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THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWNSHIP OF PUSLINCH
OCTOBER 21, 2025 RECREATION AND COMMUNITY WELLNESS ADVISORY

COMMITTEE MEETING, INπPERSON AND VIRTUAL MEETING BY ELECTRONIC
PARTICIPATION -

7404 WELLINGTON RD 34, PUSLINCH ON

M I N U T E S

DATE: October 21, 2025
MEETING: 7:00 P.M.

The October 21, 2025 Recreation and Community Wellness Advisory Committee was held on
the above date and called to order at 7:00 p.m. via in person participation at the Municipal
Office at 7404 Wellington Road 34, and via electronic participation.

1. CALL THE MEETING TO ORDER

2. ROLL CALL

Attendance:
Councillor Jessica Goyda
Stephanie McCrone
Joanna Jefferson
Tracey McQueen

Staff in Attendance:
Laura Emery, Communications and Committee Coordinator
Sarah Huether, Manager of Corporate Service/Deputy Clerk
Courtenay Hoytfox, Chief Administrative Officer

Absent:
Beth Charles
Margaret Hauwert
Mary Christidis

3. MOMENT OF REFLECTION

4. CONFIRMATION OF THE AGENDA



THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWNSHIP OF PUSLINCH
OCTOBER 21, 2025 RECREATION AND COMMUNITY WELLNESS ADVISORY

COMMITTEE MEETING, INπPERSON AND VIRTUAL MEETING BY ELECTRONIC
PARTICIPATION -

7404 WELLINGTON RD 34, PUSLINCH ON

Resolution No. 2025-031: Moved by Joanna Jefferson and
Seconded by Stephanie McCrone

That the Recreation and Community Wellness Advisory Committee approves the October
21, 2025 Agenda as circulated; and,

That the Committee approves the additions to the agenda as follows:

Consent Item 7.4 Questions received from Committee Members seeking additional
information and the corresponding responses provided by staff regarding the October 21,
2025 Recreation and Community Wellness Advisory Committee agenda.

CARRIED

5. DISCLOSURE OF CONFLICT OF INTEREST

None

6. DELEGATIONS

None

7. CONSENT AGENDA

7.1 September 16, 2025 Recreation and Community Wellness Advisory Committee Minutes
7.2 FIN-2025-024 2026 Proposed User Fees and Charges
7.3 Facility Revenues and previous year comparators for July 1, 2025 to September 30, 2025

a) Aberfoyle Baseball Diamond
b) Aberfoyle Soccer Pitch
c) Badenoch Soccer Pitch
d) Morriston Meadows Baseball Diamond
e) Morriston Meadows Picnic Pavilion
f) Old Morriston Park Baseball Diamond
g) Optimist Recreation Centre Gym
h) Optimist Recreation Centre Rink
i) Puslinch Community Centre Alf Hales Room
j) Puslinch Community Centre Archie MacRobbie Hall
k) Puslinch Community Centre Kitchen
l) Puslinch Community Centre Tennis Courts

7.4 Committee Questions and Staff Responses



THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWNSHIP OF PUSLINCH
OCTOBER 21, 2025 RECREATION AND COMMUNITY WELLNESS ADVISORY

COMMITTEE MEETING, INπPERSON AND VIRTUAL MEETING BY ELECTRONIC
PARTICIPATION -

7404 WELLINGTON RD 34, PUSLINCH ON
Resolution No. 2025-032: Moved by Tracey McQueen and

Seconded by Joanna Jefferson

That Consent Agenda item listed for the October 21, 2025 Recreation and Community
Wellness Advisory Committee meeting be received for information.

CARRIED

8. COMMITTEE AND STAFF REPORTS

8.1 Workshop – Recreation and Community Wellness Advisory Committee 2026-2030
Strategic Plan

Resolution No. 2025-033: Moved by Joanna Jefferson and
Seconded by Stephanie McCrone

That the workshop – Recreation and Community Wellness Advisory Committee 2026-2030
Strategic Plan be received for information.

CARRIED

8.2 Report – REC-2025-010 – 2022 to 2026 Goals and Objectives Update

Resolution No. 2025-034: Moved by Joanna Jefferson and
Seconded by Stephanie McCrone

That report REC-2025-010 entitled 2022 to 2026 Goals and Objectives Update be deferred
to a future meeting.

CARRIED

8.3 Verbal Update – Director of Public Works, Parks, and Facilities

Resolution No. 2025-035: Moved by Joanna Jefferson and
Seconded by Tracey McQueen

That the verbal update be received for information.

CARRIED
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OCTOBER 21, 2025 RECREATION AND COMMUNITY WELLNESS ADVISORY

COMMITTEE MEETING, INπPERSON AND VIRTUAL MEETING BY ELECTRONIC
PARTICIPATION -

7404 WELLINGTON RD 34, PUSLINCH ON

9. CORRESPONDENCE

None

10. ANNOUNCEMENTS

None

11. NOTICE OF MOTION

None

12. NEW BUSINESS

None

13. ADJOURNMENT

Resolution No. 2025-036: Moved by Tracey McQueen and
Seconded by Joanna Jefferson

That the Recreation and Community Wellness Advisory Committee hereby adjourns at
8:41 p.m.

CARRIED



THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWNSHIP OF PUSLINCH
NOVEMBER 3, 2025 HERITAGE ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING

VIRTUAL MEETING BY ELECTRONIC PARTICIPATION
& INπPERSON AT 7404 WELLINGTON RD 34

M I N U T E S

DATE: November 3, 2025
CLOSED MEETING: Directly following item 8.1
Workshop
MEETING: 1:00 P.M.

The November 3, 2025, Heritage Advisory Committee meeting was held on the above date and
called to order at 1:02 p.m. via in person participation at the Municipal Office at 7404
Wellington Road 34 and via electronic participation.

1. CALL THE MEETING TO ORDER

2. ROLL CALL
Attendance:
Lily Klammer-Tsuji
Russel Hurst - Chair
Cheryl McLean
Andy Day
Kristine O’Brien – left at 2:17 p.m.
Ray Smith

Absent:

Staff in Attendance:
Laura Emery, Communications and Committee Coordinator
Sarah Huether, Manager of Corporate Services/Deputy Clerk
Courtenay Hoytfox, Chief Administrative Officer

3. MOMENT OF REFLECTION

4. CONFIRMATION OF THE AGENDA

Resolution No. 2025-047: Moved by Cheryl Mclean and
Seconded by Andy Day

That the Heritage Advisory Committee approves the November 3, 2025 Agenda as
circulated.

CARRIED



THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWNSHIP OF PUSLINCH
NOVEMBER 3, 2025 HERITAGE ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING

VIRTUAL MEETING BY ELECTRONIC PARTICIPATION
& INπPERSON AT 7404 WELLINGTON RD 34

5. DISCLOSURE OF CONFLICT OF INTEREST:

None

6. DELEGATIONS

None

7. CONSENT AGENDA

7.1.September 8, 2025 Heritage Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes
7.2.Township of Puslinch Council Resolution 2025-321 regarding 9.4.7 Report COR- 2025-

047 – Heritage 2026 Part II Designation

Resolution No. 2025-048: Moved by Andy Day and
Seconded by Cheryl Mclean

That the Consent Agenda items listed for the November 3, 2025 Heritage Advisory
Committee meeting be received for information.

CARRIED

8. COMMITTEE AND STAFF REPORTS

8.1 Workshop – Heritage Advisory Committee 2026-2030 Strategic Plan

Resolution No. 2025-049: Moved by Cheryl Mclean and
Seconded by Lily Klammer-Tsuji

That the Workshop - Heritage Advisory Committee 2026-2030 Strategic Plan be
received for information.

CARRIED

8.2 Report – HER-2025-016 – Heritage Designation Objection and Deferrals

Resolution No. 2025-050: Moved by Lily Klammer-Tsuji and
Seconded by Ray Smith

That Report HER-2025-016 entitled Heritage Designation Objection and Deferrals be
received; and,
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VIRTUAL MEETING BY ELECTRONIC PARTICIPATION
& INπPERSON AT 7404 WELLINGTON RD 34

That the Committee affirm the recommendation for designation of 4453 Sideroad 20
North; and,

That the Committee affirm the recommendation for designation of 7243 Concession 1;
and,

That the Committee affirm the recommendation for designation of 7201 Concession 1;
and,

That the Committee affirm the recommendation for designation of 4 Victoria Street;
and,

That the Committee affirm the recommendation for designation of 6926 Wellington
Rd 34.;

That the Heritage Advisory Committee recommend Council state their intention to
Designate for 4 Victoria Street, 7243 Concession 1, 7201 Concession 1 and 4453
Sideroad 20 North.

CARRIED
8.3 Report – HER-2025-017 – 2022-2026 Goals and Objectives Update

Resolution No. 2025-051: Moved by Andy Day and
Seconded by Cheryl Mclean

That Report HER-2025-017 entitled 2022-2026 Goals and Objectives Update be
received for information.

CARRIED

9. CLOSED SESSION:
The Committee was in closed session from 2:50 p.m. to 3:46 p.m.

The Committee Coordinator stopped the recording and removed all public attendees from the
webinar. The webinar was then ‘locked” so no new participates are able to join.

Resolution No. 2025-052: Moved by Andy Day and
Seconded by Ray Smith

That the Heritage Advisory Committee shall go into closed session under section 239 of
the Municipal Act for the purpose of:
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NOVEMBER 3, 2025 HERITAGE ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING

VIRTUAL MEETING BY ELECTRONIC PARTICIPATION
& INπPERSON AT 7404 WELLINGTON RD 34

9.1 Confidential report regarding litigation or potential litigation, including matters
before administrative tribunals, affecting the municipality or local boards – Potential
matters heard by Ontario Land Tribunal
9.2 Confidential minutes from previous closed meetings:

9.2.1 September 8, 2025, Closed Meeting Minutes
CARRIED

Resolution No. 2025-053: Moved by Andy Day and
Seconded by Ray Smith

That the Heritage Advisory Committee moves into open session at 3:46 p.m.
CARRIED

Heritage Advisory Committee resumed open session at 3:46 p.m.

Resolution No. 2025-054: Moved by Cheryl Mclean and
Seconded by Andy Day

That the Heritage Advisory Committee receives the:

9.1 Confidential report regarding litigation or potential litigation, including matters
before administrative tribunals, affecting the municipality or local boards – Potential
matters heard by Ontario Land Tribunal.
9.2 Confidential minutes from previous closed meetings:

9.2.1 September 8, 2025, Closed Meeting Minutes; and,

That staff proceed as directed.

CARRIED

10. CORRESPONDENCE

None

11. ANNOUNCEMENTS

None

12. NOTICE OF MOTION

None



THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWNSHIP OF PUSLINCH
NOVEMBER 3, 2025 HERITAGE ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING

VIRTUAL MEETING BY ELECTRONIC PARTICIPATION
& INπPERSON AT 7404 WELLINGTON RD 34

13. NEW BUSINESS

None

14. ADJOURNMENT

Resolution No. 2025-055: Moved by Cheryl Mclean
Seconded by Andy Day

That the Heritage Advisory Committee hereby adjourns at 3:50 p.m.

CARRIED



THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWNSHIP OF PUSLINCH
NOVEMBER 3, 2025 YOUTH ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING

INπPERSON TRAPPED ESCAPE ROOM, GUELPH, ON

M I N U T E S

DATE: November 3, 2025
MEETING: 6:00 P.M.

The November 3, 2025 Youth Advisory Committee was held on the above date and called to
order at 6:00 p.m. via in person participation at the Trapped Escape Room in Guelph, ON.

1. CALL THE MEETING TO ORDER

2. ROLL CALL

Attendance:
Councillor Sara Bailey - Chair
Katey Whaling
Jasmine Coburn
Kaiden Wineberg
Nimrit Basi
Aaron Dochstader
Xander Wineberg
Oliver Van Gerwen
Danica Reed
Suraj Jheeta

Absent:
Talia Wineberg
Kenzo Szatori
Carter Devries

Staff in Attendance:
Laura Emery, Communications and Committee Coordinator

3. MOMENT OF REFLECTION

4. CONFIRMATION OF THE AGENDA

Resolution No. 2025-040: Moved by Nimrit Basi and
Seconded by Oliver Van Gerwen



THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWNSHIP OF PUSLINCH
NOVEMBER 3, 2025 YOUTH ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING

INπPERSON TRAPPED ESCAPE ROOM, GUELPH, ON

That the Youth Advisory Committee approves the November 3, 2025 Agenda as
circulated.

CARRIED

5. DISCLOSURE OF CONFLICT OF INTEREST:

None

6. CONSENT AGENDA

6.1 October 6, 2025 Youth Advisory Committee Minutes

Resolution No. 2025-041: Moved by Danica Reed and
Seconded by Jasmine Coburn

That the Consent Agenda item listed for the October 6, 2025 Youth Advisory Committee
meeting be received for information.

CARRIED

7. COMMITTEE AND STAFF REPORTS

7.1 Ice Breaker Activity

Resolution No. 2025-042: Moved by Katey Whaling and
Seconded by Aaron Dochstader

That the ice breaker activity be received for information.

CARRIED

8. NEW BUSINESS

Resolution No. 2025-043: Moved by Kaiden Wineberg and
Seconded by Xander Wineberg

Whereas the Youth Advisory Committee identified ongoing concerns regarding the lack of
adequate sidewalk connectivity and pedestrian safety in the Township’s 2026-2030
Strategic Plan discussion; and,
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NOVEMBER 3, 2025 YOUTH ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING

INπPERSON TRAPPED ESCAPE ROOM, GUELPH, ON

Whereas the Committee recognizes the importance of safe, accessible, and continuous
pedestrian infrastructure for youth and community members travelling over Highway 401
between Morriston and Aberfoyle; and,

Whereas the Ministry of Transportation of Ontario (MTO) is undertaking construction
projects in the area, which may present opportunities to improve local active
transportation connections;

Now therefore be it resolved that the Township’s Youth Advisory Committee
recommends that Council submit the following comments to the MTO:

1. Improve sidewalk access and pedestrian safety between Morriston and Aberfoyle; and

2. Consider integrating enhanced sidewalk and active transportation infrastructure as
part of any current or future construction projects occurring over Highway 401; and,

That this resolution be forwarded to Council for their consideration and direction.

CARRIED

9. ADJOURNMENT

Resolution No. 2025-044: Moved by Suraj Jheeta and
Seconded by Oliver Van Gerwen

That the Youth Advisory Committee hereby adjourns at 7:26 p.m.

CARRIED
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Monika Farncombe

From: ca.office (MECP) <ca.office@ontario.ca>
Sent: Friday, November 7, 2025 4:24 PM
To: ca.office (MECP)
Subject: Consultation on the proposed boundaries for the regional consolidation of Ontarioõs 

conservation authorities 

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Caution! This message was sent from outside your organization. Allow sender | Block sender | 
Report  

Ш
* This message is being sent on behalf of Chloe Stuart, Assistant Deputy Minister, Land and Water Division, MECP and 
Hassaan Basit, Chief Conservation Executive, MECP *  
 
Greetings,  
 
We are writing to notify you of a policy proposal available for comment on the Environmental Registry 
of Ontario at posting #025-1257 which is part of the governmentôs actions to improve conservation 
authorities.  
 
