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The Corporation of Loyalist Township (via e-mail)
P.O. Box 70. 263 Main Street,
Odessa, ON K0H 2H0

November 3, 2020
Re: Support of Resolution from Loyalist Township regarding funding for community groups
and service clubs affected by pandemic
Please be advised that on October 28th 2020 the Town of Plympton-Wyoming Council passed the
following motion to support the Council of Loyalist Township motion (attached) regarding funding for
community groups and service clubs affected by pandemic that was passed on September 28th 2020:
Motion #13 – Moved by Bob Woolvett, Seconded by Netty McEwen that Council supports item ‘n’
regarding funding for community groups and service clubs affected by pandemic.
Motion Carried.
If you have any questions regarding the above motion, please do not hesitate to contact me by phone
or email at ekwarciak@plympton-wyoming.ca.
Sincerely,

Erin Kwarciak
Clerk
Town of Plympton-Wyoming
Cc:

(all sent via e-mail)
MP Marilyn Gladu – Sarnia-Lambton
MPP Bob Bailey- Sarnia-Lambton
Premier of Ontario
Prime Minister of Canada
Association of Municipalities Ontario
Rural Ontario Municipalities Association
All Ontario Municipalities

The Corporation of the Town of Plympton-Wyoming
P.O Box 250, 546 Niagara Street, Wyoming Ontario N0N 1T0
Tel: 519-845-3939 Ontario Toll Free: 1-877-313-3939
www.plympton-wyoming.com
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From: Carolyn Lance
Sent: November 6, 2020 12:35 PM
Subject: Lake Simcoe Protection Plan, Water Quality and Natural Heritage protection

Good afternoon.

Please be advised that the Town of Georgina at its meeting held on October 28 th
passed the following resolution and respectfully requests support of its position
concerning the protection of the provisions of the Lake Simcoe Protection Plan that
protect water quality and natural heritage.

RESOLUTION NO. C-2020- 0336
Moved By Councillor Neeson
Seconded By Councillor Fellini
That Town Council receive the briefing note from the Georgina Environmental Advisory
Committee and endorse the following position of the Lake Simcoe Protection Plan to
ensure the provisions of the Lake Simcoe Protection Plan that protect water quality and
natural heritage are upheld:
WHEREAS a healthy environment provides the foundation for healthy communities,
healthy people and a healthy economy
AND WHEREAS the passage of the Lake Simcoe Protection Act received unanimous,
all party support in the Ontario legislature in 2008;
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Town of Georgina calls on the Ontario
Government to demonstrate its commitment to clean water and protecting what matters
most in the Provincial statutory review of the Lake Simcoe Protection Plan, by ensuring
that provisions in the Lake Simcoe Protection Plan that protect water quality are not
weakened and that policies protecting natural heritage be strengthened, in order to
meet the targets of the Lake Simcoe Protection Plan;
AND that the Ontario Government be requested to work collaboratively with affected
Provincial Ministries and all levels of government, including First Nations and Metis, to
achieve the goals and targets of the Lake Simcoe Protection Plan and to resource the
programs that improve Lake Simcoe's water quality during the provincial statutory
review of the Lake Simcoe Protection Plan;
AND that copies of this resolution be provided to Ontario Premier Doug Ford, Official
Opposition Leader Andrea Horvath, MPP John Fraser, MPP Mike Schreiner, MPP
Caroline Mulroney, MPP Jeff Yurek, Minister of the Environment, Conservation and
Parks and to all Lake Simcoe Watershed municipalities for their support.
Carried
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Thank you for your consideration of this request.
Sincerely,
Carolyn Lance
Council Services Coordinator
Clerk’s Division | Town of Georgina
26557 Civic Centre Road, Keswick, ON | L4P 3G1
905-476-4301 Ext. 2219 | georgina.ca
Follow us on Twitter and Instagram, like us on Facebook

*Please note that our office hours are Monday to Friday, 8:30am to 4:30pm*
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November 9, 2020
The Hon. Doug Ford, Premier of Ontario
Legislative Building
Queen's Park
Toronto ON
M7A 1A1
Dear Premier Ford,
Re: Bill 218, Supporting Ontario’s Recovery and Municipal Elections Act
Please be advised that at their meeting on November 2, 2020, Council of the Municipality of
Meaford passed the following resolution pertaining to Bill 218, Supporting Ontario’s Recovery
and Municipal Elections Act:
Moved by: Deputy Mayor Keaveney
Seconded by: Councillor Vickers
That Council of the Municipality of Meaford:
1.
2.
3.
4.

