
 

 
 
 

 November 19, 2025 
 
Addition to the Agenda Questions received from Council seeking additional information and 
the corresponding responses provided by staff regarding the November 19, 2025 Council 
agenda items.    
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
6.1.5 September 8 2025 Heritage Advisory Committee Minutes  
-under item 12 there was a carried notice of motion for Council to consider. Is it 
appropriate to bring this up at this meeting or will this be a subject of a future Council 
Report? 
Yes, it is appropriate for Council to pull out this item for discussion at the meeting.  
 
6.2 MECP correspondence: Since our Fill Bylaw is largely based on provincial standards, 
Can staff comment on if or how these Amendments to the Excess Soil Regulation might 
affect our Fill Bylaw? 
Staff will report back on this at a future Council meeting.  
 
6.6 AMO Policy Update - Speed Camera Legislation, First Time Home HST Relief, 
Homelessness 
The Province announced a $210 million investment through the Road Safety Initiatives 
Fund (RSIF) to replace speed cameras with proven traffic-calming measures.; will move 
that staff propose for Council’s review, prior to forwarding to County,  what could be 
appropriate speed mitigation measures between the roundabouts on Brock Road to 
reduce speeds such as raising existing crosswalk, additional traffic lights, speed bumps, 
new raised crosswalk. Staff will have a draft motion prepared.  
 
6.18 Township of Edwardsburgh Cardinal Council Resolution regarding Ontario 
Community Infrastructure Fund (also 6.17)  
-what are staff comments? 
 
A motion in support of this resolution is welcome, particularly in light of the recent 
reductions to the Township’s grant allocation experienced by County-wide member 

November 19, 2025 Council Meeting  



 

municipalities, including the Township. These reductions were previously outlined in 
Report FIN-2025-027, presented at the October 22, 2025 Capital Budget Meeting as 
outlined below: 
 
The 2026 to 2035 Capital Budget and Forecast includes a 10% annual decrease in OCIF – 
Formula Based funding. All municipalities in the County are experiencing similar 
reductions. OCIF funding can be used for roads (paved and unpaved), sidewalks that are 
on existing roads, and bridges and culverts. In past years, the Township has mainly used 
this funding to repave existing paved roads and to rehabilitate bridges and culverts. The 
funding is decreasing because the Province has changed the way it calculates “Current 
Replacement Values” (CRVs). These values are used to determine how much funding each 
municipality receives. In the past, the Province used information from Financial 
Information Returns and AM plans. Now, municipalities must submit their own CRVs using 
provincial templates. If CRVs aren’t provided, the Province uses values from AM plans 
instead. The Township submitted updated CRVs using its most recent Roads Management 
Plan, Bridge and Culvert Inspections, and the Capital Budget and Forecast. The Province 
then updates these numbers each year based on Statistics Canada’s Non-Residential 
Building Construction Price Index. Other factors such as property assessment and median 
household income are also considered, but the main reason for the Township’s reduced 
funding is the Province’s revised CRV calculation. In addition, the Province increased the 
minimum OCIF grant from $100K to $125K, which affects how funding is shared between 
municipalities. For more information on how OCIF funding is calculated, visit:  
www.ontario.ca/page/ontario-community-infrastructure-fund#section-5 
 
6.24 Township of Centre Wellington Council Resolution regarding Bill 21 Protect our Food 
Act 
-we should support Staff will have a draft motion prepared. 
 
6.28 Support the Motion by the City of Thorald regarding the publication of the sexual 
offender registry and formally request the that the Government of Ontario amend 
Christopher’s Law to permit public access to the Registry. Staff will have a draft motion 
prepared.  
 
6.28 Letter to Township of Puslinch Council regarding Transparency for Sex Offender 
Registry Staff will have a draft motion prepared. 
The following motion is proposed 

http://www.ontario.ca/page/ontario-community-infrastructure-fund#section-5


 

Be it resolved that the Township of Puslinch fully supports the Town of Lincoln Motion RC-
2025-82 adopted at their meeting of Sept. 22,2025 requesting 
•     the Government of Canada to implement urgent reforms to criminal laws and the 
bail system, ensuring that repeat violent offenders are not released into communities 
where they may reoffend and endanger public safety 
•     allow public access to the Ontario Sex Offender Registry, with appropriate 
safeguards to protect privacy while prioritizing community safety and the protection of 
children; 
and that 
a copy of this resolution be circulated to the Prime Minister 
of Canada, Premier of Ontario, the, Minister of Justice and Attorney 
General of Canada, the Attorney General of Ontario, the Solicitor General 
of Ontario, MP Michael Chong, MPP Joseph Racinsky 
the Association of Municipalities of Ontario (AMO), the Federation of Canadian 
Municipalities (FCM) 
 