We are seeking feedback on proposed boundaries for the consolidation Ontarioôs 36 conservation 
authorities into regional conservation authorities, and the criteria applied to inform the proposed 
boundaries. The policy proposal notice includes maps depicting the proposed boundaries for the 
regional conservation authorities and discussion questions relevant to the planning for the future 
state.  
 
The provinceôs decision on the number and configuration of regional conservation authorities will be 
finalized following further technical analysis and consideration of the feedback received during this 
consultation phase. The province is also planning to consult further, at a future date, on potential 
amendments to the Conservation Authorities Act and regulations under the Act, to enable the 
consolidation of conservation authorities.  
 
No changes are proposed to the overall extent of conservation authority jurisdiction within the 
province, and under consolidation, the new regional conservation authorities would remain 
independent organizations operating with municipal governance and oversight, in accordance with 
requirements under the Conservation Authorities Act, as administered by the Ministry of the 
Environment, Conservation and Parks.    
 
In addition, the important work that conservation authorities do to protect people and property from 
the risks of flooding and other natural hazards will not change. Regional conservation authorities 
would continue to deliver provincially mandated programs. These include drinking water source 
protection under the Clean Water Act, managing development and other activities in areas at risk of 
natural hazardsðsuch as floodplains, shorelines, watercourses, and wetlandsðand providing flood 
forecasting and warning services. Conservation authorities would continue to manage their lands and 
recreational trails, providing Ontarians access to local natural areas and outdoor activities. Regional 
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conservation authorities would also continue to be able to provide additional municipal and other 
watershed programs and services set out under the Conservation Authorities Act. Existing 
conservation authority board members would continue to serve until the expiration of their terms next 
year, with changes to governance and structure to be initiated following municipal elections in 
October 2026.  
 
This proposal is part of broader action that Ontario is proposing to take to improve the conservation 
authority system to reduce duplicative costs, free-up resources, and better align the work of 
conservation authorities with provincial priorities on housing, infrastructure, the economy and climate 
resilience. These actions include the creation of the Ontario Provincial Conservation Agency to 
provide centralized leadership and oversight of conservation authorities, proposed by the 
Government on November 6, 2025, in Bill 68, Plan to Protect Ontario Act (Budget Measures), 2025.   
 
To learn more about this proposal, a virtual information session for municipalities will be held on 
Tuesday, November 18, 2025, at 2pm. To register for this session, please email 
ca.office@ontario.ca.  
 
The Environmental Registry comment period for posting #025-1257 will close at 11:59pm on 
December 22, 2025. Comments may be submitted through the Registry or by email to the 
conservation authorities section team at the Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks, via 
ca.office@ontario.ca.  
 
Thank you,  
 
 
 
Chloe Stuart    
ADM, Land and Water Division  
Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks  
 
 
Hassaan Basit    
Chief Conservation Executive  
Office of the Chief Conservation Executive  
 

Ш
íģƄűƑťόƽǀűņŌόűƑόǈǔǀŌƑťǔŬŌƑűƑťό²ƑǔģǀűƚΡόűǔǈόƽƇģĿŌǈόģƑņόűǔǈόƽŌƚƽƇŌόό
 
Please Note: As part of providing accessible customer service, please let me know if you have any accommodation 
needs or require communication supports or alternate formats.  
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November 25, 2025 
 
Dear Head of Council:  
 
Through the Protect Ontario by Building Faster and Smarter Act, 2025 (Bill 17), which 
received Royal Assent on June 5, 2025, changes were made to the Planning Act that 
will help streamline and standardize municipal development processes.  
 
This includes changes that enable the Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing, by 
regulation, to permit variation from a zoning by-law “as of right” if a proposal is within a 
prescribed percentage of the required setback (the minimum distance a building or 
structure must be from a property line) on specified lands. This new authority was 
intended to reduce planning applications for minor variances. 
 
Today, our government announced further action to streamline planning approvals by 
exercising my authority established under Bill 17 to amend Ontario Regulation 545/06 
(Zoning By-laws, Holding By-laws and Interim Control By-laws) to allow variations to be 
permitted “as-of-right” if a proposal is within 10% of setback requirements applicable to 
specified lands. Specified lands include any parcel of urban residential lands outside of 
the Greenbelt Area, and exclude areas such as hazardous lands, and lands near 
shorelines and railways. These changes in Ontario Regulation 257/25 were filed on 
November 21, 2025 and took effect upon filing. 
 
Any variances sought beyond the prescribed percentage of the setback requirement 
would be subject to the usual minor variance or rezoning approval process and other 
zoning standards (e.g., height limits, etc.) would continue to apply, helping to mitigate 
potential land use compatibility issues.  
 
This “as-of-right” permission is intended to remove the need for certain variances that 
are the most minor in nature, resulting in fewer applications submitted and fewer 
hearings for minor variances before a municipal committee of adjustment for these 
proposals. 
 
The proposed regulation works with the Additional Residential Units regulation (Ontario 
Regulation 299/19) to help create additional residential units, such as basement suites, 
by eliminating additional barriers related to setbacks. 
 
 
            … /2 
 

Ministry of  
Municipal Affairs 
and Housing   
 
Office of the Minister 
  
777 Bay Street, 17th Floor  
Toronto ON M7A 2J3  
Tel.: 416 585-7000   

Ministère des 
Affaires municipales  
et du Logement   
 
Bureau du ministre 
 
777, rue Bay, 17e étage 
Toronto (Ontario) M7A 2J3 
Tél.: 416 585-7000 

 



 

 

 
-2- 

 
 
We look forward to continued collaboration with our municipal partners as we work 
together to achieve our goal of building the homes that Ontarians need.  
 
Sincerely,  

 
Hon. Robert J. Flack 
Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing 
 
 c.  Robert Dodd, Chief of Staff, Municipal Affairs and Housing (MMAH) 
 Martha Greenberg, Deputy Minister, MMAH 

David McLean, Assistant Deputy Minister, Housing Planning and Policy Division, 
MMAH 

 Municipal Chief Administrative Officer 
 
  
 
 
 



1

Monika Farncombe

From: AMO Policy <policy@amo.on.ca>
Sent: Wednesday, December 3, 2025 10:47 AM
To: Admin
Subject: AMO Policy Update ð Build Canada Homes Project Call, Poverty Reduction Strategy & 

New Development Charge Guidance

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

This sender is trusted. 

Ш
To help protect your privacy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.

Ш

Ш

AMO Policy Update - Build Canada Homes Project 
Call, Poverty Reduction Strategy & New Development 

Charge Guidance 
Ш Ш

Top Insights 

Å New details released on opportunities for municipalities and District Social 
Service Administration Boards to work with Build Canada Homes to unlock 
new affordable housing for their communities.  

Å AMO provided input into the province on its next 5-year Poverty Reduction 
Strategy, advocating for a comprehensive human services approach to 
reducing poverty. 

Å New development charges payment deferral guidance from the province.  
Ш

Ш Ш

Build Canada Homes: Call for Project Proposals Open  

The federal governmentôs Build Canada Homes (BCH) is set-up to focus 
primarily on developing non-market housing, supporting a mix of income 
needs as part of a national effort to double housing construction, restore 
affordability, and reduce homelessness.  
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BCH released an Investment Policy Framework (IPF) to guide investment 
decisions and development activities. Calls for project proposals can be 
submitted on the BCH portal on a continuous intake basis. BCH is prioritizing 
proposals with these considerations in mind:  

¶ Ready to build  
¶ Affordability  
¶ Innovation and speed  
¶ Strong partnership  
¶ Made in Canada  

AMO is continuing to engage with BCH on program design advice to ensure it 
works well in the Ontario context and provides opportunities for all areas of 
the province to leverage opportunities to unlock affordable housing. 

Poverty Reduction Strategy Submission 

AMO and the Ontario Municipal Social Services Association (OMSSA) have 
jointly submitted a proposal to the province seeking support to increase 
municipal capacity to address the impacts of poverty on people and 
communities. It is outlined in the submission Partnering for Impact: Human 
Services as Essential Social Infrastructure for Poverty Reduction.  

AMO and OMSSA outlined how a comprehensive human services response 
for those living in poverty makes both good social and economic sense for the 
government, workers, and employers. The government is urged to address 
the root causes of poverty with measurable outcomes, and undertake targeted 
actions on an urgent basis to alleviate poverty in Ontario including:  

1. Expand the supply of deeply affordable non-market housing  
2. Improve social assistance and employment programs 
3. Continue investments in child care 
4. Invest in transportation 

AMO has also signed an open letter with Maytree and broad range of sector 
partners to encourage the province to take significant action to reduce 
poverty. 

Development Charge (DC) Deferral to Occupancy: Guidelines for 
Implementation  
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Bill 17 introduced new amendments to the Development Charges Act (DCA) 
this year. AMO developed new key messages for members on these changes 
and the value of DCs more broadly.   

One significant change defers the municipal collection of DCs at the building 
permit stage of development to the issuance of an occupancy permit, effective 
November 3, 2025.   

AMO previously explained the DC payment deferral in a Policy Update and 
has since received additional implementation guidance from the province in a 
letter from Minister Flack. New guidance on the interaction between the 
payment deferral with freeze provisions and interest charges states, in 
summary that: 

¶ No changes have been made to the DC freeze provisions in the DCA.  
¶ Municipalities cannot charge interest on deferred DCs to occupancy.   
¶ For any DCs deferred prior to November 3, 2025, interest accrued before 
this date will continue to be payable to the municipality, but municipalities 
are not able to charge additional interest on the deferral on or after 
November 3, 2025.  

¶ Developers do not need to enter into section 27 agreements with 
municipalities for early payment of DCs. Developers have the discretion to 
pay DCs any time before occupancy permit issuance without a formal 
agreement.  

¶ Section 27 agreements for alternative deferral arrangements, continue to 
not be subject to the rules regarding the legislative deferral (including the 
prohibition on new interest).  

Ш Ш

An online version of this Policy Update is also available on the AMO Website. 
Ш

Ш

Ш Ш

*Disclaimer: The Association of Municipalities of Ontario (AMO) is unable to provide any warranty regarding the accuracy or completeness of 
third-party submissions. Distribution of these items does not imply an endorsement of the views, information or services mentioned. 

Association of Municipalities of Ontario 
 

To unsubscribe, please| Opt Out 

155 University Ave Suite 800 | Toronto, ON M5H 3B7 CA 
Ш

ШШ

Ш
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Monika Farncombe

From: AMO Policy <policy@amo.on.ca>
Sent: Friday, November 21, 2025 10:15 AM
To: Admin
Subject: AMO Policy Update ð New Procurement Requirements, Bill 30 Advocacy, 2025 Federal 

Budget Infrastructure Investments

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

This sender is trusted. 

Ш
To help protect your privacy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.

Ш

Ш

AMO Policy Update ï New Procurement 
Requirements, Bill 30 Advocacy, 2025 Federal Budget 

Infrastructure Investments 
Ш Ш

Top Insights 

Å Yesterday, the province announced it is introducing the Buy Ontario Act to 
require municipalities to prioritize Ontario and then Canadian vendors in 
procurements.  

Å AMO submitted comments and a letter to the province opposing Bill 30ôs 
proposal to exempt projects funded by the Skills Development Fund (SDF) 
Capital Stream from the Planning Act and some or all of the Municipal Act. 

Å Passed by Parliament on Monday, the 2025 Federal Budget was initially 
heralded for significant infrastructure investments. However, analysis 
shows it repackages existing infrastructure funds with only some new 
spending. 

Ш

Ш Ш

Public Sector Procurement Legislation 

The Ontario government announced it is introducing the Buy Ontario 
Act which, if passed, would require public sector entities including 
municipalities to prioritize Ontario and then Canadian made goods and 
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services.  
 
AMO continues to reaffirm to the province that municipalities want to do their 
part to support Ontarioôs economy and mitigate the impacts of tariffs and trade 
disruptions. According to AMOôs survey of municipal procurement, 
municipalities spend over $22 billion annually on goods and services, and 
98% of its non-construction procurement is already from Canadian vendors.  
 
AMO will work with the province to ensure that municipal procurement can be 
effectively harnessed as a tool to support our economy, while ensuring that 
we can mitigate against significant cost escalation and ensure continuity for 
municipal service delivery. For example, AMO is working with provincial and 
municipal staff to help inform the design of the first procurement policy to add 
ñBuy Ontarioò restrictions to municipal fleet vehicle procurement. 

Bill 30: AMO Urges Safeguarding of Critical Municipal Planning 
Processes and Authorities 

AMO has submitted comments opposing proposals in Bill 30, Working For 
Workers Seven Act, which seek to exempt projects funded through the Skills 
Development Fundôs (SDF) Capital Stream from the Planning Act and 
the Municipal Act. 
 
While AMO supports streamlining planning, the legislative amendments 
proposed in Bill 30 are problematic given they extend broad planning 
exemptions to private sector organizations, which lack the robust regulatory 
and accountability frameworks that mitigated risks in previous planning 
exemptions (e.g., hospitals, schools). AMO is concerned that the SDFôs 
eligibility criteria alone is insufficient to support exempting recipients from 
the Planning Act and the Municipal Act. The proposed legislative changes 
pose significant risks to orderly and sustainable municipal growth, 
infrastructure planning, and site and community safety.  
 
In its letter to Ministers Piccini and Minister Flack, AMO urges the Province to 
reconsider and remove these proposed exemptions from Bill 30 and reiterated 
its commitment to work with the government to develop solutions that meet 
provincial objectives while upholding the ability of municipalities to maintain 
healthy, sustainable communities. 

2025 Federal Budget Infrastructure Investments Announcements   

Infrastructure 
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The 2025 Federal Budget announced an investment of $115 billion over 5 
years for new public, municipal, indigenous and trade infrastructure. AMO 
appreciates the federal acknowledgement of the importance of local 
infrastructure, but the 2025 Federal Budget does not adequately provide 
sustainable, predictable and long-term funding streams required by 
municipalities. Instead, the existing infrastructure funding is mostly 
repackaged under new titles and frameworks. 
 
For example, the new Build Communities Strong Fund (BCSF) was 
announced, providing $51 billion over 10 years, starting in 2026-27, with a 
further $3 billion per year ongoing funding for provincial and territorial 
governments. Funding for this program consists of limited new dollars and 
reallocated resources from the Canada Housing Infrastructure Fund, Canada 
Public Transit Fund, and the Canada Community Building Fund (CCBF). The 
BCSF will consist of three streams: 

¶ A Provincial and Territorial Stream, providing $17.2 billion over 10 years, 
beginning next year, to be shared between housing-enabling 
infrastructure, health-related infrastructure and infrastructure at colleges 
and universities. This is conditional funding geared towards municipalities 
that substantially reduce development charges and do not impose new 
levies that can negatively impact housing supply. 

¶ A Direct Delivery Stream, providing $6 billion over 10 years, to support 
large regional projects. 

¶ A Community Stream providing $27.8 billion over 10 years, which is a 
rebranding of the CCBF and contains no new additional funding. 

For municipalities, this results in greater uncertainty, administrative complexity 
and competition for accessing federal funding as the funding envelope is 
distributed across multiple streams. 

Housing 

The 2025 Federal Budget commits funding to Build Canada Homes to create 
housing including the $1 billion investment in supportive and transitional 
housing and $1.5 billion for the Canada Rental Protection Fund. However, 
there is no mention of the campaign promise to build 500,000 homes a year. 
 