Declare their opposition to all of the amendments to the Municipal
Elections Act proposed as part of Bill 218;
Reaffirm their desire to move ahead with a ballot question in 2022
about switching to a ranked ballot election in 2026;
Direct staff to send a copy of this resolution to the Premier, Minister
of Municipal Affairs, Leader of the Opposition; and
Direct staff to send a copy of this resolution to all municipalities in
the Province of Ontario requesting their support in opposing the
amendments to the Municipal Elections Act.
Carried - Resolution #2020-30-05

As per the above resolution, please accept a copy of this correspondence for your information
and consideration.
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Yours sincerely,

Matt Smith
Clerk / Director of Community Services
Municipality of Meaford
21 Trowbridge Street West, Meaford
519-538-1060, ext. 1115 | msmith@meaford.ca
cc:

Steve Clark, Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing
Andrea Horwath, Leader of Opposition
Bill Walker, MPP
Association of Municipalities of Ontario
All Ontario Municipalities
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November 12, 2020
MPP Will Bouma
96 Nelson Street, Suite 101
Brantford, ON N3T 2X1

Sent via email: will.bouma@pc.ola.org
Dear MPP Bouma:
Please be advised that Brantford City Council at its Special meeting held November 10, 2020
passed the following resolution:
Bill 218 - Ranked Ballots for Municipal Elections
WHEREAS Bill 218 – “Supporting Ontario's Recovery and Municipal Elections Act, 2020”
removes the option for municipalities to choose the ranked ballot system for an election;
and
WHEREAS in 2016 the Ontario Provincial Government gave municipalities the tools to
use Ranked Balloting in Municipal elections commencing in 2018, which was deployed in
the City of London thereby becoming the first Municipality in Canada to make the switch,
while Cambridge and Kingston both passed referendums in favour of reform and
Burlington, Barrie, Guelph, Meaford and others are now exploring a change as well; and
WHEREAS the change of election method process does not impact the Provincial
election models but greatly impacts a Municipalities execution options; and
WHEREAS the only explanation given for this is that we should not be ‘experimenting’
with the electoral process during a pandemic mindful that ranked ballot voting is not an
experiment but widely used throughout the world and should be a local option that
Municipalities can look to utilize in the next election which is just under two years away
WHEREAS Bill 218 also moves up the Municipal nomination date from the end of July to
mid September for no apparent reason thereby reinforcing the power of incumbency and
potentially discouraging broader participation in municipal elections; and
WHEREAS these changes are being proposed without any consultation with AMO,
Municipalities or the public;

CITY CLERK’S OFFICE

City Hall, 100 Wellington Square, Brantford, ON N3T 2M2 P.O Box 818, Brantford, ON N3T 5R7
Phone: (519) 759-4150
Fax: (519) 759-7840
www.brantford.ca

12
2

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED:
A. THAT the City Clerk BE DIRECTED to submit the following comments on behalf
of the Council of the City of Brantford to the Province of Ontario with respect to
the proposed changes to the Municipal Elections Act, 1996:
i.
Council does not support the proposed changes to the Municipal Elections
Act, 1996, specifically related to the removal of the option for a municipality
to hold a ranked ballot election;
ii.
Council does support the principle that each Municipality should be able to
choose whether or not to use first-past-the-post or a ranked ballot election;
and
iii.
Council encourages the Provincial government to meaningfully consult with
Municipalities on municipal issues before introducing legislative changes of
this magnitude; and
B. THAT the City Clerk BE DIRECTED to forward a copy of this resolution to MPP
Will Bouma, Premier Doug Ford, and the list of other Municipalities and include a
request to delay the decision until such a time that the Association of
Municipalities of Ontario, Large Urban Mayor’s Caucus of Ontario, the Federation
of Canadian Municipalities and comments from Municipalities have been collected
and submitted to the Province.