7.2.1 10:05 A.M. Amended Delegation by Julie Alexander, Senior Advisor,  
Slide 5 what is the OEB’s threshold for economic feasibility?   
The threshold that the project will need to meet is when the 40-year revenue matches the 
cost of the project then there is no cost to the customer.  If the revenue does not match the 
cost of the project, then a financial contribution will be required.       

• There is a gas main running north south just east of Wellington Road 35 to a distribution station 
on Forestell. This pipeline crosses several Township and County roads; what would be the 
criteria/ hurdles to construct east and west to service residents?  Please provide specific roads 
that the Township of Puslinch is considering requesting gas to and also the potential number of 
customers. We will need a specific scope of the area in order to determine best routes, 
challenges etc.  Based on the look of the area, there will be permits required as it appears we 
may be working in environmentally sensitive areas (i.e. GRCA??) 

• There are instances of gas lines existing in Puslinch servicing some properties how can we cause 
investigation to be undertaken to determine if there is an opportunity for residents living beside 
these gas lines can be provided with gas service?  This is dependent on a variety of factors such 
as the scope of the area, environmental permits, terrain, number of interested customers 
etc.  Enbridge will need to be provided with a specific area scope and interested customers will 
need to have their contractor submit an application for natural gas through our GetConnected 
system.      

 
9.4.2 Report COR-2025-057 Reporting Out from Council Direction Update  



 

-very good suggested responses 
Schedule C – Proposed Comments regarding ERO 025-1101 Consultation on Enhanced 
Development Standards – Lot Level (outside of buildings) 
-re “If they were standardized at a minimal provincial level, or prohibited outright, the 
result could be increased runoff to rural ditches, greater erosion and sedimentation, and 
added stress on private wells and septic systems,”; please explain the stress on private 
wells and septic systems. 
Private wells rely on stable groundwater recharge as noted in the Well Aware Booklet 
published by Green Communities Canada in partnership with the Ontario Ground Water 
Association. Septic systems require appropriate setbacks, soil and infiltration capacity as 
noted in the SepticSmart! Understanding Your Home’s Wastewater System published by 
the province and Rideau Valley Conservation Authority . If enhanced infiltration, soil 
volume and vegetation standards are restricted then there may be less water infiltration 
and septic systems may become saturated due to unmanaged run office.   
-is there a rationale to stating words to the effect the recharge of the water table would be 
reduced which affects residents and municipalities who source their water from aquifers? 
Staff have amended the paragraph as follows:  
 

The Provincial Policy Statement 2024 (PPS) directs planning authorities to plan for 
reduced greenhouse-gas emissions and for climate resilience, including through 
green infrastructure, low-impact development and active transportation. In 
Puslinch, several lot-level standards outside the building envelope directly 
implement these directions: requiring infiltration features or bio-retention where 
soils and groundwater protection warrant it; specifying driveway materials and 
widths to limit runoff; ensuring for adequate soil volumes and native plantings to 
sustain canopy and manage heat. The ERO posting recognizes that these types of 
requirements are among the items under consideration in this consultation. If they 
were standardized at a minimal provincial level, or prohibited outright, the result 
could be increased runoff to rural ditches, greater erosion and sedimentation, and 
added stress on private wells and septic systems, all of which would be counter to 
the intent of the PPS and local environmental stewardship. Further, these 
restrictions may lead to a reduction in recharge of the water table which could affect 
residents of municipalities who source their water from aquifers. 

 
9.4.3 Report COR-2025-058 Zoning By-law Amendment Application  
Recommendation Report to lift the holding provision – 1873 Townline Road 



 

-report indicates that a site plan has been approved by staff; would it be possible to see a 
copy of the site plan for information (this was discussed by Council)? 
Please see attached the redacted approved site plan and agreement for Council’s 
information.   
 