Even with increased funding in the next few years few years, overall spending 
on housing will decrease from the current yearôs allocation of $3.53 billion to 
$3.36 billion by 2029. The future of the National Housing Strategy beyond its 
expiry in 2028 is unclear as are the investments in the Housing Accelerator 
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Fund (which has no funding beyond 2027-28) and the Reaching Home 
program for critically needed homelessness prevention. 
Ш Ш

An online version of this Policy Update is also available on the AMO Website. 
Ш

Ш

Ш Ш

*Disclaimer: The Association of Municipalities of Ontario (AMO) is unable to provide any warranty regarding the accuracy or completeness of 
third-party submissions. Distribution of these items does not imply an endorsement of the views, information or services mentioned. 
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Monika Farncombe

From: AMO Policy <policy@amo.on.ca>
Sent: Friday, November 14, 2025 5:47 PM
To: Admin
Subject: AMO Policy Update ð Special Economic Zones Advocacy, CWELCC Program Extended, 

Pothole Prevention and Repair Program, New Road Safety Initiatives Fund

This sender is trusted. 

Ш
To help protect your privacy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.

Ш

Ш

AMO Policy Update ï Special Economic Zones 
Advocacy, CWELCC Program Extended, Pothole 
Prevention and Repair Program, New Road Safety 

Initiatives Fund 
Ш Ш

Top Insights 

Å AMOôs submission to provincial consultation on special economic zones 
calls for a collaborative consultation process that includes municipalities 
and Indigenous communities.  

Å It is positive news that the Canada-Ontario funding agreement for child 
care and early years programming has been extended for one year, though 
a longer-term agreement is needed. 

Å A new Pothole Prevention and Repair Program for small municipalities is 
open for applications. 

Å New $210M Road Safety Initiatives Fund announced. AMO is working 
with the province to understand how it will fund new road safety measures, 
and if municipalities will be reimbursed for the cost of cancelling existing 
speed camera programs.  

Ш

Ш Ш

AMO Reinforces the Importance of Municipal Engagement for Special 
Economic Zones 
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AMO has submitted comments to the Environmental 
Registry consultation seeking feedback on proposed criteria for special 
economic zones (SEZs). AMO is calling on the province to use SEZs:   

¶ In situations where approvals cannot be otherwise expedited.  
¶ In collaboration with the host municipality, alongside the province, project 
proponent, and affected Indigenous communities. 

¶ With a formal municipal support resolution where projects consider high-
risk exemptions, including exemptions from source water and drinking 
water protections, municipal revenue collection bylaws, and where 
exemptions to land-use control could irreversibly damage critical assets 
like agricultural land and environmentally significant areas.   

While AMO supports bold action to strengthen Ontarioôs economy in the 
context of shifting global trade, our submission underlines the importance of 
ensuring that host municipalities experience the economic benefits of SEZs. 
We also strongly support Indigenous communities in their calls for the 
province to uphold treaty rights and maintain strong environmental 
protections.  

Child Care and Early Learning Funding Agreement Extended 

The provincial and federal governments have negotiated a one-year extension 
to continue to implement the Canada-wide Early Learning and Child Care 
(CWELCC) program for Ontario. The program was set to expire on March 31, 
2026, and the extension ensures continuity of the program for the coming 
year. The extension keeps fees at their current average of $19 per day, and a 
maximum of $22 per day.  

Sustaining the program is core to supporting families and benefiting children 
and their parents by maintaining access to more affordable and inclusive 
childcare and early years programming. Looking ahead, governments need to 
work toward a longer-term agreement beyond the current 2026 extension to 
provide stability to children and their parents, including reaching the 
affordability goal of $10 per day and creating spaces to meet the demand. 

Pothole Prevention and Repair Program 

The province has launched a new Pothole Prevention and Repair Program for 
municipalities with populations up to 10,000 people. Eligible municipalities can 
receive up to $38,000 for projects.   
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Municipalities across Ontario have a substantial infrastructure maintenance 
and repair backlog, and roads represent the largest share of this gap. 
Targeted funding to smaller municipalities with limited resources allows them 
to address and prevent pothole related issues.  

Applications for the Pothole Prevention and Repair Program are now open. 
Eligible municipalities can apply through the Transfer Payment Ontario portal 
until December 12, 2025. 

New Road Safety Initiatives Fund 

The government announced details about the new $210M Road Safety 
Initiatives Fund (RSIF) following the province-wide cancellation of municipal 
Automated Speed Enforcement (ASE). AMO has worked with municipalities to 
develop fund design recommendations and gather ASE cancellation cost 
data. We continue to advocate for adequate funding to fairly reimburse 
municipalities for cancellation costs, and for flexibility and local choice in the 
RSIF to ensure municipalities can implement the most effective traffic calming 
measures in their communities. AMO continues to engage with the Ministry of 
Transportation on ASE and the fund to advance this advocacy. 
Ш Ш

An online version of this Policy Update is also available on the AMO Website. 
Ш

Ш

Ш Ш

*Disclaimer: The Association of Municipalities of Ontario (AMO) is unable to provide any warranty regarding the accuracy or completeness of 
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Justine Brotherston

To: Mary Hasan; Courtenay Hoytfox; Laura Emery
Cc: Michelle Cassar
Subject: RE: Help us advocate for strong OMERS governance 
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We Need Your Voice on OMERS 
Governance Changes & Bill 68 

Tools to help you spread the word with a template letter to send to 
representatives. 

Mary, 

Following a successful webinar last week, here are some resources to make it easy for you to help AMO 
in advocating for a fair and transparent approach to the provincial government's proposed changes to 
OMERS governance under Bill 68.  

How you can help: 

¶ Send a letter and Council resolution template - This toolkit contains an overview 
of what's happening, Q&As, a draft motion and a done-for-you template letter to 
personalize and send to your local representatives. 

¶ Share the Fact Sheet - this Bill 68 Fact Sheet offers a brief overview can be shared 
with colleagues to raise awareness about the proposed changes and their potential 
impact. 
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¶ Stay informed - Slides from last week's webinar recap what was covered in the 
information session. 

Ш

Together, we can help protect the integrity, independence, and long-term stability of OMERS. 
Ш

 

Ш
 

Ш
Ш  

*Disclaimer: The Association of Municipalities of Ontario (AMO) is unable to provide any warranty regarding the accuracy or completeness of 
third-party submissions. Distribution of these items does not imply an endorsement of the views, information or services mentioned. 
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Municipal Resource Toolkit
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OMERS: Current Governance Model
• OMERS is a defined benefit jointly sponsored pension plan where employee 

and employer sponsors are jointly responsible for funding the plan and making 
decisions around plan design. 

• OMERS is governed by two corporate boards, each made up of members 
appointed by employee and employer sponsor groups: 

• The Sponsors Corporation determines plan design, contribution rates, and 
appointments to the Administration Corporation Board.

• The Administration Corporation is responsible for the overall administration of the 
Plan, including making investment decisions and paying pension benefits to retirees.

The current OMERS governance model of two corporate boards with 
distinct responsibilities works because it balances independence, 
accountability, and fairness across the many different employers and 
employees.
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OMERS: Sponsor Organizations
Employer Sponsors Employee Sponsors

Association of Municipalities of Ontario CUPE Ontario
CUPE 416/79

City of Toronto OPSEU

Ontario Public School Boards Association & 
Ontario Catholic School Trustees Association

Police Association of Ontario

Ontario Association of Police Services Boards Ontario Professional Fire Fighters Association

Ontario Association of Children’s Aid Societies Ontario Secondary School Teachers’ Federation

Electricity Distributors Association Retirees Group

*Sponsor organizations currently appoint members to the Sponsors Corporation and nominate 
members to the Administration Corporation (Sponsors Corporation reviews nominations and 
appoints to AC).
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What happened?
• As part of the Fall Economic Statement, the Province introduced and 

passed Bill 68 which contained significant changes to the OMERS Act

• Bill 68 is based on observations made in a Special Advisor’s report 
(“Poirier Report”) following a provincial review of OMERS governance

• AMO/MEPCO participated in the review and cautioned that major change is not 
needed and risks eroding confidence in the plan.
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Poirier Report Summary
Recommendations

Sponsors Council • Wind down Sponsors Corporation and replace with a Sponsors Council
• Maintain current composition with the addition of five (5) non-voting 

members
• Re-establish employer/employee co-chair model and employer/employee 

sponsor caucuses

Appointments • Extend current Independent Board Chair term for three (3) years
• Sponsors to directly appoint members to Administration Corporation 

Board
• Give Administration Corporation Board veto (2/3 majority vote) over 

sponsor appointments 

Resources • End corporate structure for Sponsors Corporation and access to 
independent resources

• Administration Corporation to reimburse Sponsors Council for 
“reasonable costs”

• Costs of arbitration be borne exclusively by sponsor organizations

Other • Legislate normal retirement age (NRA) 60/65 flexibility within plan text
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Bill 68 Summary
• As part of Fall Economic Statement, Government introduced Bill 68 legislation to enact 

several (but not all recommendations)

• Provides authority to the Minister of Municipal Affairs & Housing to:
• Dissolve Sponsors Corporation at a date determined by Ministerial order
• Establish a Sponsors Council, subject to any rules Minister deems appropriate
• Make regulations governing any elements of the Sponsors Council by-laws
• Approve Sponsors Council by-laws, as established initially by the Administration Corporation

• Prohibits Sponsors from appointing:
• to the Sponsors Council anyone who has been a member of the Administration Corporation Board 

or the Sponsors Corporation Board
• to the AC anyone who has been a member of the Sponsors Corporation Board or the Sponsors 

Council
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Why does this matter?
Report recommendations and legislation mean significant changes to overall OMERS 
governance that:

• Shifts from a stewardship model focused on long-term sustainability and affordability to one 
focused more on advocacy and interest-based bargaining

• Weakens sponsor and municipal employer oversight by shifting power to the administrator 
(Administration Corporation) with respect to appointments and resources

• Provides significant authority to the Minister to prescribe rules and regulations related to 
Sponsors Council business, which risk interference in the plan design and potential new 
costs without the say of sponsors, employers, or employees

This is another example of provincial overreach into areas of municipal responsibility 
without a clear rationale or a full understanding of impacts. Other recent examples 
include: banning municipal speed cameras and reducing local representation on 
Conservation Authority boards.
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What can we do?
Key Message: AMO believes that the current OMERS structure with two 
corporate boards is the model that would best deliver on the long-term 
sustainability of the plan. 

If the government dissolves the Sponsors Corporation, AMO is asking the 
government to:
• Restore sponsor control over appointments to Sponsors Council and 

Administration Corporation
• Guarantee independence and appropriate resources for the Sponsors Council 

to fulfill its responsibilities
• Limit Ministerial regulation-making power over internal affairs of the Sponsors 

Council and plan design
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Questions and Answers 
 
What is the core issue with the province’s proposed governance changes to OMERS? 
 

Dissolving the Sponsors Corporation and giving the Minister authority in plan design 
violates the “pay for say” principle: municipal governments will pay the contributions bill 
and absorb plan risks without a full say on sustainability and affordability. 

 
Why is removing the Sponsors Corporation a problem? 
 

The current Sponsors Corporation reconciles employer and employee interests through a 
corporate body, with expert advice and a mandate to protect long-term sustainability. This 
model shields sponsors from lobbying, pressure campaigns, and short-term decisions. 

 
How does the proposed Sponsors Council enable interest-based bargaining? 
 

The Poirier Report expressly contemplates employer and employee sponsor caucusing, 
thus bargaining among factions. Further, without the corporate structure, the new 
Sponsors Council would be an entity of at least 14 organizations with different priorities, 
different advisors, and disparate resources. This creates the conditions for horse-trading 
between sponsors or short-term wins for one sponsor at the expense of others. 

 
Will this really cost municipalities money? What’s the worst-case? 
 

It could, and that unpredictability is the concern. Sponsors own the risk of the pension 
plan; only employers and employees pay contributions to the plan and bear the risk if 
there is not enough money in the plan to pay out the benefits. The current governance 
model provides cost predictability; removing the Sponsors Corporation risks the opposite. 

 
Will the new model affect workers’ retirement security? 
 

Only employers and employees bear the risk if there is not enough money in the plan to 
pay out the benefits. Without strong sponsor oversight, decisions could be made that 
undermine long-term stability. The goal is to ensure the new model protects pensions not 
put them at risk. 

 
What is the concern about a veto over appointments? 
 

A potential veto in the hands of the administrator (Administration Corporation) would give 
them the power to block sponsor appointments. Sponsors must have exclusive authority 
to determine who is appointed to invest the plan funds and pay pensions. 

 
Are you saying the province is trying to interfere politically?  
 

We’re saying the structure must make interference impossible regardless of which 
government is in power. A good governance model protects pensions from political winds 
of any kind. 
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Template Letter 
[Date] 
 
The Honourable Rob Flack 
Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing 
College Park, 17th Floor 
777 Bay Street 
Toronto, ON M7A 2J3 
 
The Honourable Peter Bethlenfalvy 
Minister of Finance 
Frost Building South 
7 Queen’s Park Crescent 
Toronto, ON M7A 1Y7 
 
Dear Ministers Flack and Bethlenfalvy, 
 
As an employer within the Ontario Municipal Employees Retirement System (OMERS) pension 
plan, I am writing to express [Municipality]’s concern with the legislative changes contained in 
Bill 68. 
 
We share the province’s commitment to ensuring OMERS remains strong, sustainable, and 
responsive to the needs of employers and employees alike. However, Bill 68 risks weakening 
the very principles that have made the OMERS model stable and accountable for more than two 
decades. 
 
The changes in Bill 68 would dissolve the independent Sponsors Corporation and replace it with 
a new “Sponsors Council” that lacks corporate status, independent resources, and fiduciary 
protections. In practice, this would allow pension decisions to be made without meaningful 
municipal oversight, increasing financial exposure for local governments and, ultimately, local 
taxpayers. 
 
At a time when municipalities are already stretched thin by rising costs, downloaded 
responsibilities, and growing service demands, we cannot afford new, unfunded pension 
liabilities or diminished accountability. Ontarians expect their local governments to protect public 
dollars; we need pension governance structures to do the same. 
 
We believe that current structure of OMERS, with two corporate Boards is the model that would 
best deliver on the long-term sustainability of the pension plan. This model works because it 
balances independence, accountability, and fairness between employers and employees. 
 
We urge your ministries to work with the Association of Municipalities of Ontario (AMO) and all 
OMERS sponsors to chart a path forward on regulations, by-laws, and any further legislative 
changes. Municipalities stand ready to work collaboratively with the province to strengthen 
governance, enhance transparency, and protect the long-term interests of both workers and 
communities. 
 
Sincerely, 
[Head of Council’s Name] 
[Position], [Municipality Name] 
 













Grand River Conservation Authority 

Report number: GM-11-25-104 

Date: November 28, 2025 

To: Membership of the Grand River Conservation Authority 

Subject: Environmental Registry Posting 025-1257: Proposed boundaries for the regional 
consolidation of Ontario’s conservation authorities  

Recommendation: 
THAT Report Number GM-11-25-104 Environmental Registry Posting 025-1257: Proposed 
boundaries for the regional consolidation of Ontario’s conservation authorities be received as 
information. 

Summary: 
On October 31, 2025, Ontario announced its intent to modernize the Conservation Authorities 
system, including the introduction of Bill 68 to create the Ontario Provincial Conservation 
Agency (OPCA), a new provincial body intended to strengthen coordination and oversight. 
Shortly afterward, the Province released a proposal to consolidate Ontario’s 36 Conservation 
Authorities into seven larger regional bodies. Under this proposal, the Grand River Conservation 
Authority (GRCA) would become part of the Lake Erie Regional Conservation Authority, an area 
covering approximately 25,000 km² and 81 municipalities. The Environmental Registry posting 
invites feedback on proposed boundaries, governance structures, transition processes, and 
approaches to maintaining strong municipal and community relationships throughout the 
transition. 