I trust this information is of assistance.
Yours truly,

Tanya Daniels
City Clerk
tdaniels@brantford.ca
cc:

Hon. D. Ford, Premier of Ontario
The Association of Municipalities of Ontario;
The Federation of Canadian Municipalities;
Large Urban Mayor’s Caucus of Ontario;
All Ontario Municipalities
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Our Focus: Your Future

Legislative Services
November 17,2020
File#120203

Sent via email: premier@ontario.ca

The Honourable Doug Ford, Premier of Ontario
Room 281, Legislative Building, Queen's Park
Toronto, ON M7A 1A1
Honourable and Dear Sir:

Re:

Town of Grimsby - Amendment to Bill 108 - More Homes, More Choice Act, 2019,
which amended the Ontario Heritage Act - Request to Remove the Powers
provided to the Local Planning Appeal Tribunal, Retain Authority for Hearing
Certain Appeals by the Conservation Review Board, and Return the Authority for
Final Decisions to Municipal Gouncils

Please be advised the Municipal Council of the Town of Fort Erie at its meeting of November
16,2020 received and supported correspondence from the Town of Grimsby dated November
4, 2020 strongly recommending that Schedule 1 1 of Bill 108 be amended to return the
authority for final decisions to municipal council's as the elected representatives of the
communities wherein the property and its features of cultural heritage value exist.

Attached please find a copy of the Town of Grimsby's correspondence dated November 4,
2020.
Thank you for your attention to this matter
Yours very

C,J

Carol Schofield, ipl.M.A.
Manager, Legislative Services/Clerk
cschofi eld@forterie.ca

CS:dlk
c.c.

The Honourable Lisa Macleod, Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism and Culture lndustries Lisa.macleodco@pc.ola.orq
Andrea Horwath, MPP and Leader of the Official Opposition and the Ontario NDP Party, MPP horwatha-qp@ndp.on.ca
Steven Del Duca, Leader of the Ontario Liberal Party steven@ontarioliberal.ca
Mike Schreiner, MPP and Leader of the Green Party of Ontario Mschreiner@ola.org
Sam Oosterholf , MPP, Niagara West sam.oosterhoff@pc.ola.orq
Devanne Kripp, Deputy Town Clerk, Town of Grimsby dkripp@qrimsbv.ca
Association of Municipalities of Ontario amo@amo.on.ca
Ontario Municipalities

All MPP's in the Province of Ontario
Niagara Region ann-marie.norio@niaqarareqion.ca

Mailing

Address:

The Corporation of the Town of Fort Erie
ON L2A 2So
Phone: (905) 871-1600 FAX: (905) 871-4022

1 Municipal Centre Drive, Fort Erie

Office Hours 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.

Web-site: www.forterie.ca
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From:
To:

Date:
Subject:

"Devanne Kripp" <dkripp@grimsby.ca>
"'doug.fordco@pc.ola.org"' <doug.fordco@pc.ola.org>
2020-11-04 10:20 AM
Proposed Regulation under the Ontario Heritage Act - Bill 108

Dear Hon. Doug Ford

At its meeting of October 19,2020, the Town of Grimsby Committee of the Whole passed the
following resolution, which was subsequently approved by Council on November 2,2020:
Moved by Councillor Bothwell; Seconded by Councillor Freake;
Resolved that the Report PA20-22 dated October19,2020, be received; and,
That the report be endorsed and submitted to the Province, along with the following
motion, as the Town of Grimsby's comments to the Environmental Registry.

WHEREAS RoyalAssent has been granted to Bill 108 entitled 'More Homes, More
Choice Act, 2019' on June 6,2019; and,
WHEREAS Schedule 11 of Bill 108 contains amendments to the Ontario Heritage Act
which require appeals under the Ontario Heritage Act to be heard by the Local Planning
Appeal Tribunal not the Conservation Review Board; and,
WHEREAS the Conservation Review Board is an adjudicative tribunal that, through the
mandate provided by the Ontario Heritage Act, considers a number of matters such as:
. The proposed designation of a property as having cultural heritage value or interest;
. Applications for the repeal of a By-law on a specific property;
. Applications related to the alteration of a property covered by a By-law; and,
. Matters related to archaeological licensing, and,
WHEREAS Schedule 11 of Bill 108 will come into effect on a date to be proclaimed by
the Lieutenant Governor; and,
WHEREAS the Local Planning Appeal Tribunal are not experts in heritage matters unlike
members of the Conservation Review Board; and,
WHEREAS the Local Planning AppealTribunal decisions are binding decisions unlike
the Conservation Review Board non-binding recommendations; and,
WHEREAS the Ontario Heritage Act provides a means for municipalities to protect and
preserve the cultural heritage value or interest of the municipality for generations to
come; and,
WHEREAS the Conservation Review Board currently provides reports to municipal
council's setting out its findings of fact, and its recommendations so that a final decision
can be rendered by municipalities about what is valuable in their community;
WHEREAS the Town of Grimsby remains committed to the preservation and protection
of property of cultural heritage value or interest;
NOW THEREFORE BE lT RESOLVED THAT the Town of Grimsby strongly
recommends that Schedule 1 1 of Bill 108 be amended to remove the powers provided to
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the Local Planning Appeal Tribunal, retaining authority for hearing certain appeals by the
Conservation Review Board; and,
BE lT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Town of Grimsby strongly recommends that
Schedule 1 1 of Bill 108 be amended to return the authority for final decisions to
municipal council's as the elected representative of the communities wherein the
property and its features of cultural heritage value exist; and,
BE lT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT a copy of this motion be sent to the Honourable
Doug Ford, Premier of Ontario, Lisa McLeod the Minister of Heritage, Sport, Tourism
and Culture lndustries, Andrea Horwath, MPP and Leader of the Official Opposition and
the Ontario NDP Party, MPP Steven Del Duca Leader of the Ontario Liberal Party, Mike
Schreiner MPP and Leader of the Green Party of Ontario, Sam Oosterholf MPP Niagara
West; and,
BE lT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT a copy of this motion be sent to the Association of
Municipalities of Ontario (AMO), all MPP's in the Province of Ontario, the Niagara
Region and all Municipalities in Ontario for their consideration."
We strongly recommend that the Ontario government consider amendments to Bill 108
to return the final authority to municipal Council's to determine what is of cultural
heritage value or interest in their communities with the benefits of the expert and
professional advice provided by the Conservation Review Board.
CARRIED
YES: Councillors Bothwell, Dunstall, Freake, Kadwell, Ritchie, Sharpe, Vaine, Vardy and
Mayor Jordan