9.4.6 10:15 A.M. Report COR-2025-061 Pre-consultation Regarding draft updates  
to the Grand River Source Protection Plan ≠ 
-p.6 of report re “The Township Hydrogeologists’ comments should be reviewed, 
discussed further with the Township Hydrogeologists and the Risk Management Official 
and edits made to the policies as needed.”; is it possible to receive a copy of the 
Hydrogeologist’s comments? 
The Township’s Hydrogeologists will be present at the meeting to speak to their comments 
and answer any questions from Council.  
-would it make sense at this time to provide comments relating to the concern of Guelph’s 
owning the primary hydrogeological model and not providing access thereto?; if so could 
staff prepare such comments for review by Council? 
With respect to the City of Guelph’s ownership of the primary hydrogeological model, this 
concern was noted in the report for Council’s context, however, staff advise that there is 
nothing further to be done in this regard.  The Province and the City provided the funding for 
this model over a period of years dating back to the early 2010’s and the intellectual 
property rights were fully transferred to the City as part of those funding agreements.  The 
Province further confirmed this transfer of intellectual property rights in 2017 to the 
Township, County and other stakeholders.   
 
The City of Guelph does have a process, in which, the Township, County or private 
applicants can access the model.  To date, the Township or County have not needed to 
access the model, however, we are aware of a small number of private Permit to Take 
Water applicants accessing the model.  A policy is proposed in the amendment to outline a 
process for future developments where the Township or County may require the use of the 
model.  It is noted that this use would be at the discretion of the Township or County and 
based on advice from the Township Hydrogeologist.  The policy contained in WC-CW-22.24 
is copied below for ease of access and available here: Grand River Source Protection Plan 
Update | Drinking Water Source Protection  
 
Additionally, Provincial Ministries have the option to have applicants use the model and 
this is outlined in prescribed instrument policies such as WC-MC-22.1, WC-MC-22.2 and 

https://us-west-2.protection.sophos.com/?d=sourcewater.ca&u=aHR0cHM6Ly93d3cuc291cmNld2F0ZXIuY2Evc291cmNlLXByb3RlY3Rpb24tYXJlYXMvZ3JhbmQtcml2ZXItc291cmNlLXByb3RlY3Rpb24tYXJlYS9ncmFuZC1yaXZlci1zb3VyY2UtcHJvdGVjdGlvbi1wbGFuLXVwZGF0ZS8=&i=NjY3OTkyNmYzYjY4ODE3MDU0OTExMzFl&t=UFUyWkNZQ2VyUjJmMy9wbGd4SUpZVnpsczNmREpXV1Qxb2pMa2NYNW5GND0=&h=b63f307ed9634c4fae4e639d088ce176&s=AVNPUEhUT0NFTkNSWVBUSVaS-e5qlJ5qc9iqDD8IyzVwNrFzf9DZDs-M_eJlGHSBuQ
https://us-west-2.protection.sophos.com/?d=sourcewater.ca&u=aHR0cHM6Ly93d3cuc291cmNld2F0ZXIuY2Evc291cmNlLXByb3RlY3Rpb24tYXJlYXMvZ3JhbmQtcml2ZXItc291cmNlLXByb3RlY3Rpb24tYXJlYS9ncmFuZC1yaXZlci1zb3VyY2UtcHJvdGVjdGlvbi1wbGFuLXVwZGF0ZS8=&i=NjY3OTkyNmYzYjY4ODE3MDU0OTExMzFl&t=UFUyWkNZQ2VyUjJmMy9wbGd4SUpZVnpsczNmREpXV1Qxb2pMa2NYNW5GND0=&h=b63f307ed9634c4fae4e639d088ce176&s=AVNPUEhUT0NFTkNSWVBUSVaS-e5qlJ5qc9iqDD8IyzVwNrFzf9DZDs-M_eJlGHSBuQ


 

WC-MC-22.3 and WC-MC-22.19.  It is noted, however, that these policies are likely to be 
changed by the Province as outlined in the staff report related to Bill 56 changes.  
 
WC-CW-22.24 Future Specify Action G-GET WHPA-Q  
 
To ensure that any Future Consumptive Water Taking in the G-GET WHPA-Q never 
becomes a significant drinking water threat, where this activity would be a significant 
drinking water threat, and for any development that requires, or could require, 
groundwater taking in excess of 50,000 litres per day in the G-GET WHPA-Q, the County 
and/or Municipality shall require the applicant, where appropriate, and on a user fee basis, 
to request the City of Guelph to run the Tier 3 Model to assess the risk of the proposed 
water taking associated with the proposed new development.  
 