The GRCA Board recognizes the value in modernizing the current system and supports efforts 
to enhance consistency, improve permitting, modernize technical standards, and strengthen 
coordination across Ontario. A more cohesive framework has the potential to address long-
standing capacity gaps and provide clearer expectations for municipalities, the development 
sector, and the public. However, the Board remains concerned that the scale of the proposed 
regional consolidation may be too large to preserve the strengths that have historically made 
watershed management successful in Ontario. Effective watershed governance relies on strong 
connections to local needs, priorities, and knowledge, which in turn guide natural hazard 
management, shape infrastructure decisions, and strengthen watershed health, stewardship 
programs, and community partnerships. A region spanning 81 municipalities risks weakening 
local accountability, distancing decision-making from watershed-specific realities, and diluting 
the local focus that is foundational to effective watershed management. Moreover, if 
municipalities are expected to continue funding conservation authority operations, including the 
new regional structures and potentially the OPCA, municipalities will require a strong 
governance model that ensures meaningful municipal input, influence, and direction on 
watershed issues. 

The GRCA further notes that consolidation at this scale could impact long-standing watershed 
investments, including approximately $1 billion in flood management infrastructure and 50,000 
acres of conservation lands that have been managed in alignment with watershed priorities for 
decades. Maintaining the direct link between funding, local decision-making, and watershed 
needs is essential to sustaining this work.  

The Board believes the Province’s modernization goals can still be achieved more effectively 
through a refined, right-sized regional model aligned with the scale of existing Source Protection 



Regions. Such an approach would strengthen province-wide consistency and capacity while 
preserving meaningful municipal involvement and ensuring that watershed management 
continues to be guided by the local priorities, expertise, and partnerships that have long 
supported effective conservation across Ontario. 

Report: 
On October 31, 2025, the Province of Ontario issued a news release announcing its intent to 
create a new provincial agency to provide leadership and coordination for Ontario’s 36 
Conservation Authorities. The stated aim of the agency is to improve consistency, 
accountability, and efficiency across the conservation authorities system, particularly in the 
areas of permitting, planning, and watershed management. 

On November 6, the Province introduced Bill 68: Plan to Protect Ontario Act (Budget 
Measures), 2025 (No. 2). Schedule 3 of the Bill proposes amendments to the Conservation 
Authorities Act that would enable the establishment of the Ontario Provincial Conservation 
Agency (OPCA). Under the proposed framework, the OPCA would oversee the governance 
framework of the new regional conservation authorities, exercise authority over their operations, 
and recover costs and expenses through apportionment to those authorities. The agency would 
also be responsible for assessing, reporting on, and providing direction regarding regional 
finances, strategic planning, performance standards, and centralized permitting, as well as 
advising the provincial government on the progress of regional authorities. Governance of the 
OPCA would rest with a provincially appointed board of 5 to 12 members. Bill 68 has passed 
First Reading and is currently in its Second Reading, with Royal Assent anticipated in short 
order. 

On November 7, the Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks (MECP) posted a 
proposal on the Environmental Registry of Ontario (ERO) seeking feedback on proposed 
boundaries and criteria to consolidate Ontario’s 36 Conservation Authorities into seven regional 
conservation authorities, organized primarily along watershed boundaries. The Grand River 
Conservation Authority(GRCA) is proposed to be included in the Lake Erie Regional 
Conservation Authority. This Regional Conservation Authority will consolidate the following 
conservation authorities: Essex Region, Lower Thames, St.Clair Region, Upper Thames River, 
Kettle Creek, Catfish Creek, Long Point Region, and the Grand River. The area of this Regional 
Conservation Authority is approximately 25,000km2 and includes 81 municipalities; no upper-tier 
municipalities are listed. The posting also contains five consultation questions relating to the 
transition into regional conservation authorities, governance considerations, and approaches to 
ensure strong relationships with municipalities and communities within the new structure. The 
ERO posting is open for public comment until December 22, 2025. 

The Chair and the CAO have attended meetings with provincial staff and the Minister of the 
Environment, Conservation and Parks (MECP) to discuss the proposed OPCA and the 
associated ERO posting. The Chair and the CAO also participated in a recent special meeting 
of the Conservation Ontario Council on Schedule 3 of Bill 68 and the ERO posting to gain a 
clearer understanding of the perspectives and approaches of other conservation authorities and 
Conservation Ontario. The Province hosted a webinar for Conservation Authorities to highlight 
key components of the ERO proposal and answer questions. In addition, the GRCA’s 
Conservation Authorities Act Ad-hoc Committee met to review the proposed legislative 
amendments and the ERO posting and provided direction to staff in preparing the comments 
outlined below. 

  



ERO Questions and Responses 

1. What do you see as Key Factors to support a successful transition and outcome of the 
regional conservation authorities consolidation? 

A new regional conservation authority must be grounded in the fundamentals that ensure 
effective watershed management, which include: 

- protecting life and reducing property damage from flooding and erosion; 
- supporting municipal partners, the development community, and landowners with timely, 

reliable service;  
- enhancing the economic, environmental, and community health of the watershed;  
- providing meaningful opportunities for people to connect with nature; and, 
- continually evolving as an organization to meet the demands of a rapidly growing region 

Maintaining this clear, locally informed focus will be essential for the success of any new 
regional conservation authority. The following suggestions are some considerations to support a 
successful transition: 

I. Development of a Transition Plan: There needs to be a clear, phased transition plan to help 
avoid any service disruptions during the transition process. This plan must provide a 
detailed roadmap that clearly outlines timelines, milestones, and phasing. During this 
transition phase, the province will need to clearly identify roles and responsibilities during 
the “in-between” period when multiple similar but distinct organizations are merging. 
Communication of this plan must also be shared with regional watershed municipalities and 
other interest holders, such as the development/homebuilders' sectors, the agricultural 
sector, and other groups that require approvals or receive deliverables from various 
programs and services. This level of planning is essential because the proposed boundaries 
represent major watershed restructuring and the merging of multiple complex organizations, 
which requires coordinated efforts that cannot be rushed. A longer implementation timeline 
would ensure that these issues are fully considered and addressed. In addition, phasing in 
the required standards, guidelines, and directives across all conservation authorities before 
consolidation could provide greater stability. This phased approach would avoid multiple 
significant changes occurring at the same time, reduce the risk of disruptions to program 
delivery, and create conditions for a more effective and successful consolidation process. 

II. Retention of Local Knowledge and Staff Expertise: Retaining staff and preserving local 
watershed knowledge is critical to the success of the new regional conservation authorities. 
This knowledge is rooted in a deep understanding of historic and current land uses, cultural 
connections to watersheds, and the community values, needs, and stewardship priorities 
that shape local decision-making. Effective watershed management depends on integrated 
expertise in hydrology/hydraulics, natural hazards, ecology, creating connections to the 
watershed features and planning, as well as familiarity with the unique conditions of each 
sub-watershed. Conservation authorities depend on strong, established partnerships with a 
wide range of local groups and interest holders, including municipalities, community and 
stewardship organizations, private landowners, farmers, and the development industry, to 
deliver their programs and services effectively and address new or emerging watershed 
challenges. These partnerships are crucial for navigating complex regulatory frameworks, 
accessing funding programs, and advancing projects that provide both environmental and 
economic benefits. Preserving this network, and the staff who hold this knowledge, is vital 
during consolidation, as experienced personnel carry the institutional memory and trust that 
communities depend on. Staff retention ensures continuity, protects decades of cultivated 
relationships, and supports a smooth transition that maintains both service quality and 
community confidence in the new regional authority. 

III. Comprehensive Communication Strategy: A clear and well-coordinated communication 
strategy will be essential to support the transition from individual watershed-based 



authorities to larger regional conservation authorities. This strategy must provide timely and 
accessible information on the new regional boundaries, updated points of contact, any 
changes to permitting or operational processes, and how municipal relationships and 
responsibilities will function throughout the transition period. Its success will depend on 
province-wide, consistent messaging that reinforces shared objectives while also 
incorporating region-specific details and local implementation examples to maintain 
familiarity and trust. Early outreach to municipalities, Indigenous communities, landowners, 
agricultural groups, developers, and other key interest holders will help set expectations and 
reduce uncertainty. A variety of communication tools, such as dedicated transition 
webpages, FAQs, newsletters, continued access to the province's interactive boundary 
maps, direct email briefings, and social media updates, can ensure information is accessible 
and tailored to different audiences. Personalized engagement, including town halls, small-
group stakeholder meetings, and one-on-one conversations with municipal representatives, 
will provide opportunities to address region-specific questions and reinforce local 
connections. Establishing clear escalation pathways, contact lists, and creating a transition-
specific regional service desk will further support clarity. Together, these measures will help 
create a consistent, transparent, and responsive communication approach that builds 
confidence and supports a smooth transition to the new regional watershed model. 

Another key factor to consider during the transition to amalgamation is protecting watershed 
reserves, infrastructure, and land assets.  Many watershed municipalities and the GRCA are 
concerned about how their locally funded reserves, land assets, and long-term capital programs 
will be treated within an amalgamated structure. Strong assurances are needed to ensure that 
assets built over decades through local investment are not diverted to support unrelated 
regional priorities. 

The GRCA owns approximately $1 billion in floodplain infrastructure, supported by an efficient 
maintenance and capital renewal program and healthy reserves intentionally built to support 
lifecycle and risk-management needs. In addition, the GRCA owns approximately 50,000 acres 
of land, including conservation areas, ecological lands, water management properties, and other 
lands, each acquired and managed in accordance with long-standing watershed-specific 
priorities. 

In an amalgamation or consolidation into a larger regional entity, strong protective measures are 
required to ensure that the GRCA’s resources and assets are maintained in ways that continue 
to support long-standing watershed priorities. Key concerns include the potential redistribution 
of well-developed GRCA reserves to support capital needs in other watersheds that have not 
made comparable investments, and the risk that the GRCA’s mature and efficient infrastructure 
maintenance program could be weakened if resources become centralized or redirected. GRCA 
watershed municipalities have emphasized that the GRCA’s 50,000 acres of land must receive 
the same level of stewardship attention as existing infrastructure and financial reserves, 
including the protection of passive recreation trails that hold significant local value. Long-
standing conservation and land management priorities, along with the community benefits 
provided by these local trails, must remain stable under any regional model. Protective 
measures must also ensure that resources for flood protection, capital renewal, and land 
management remain dedicated to the watershed where they originated, and that high-
performing programs are not required to subsidize deferred maintenance in less-resourced 
areas. Additional concerns relate to the possibility that reduced local decision-making authority 
could limit the ability of municipalities and the GRCA to safeguard the intent and priorities 
attached to these important assets. These concerns can be mitigated by establishing clear 
financial and reserve-protection policies, maintaining watershed-level tracking of revenues and 
expenditures, creating transparent and equitable capital prioritization frameworks, preserving 
local advisory roles through watershed-based committees, and ensuring that land, 



infrastructure, and reserve management practices respect existing infrastructure needs, 
stewardship commitments, and long-standing community investments. 

A further consideration is the amalgamation of organizations with separate supporting 
foundations; in such cases, ensuring the integrity of fundraising is critical. Donors often prefer to 
support initiatives at the watershed or community scale, where the impacts of their contributions 
are visible and tied to local priorities. A regionalized model risks diluting this connection, 
potentially affecting donor engagement and revenue. To maintain donor confidence, an 
amalgamated structure must include mechanisms to preserve watershed-based fundraising and 
reporting, and publicly acknowledge donors in ways that reflect the specific locations/projects 
they choose to support rather than treating all contributions as part of a single regional fund. 

2. What opportunities or benefits may come from a regional conservation authority 
framework? 

Consolidating conservation authorities into a regional framework can create more consistent 
permitting practices, technical standards, and service levels across municipalities, reducing the 
variation that currently exists between the 36 agencies. A unified structure also supports 
stronger alignment with provincial expectations through shared permitting systems, common 
GIS platforms, and standardized public portals that modernize service delivery and improve 
accessibility.  

Consolidation can also lead to a more equitable distribution of resources, giving smaller or rural 
municipalities access to specialized expertise that may have been limited by local budgets or 
staffing. Larger organizations are generally better positioned to secure federal or provincial 
funding for broader, high-impact projects.  

The administrative framework in place at larger organizations also provides an opportunity for 
efficiency, as they have subject matter experts who perform dedicated internal service roles. 
These roles can be leveraged in consolidation to provide dedicated attention to organizational 
compliance, such as health and safety legislation, and risk management. 

The size of each regional unit is a very important consideration. Consolidating too many areas 
into one very large authority can create new challenges, such as distance from local issues, 
slower decision-making, and difficulty maintaining community relationships; therefore, finding a 
balanced approach is essential. A regional model can still support strong local representation 
and responsiveness when designed thoughtfully. Municipal priorities can be maintained through 
governance structures that include voices from all participating municipalities, supported by sub-
regional offices and advisory committees that keep decision-making connected to local needs. 
Harmonizing policies and fee structures can be done collaboratively, providing opportunities for 
municipalities and interest-holder groups to help shape fair and consistent standards for the 
region. Setting clear service expectations, such as defined response times, local points of 
contact, and accessible public information, helps to ensure that a larger agency remains 
responsive and reliable. 

Greater consistency across policies, standards, and processes also creates a more stable 
operating environment for municipalities, developers, and the public. When expectations are 
predictable (clear permitting requirements, uniform fees, and consistent timelines), people can 
plan with more confidence. By using its (proposed) authority to create directives that support 
these elements, the OPCA can further reinforce this predictability and clarity. This stability 
strengthens customer service because staff use the same tools and guidance across the region, 
reducing confusion and delays. Ultimately, consistent service delivery helps ensure that 
watershed communities receive the same level of support regardless of their size or location, 
provided the regional units are scaled in a way that supports both efficiency and meaningful 
local engagement. 





articulation of roles and authorities will be essential to avoid undermining board capacity, local 
engagement, and accountability. 

4. Do you have suggestions on how to maintain a transparent and consultative budgeting 
process across member municipalities within a regional conservation authority? 

A transparent and consultative budgeting process for a larger regional conservation authority 
requires a clear, consistent, and accessible approach that supports all participating 
municipalities, regardless of size or capacity. Establishing a standardized multi-year budget 
framework can improve predictability and help municipalities plan their own budgets effectively.  

A transparent apportionment formula based on criteria such as assessment value, population, 
and portion of watershed area located within municipalities is currently used and could be used 
moving forward. Where portions of municipalities are in different conservation authority 
jurisdictions, consideration could be given to geo-referencing property tax assessment roll 
numbers so that the apportionment calculation is based on current value assessment (CVA) in a 
watershed rather than the percentage of geographical area applied to the municipality’s total 
CVA. 

To maintain meaningful local input within a large region, a Municipal Budget Advisory 
Committee could be established as a sub-committee of the Regional Board, and could include 
membership from the local watershed advisory committees, including both rural and urban 
municipality representation. Additionally, sub-regional or watershed-based consultation 
meetings could be held to ensure that local priorities and capital needs are considered in 
budgeting decisions. Budget documents should be publicly available, written in clear language, 
and shared/consulted on early enough to align with municipal budget cycles. Offering multiple 
engagement opportunities, for example, presenting at councils when requested, providing virtual 
workshop sessions, soliciting written feedback, and conducting one-on-one briefings, ensures 
that any municipality, regardless of size and location, can participate fairly in the process. 
Finally, reporting back on municipal input, producing accessible annual financial reports, and 
clearly and consistently distinguishing between Category 1, 2, and 3 program and service costs, 
revenues, and grant funding all reinforce transparency and accountability. 