A copy of the report has been enclosed
Regards,
Devanne Kripp, Dipl. M. A.
Deputy Town Clerk
905 945 9634 ex|.2177
Town of Grimsby | 160 Livingston Avenue, P.O Box 159 | Grimsby ON L3M 4G3 | WWw,gIryqUy,ae
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#P420-22
Proposed Regulation under the Ontario Heritage Act (Bill t08)

Report To:

Gommittee of the Whole

Meeting Date:

October 19,2020

Subject:

Proposed Regulation under the Ontario Heritage Act

(Biil 108)
Recommendation(s)
1

. That the Report PA20-22 dated Octoberl 9, 2020, be received and

2.

That the report be endorsed and submitted to the Province, along with the
following motion, as the Town of Grimsby's comments to the Environmental
Registry.
WHEREAS RoyalAssent has been granted to Bill 108 entitled'More Homes,
More Choice Act, 2019' on June 6,2019; and,
WHEREAS Schedule 1 1 of Bill 108 contains amendments to the Ontario
Heritage Act which require appeals under the Ontario Heritage Act to be heard
by the Local Planning Appeal Tribunal not the Conservation Review Board; and,
WHEREAS the Conservation Review Board is an adjudicative tribunal that,
through the mandate provided by the Ontario Heritage Act, considers a number
of matters such as:

. The proposed designation of a property as having cultural heritage value
or interest;
. Applications for the repeal of a By-law on a specific property;
. Applications related to the alteration of a property covered by a By-law;
and,

. Matters related to archaeological licensing. AND,
WHEREAS Schedule 1 1 of Bill 108 will come into effect on a date to be
proclaimed by the Lieutenant Governor; and,
WHEREAS the Local Planning Appeal Tribunal are not experts in heritage
matters unlike members of the Conservation Review Board; and,
WHEREAS the Local Planning Appeal Tribunal decisions are binding decisions
unlike the Conservation Review Board non-binding recommendations; and,

Page 1 of 14
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Proposed Regulation under the Ontario Heritage Act (Bill 108)

WHEREAS the Ontario Heritage Act provides a means for municipalities to
protect and preserve the cultural heritage value or interest of the municipality for
generations to come; and,
WHEREAS the Conservation Review Board currently provides reports to
municipal council's setting out its findings of fact, and its recommendations so
that a final decision can be rendered by municipalities about what is valuable in
their community;
WHEREAS the Town of Grimsby remains committed to the preservation and
protection of property of cultural heritage value or interest;
NOW THEREFORE BE lT RESOLVED THAT the Town of Grimsby strongly
recommends that Schedule 11 of Bill 108 be amended to remove the powers
provided to the Local Planning Appeal Tribunal, retaining authority for hearing
certain appeals by the Conservation Review Board; and,
BE lT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Town of Grimsby strongly recommends
that Schedule 1 1 of Bill 108 be amended to return the authority for final decisions
to municipal council's as the elected representative of the communities wherein
the property and its features of cultural heritage value exist; and,
BE lT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT a copy of this motion be sent to the
Honourable Doug Ford, Premier of Ontario, Lisa Mcleod the Minister of
Heritage, Sport, Tourism and Culture lndustries, Andrea Horwath, MPP and
Leader of the Official Opposition and the Ontario NDP Party, MPP Steven Del
Duca Leader of the Ontario Liberal Party, Mike Schreiner MPP and Leader of the
Green Party of Ontario, Sam Oosterholf MPP Niagara West; and,
BE lT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT a copy of this motion be sent to the
Association of Municipalities of Ontario (AMO), all MPP's in the Province of
Ontario, the Niagara Region and all Municipalities in Ontario for their
consideration."