If Council wished to register their concern to the Lake Erie Source Protection Region 
regarding the ownership of the model and recognizing that the ownership is not subject to 
this amendment nor within the jurisdiction of the Lake Erie Source Protection Region to 
change, a proposed comment is below:  
 

Council continues to be concerned that the primary hydrogeological model is 
owned by one municipality, the City of Guelph, who is also the largest water taker in 
the Tier 3 study area.  Council suggests that ownership should rest with either the 
Province or a watershed based agency.  

 
 
9.5.1 Report BLD-2025-004 Building Department Third Quarter Update - June to September 
2025  
-if we have projection on how the Building Department reserve will be affected by the 
permits received this year could it be provided? Based on current building permit revenues 
and recoveries recorded in the budget system as of November 16, 2025 ($483K), plus an 
additional $63K in estimated fourth-quarter building permit revenue for a known 
development, and compared to the 2025 projected expenditures of $753K (with actuals to 
September 30, 2025 estimated at $565K, inclusive of indirect cost allocations), an 
operating withdrawal from the Building Surplus Reserve will be required. The current rough 
estimate for this withdrawal is approximately $207K. For comparison, the operating 
withdrawal in 2024 was $281K. The current balance in the reserve is $663K. Please see 
below the 2025 Building Department budget for reference: 



 

 

Department 
2025 
Budget  

Expenditures   

Building $843,940 

Expenditures Total $843,940 

ReserveTransfers   

Building -$135,296 

ReserveTransfers 
Total -$135,296 

Revenues   

Building -$708,644 

Revenues Total -$708,644 

Grand Total $0 

 
10.2 IESO Priority Needs KWCG Electrical Region Virtual Information Session ≠ Staff will 
have a draft motion prepared. 
-will move that staff reach out to Hydro One to come to Council and explain the process 
and schedule for the study and construction of towers from Concession 7 (at 401) to the 
Preston TS 
 
10.3 Proposed Township Comments regarding ARA Site Plan Amendment for Newbauer Pit  
-would it make sense to revise the last paragraph to state “Should the Ministry grant the 
proposed amendment Site Plan for the subject land without the benefit of further 
consultation, we would appreciate a copy of the approved site plans for our files.” 
Staff will amend the objection letter accordingly.  
 
Re 7.2 Is there mapping or a link to mapping that clearly shows natural gas connectivity and non-
connectivity in Puslinch?  
Attached is a map received from Enbridge. The map is a few years old, and staff can work 
with Enbridge to receive a more up to date map to be provided to Council in the future.  
 
9.4.1 Is there a sample of the proposed heritage signs for Council to see? 
Staff have not receive a physical sample of the sign. If Council would like a physical 
sample, staff can request one however there may be a cost associated with this. Page 4 of 
the Heritage Plaque Policy shows an example heritage plaque with the property details of 



 

6633 Roszell Road. The structure was built in 1877, known as the Pannabaker House. The 
name of the first property owner was Samual Pannabaker, and the occupation of the 
original landowner was a blacksmith.  

 
“Staff will arrange for the ordering and coordination of the plaque installation by staff or an 
approved vendor.” Is there benefit to doing all 10 orders in a batch order?  For cost savings?  For 
consistency in how the signs are built?  How do we ensure the vendor/ design is consistent?   
Staff have reviewed the potential for cost savings through bulk ordering and can confirm 
that there would be no cost savings from ordering all 10 plaque at once. Staff recommend 
proceeding with orders on an as-needed basis. Consistency in design and fabrication will 
be maintained by using a single vendor and the standardized plaque template. The vendor 
selected by the Township is also used by other member municipalities and they have not 
shared any concerns with respect to consistency of their plaques.  
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PUSLINCH CON 1 PT LOT 1
TOWNSHIP OF PUSLINCH
COUNTY OF WELLINGTON

      DP = Demarcation Post

QUINNELL
1873 Townline Road
Township of Puslinch

N1T 2J3

A (sp109) & NE (sp109)
Provision Required Proposed

Lot Area for Outdoor Storage
(max.) 2.4 ha 2.4 ha

Lot Frontage (min.) 120 m 120 m
Front Yard (min.) 75 m 75 m

Interior Side Yard (min.)
Northerly: 39 m
Southerly: 180 m

Northerly: 41.9 m
Southerly: 183.4 m

Rear Yard (min.) 78 m 79.3 m
Lot Coverage (max.) 30 % 1.8%

Outdoor Storage Area Location
Shall not be closer than 5 m

from a wetland feature or from
any adjacent residential use.