5. How can regional conservation authorities maintain and strengthen relationships with 
local communities and stakeholders? 

Regional conservation authorities can maintain and strengthen relationships with local 
communities and interest-holders by staying deeply connected at the local municipal level, even 
as they operate on a broader scale. The size of each regional authority is critical: if the 
conservation authority becomes too large, municipalities risk being under-represented, and their 
specialized watershed needs, such as agricultural programs/issues, drinking water 
management, localized flooding concerns, or unique outdoor experiences and priorities, can 
become diluted within a large administrative structure. Municipalities want assurance that 
scaling up will not cause their distinct issues to be overshadowed by larger population centres 
or to become a lesser priority due to the increased diversity of issues and competing interests 
that will inevitably exist within a much larger jurisdiction. A balanced, right-sized regional 
framework preserves this visibility and ensures that local concerns remain central to decision-
making. 

Maintaining watershed offices, expertise in local issues and knowledge, ability to maintain on 
the ground presence, and consistent points of contact ensures that residents, businesses, 
farmers, and municipalities can easily access staff who understand their watershed’s specific 
conditions and community priorities. With the proposed size of regional conservation authorities, 
establishing local watershed-specific advisory committees ensures that decisions are grounded 
in local knowledge and that specialized concerns are effectively addressed.  



Finally, ensuring service delivery remains responsive, through timely permitting, accessible 
staff, and clear pathways for raising concerns, helps communities feel heard and supported 
during and after the transition to a regional model. A thoughtfully sized regional authority can 
achieve the benefits of consolidation while still preserving the visibility, voice, and specialized 
needs of every watershed and municipality. 

Additional Comments 
The GRCA is providing additional comments on the proposed OPCA and offering an alternative 
regional consolidation model that we believe will effectively address the Province’s concerns 
while preserving strong local engagement and watershed-focused decision-making. 

Modernizing Conservation Authorities While Preserving Local Responsiveness 

The Board recognizes and respects the Province’s concerns regarding the current state of 
Conservation Authorities. Over time, the conservation authority system has become 
fragmented, with varying levels of capacity, outdated processes, and inconsistencies in service 
delivery. Individual conservation authorities also face significant disparities in size and 
resources, with some lacking access to modern tools, technology, and technical expertise 
needed to deliver certain programs and services effectively, as well as the capacity to support 
evidence-based decision-making. We acknowledge that these capacity gaps mean some 
conservation authorities face challenges in sustainably delivering the full range of programs and 
services expected of them. Modernization is needed, and there is clear value in creating a 
permitting system that is further streamlined, more transparent and predictable, and better able 
to support economic growth, reduce delays, and protect watershed communities. Likewise, 
reducing duplication, adopting consistent standards, and leveraging shared technology and 
internal services are sensible and necessary steps toward strengthening Ontario’s overall 
watershed management framework. From this perspective, consolidation can help address real 
issues by improving coordination, enhancing efficiency, and enabling more reliable service 
delivery across the province. 

At the same time, the GRCA Board has significant concerns that the proposed regional model is 
too large in scale to be effective. While consolidation can help address capacity challenges, 
overly expansive regions risk weakening the very principles that have made watershed-based 
management successful. The Grand River watershed is a notable example. Established in 
1934, the Grand River Conservation Commission, one of the founding organizations of today’s 
GRCA, has long demonstrated that effective watershed management relies on strong 
collaboration with municipal partners and on programs designed to meet watershed-specific 
needs and issues. This locally grounded approach has allowed decisions to be informed by 
practical, locally based knowledge and supported by strong, responsive relationships with the 
municipalities and communities most directly affected. For example, the Grand River watershed 
has a network of flood-management infrastructure, including multipurpose reservoirs, dikes, and 
flood-control berms. These structures form an integrated system operated and maintained 
through close collaboration between the GRCA and watershed municipalities. Sustaining this 
partnership is essential to ensuring the effective operation and upkeep of flood-management 
infrastructure, as well as protecting lives and reducing property damage caused by flooding and 
erosion. A regional structure that is too broad may unintentionally distance decision-making 
from this essential local context. It can also reduce meaningful municipal participation, which is 
vital to maintaining public trust and effective environmental stewardship across Ontario.  

Smaller, regionally focused watershed models, such as the current Source Protection Regions, 
are a proven regional watershed model and demonstrate how a balanced governance structure 
can achieve consistency and efficiency without sacrificing local responsiveness. This scale 
aligns well with having one effective governance board over multiple organizations, science-
based watershed boundaries, and support for coordinated planning among municipalities. It also 
helps maintain decision-making at a scale where local knowledge and community involvement 



remain strong and effective, while accounting for the need for grouped CAs to share and 
manage technical resources. The current number of Source Protection Regions in Ontario is 19. 
By operating within manageable geographic areas, they ensure that services are tailored to the 
unique environmental, social, and economic characteristics of each watershed, while still 
benefiting from shared resources and standardized processes. 

In summary, the GRCA Board agrees that modernization is needed and that consolidation, 
when appropriately scaled, can address real capacity and consistency issues. However, a 
balanced approach that enhances efficiency without eroding local engagement is essential. A 
refined model aligned with the scale and logic of existing source water protection regions would 
better meet provincial objectives while preserving the strengths of Ontario’s long-standing 
watershed-based planning and management system. Consideration could also be given at this 
stage to whether a Provincial Agency would be required to support and implement this model. 

Assessing the OPCA: Benefits, Risks, and the Importance of Local Oversight 

The GRCA Board recognizes the Province’s intention in establishing the Ontario Provincial 
Conservation Agency (OPCA) to modernize the conservation authority system in a way that 
supports timely development and local infrastructure projects, while strengthening the essential 
role conservation authorities play in managing watersheds and protecting communities from 
floods and other natural hazards. These goals are both important and necessary. A system that 
delivers services more consistently, transparently, and predictably will benefit municipalities, 
developers, and communities alike, particularly as Ontario continues to grow and climate-related 
risks intensify. The GRCA Board agrees that modernization is needed and supports efforts to 
enhance both efficiency and environmental protection across the province. 

The creation of the OPCA aims to provide centralized leadership, efficient governance, and 
strategic direction for all conservation authorities. In principle, this offers several clear 
advantages: a coordinated provincial body can help ensure faster, more consistent permitting 
and provide the oversight needed to align conservation authorities with modern standards and 
best practices. By strengthening core watershed management functions and focusing on natural 
hazard protection, the OPCA has the potential to reinforce the foundational mandate of 
conservation authorities. This direction is appropriate, as communities across Ontario depend 
on timely, science-based decisions to address increasing flood risks, aging infrastructure, and 
complex development pressures. 

The OPCA will also lead several key modernization initiatives, including developing a single 
digital permitting platform, standardizing service delivery through province-wide performance 
expectations, and supporting updated floodplain mapping to ensure decisions are grounded in 
the best available data. These initiatives have the potential to significantly improve customer 
service, reduce delays, and enhance consistency across the province. Likewise, centralized 
data systems and modern tools can help staff make better, evidence-based decisions. 
Streamlining processes and reducing duplication are logical steps toward a more efficient and 
reliable permitting system. 

The agency will also oversee the implementation of a regional, watershed-based consolidation 
of conservation authorities. The GRCA Board understands the rationale for consolidation, 
addressing disparities in size and capacity, modernizing outdated processes, and ensuring that 
all conservation authorities can meet provincial expectations. With stronger tools, shared 
technology, and enhanced technical resources, many of the conservation authorities will indeed 
be better positioned to deliver high-quality services. Ensuring that updated maps, hydrologic 
modelling, and modern data platforms are available across Ontario is essential support to help 
provide consistent natural hazard management. 

The GRCA Board is concerned about the proposed governance structure of the OPCA. As 
currently designed, the agency will report to a provincial ministry and be governed entirely by 



provincially appointed board members. At the same time, conservation authorities, and 
therefore municipalities, will be required to fund all or a portion of the agency’s operations 
through existing levy/apportionment processes. This means that municipalities may ultimately 
contribute all or a significant share of the OPCA’s budget without having any meaningful role in 
shaping its governance, its priorities, or its strategic direction. For municipalities that rely heavily 
on conservation authority guidance for land-use planning, hazard management, infrastructure 
development, and emergency response, this creates a disconnect between financial 
responsibility and decision-making influence.  

Not only would this be a precedent-setting method for funding a provincial agency, it also 
establishes a system in which municipalities help fund a provincial agency but have no formal 
avenue to participate in its oversight, which raises significant concerns about accountability, 
responsiveness, and the long-term alignment of provincial direction with local needs. The scale 
of the proposed regional conservation authority consolidation model amplifies these concerns. 
Larger regional conservation authorities risk limiting opportunities for local input and reducing 
the nuanced, watershed-specific decision-making that has historically made conservation 
authorities effective.  

The GRCA Board acknowledges the Province’s desire for greater consistency, efficiency, and 
alignment across conservation authorities and supports these goals. This could be achieved 
under the current model through additional regulations and verifying compliance at all 
conservation authorities, or it could be achieved through the actions of the new agency. 
Regardless, modernization efforts must maintain a strong connection to local priorities, local 
expertise, and municipal perspectives. Achieving the right balance between centralized 
oversight and meaningful local involvement will be key to ensuring the OPCA strengthens 
watershed management across Ontario while preserving the collaborative principles that have 
long underpinned successful conservation work in the province. 

Conclusion 
In conclusion, the GRCA Board supports the Province’s goal of modernizing Ontario’s 
conservation authority system and acknowledges the value of enhancing consistency, 
efficiency, and technical capacity throughout the province. The Board has emphasized the 
importance of a thoughtful, well-planned transition, the preservation of local knowledge and 
municipal relationships, and the need for a governance model that ensures accountability to the 
municipalities that will both rely on and will continue to fund the new system. While consolidation 
offers meaningful opportunities, the scale of the proposed regional structure and the 
governance framework of the OPCA present risks that could weaken local responsiveness and 
watershed-based decision-making. A more balanced, right-sized regional model, grounded in 
strong municipal involvement and science-based watershed boundaries, would better achieve 
the Province’s objectives while maintaining the strengths, partnerships, and community trust 
that have defined conservation authority work in Ontario for decades. 

Financial Implications: 
Not applicable. 

Other Department Considerations: 
Not applicable. 

Submitted by: 
Samantha Lawson 
Chief Administrative Officer 
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December 8, 2025 
 
Via Email: jbrotherston@puslinch.ca  
 
Mayor Seeley and Council  
Township of Puslinch Office  
7404 Wellington Road 34  
Puslinch, Ontario N0B 2J0 
 
 
Re: HCA Board of Directors Resolution Re:  Bill 68/ERO 025-1257 
 
 
Dear Mayor Steeley and Council:  
 
On December 4, 2025, the Hamilton Conservation Authority Board of Directors passed 
the following unanimous resolution: 
 
BD12, 3565  MOVED BY: Susan Fielding      
   SECONDED BY: Elise Copps  
 

THAT the Board of Directors approve the Motion regarding Bill 
68/ERO 

 
WHEREAS Bill 68 (Schedule 3) proposes the creation of the 
Ontario Provincial Conservation Agency whose objects include 
overseeing conservation authorities and the transition to a regional 
watershed-based framework for conservation authorities in Ontario 
with municipal cost contribution yet to be defined; and 
 
WHEREAS the Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and 
Parks has posted Environmental Registry Notice No. 025-1257 
(“Proposed Boundaries for the Regional Consolidation of Ontario’s 
Conservation Authorities”), proposing to reduce Ontario’s 36 
conservation authorities to 7 regional entities as part of a broader 
restructuring; and 
  
WHEREAS under this proposal, the Hamilton Region Conservation 
Authority (HCA) would be consolidated into a new “Western Lake 
Ontario Regional Conservation Authority” together with the Niagara 
Peninsula CA, Halton Region CA  and Credit Valley CA, forming a 



 

single organization extending along the western Lake Ontario 
shoreline from Niagara through Halton and Peel, encompassing 
urban and rural watershed that support the Greater Toronto-
Hamilton corridor; and 
   
WHEREAS the Province already has the authority to establish 
overarching legislation, regulations and standards through the 
Conservation Authorities Act and the Ministry of Environment, 
Conservation and Parks; and 
 
WHEREAS Conservation Authorities in partnership with their 
member municipalities have for decades tailored programs and 
services to local watershed and community needs; and 
 
WHEREAS HCA’s municipalities currently provide 35% of total 
HCA budget funding, while the province of Ontario provides less 
than 1%; and 
 
WHEREAS the HCA has already undertaken significant 
modernization work aligned with provincial objectives, including 
Information Technology / Information Management, and leveraging 
technology to streamline planning and permit review processes 
processing 94% of major permits within the provincial time period in 
2024; and 
 
WHEREAS conservation authorities collectively own and manage 
thousands of acres of lands - including 11,744 acres within HCA - 
entrusted to them as a legacy for long-term protection, stewardship 
and public benefit, with the expectation that such lands would be 
cared for by locally governed conservation authorities.  
  

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED: 
  
THAT the Board of Directors does not support the proposed 
“Western Lake Ontario Regional Conservation Authority” boundary 
configuration outlined in Environmental Registry Notice 025-1257 
as the proposal lacks sufficient justification, would significantly 
diminish local governance, and fails to recognize the effectiveness 
and efficiencies already achieved within existing watershed-based 
models; and 
 
THAT the Board affirms that large-scale regional consolidation is 
unnecessary, would introduce substantial transition costs, and 
would divert resources away from frontline watershed programs. 
The Board further asserts that restructuring at this scale would 
erode local decision-making, weaken municipal accountability, and 



 

disrupt long-standing community partnerships that are central to 
delivering responsive watershed management; and 
 
THAT the Board urges the Province to strengthen centralized 
standards, resources, and communication rather than undertaking 
broad structural amalgamation and to provide sustainable, 
predictable provincial funding across conservation authorities—
particularly where gaps exist—to enable local CAs to advance 
ongoing digitization and systemization work that has already 
resulted in improved efficiency and consistency in recent years; and 
 
THAT the Board requests that the Ministry engage meaningfully 
and collaboratively with affected municipalities, conservation 
authorities, and local First Nations before advancing any 
consolidation, to ensure that any changes reflect both local needs 
and the practical realities of implementation; and   
 
THAT the Board believes that the Province’s proposed new online 
permitting portal can be implemented within the existing 
conservation authority framework without requiring structural 
amalgamation; and 
 
THAT this resolution be included as part of the HCA submission to 
the Environmental Registry of Ontario and forwarded to the City of 
Hamilton, the Township of Puslinch, and all Conservation 
Authorities in Ontario. 

 
CARRIED 
 
Please accept this correspondence for your information and consideration. 
 