We strongly recommend that the Ontario government consider amendments to Bill 108
to return the final authority to municipal Council's to determine what is of cultural
heritage value or interest in their communities with the benefits of the expert and
professional advice provided by the Conservation Review Board.
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Proposed Regulation under the Ontario Heritage Act (Bill 108)

Purpose
To provide staff with direction to provide comments to the Environmental Registry on
the proposed changes to the Ontario Heritage Act (Bill 108). As the impetus for the new
proposed regulations is Bill 108, The More Homes, More Choices Acf, staff remain
concerned that the Province's stated objective to increase housing supply should not
come at the expense of the Town of Grimsby's irreplaceable cultural heritage resources,
as the purpose of the Ontario Heritage Acf being to protect and conserve heritage
properties.

Background
Updates to the Ontario Heritage Act (Bill 108)
ln November 2018, the Province introduced a consultation document: "lncreasing
Housing Supply in Ontario." On May 2,2019, the Minister of Municipal Affairs and
Housing introduced "More Homes, More Choice: Ontario's Housing Supply Action Plan"
and the supporting Bill 108 - the proposed More Homes, More Choice Act. The
Province stated that the objective of these initiatives is to ensure more housing
choices/supply and address housing affordability. The Ontario Heritage Act was one of
13 provincial statues impacted by Bill 108.
At that time, the proposed regulations for the OHA were unknown but the Ministry of
Tourism, Culture and Sport indicated that regulations were to be released "later this
year" after consultation and would be posted for comment. At that time, the changes to
the OHA were expected to be proclaimed and in full force and effect for July 1,2020.
Later this date was changed to January 1,2021. The proposed regulations were
released for public comment on September 21 ,2020, being partially delayed by the
COVID-19 pandemic. The changes to the OHA are still anticipated to be proclaimed on
January 1, 2021. Comments on the proposed regulations are due to the Environmental
Registry by November 5,2020. Communication from the Ministry of Tourism, Culture
and Sport indicates that'Updates to the existing Ontario Heritage Tool Kit, which will
support implementation of the amendments and proposed regulation, are forthcoming.
Drafts of the revised guides will be made available for public comment later this fall.'
Staff will share this information with the Grimsby Heritage Advisory Committee and
Council as it becomes available.

Page 3 of 14
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Proposed Regulation under the Ontario Heritage Act (Bill 108)

Analysis/Comments
The Environmental Registry posting includes the proposed regulations and a summary
of the proposed regulations for the following:

1.

Principles that a municipal council shall consider when making decisions
under specific parts of the OHA.

2. Mandatory

content for designation by-laws.

3. Events which would trigger the new 90-day timeline for issuing a notice of
intention to designate and exceptions to when the timeline would apply.

4.

Exceptions to the new 120-day timeline to pass a designation by-law after a
notice of intention to designate has been issued.

5.

Minimum requirements for complete applications for alteration or demolition of
heritage properties.

6. Steps that must be taken when council has consented

to the demolition or
removal of a building or structure, or a heritage attribute.

7. lnformation

and material to be provided to Local Planning Appeal Tribunal
(LPAT) when there is an appeal of a municipal decision to help ensure that it has
all relevant information necessary to make an appropriate decision.

8.

Housekeeping amendments related to amending a designation by-law and an
owner's reapplication for the repeal of a designation by-law.

9.