Complies

Buildings or Structures in NE
Zone

Not permitted Complies

Keeping or Housing of Livestock Not permitted Complies

Demarcation Posts

Demarcation posts at an
interval of 25 metres shall be

installed and maintained
along the easterly boundaries
of the outdoor storage area

Complies

SIGN POST
TELESPAR
PERFORATED
TUBING (1.2m
height)

SIGN

10
0

PROTECTED
NATURAL

AREA

NO
TRESPASSING
NO DUMPING
NO PARKING

Demarcation Post and Sign Example

Landscape Planting Area Detail Detail (N.T.S)
Native Plant species to include: Abies Balsamea, Pinus resinosa, Picea Glauca, Pinus strobus
Size at time of planting: 200 cm

1. DSJune 24, 2025 Revise Site Plan;

N

2. DSAugust 14, 2025 Revise Site Plan;

3. JBSeptember 4, 2025 Revise Site Plan;
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Understanding the Watershed and Natural Features

The Township of Puslinch is located within the Grand River Watershed. 
It is the largest watershed in Southern Ontario and includes all the land 
drained by the Grand River and its tributaries.

The property is entirely located within
the Ellis Creek-Speed River
watershed. The Puslinch Lake Irish
Creek Provincially Significant Wetland
Complex (PSW) is located on the east
side of the property. PSWs are
wetland areas designated by the
Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources
as significant within Ontario. They are
protected from development and
alteration. The PSW is composed of
swamp and marsh habitats and is
home to a range of plant and animal
species.

The PSW and adjacent woodlands
are regulated by the Grand River
Conservation Authority (GRCA).

Dan’s RV Storage
1873 Townline Road, Puslinch

In order to protect the wetland, vegetation, and wildlife identified as 

the ‘wetland limit’ on the property, the following measures have been 

identified for this development:

 5.0 metre setback from the wetland limit to the storage areas

 Permanent signage identifying the protected PSW and the 

buffer

 Ecological management of the buffer area

Environmental Brochure and 
User Information 

for Trailer Storage Users
Integrating the Trailer Storage Use with Nature

As a user of this property, it is important to be aware of the sensitive 
natural heritage features and functions located on and around the land. 

Environmental Management Actions

The actions you take can have a direct effect on the functioning of a 
healthy environment. The following offers some suggestions on how to 

Mitigation Measures

This property has been designed to respect the natural and 
protected features of the adjacent lands. The following measures 



The long-term preservation of these features is integral to the design 
and operation of this property.

Protecting these natural features requires the responsible stewardship 
of all people who use this space. This brochure provides an overview of 
the features in the area and provides recommendations for how you 
can contribute to their long-term preservation.

Protection of Natural Environment
Please respect the natural areas.  Markers are in place to delineate the 
natural areas and the buffer area.  Do not enter the wetland area and do 
not remove plants from natural areas and buffer.

Invasive Species
Invasive species can spread quickly and harm local ecosystems. 
Please take a moment to inspect all vehicles for invasives such as 
seeds, plant matter, or insects. A simple inspection helps protect the 
surrounding natural area and supports long-term environmental 
stewardship. 

reduce your ecological footprint and contribute to environmental 
stewardship:

 Do not park trailers extending into the wetland and wetland buffer,  

as will be identified by the markers.

 Do not dump yard waste, garbage, or compost into the natural 

areas on this property. Use garbage cans and avoid littering.

 Keep pets under control. Free-roaming pets can harass and kill 

wildlife.

 Stoop and scoop after your pet. Pet waste pollutes waterways and 

contains harmful bacteria and parasites.

 Please stay on designated driveways and parking areas. Straying 

into natural areas can cause damage to vegetation and soil.

 Do not store any chemicals within your trailer

have been incorporated into the design:

 Installation of permanent signage at intervals of 25 m 
identifying the wetland buffer boundary

 Additional native species plantings along the wetland buffer
 Installation of entrance sign with details of the protected 

PSW, woodland, and wetland buffer

As a user of this property, it is important to recognize the natural 
and protected features in your community. These elements form an 
integral part of the community and, if treated with respect, will be 
available for the enjoyment of future generations.
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