 
Sincerely,  

 
 

Lisa Burnside  
Chief Administrative Officer 















 

 

 

 

  tel 519-769-2010 email deputyclerk@southwold.ca 
Harvest opportunity   35663 Fingal Line, Fingal, Ontario, N0L 1K0 
 

southwold.ca

November 26, 2025 
 
The Honourable Todd J. McCarthy                               Via email: minister.mecp@ontario.ca  
Minister of Environment, Conservation and Parks 
College Park, 5th Floor 
777 Bay Street 
Toronto, ON 
M7A 2J3 
 
Dear Honourable Minister McCarthy:  
 
Please be advised that Council for the Township of Southwold, at its Regular Meeting on 
Monday November 24, 2025 passed the following resolution: 
 
Conservation Authority Consolidation Resolution  
 

2025-349      Councillor Fellows – Deputy Mayor Pennings   
 

WHEREAS the Conservation Authorities Act (1946) enables 
municipalities to establish local conservation authorities, and when 
municipalities choose to form such authorities, they assume 
responsibility for governance and funding through the appointment of 
a Board of Directors and the provision of an annual levy to cover 
expenses; 
 

AND WHEREAS the Corporation of the Township of Southwold established the 
Lower Thames Valley Conservation Authority and Kettle Creek Conservation 
Authority;   
 

AND WHEREAS local municipalities currently provide over 50% of total 
conservation authority funding;  
 

AND WHEREAS municipalities have governed their respective conservation 
authorities for decades, tailoring programs and services to local watershed 
needs, maintaining accountable service standards, and ensuring fair and 
predictable costs for ratepayers; 
 
AND WHEREAS conservation authorities collectively own and manage 
thousands of acres of land, much of which was donated by local residents and 
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entrusted to conservation authorities as a personal legacy for long-term 
protection, stewardship, and the public good, with the expectation that such 
lands would be cared for by locally governed conservation authorities; 

 
  AND WHEREAS Bill 68 (Schedule 3) proposes the creation of the Ontario 

Provincial Conservation Agency, a Crown corporation that would assume 
governance responsibilities and consolidate Ontario's 36 conservation 
authorities into seven regional authorities, with municipal cost 
apportionment yet to be defined; 

 
  AND WHEREAS the Province already possesses the authority to establish 

overarching legislation, regulations, and standards through the Conservation 
Authorities Act and the Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks; 

 
  NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Council of the 

Corporation of the Township of Southwold calls on the Government of Ontario 
to maintain local, independent, municipal[y governed, watershed-based 
conservation authorities to ensure strong local representation in decisions 
related to municipal levies, community-focused service delivery, and the 
protection and management of conservation lands; 

 
AND FURTHER THAT while the Corporation of the Township of 
Southwold supports provincial goals for consistent permit approval 
processes, shared services, and digital modernization, imposing a new 
top-down agency structure without strong local accountability and 
governance risks creating unnecessary cost, red tape, and 
bureaucracy, thereby undermining efficiency and responsiveness to 
local community needs; 

 
AND FURTHER THAT the Corporation of the Township of Southwold 
supports efforts to balance expertise, capacity, and program delivery 
across the province, and requests that the Province work 
collaboratively with municipalities and local conservation authorities to 
determine the most effective level of strategic consolidation to 
achieve both provincial and local objectives; 

 
AND FURTHER THAT a copy of this resolution be sent to the Ontario 
Minister of Environment, Conservation, and Parks, to the local MP and 
MPPs, the Association of Municipalities of Ontario, the Rural Ontario 



3 
 

Municipal Association, and all municipalities and Conservation Authorities 
in Ontario. 

                              CARRIED 
 
Yours truly,  

June McLarty 
Deputy Clerk 
 
Cc:  The Honourable Andrew Lawton, MP Elgin-Middlesex-London, via email 
        The Honourable Rob Flack, MPP Elgin-Middlesex-London, via email 
        The Association of Municipalities of Ontario, via email 
         The Rural Ontario Municipal Association, via email 
         Ontario Municipalities, via email 
         Mark Peacock, Lower Thames Valley Conservation Authority, via email  
         Elizabeth VanHooren, Kettle Creek Conservation Authority, via email   
 
 
 
 







 

December 5, 2025 

 

Re: Bill 68 Schedule 3 and LPRCA Board Resolution Re: ERO No. 025-1257 

On October 31, 2025, the Province of Ontario announced Bill 68: Plan to Protect 
Ontario Act including Schedule 3 amendments to the Conservation Authorities Act.  On 
November 6, 2025, Bill 68, was introduced and on November 25, 2025, Bill 68 was 
passed establishing the Ontario Provincial Conservation Agency (OPCA) and the 
transition to a regional watershed-based framework for authorities in Ontario.  The new 
agency is expected to provide leadership, governance, strategic direction and oversight 
of all conservation authorities (CAs) in Ontario.  The announcement was made without 
prior consultation with CAs, municipal partners or staff who possess decades of local 
knowledge. 

On November 7, 2025 the Environmental Registry of Ontario (ERO) No. 025-1257 
consultation on the proposed consolidation, boundaries, governance, and budgeting 
was posted suggesting 36 CAs be consolidated into 7 regional CAs.   It is proposed that 
the Long Point Region Conservation Authority will amalgamate with 7 other CAs forming 
the Lake Erie Regional Conservation Authority (LERCA), encompassing 81 
municipalities which dilutes local representation.  This stands in contrast to LPRCA’s 
current governance model, which ensures strong local representation and accountability 
to its participating municipalities.  No evidence-based analysis has been provided by the 
province to justify the transition to these large regional entities.  This leaves many key 
questions unanswered such as what the funding model is for the OPCA, the 
governance model for the new proposed regional CAs and whether Long Point Region’s 
municipalities will have fair local representation. 

In the ERO, the Ontario Government has stated that the current system of 36 separate 
conservation authorities is fragmented with each CA following different standards, fees 
and levels of staffing and technical capabilities which has led to unpredictable and 
inconsistent turnaround times for approvals creating uncertainty and delays for builders, 
landowners and farmers seeking permits.  With the OPCA guidance and support, 
meaningful modernization and a digital e-permitting platform can occur in the current 36 
conservation authorities without the need for consolidation.   



The LPRCA Board of Directors acknowledges and supports the Province’s goals of 
improved efficiency, consistency and fiscal responsibility in conservation delivery; 
however, the LPRCA Board of Directors does not support the proposed “Lake Erie 
Regional Conservation Authority” boundary configuration outlined in the ERO No. 025-
1257. The LPRCA Board of Directors requests the Ministry further evaluate the 
proposed boundaries and to engage directly with affected municipalities and CAs to 
establish a reduced geographic scope.   

The Board of Directors discussed Bill 68 Schedule 3 which established the Ontario 
Provincial Conservation Agency and the proposed Lake Erie Regional Conservation 
Authority at its December 3, 2025 meeting and passed the attached motion.   

The LPRCA Board of Directors encourages our member municipalities and partners to 
carefully evaluate the province’s proposal and provide comments through the ERO No. 
025-1257 Proposed boundaries for regional consolidations of Ontario’s Conservation 
Authorities by the closing date December 22, 2025. 

Local community-based watershed management needs to stay in the hands of local 
municipalities. 

Sincerely, 

 
Dave Beres 
Chair, Long Point Region Conservation Authority 
 
 
 
Attached: LPRCA Board Resolution ERO No. 025-1257 
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raised serious concerns. Rather than an outright ban, adjustments to existing legislation 
and program standards would provide a more balanced and collaborative approach. 
Therefore, the Council of the Township of South-West Oxford respectfully requests that 
this decision to ban ASE cameras be reconsidered, and that municipalities be permitted 
to continue using ASE cameras in school zones and urban areas where local councils 
deem them warranted. At a time when police services are facing significant resource 
constraints that limit their capacity to enforce speed limits, ASE cameras remain a 
necessary tool to address community safety concerns. 

 
Thank you for your consideration.  
 
Yours truly, 
 

 
Denny Giles 
Manager of Legislative Services/Clerk 
Township of South-West Oxford 
 
 
cc. The Honourable Prabmeet Singh Sarkaria, Minister of Transportation 

The Honourable Rob Flack, Minister of Municipal Affairs 
 All Ontario Municipalites  
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October 17, 2025        Sent by email 
 
 
See Distribution List on page 6 
 
 
Re: Provincial Decision on Automated Speed Enforcement (ASE) 
 
 
The following recommendation of the Committee of Council Meeting of October 1, 2025 was 
approved by Council on October 15, 2025, pursuant to Council Resolution C230-2025: 
 

CW303-2025 

Whereas the Province of Ontario filed enabling regulations in December 2019, to prescribe 
the locations, fines, and signage for municipalities to utilize Automated Speed Enforcement 
Cameras (ASE) as a tool to address speeding and improve public safety; and, 

Whereas the Province’s ASE legislative framework, together with provincial encouragement 
in 2019, has led municipalities such as Brampton - where auto-insurance rates remain 
among the highest in Ontario - to implement ASE technology to improve safety, reduce 
speeding, and prevent serious collisions and fatalities; and, 

Whereas the Provincial government, through the Ministry of Transportation, is responsible 
for the legislation, regulations and program standards governing municipal ASE programs; 
and, 

Whereas some cities have implemented ASE incorrectly, Brampton is part of the vast 
majority of municipalities who have implemented best practices endorsed by the Ministry of 
Transportation and the Ontario Traffic Council - including speed thresholds - that prioritize 
public safety, resulting in safer roads; and, 

Whereas consistent with local, regional, national and international research by third parties 
including Sick Kids & Toronto Metropolitan University, the Canadian Automibile Association, 
the Ontario Association of Chiefs of Police, the Traffic Injury Research Foundation, and the 
Ontario Traffic Council; the City of Brampton’s ASE program has resulted in significant 
reductions in speed, increased speed compliance in Community Safety and School Zones, 
and changes in driver behaviour as outlined in the September 10, 2025 Council report titled 
“Automated Speed Enforcement – Traffic Safety Update”; 

Whereas the average recorded speed for ticket issued is 15.7 km/h over the posted limit, 
demonstrating that Brampton’s existing threshold is both reasonable and aligned with best 
practices; and 
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Whereas between twenty and thirty percent of ASE ticket revenue is collected by the 
Province of Ontario. 

Whereas Brampton is working to improve road safety and uphold its commitment to Vision 
Zero, through its ASE program and complementary traffic-calming measures such as 
speedbumps/humps, roundabouts, road diets, and improved signage, in order to reduce 
speeds, prevent collisions, and promote lawful driving behaviour. 

Whereas the City of Brampton has already implemented a significant number of 
speedbumps, likely the most in the province with 834 locations and anticipates installing an 
additional 33 individual locations this year, but because speedbumps cannot be deployed in 
all areas around schools, a comprehensive approach to traffic calming, including Automated 
Speed Enforcement, has proven effective in reducing vehicle speeds, changing driver 
behaviour, preventing fatal collisions, and enhancing public safety; 

Whereas polling in Brampton demonstrates strong and consistent public support for ASE as 
a tool to reduce speeding, including: Mainstreet Research (Early September 2025) showing 
65% overall support, and the City-led Telephone Townhall poll (July 2025) showing 86% of 
participants support for speed cameras near schools and parks to help curb speeding; and 

Whereas despite clear evidence and proven results from cities like Brampton, municipalities 
were caught off guard by the Premier’s sudden announcement to cancel ASE programs 
across the province, made without adequate notice and consultation;  

Whereas a preliminary estimate of private sector investment by companies delivering ASE 
solutions indicates the creation of 62 jobs and $14 million dollars of investment in the 
province; and 

Whereas the Premier believes some municipalities have misused ASE; but that is no reason 
to shut down municipal ASE programs that have proven successful at changing driver 
behaviour and improving public safety; and 

Whereas the Premier’s concerns regarding ASE can be addressed through amendments to 
provincial legislation, regulations and program standards that enable municipalities to 
consistently utilize ASE, without an outright ban on the technology; and, 

Whereas Brampton’s ASE program is considered best-practice and rather than banning, the 
Premier should meet with Mayor Patrick Brown and other municipal leaders to develop 
improved provincial legislation, regulations and program standards related to the ASE 
program; and, 

Whereas it is reckless to abandon what works, and essential to maintain a program that 
preserves public safety, and, especially, at a very minimum, safety in school locations; and, 
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j. Establish program standards across all municipalities for key program elements - 
like speed thresholds - through a process led by the Ministry of Transportation 
and in consultation with municipalities to ensure consistency and transparency for 
all municipalities in Ontario.  

k. That the Ministry of Transportation provide greater oversight and enforcement of 
Municipal ASE programs through regular audits; and 

5. That, should the provincial government proceed with banning the use of ASE despite 
Brampton’s immediate actions to address concerns and requests to work 
collaboratively with the Province and other municipalities to continue these programs, 
the Province must reimburse municipalities for all costs incurred to implement ASE 
program; and, 

6. Staff be directed to report back on potential impacts of an ASE ban on Brampton’s 
road safety strategy and financial investments; and, 

7. That a copy of this resolution be sent to the Premier of Ontario, the Minister of 
Transportation, Brampton members of Provincial Parliament, local MPPs across the 
Region of Peel, all Ontario Municipalities, the Association of Municipalities of Ontario 
(AMO), the Ontario Association of Chiefs of Police (OACP), and the Ontario Traffic 
Council; and, 

8. That the City develop an advocacy campaign consistent with this motion. 

 
 
Note: Item RM 45/2025 has been added to the Referred Matters List for the report requested 

in clause 6 of the recommendation above, and assigned to Michael Kralt, Director, 
Automated Enforcement and Court Administration, Legislative Services.  

 
 
 
Yours truly, 
 

 

Sonya Pacheco 
Legislative Coordinator, City Clerk’s Office 
Tel: 905-874-2178  
sonya.pacheco@brampton.ca 
 
(CW – 7.2) 
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Distribution List 
 
 
The Honourable Doug Ford 
Premier of Ontario and Minister of Intergovernmental Affairs 
Premier@ontario.ca  
 
 
The Honourable Prabmeet Sarkaria 
Minister of Transportation  
minister.mto@ontario.ca 
 
 
Regional Municipality of Peel Members of Provincial Parliament (MPP):  

 

The Honourable Charmaine Williams, MPP – Brampton Centre 
Charmaine.Williams@pc.ola.org    
 
The Honourable Prabmeet Singh Sarkaria, MPP - Brampton South 
Prabmeet.Sarkaria@pc.ola.org  
 
The Honourable Graham McGregor, MPP – Brampton North 
Graham.McGregor@pc.ola.org   
 
Hardeep Singh Grewal, MPP – Brampton East 
Hardeep.Grewal@pc.ola.org   
 
Amarjot Sandhu, MPP – Brampton West 
Amarjot.Sandhu@pc.ola.org  
 
The Honourable Sylvia Jones, MPP – Dufferin – Caledon 
sylvia.jones@pc.ola.org 
 
Deepak Anand, MPP - Mississauga – Malton 
deepak.anand@pc.ola.org 
 
Rudy Cuzzetto, MPP - Mississauga – Lakeshore 
rudy.cuzzetto@pc.ola.org 
 
Natalia Kusendova, MPP – Mississauga – Centre 
natalia.kusendova@pc.ola.org 
 
Silvia Gualtieri, MPP – Mississauga East – Cooksville 
silvia.gualtieri@pc.ola.org 
 
Sheref Sabawy, MPP – Mississauga – Erin Mills 
sheref.sabawy@pc.ola.org 
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The Honourable Nina Tangri, MPP – Mississauga – Streetsville 
nina.tangri@pc.ola.org 

 
 
Ontario Association of Chiefs of Police (OACP) 
Contact@oacp.ca  
 
 
Ontario Traffic Council 
traffic@otc.org  
 
 
Association of Municipalities of Ontario 
amo@amo.on.ca;  
 
 
All Ontario Municipalities 
 
 
City of Brampton: 
 

Mayor and Members of Council 
Marlon Kallideen, Chief Administrative Officer 
Laura Johnston, Commissioner, Legislative Services 
Peter Pilateris, Commissioner, Public Works and Engineering 
Michael Kralt, Director, Automated Enforcement and Court Administration, Legislative 

Services 
Shane Loftus, Director, Road Maintenance, Operations and Fleet, Public Works and 

Engineering 
Christopher Ethier, Director, Intergovernmental Affairs and Advocacy, Office of the CAO 
Andrzej Hoffmann, Senior Advisor, Intergovernmental Affairs and Advocacy, Office of the 

CAO 
Genevieve Scharback, City Clerk, Legislative Services 
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raised serious concerns. Rather than an outright ban, adjustments to existing legislation 
and program standards would provide a more balanced and collaborative approach. 
Therefore, the Council of the Township of South-West Oxford respectfully requests that 
this decision to ban ASE cameras be reconsidered, and that municipalities be permitted 
to continue using ASE cameras in school zones and urban areas where local councils 
deem them warranted. At a time when police services are facing significant resource 
constraints that limit their capacity to enforce speed limits, ASE cameras remain a 
necessary tool to address community safety concerns. 

