project costs be funded from the
Connected County Reserve; and
4. That participating member municipalities be requested to confirm their
support for the ongoing administration and maintenance costs of the
system; and
5. That upon confirmation of support from the member municipalities, staff be
directed to negotiate an agreement with Telequip Systems Ltd. to complete
the project and the Warden and Clerk be authorized to execute the
agreement.

Executive Summary
As per direction in CAOR-CW-12-19, this report provides the outcome of RFP-CAO-0120 Fire Communications. The recommended proposal will provide the requested radio
and paging infrastructure and maintenance for a 10-year period at a cost of $1,619,685.
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Grey County has $713,437 in provincial municipal modernization funding in reserve,
with the remainder of the funding required, or approximately $934,755, in the
Connected County Reserve that could be applied to this project.
The ongoing annual operating costs of the system are estimated at $120,000 per year
and are to be allocated to the participating municipalities.

Background and Discussion
Grey County was asked by the Grey County Fire Chiefs to assist with finding a solution
to paging and radio communications shortcomings which were interfering with
firefighter’s ability to communicate with dispatch and each other on scene, creating a life
safety issue and hampering interoperability and coordinated incident management
during mutual aid situations. Project requirements are:
1. Optimize paging to get firefighters to the scene: implement a Paging System with
a coverage footprint of 95% of the county including low-rise buildings, private
homes, one story plazas, etc.
2. Enable improved communication with dispatch, and with other Fire Services
during mutual aid events: To implement a system that will deliver a mobile radio
coverage footprint to 95% of the county, 95% of the time.
6. Bring all equipment to the same standard: To acquire mobile radios, portable
radios and vehicular repeaters (VRs) to replace existing subscriber equipment
that is not compatible with the scope of the project.
7. Provide cost effective, efficient system operation and administration: To secure
the provision of support, maintenance, management and administration for a
period of minimum 10 years, including a two (2)-year warranty period for all the
delivered goods (see definitions on next slide).
In addition, the option to cost effectively improve Grey County Transportation and
Emergency Operations Centre communications capability by leveraging fire project
investments was identified.
Grey County retained consultant Dan Perlstein to assess the situation and provide
recommendations. These were summarized in report CAOR-CW-12-19 as follows:


The Grey County fire departments are presently operating many different
systems for paging and communication using low-frequency radio channels in
the VHF range.
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There are gaps in coverage, communication conflicts and inconsistent
processes. This could result in response delays, missed communications, injuries
to fire personnel or the public. Municipalities are exposed to increased liability.
As these systems do not adequately serve the operational needs of the fire
departments they need to be replaced with a modern, unified paging
infrastructure and a modern voice radio infrastructure, complemented by the
required subscriber equipment (mobile & portable radios, vehicular repeaters,
etc.).

RFP-CAO-01-20 was posted on the Grey County purchasing portal on February 12,
2020 until April 14, 2020. The evaluation criteria, as guided by Dan Perlstein, included
the following criteria:
Weight

Evaluation Criteria
Understanding of the Requirements

5

Business Continuity During Transition/Migration

5

Proposed Technical Solution

35

System Life Expectancy

5

Project Approach and Contract Project Management Plan

5

Experience: Contract Project Manager, Contract Project
Engineer and Contract Project Team

5

Provision of System Maintenance and Support

10

Bid Price

30

Total

100
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Submissions were received from the following companies: BearCom Canada Corp. and
Telequip Systems Ltd. After careful review of each proposal and scores accumulated
against the stated criteria, the recommendation is to award this project to Telequip
Systems Ltd.
Telequip’s Solution
Voice communication – Complete and uninterrupted radio coverage for each municipal
fire department plus two county-wide response channels (DMR simulcast) for large
scale emergencies. This eliminates the risk of outages and gaps currently experienced
due to reliance on cell phone communication.
Pager communication – With the county’s Ceylon tower acting as a central hub, sixteen
pager transmitter sites and simulcast VHF technology will provide the ability to page or
alert a volunteer fire fighter anywhere in the County including low rise buildings, private
homes and one-storey plazas. Dispatch (Owen Sound and Tillsonburg) connect directly
to the hub. This is the system architecture that Wellington County has used successfully
for many years.
Voice Radio Infrastructure – Four tower sites will provide required 98% coverage of the
county. Two DMR repeaters to be installed at towers in Owen Sound, Walkerton,
Ceylon and Meaford East. IP microwave links connect the towers to each other.
Seventy VHF mobile radios, 280 new VHF portable radios and 17 vehicle repeaters will
be purchased, programmed, installed and tested.
Licensed Frequencies and Frequency Availability – Telequip will deliver properly
coordinated (across the County and province) and licensed radio frequencies for the fire
departments’ use with Industry, Science and Economic Development Canada to
eliminate interference.
The project will use the existing county common frequency for paging. This eliminates
the need to reprogram all the pagers or to buy new pagers. One new input frequency
would be required to link all of the pager transmitter sites together. The voice
communication system requires 5 VHF pairs of frequencies. Preliminary discussions
have taken place with ISED to secure these frequencies.
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Ongoing Operational Costs
The ongoing operational costs of the system, estimated at $120,000 include system
administration (moves, adds, changes) and rental costs for tower sites. Telequip
Systems Ltd. has identified the necessary tower sites and confirmed availability of
space on the towers to support the new fire communications equipment.

Legal and Legislated Requirements
None with this report.

Financial and Resource Implications
The total expenditure for the Enhanced Fire Communications project, based on RFPCAO-01-20, will require (including the unrecoverable portion of HST) $1,648,192 in
funding. It is being recommended that this expenditure be funded utilizing the Municipal
Modernization Funding Reserve and the Connected County Reserve.
Any ongoing administration and maintenance costs of the system are to be supported
by the local member municipalities participating in the project.