 
Thank you for your consideration.  
 
Yours truly, 
 

 
Denny Giles 
Manager of Legislative Services/Clerk 
Township of South-West Oxford 
 
 
cc. The Honourable Prabmeet Singh Sarkaria, Minister of Transportation 

The Honourable Rob Flack, Minister of Municipal Affairs 
 All Ontario Municipalites  

 



 

 
Tay Valley Township 

217 Harper Road, Tay Valley, Ontario K7H 3C6 
www.tayvalleytwp.ca 

Phone: 613-267-5353 or 800-810-0161 Fax: 613-264-8516    
 

October 24, 2025  
 
The Honorable Doug Ford      Sent by Email 
Premier of Ontario        
Legislative Building, Queen’s Park 
Toronto ON M7A 1A1 
 
 
 
Dear: Honorable Doug Ford, 
 
RE: Municipality of Tweed – Collaborative Action on Sustainable Waste 
Management in Ontario. 
 
The Council of the Corporation of Tay Valley Township at its meeting held on October 
21st, 2025 adopted the following resolution: 
 

RESOLUTION #C-2025-10-22 
MOVED BY: Fred Dobbie 

                                                      SECONDED BY: Marilyn Thomas 
 

“WHEREAS, the Council of the Corporation of Tay Valley Township Support the 
Municipality of Tweed’s resolution regarding waste incineration and a more 
Robust Recycling Program; 
 
AND WHEREAS, It is incumbent upon the members of council, MPP's and MPs 
to make the decisions that will result in the most positive outcomes for now and 
future generations; 
 
AND WHEREAS, with large urban centres now looking in rural areas of our 
province and entire country for lands to bury their garbage waste; 
 
AND WHEREAS, a large landfill site owned by a large urban centre which 
receives 50% of their garbage at the present time is expected to be full by 2029 
creating more environmental impacts; 
 



 

  

AND WHEREAS, continuing to bury garbage in the ground will result in our 
future generations having lost potable groundwater as a result of garbage 
leachate rendering it unusable; 
 
AND WHEREAS, burying garbage, particularly organic waste in landfills, leads to 
the production of methane a greenhouse gas, which escapes into the 
atmosphere and contributes to climate change causing more environmental 
destruction; 
 
AND WHEREAS, we continue to destroy our environment jeopardizing our future 
generations;  
 
AND WHEREAS, we have worldwide technology that will allow us the use of 
clean incineration and also produce much needed electric energy; 
 
AND WHEREAS, the incineration of household and other municipal waste has a 
long tradition in Germany, which currently has 156 municipal thermal waste 
incineration facilities with an aggregate annual capacity of around 25 million tons; 
 
AND WHEREAS, with a strong focus on community involvement, innovative 
infrastructure, and sustainable practices, Germany has set a high bar for 
municipal recycling programs that the rest of the world can learn from and 
emulate; 
 
AND WHEREAS, at the present time, Germany recycles 66.1%of its garbage 
waste at a municipal level. This places the country as the most effective and 
prominent country when it comes to recycling in the entire world. This highlights 
the citizen's strength and motivation to deal with environmental issues on a daily 
basis; 
 
AND WHEREAS, German schools often integrate recycling education into their 
curriculum. This early exposure to the importance of recycling instills a sense of 
responsibility in the younger generation, creating a culture of sustainability that 
transcends generations;  
 
BE IT RESOLVED THAT, the Council of Tay Valley Township support the 
Municipality of Tweed in investigating the possibility of working together with 
Ontario Municipalities, Provincial and Federal Governments and manufacturing 
partners to form a working group to ensure that waste disposal issues can be 
resolved quickly, efficiently and effectively with the use of incineration, more 
robust recycling programs and sustainable practices, so that future generations 
will not suffer from our environmental mismanagement; 
 
AND THAT, this support be sent to Premier Ford, Marit Stiles, Leader of the 
Official Opposition Party, and all Ontario Municipalities.” 

ADOPTED 



 

  

 
If you require any further information, please do not hesitate to contact the 
undersigned at (613) 267-5353 ext. 130 or deputyclerk@tayvalleytwp.ca 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 

Aaron Watt, Deputy Clerk 
 
cc: Marit Stiles, Leader of the Official Opposition Party,  
All Municipalities in Ontario 
 
  
 







 TOWN OF WASAGA BEACH 
 

30 Lewis Street, Wasaga Beach 
Ontario, Canada L9Z 1A1 

   Tel (705) 429-3844 
mayor@wasagabeach.com 

________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 
 

 
 

November 24, 2025 
 
Relevant Provincial and Federal Ministries and Agencies. 
 
BY EMAIL ONLY 

 
RE: Resolution from the Town of Wasaga Beach – Advocacy for Funds to Effectively Manage the 
Emerald Ash Borer Infestation 
 
Please be advised that the Council of the Town of Wasaga Beach, during their November 13, 2025 
Council meeting, and at the request of the Township of Stone Mills, passed the following resolution 
regarding Advocacy for Funds to Effectively Manage the Emerald Ash Borer Infestation.  
 
Whereas the Emerald Ash Borer (EAB) infestation has caused a significant increase in dead ash trees 
across Ontario, creating ecological, financial, and public safety challenges; 

 
And whereas the removal and replacement of affected trees has placed a substantial financial burden on 
municipalities, organizations, and property owners; 

 
Therefore, be it resolved that the Town of Wasaga Beach supports the Township of Stone Mills motion to 
urge the Provincial and Federal governments to establish a dedicated fund to assist with the removal and 
replanting of trees impacted by the EAB infestation. 

 
Be it further resolved that this letter of support be submitted to the relevant Provincial and Federal ministries 
and agencies to strengthen regional advocacy efforts on this issue. 
 
Should you have any questions, please contact me at mayor@wasagabeach.com or (705) 429-3844 ext. 
2225. 
 
Sincerely, 

Brian Smith 
Mayor, Town of Wasaga Beach 
 
/mps   



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Matthew Trennum 
City Clerk 

Office of the City Clerk 
Matthew.Trennum@hamilton.ca 

 

City of  Hamilton 
Hamilton City Hall 
71 Main Street West, 1st Floor 
Hamilton, Ontario 
Canada L8P 4Y5 
www.hamilton.ca 
 

 

 

 

 

 

November 19, 2025 
 
Re: Impacts of Provincial Bill 60 on Tenants in Hamilton - REVISED 
 
Hamilton City Council, at its meeting held on Wednesday, November 19, 2025, passed 
the following resolution:  
 
Item 9.3 of the General Issues Committee Minutes 25-016: 
 

9.3 Impacts of Provincial Bill 60 on Tenants in Hamilton - REVISED 
  
 WHEREAS, on October 23, the Provincial government introduced Bill 60, 

Fighting Delays, Building Faster, which seeks to weaken rent control and 
make rental tenure less secure; 

 
WHEREAS, Council has introduced bylaws and policies to protect tenants 
from renovictions and to strengthen protections for tenants; 
 
WHEREAS, Council has enacted new legislation to improve property 
standards, ensure health and safety in apartment buildings, and 
implement an Adequate Temperature Bylaw to address the impacts of 
extreme heat; 
 
WHEREAS, the majority of residents living in Wards 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 are 
tenants; approximately one third of all City residents rent their homes; and 
tenant populations in suburban and rural Wards are growing rapidly; 
 
WHEREAS, through Ward 2 Tenant Town Halls, the Ward 2 Tenant 
Survey, and the Ward 2 Tenant Council, tenants have expressed anxiety 
about rental tenancy and rent control including the impacts they’ve faced 
since the Provincial government changed legislation in 2018 to eliminate 
it; 
WHEREAS, the Provincial government has suggested it will backtrack on 
some parts of its proposed legislation but has not confirmed what the 
impact will be, what will be changed, or how this legislation will be 
implemented; and, 
 
WHEREAS, a similar motion, entitled Impacts of Provincial Legislation that 
Weakens Rental Protections was passed by the City of Toronto’s 
Executive Committee on November 4, 2025. 
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  THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED:  
 

(a) That the Mayor, on behalf of City Council, inform the Government 
of Ontario and all Hamilton Members of Provincial Parliament of its 
opposition to changes to the Residential Tenancies Act in Bill 60 
and the weakening of tenant rights including contemplated changes 
to “security of tenure” or a further weakening of rent control; 
 

(b) That the General Issues Committee direct the City Solicitor to work 
with the Hamilton Legal Clinic and report back in Q1 2026 through 
a Closed Session Information Report to review legal options and 
provide advice to protect renters and challenge the provisions of Bill 
60, including potential Charter protections;  
 

(c) That staff from the Housing Services Division report back to the 
General Issues Committee, through an Information Report and 
presentation, on the potential impact of Bill 60 including changes to 
“security of tenure” and rent control, in Q4 2025; and 
 

(d) That this resolution be circulated to AMO, FCM and all Ontario 
municipalities. 

 
Regards, 

Matthew Trennum 
City Clerk 
 
cc.   

Association of Municipalities of Ontario (AMO) amo@amo.on.ca  
Federation of Canadian Municipalities (FCM) info@fcm.ca  
All Ontario Municipalities  
clerk@addingtonhighlands.ca; info@adelaidemetcalfe.on.ca; rreid@adjtos.ca; 
info@admastonbromley.com; clerks@ajax.ca; alberton@jam21.net; 
arochefort@alfred-plantagenet.com; info@algonquinhighlands.ca; info@amaranth.ca; 
inquiry@amherstburg.ca; info@armourtownship.ca; general@armstrong.ca; 
arnprior@arnprior.ca; deputyclerk@arran-elderslie.ca; clerk@acwtownship.ca; 
bbonisteel@asphodelnorwood.com; assiginackinfo@amtelecom.net; 
athens@myhighspeed.ca; info@atikokan.ca; asimonian@augusta.ca; 
clerks@aurora.ca; jbrick@town.aylmer.on.ca; karin@baldwin.ca; 
amckenzie@bancroft.ca; cityinfo@barrie.ca; bayham@bayham.on.ca; 
cmcgregor@twp.beckwith.on.ca; cpallo@city.belleville.on.ca; 
kmcdonald@billingstwp.ca; reception@blackriver-matheson.com; 
generalmail@blandfordblenheim.ca; katie.scott@blindriver.ca; 
pam.walsh@blindriver.ca; clerk@municipalityofbluewater.ca; 
cao.clerk@bonfieldtownship.org; admin@eganville.com; lmcdonald@bracebridge.ca; 
rmurphy@townofbwg.com; Peter.fay@brampton.ca; brant@brant.ca; 
clerks@brantford.ca; brethour@parolink.net; CDoiron@brighton.ca; 
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brock@townshipofbrock.ca; info@brockton.ca; info@brockville.com; 
Jdenkers@brookealvinston.com; info@brucecounty.on.ca; info@brucemines.ca; 
info@blrtownship.ca; clerk@burksfalls.ca; clerks@burlington.ca; 
burpeemills@vianet.ca; legislative.services@caledon.ca; clerk@callander.ca; 
administration@calvintownship.ca; clerks@cambridge.ca; info@carletonplace.ca; 
clerksoffice@carling.ca; clerk@carlowmayo.ca; admin@casey.ca; 
info@casselman.ca; cpage@cavanmonaghan.net; pshipway@centralelgin.org; 
township@centralfrontenac.com; info@centralhuron.com; 
ddeforge@centralmanitoulin.ca; clerksoffice@centrehastings.com; 
kokane@centrewellington.ca; info@chamberlaintownship.com; info@champlain.ca; 
jonesl@chapleau.ca; cao@chapple.on.ca; info@charltonanddack.com; 
CKclerk@chatham-kent.ca; psinnamon@chatsworth.ca; info@chisholm.ca; 
mouellet@clarence-rockland.com; clerks@clarington.net; clerks@clearview.ca; 
cobalt@cobalt.ca; clerk@cobourg.ca; clerk@cochraneontario.com; 
brentstdenis@gmail.com; toc@ontera.net; townhall@collingwood.ca; 
conmee@conmee.com; cityhall@cornwall.ca; clerk@cramahetownship.ca; 
clerk@dawneuphemia.on.ca; dawsontwp@tbaytel.net; townmail@deepriver.ca; 
gmaracle@deseronto.ca; mavis@doriontownship.ca; info@dourodummer.on.ca; 
admin@dnetownship.ca; generalinquiries@dryden.ca; township@dubreuilville.ca; 
info@dufferincounty.ca; clerks@durham.ca; cao@duttondunwich.on.ca; 
hbouw@duttondunwich.on.ca; twilbee@dysartetal.ca; eftownship@ear-falls.com; 
municipality@eastferris.ca; clerks@eastgarafraxa.ca; 
hvilleneuve@easthawkesbury.ca; ezt@ezt.ca; mail@twpec.ca; rwilliams@twpec.ca; 
CAO@elgin.ca; mail@elizabethtown-kitley.on.ca; info@city.elliotlake.on.ca; 
township@emo.ca; slacarte@englehart.ca; dmctavish@enniskillen.ca; 
dina.lundy@erin.ca; town@espanola.ca; kpascoe@essatownship.on.ca; 
coeinfo@countyofessex.on.ca; Clerks@countyofessex.ca; clerk@evanturel.com; 
office@faraday.ca; nvachon@fauquierstrickland.com; cschofield@forterie.ca; 
town@fort-frances.com; mbouffard@frenchriver.ca; admin@frontofyonge.com; 
info@frontenaccounty.ca; dplumley@frontenacislands.ca; 
information@gananoque.ca; townshipofgauthier@hotmail.com; info@gbtownship.ca; 
bdrury@georgianbluffs.on.ca; info@georgina.ca; gillies@gilliestownship.com; 
townhall@goderich.ca; lmccabe@goderich.ca; adminoffice@gordonbarrieisland.ca; 
scarr@gorebay.ca; mail@townofgrandvalley.ca; info@gravenhurst.ca; 
clerk@greatermadawaska.com; info@greaternapanee.com; 
clerks@greatersudbury.ca; administration@greenstone.ca; tara.warder@grey.ca; 
clerks@greyhighlands.ca; clerks@grimsby.ca; info@guelph.ca; general@get.on.ca; 
info@haldimandcounty.on.ca; mrutter@county.haliburton.on.ca; 
graham.milne@halton.ca; suzannej@haltonhills.ca; info@hamiltontownship.ca; 
btocheri@hanover.ca; harlytwp@parolink.net; pinej@hastingscounty.com; 
info@hastingshighlands.ca; havbelmet@hbmtwp.ca; sgirard@hawkesbury.ca; 
clerk@headclaramaria.ca; townofhearst@hearst.ca; info@highlandseast.ca; 
twphill@parolink.net; admin@hiltontownship.ca; info@hiltonbeach.com; 
aileen.singh@hornepayne.ca; CAO@hortontownship.ca; clerk@howick.ca; 
admin@hudson.ca; tanya.calleja@huntsville.ca; huronadmin@huroncounty.ca; 
bknight@huroneast.com; email@huronshores.ca; info@huronkinloss.com; 
info@ignace.ca; clerks@ingersoll.ca; inquiry@innisfil.ca; 
JBelhumeur@iroquoisfalls.com; Treasurer@Iroquoisfalls.com; 
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elklake@ntl.sympatico.ca; admin@jocelyn.ca; johnsontwp@bellnet.ca; 
office@townshipofjoly.com; general@kapuskasing.ca; 
agendaitems@city.kawarthalakes.on.ca; admin@townofkearney.ca; 
service@kenora.ca; admin@kerns.ca; info@khrtownship.ca; 
cbeauvais@municipalityofkillarney.ca; jlawrie@kincardine.ca; ksmyth@king.ca; 
contactus@cityofkingston.ca; skitchen@kingsville.ca; meagan.elliott@tkl.ca; 
clerk@tkl.ca; jennifer.montreuil@tkl.ca; clerks@kitchener.ca; lavalley@nwonet.net; 
abala@lasalle.ca; info@lairdtownship.ca; MMarkham@lakeofbays.on.ca; 
lakeofthewoodstwp@tbaytel.net; webmaster@lakeshore.ca; 
stephane.thiffeault@county-lambton.on.ca; STroyer-Boyd@lambtonshores.ca; 
info@lanarkcounty.ca; clhclerk@lanarkhighlands.ca; crystallabbe@larderlake.ca; 
admin@larderlake.ca; jallen@latchford.ca; info@laurentianhills.ca; 
info@lvtownship.ca; info@leamington.ca; reception@uclg.on.ca; 
vanessa@townshipleeds.on.ca; borchard@lennox-addington.on.ca; 
clerk@township.limerick.on.ca; info@lincoln.ca; webmaster@london.ca; 
info@loyalist.ca; rreymer@lucanbiddulph.on.ca; twpmacd@onlink.net; 
adminmachar@vianet.ca; clerktreasurer@visitmachin.com; 
info@madawaskavalley.ca; clerk@madoc.ca; clerk@magnetawan.com; 
AAdams@malahide.ca; owen@manitouwadge.ca; reception@mapleton.ca; 
deputyclerk@marathon.ca; kkitteringham@markham.ca; info@markstay-warren.ca; 
t.bennett@marmoraandlake.ca; deputyclerk@matachewan.ca; info@mattawa.ca; 
admin@mattawan.ca; mattice@ntl.sympatico.ca; lwest@mcdougall.ca; 
clerk@township.mckellar.on.ca; clerk@mcmurrichmonteith.com; 
info@mcnabbraeside.com; info@meaford.ca; info@melancthontownship.ca; 
deputyclerk@merrickville-wolford.ca; mivanic@middlesex.ca; 
clerk@middlesexcentre.on.ca; admin@midland.ca; townclerk@milton.ca; 
admin@mindenhills.ca; annilene@town.minto.on.ca; public.info@mississauga.ca; 
town@mississippimills.ca; mono@townofmono.com; info@township.montague.on.ca; 
moonbeam@moonbeam.ca; info@moosonee.ca; townshipofmorley@gmail.com; 
thallam@morristurnberry.ca; clerk@mulmur.ca; clerk@muskoka.on.ca; 
ltarasuck@muskokalakes.ca; chollows@muskokalakes.ca; 
nairncentre@personainternet.com; neebing@neebing.org; clerk@newtecumseth.ca; 
office@newbury.ca; info@newmarket.ca; clerk@niagararegion.ca; 
info@niagarafalls.ca; clerks@notl.com; info@nipigon.net; 
admin@nipissingtownship.com; clerks@norfolkcounty.ca. clerks@norfolkcounty.ca; 
clerk@nalgonawil.com; customerservice@cityofnorthbay.ca; mail@northdumfries.ca; 
info@northdundas.com; clerkplanning@northfrontenac.ca; info@northglengarry.ca; 
general@northgrenville.on.ca; clamb@northhuron.ca; c.parent@northkawartha.ca; 
admin@northmiddlesex.on.ca; clerks@northperth.ca; clerk@northstormont.ca; 
pcress@townofnemi.on.ca; info@northernbruce.ca; 
macdonaldn@northumberlandcounty.ca; karmstrong@norwich.ca; 
twpoconn@tbaytel.net; townclerk@oakville.ca; info@oilsprings.ca; 
Wayne.Hanchard@oliverpaipoonge.on.ca; twpopas@persona.ca; 
info@orangeville.ca; corporate@orillia.ca; deputations@oro-medonte.ca; 
service@oshawa.ca; info@osmtownship.ca; info@ottawa.ca; 
kvanalphen@owensound.ca; clerksoffice@oxfordcounty.ca; 
admin@papineaucameron.ca; rjohnson@townofparrysound.com; 
regional.clerk@peelregion.ca; info@pelee.ca; clerks@pelham.ca; 
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pembroke@pembroke.ca; scooper@penetanguishene.ca; info@townshipofperry.ca; 
clerk@perth.ca; info@perthcounty.ca; township@pertheast.ca; lscott@perthsouth.ca; 
email@petawawa.ca; info@ptbocounty.ca; cityptbo@peterborough.ca; 
petrolia@petrolia.ca; clerks@pickering.ca; clerktreasurer@picklelake.org; 
info@plummertownship.ca; info@plympton-wyoming.ca; 
info@villageofpointedward.com; cityclerk@portcolborne.ca; admin@porthope.ca; 
clerk@powassan.net; info@prescott.ca; spparisien@prescott-russell.on.ca; 
adminassist@princetwp.ca; clerks@pecounty.on.ca; admin@puslinch.ca; 
kevinh@quintewest.ca; rainyriver@tbaytel.net; ramara@ramara.ca; 
municipality@redlake.ca; cao@redrocktownship.com; info@countyofrenfrew.on.ca; 
info@renfrew.ca; clerks@richmondhill.ca; info@twprideaulakes.on.ca; 
clerk.greffe@russell.ca; clerk@ryersontownship.ca; inquiries@sables-spanish.ca; 
clerks@sarnia.ca; clerk@saugeenshores.ca; info@cityssm.on.ca; clerk@schreiber.ca; 
mail@scugog.ca; info@seguin.ca; info@selwyntownship.ca; 
clerk@townshipofsevern.com; jwilloughby@shelburne.ca; clerkdept@shuniah.org; 
info@simcoe.ca; clerk@siouxlookout.ca; info@snnf.ca; info@smithsfalls.ca; 
townhall@townsrf.ca; info@southalgonquin.ca; clerk@town.southbruce.on.ca; 
admin@southbrucepeninsula.com; mail@southdundas.com; 
admin@southfrontenac.net; info@southglengarry.com; info@southhuron.ca; 
info@southriverontario.com; info@southstormont.ca; cao@swox.org; 
jhyde@southgate.ca; clerk@swox.org; info@southwestmiddlesex.ca; 
southwold@southwold.ca; info@townofspanish.com; info@springwater.ca; 
emcginty@stcatharines.ca; ksullivan@stcatharines.ca; webmaster@twp.stclair.on.ca; 
clerkadmin@stjosephtownship.com; general@townofstmarys.com; info@stthomas.ca; 
jbouthillette@stcharlesontario.ca; clerk@stirling-rawdon.com; 
caoclerk@stonemills.com; info@sdgcounties.ca; clerks@stratford.ca; 
clerk@strathroy-caradoc.ca; clerk@strongtownship.com; admin@sundridge.ca; 
clerk@tarbutt.ca; cbonneville@tay.ca; cao@tayvalleytwp.ca; info@tecumseh.ca; 
twptehk@amtelecom.net; projects@temagami.ca; 
municipality@temiskamingshores.ca; info@terracebay.ca; 
shenshaw@thamescentre.on.ca; info@thearchipelago.on.ca; 
townclerk@thebluemountains.ca; jbrizard@nationmun.ca; 
municipalclerk@townshipofthenorthshore.ca; robert.thessalon@bellnet.ca; 
reynaldrivard@nt.net; matthew.trennum@thorold.ca; cityclerk@thunderbay.ca; 
contact@tillsonburg.ca; clerks@timmins.ca; swalton@tiny.ca; 311@toronto.ca; 
info@trenthills.ca; kstevenson@trentlakes.ca; clerk@tudorandcashel.com; 
info@tweed.ca; info@tyendinagatownship.com; info@uxbridge.ca; 
administration@valharty.ca; clerks@vaughan.ca; mkirkham@wainfleet.ca; 
info@warwicktownship.ca; clerk@wasagabeach.com; 
regionalclerk@regionofwaterloo.ca; clerkinfo@waterloo.ca; info@wawa.ca; 
clerk@welland.ca; gkosch@wellesley.ca; jennifera@wellington.ca; 
township@wellington-north.com; westelgin@westelgin.net; mturner@westgrey.com; 
reception@westlincoln.com; info@westnipissing.ca; info@westperth.com; 
kwestgate@villageofwestport.ca; info@whitby.ca; clerks@townofws.ca; 
info@whiteriver.ca; Deputy.clerk@whitestone.ca; info@whitewaterregion.ca; 
info@wilmot.ca; clerks@citywindsor.ca; tgarcia@wollaston.ca; 
info@cityofwoodstock.ca; woolwich.mail@woolwich.ca; accessyork@york.ca 
 















The Corporationof the Municipality of Wawa

Tuesday,November4, 2025

REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING

RESOLUTION

Resolution# RC25177 MeetingOrder:5

Moved by:

WHEREAS
openedthe
and mental
security;and

the removal of rent control in 2018 on any new residential rental unit
door to excessiveyear over year rent increasesand the resulting anxiety
anguish that come with unpredictablerental costs and loss of housing

WHEREAS the loss of rent control hascauseda high numberof peopleacrossOntario
to be forced out of their homesdueto their inability to afford their rent increases;and

WHEREAS without protection from excessiveand malicious rent increases,
Wawa renterswill alsobe at risk of being priced out of their own homes;and

many

WHEREAS unlimited rent increasescan be used as a tool by landlordsacting in bad
faith to removeexisting tenantsin order to replacethem with new tenantsat increased
rates;and

WHEREAS providing housing stability, maintaining affordable housing stock,
protectingrentersfrom unfair rent increasesis of utmostimportanceto this council.

and

WHEREAS This council recognizesthat landlords are essentialto a flourishing and
affordablehousingsystem;and

WHEREAS maintainingNorthernOntarioasa location that is attractiveto landlordsis of
utmost importance.

1._’

WHEREASthis council understandsthat the needfor affordablerental housingnot only
appliesto new builds but alsoto the protectionof existing affordableunits; and
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The Corporationof the Municipality of Wawa

REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING

RESOLUTION

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that Council of the Corporation of the
Municipality of Wawa request the Province of Ontario provide adequateprotection
against excessiveand malicious rent increasesfor all rental units occupied for
residentialpurposeswhile maintaining the ability for landlordsto operatea viable and
sustainablebusiness,and that the Clerk for the Municipality of Wawa senda letter to
HonourableDoug Ford Premierof Ontario, MPP Bill Rosenberg,MP Terry Sheehan,
and othermunicipalitiesthroughoutOntario for their endorsementconsideration.

fl_
W CARRIED MAYOR AND COUNCIL YES NO

DEFEATED Mitch Hatfield
TABLED Cathy Cannon

D RECORDEDVOTE (SEERIGHT) Melanie Pilon
0 PECUNIARY INTERESTDECLARED Jim Hoffmann
El WITHDRAWN JosephOpato

Disclosureof PecuniaryInterestandthe generalnaturethereof.

El Disclosedthe pecuniaryinterestand generalnamethereof and abstainedfrom the discussion,vote
and influence.

clerk:

___________________

CLERK - MAURY O’NEILL

This documentis availablein alternateformats.



The Corporation of the 
County of Northumberland  
555 Courthouse Road 
Cobourg, ON, K9A 5J6 

Northumberland County 
Council Resolution 

Northumberland County Council Resolution  

SENT VIA EMAIL Novembe r 25, 2025 

Right Honourable Mark Carney (Prime Minister of Canada)�� 
Honourable Jill McKnight (Minister of Veterans Affairs and Associate Minister of National 
Defence)��
Honourable Andrew Scheer (Acting Leader of the Official Opposition)�� 
Philip Lawrence (Member of Parliament for Northumberland-Clarke)�� 
Honourable David Piccini (Minister of Labour, Immigration, Training and Skills Development and 
MPP for Northumberland ­ Peterborough South),  
Federation of Canadian Municipalities (FCM)��  
Association of Municipalities of Ontario (AMO)�� 
All Ontario Municipalities 

Re: Correspondence, Municipality of Shuniah 
'Increased Income Support Thresholds for Veterans'

At a meeting held on November 19th, 2025 Northumberland County Council approved Council 
Resolution # 2025-11-19-926, adopting the below recommendation from the November 5, 2025 
Social Services Committee meeting: 

�0�R�Y�H�G���E�\�����&�R�X�Q�F�L�O�O�R�U���/�X�F�D�V���&�O�H�Y�H�O�D�Q�G 
Seconded by : Councillor Mandy Martin 

"That the Social Services Committee support the correspondence from the Municipality of 
Shuniah regarding 'Increased Income Support Thresholds for Veterans' for information; and 

Further That  the Committee recommend that County Council support this correspondence." 

Council Resolution # 2025-11-19-926 Carried 

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact the 
undersigned at bennettt@northumberland.ca or by telephone at 905-372-3329 ext. 2238. 

Sincerely, 
Tonia Bennett 

Manager of Legislative Services / Clerk 
Northumberland County 







COUNCIL RESOLUTION 

HUNICII'Alln ()f 

SHUNIAH 
Resolution No.: ;].qs, �;�;�~�.�s� 

Date: Sep 23. 2025 

SecondedBy: __ �-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�-�- �-
THAT Council hereby receives and supports the resolution from Perry regarding Increased Income 
Support Thresholds for Veterans; 

AND THAT Council directs the Clerk to forward a copy of this resolution to Prime Minister Mark Carney, 
Minister of Veterans Affairs Jill Mcknight, Leader of the Conservative Party of Canada Pierre Poilievre, 
Leader of the Bloc Quebecois Yves-Francais Blanchet, Member of Parliament for Thunder Bay Superior­
North Patty Hajdu, the Federation of Canadian Municipalities (FCM), the Association of Municipalities of 
Ontario (AMO), and all Ontario Municipalities; 

AND THAT the same be filed in the Clerk's Office. 

�~ �r�i�e�d� D Defeated DAmended D Deferred 

re 
Munici of Shuniah, 420 Leslie Avenue, Thunder 
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	December 17, 2025 Council Meeting Agenda Package
	Call the Meeting to Order