Relevant Consultation
☒

Internal – Grey County purchasing and finance

☒

External – Lower tier CAOs and Fire Chiefs, Owen Sound Police Dispatch

Appendices and Attachments
None
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Committee Report
To:

Warden McQueen and Members of Grey County Council

Committee Date:

May 28, 2020

Subject / Report No:

SSR-CW-04-20

Title:

Emergency Child Care Provision

Prepared by:

Tara Cockerill, Acting Children’s Services Manager

Reviewed by:

Barb Fedy, Director

Lower Tier(s) Affected:

County of Grey

Status:

Recommendation
1. That Report SSR-CW-04-20 regarding the provision of emergency child
care for essential services workers working during Covid-19 restrictions be
received for information.

Executive Summary
On March 22, 2020, the province of Ontario issued an exemption order to allow selected
child care providers to operate during the provincial emergency closure to support
eligible families in obtaining child care to allow these essential workers to continue
working.
Grey County Children’s Services department submitted three scenarios for providing
Emergency Child Care programming for review by the Grey Bruce Public Health Unit,
prior to submission of plans to the Ministry of Education.
On May 10, 2020, the department received confirmation from the local Medical Office of
Health endorsing two of the three scenarios to proceed, recognizing that the third
scenario will be revisited in the next phase of the local re-opening plan. The two
scenarios approved to proceed are in-home child care and licensed home child care at
reduced ratios.
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Background and Discussion
To be eligible under the exemption, Consolidated Municipal Service Managers
(CMSMs) are required to submit plans to their local public health agencies for approval,
prior to submitting plans for review by the Ministry of Education. In the initial phase of
the closure, the local Medical Officer of Health did not endorse the opening of any child
care centre or licensed home child care agency. As the local need evolved, the
Children’s Services department was approached by Public Health to submit an
Emergency Child Care Plan. A copy of the plan is attached.
The provision of Emergency Child Care under the provincial directives is a detailed
process to ensure the safety of children, staff and community.
Three options for Emergency Child Care were submitted to Public Health for
consideration on May 6, 2020:
1) Centre Based Care – Reduced Ratios
2) Licensed Home Child Care – Reduced Ratios
3) In-Home Child Care Services
On May 10, 2020 the Social Services department received notice from the Public Health
Unit that they were endorsing Licensed Home Child Care – Reduced Rations, and InHome Child Care Services. Public Health has advised that Centre Based Child Care will
be considered for future planning as part of Stage 2 of the re-opening of Grey County.
Grey County directly operates the licensed home child care agency in Grey County.
Staff are working with teams from Public Health and the Ministry of Education to ensure
policies and agreements meet all COVID-19 related requirements prior to placing
children in care.

Legal and Legislated Requirements
https://www.ontario.ca/page/child-care-health-care-and-frontline-staff#section-0
https://www.ontario.ca/laws/regulation/150137
https://www.publichealthgreybruce.on.ca/COVID-19/Businesses-Employees-andOrganizations
Corporate services, including legal and risk management have been consulted
throughout the development of the Emergency Child Care Plans. Home Child Care
Providers will sign revised agreements to ensure compliance with required policy
revisions.

SSR-CW-04-20

70
2

Date: May 28, 2020

Financial and Resource Implications
Staff have identified the need to increase the funding allocation to attract providers
offering in-home child care or licensed home child care at reduced ratios. The following
allocations for the two scenarios are in line with the funding amounts being reported by
neighboring CMSMs.
Scenario 1 – In-Home Services
In-home services would operate under the Grey County Home Child Care Agency
license. Current childcare providers would be offered first opportunity to be paired with
an eligible family and would be approved to provide service to one family only in that
family’s home. Individuals would sign an agreement advising that they are a selfemployed independent contractor.
Cost Break Down per approved home:
Hourly Rate

Maximum
Hours Per Day

Maximum Days Cost Per Week
per week

$20.00

14

5

$1400

Maximum Cost
Per Month/per
home
$6066.67

While each location could be approved to support up to 6 children that reside in the
home (non-residents cannot access this type of care), the current average family size is
approximately 2 children.
Scenario 2 – Licensed Home Child Care Premises – Reduced Ratios
In this scenario, eligible parents would bring their child(ren) to the provider’s home.
Funding would be calculated as a rate per 5-hour block of care to a maximum of 14
hours per day. For example, if the parent was approved for 8 -10 hours of care, provider
would be paid for 10 hours. Max hours would continue to be capped at 14 hours to
ensure provider has time to clean and rest.
Rate per 5
hours of care
(block)
$40.00

Maximum 14
Per Day (3
blocks)
$120.00

Maximum Days Cost Per
per week
Week/per child
5

$600.00

Maximum Cost
Per Month/per
child
$2600

Provider will be maxed at 3 children per home.
Financial Impacts
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CMSM’s have been directed to cover the costs of Emergency Child Care from their
existing funding allocations for 2020. Staff have identified some challenges as the
CMSMs are also directed to support child care operators with fixed costs during the
closure period.
Should the CMSM see funding pressures at year end as the result of COVID-19
closures, they have been directed to advise a rationale to the Ministry of Education if
there is a funding allocation shortfall.
Staff will be directed to conduct monitoring visits through remote tools such as Skype or
Teams. There may be start up IT requirements should a provider not have access to the
necessary tools.
Should there be a shortage of personal protective equipment (PPE) or
sanitizing/cleaning equipment, there could be a disruption to service.

Relevant Consultation
☒

Internal (list)




☒

Legal
Corporate Services
Clerks
External (list)




Ministry of Education
Grey Bruce Public Health

Appendices and Attachments
COVID19 Emergency Child Care Plans Grey County May 2020
List of Eligible Workers for Emergency Child Care
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