Transition provisions

Many of the proposed regulations are procedural and provide clarity on the new
processes that were including in Bill 108. The summary of the proposals is as follows

Requlatorv Proposals
1. Principles to guide municipal decision making

The amendments to the Ontario Heritage Act give authority to prescribe
principles that a municipal council shall consider when making decisions under
prescribed provisions of Parts lV and V of the Act. The proposed principles relate
to the purpose of the Ontario Heritage Act and are intended to help decision-
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Proposed Regulation under the Ontario Heritage Act (Bill 108)

makers better understand what to focus on when making decrsions under the
Act.
The proposed principles are consistent with Ontario's policy framework for cultural
heritage conservation. The proposed principles provide context for a municipality to
follow when making decisions about designated heritage properties, including the
minimization of adverse impacts to the cultural heritage value of a property or district.
They also require the municipality to consider the views of all interested persons and
communities. The new principles will be used in conjunction with Ontario Regulation
9/06, for which no changes have been proposed at this time. While staff already use
many similar principles to guide the review process, it is noted that many of the
principles use 'should' rather than 'shall' in reference to the principles. The most
problematic is the principle that "property that is determined to be of cultural heritage
value or interest should be protected and conserved for all generations". Using 'should'
rather than 'shall' contradicts the Provincial Policy Statement 2O2O, which states
"Significant built heritage resources and significant cultural heritage landscapes shall be
conserved". Staff would prefer consistency in the language in these two provincial
policies and recommend that the language from the PPS 2020 be adopted as a
principle for the Ontario Heritage Act.

An additional recommendation would be that the definition of 'adaptive reuse' included
in this section be revised from "the alteration of a property of cultural heritage value or
interest to fit new uses or circumstances while retaining the heritage attributes of the
property" to "the alteration of a property of cultural heritage value or interest to fit new
uses or circumstances while retaining the cultural heritage value or interest and the
heritage attributes of the property".
2. Mandatory content for designation byJaws
The Ontario Heritage Act amendments provide a regulatory authority to prescribe
mandatory content for designation by-laws. Ihe goal is to achieve greater
consistency across municipalities and to provide improved clarity for property
owners through designation by-laws including:

.

ldentifying the property for the purposes of locating it and providing an
understanding of its layout and components;

.

Esfab/ishing minimum requirements for the statement of cultural heritage
value or interest; and

a

Setting standards for describing heritage aftributes.

From staff's perspective, the most significant changes to the requirements for a
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Proposed Regulation under the Ontario Heritage Act (Bill 108)

designation by-law are

a

The requirement to include a map or image of the area. This has not typically
been done in the past due to the preferences of the Land Registry Office;
however, from a staff perspective, this would not be difficult or onerous.

a

The description of the heritage attributes must be 'brief' and also explain how
each attribute contributes to the cultural heritage value or interest of the
property. Staff note that the requirement for explanations may make the
description less brief, but are generally supportive of this requirement as it
may help clarify both the heritage attributes and the cultural heritage value of
the property. However, this requirement will likely increase the amount of staff
time required to draft designation by-laws.

a

The by-law may list any features of the property that are not heritage
attributes. lncluding a formal list of non-heritage attributes within the by-law
could provide clarity to both the property owner and the Town of Grimsby.

3. 90-day timeline fo issue a Notice of lntention to Designate Amendments to the
Ontario Heritage Act establish a new 90-day timeline for issuing a notice of
intention to designate (NOID) when the property is subject to prescribed events.
It also allows for exceptions to this restriction to be prescribed.
The new timeline is intended to encourage discussions about potential
designations with development proponents at an early sfage to avoid designation
decrsions being made late in the land use planning process. The ministry has
proposed three triggers which would place this restriction on council's ability to
issue a NOID. Ihese are applications submitted to the municipality for either an
official plan amendment, a zoning by-law amendment or a plan of subdivision.
The proposed regulation also provides exceptions to when the 90-day timeline
applies. The ministry is proposing the following categories of exceptions.
a

Mutual agreement - Where an extension of, or exemption from, the 90day restriction on issuing a NOID is mutually agreed to by the municipality
and the property owner who made the application under the Planning Act.

a

Administrative restrictions - Where municipal council or heritage
committee are limited in their ability to reasonably fulfill the statutory
requirements for issuing a NOID within the original 90-day timeframe.
This would apply in cases of a declared emergency or where a municipal
heritage committee would be unable to provide its recommendations to
council. The timeframe would be extended by 90 days.

a

New and relevant information - Where new and relevant information could
have an impact on the potential cultural heritage value or interest of the
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Proposed Regulation under the Ontario Heritage Act (Bill 108)

property is revealed and needs further investigation. Councilwould be
able to extend the timeframe through a council resolution. ln the case of
new and relevant information councilwould have 180 days from the date
of the council resolution to ensure there is sufficient time for further
information gathering and analysis to inform council's decision.

Expiration of restriction - The 90-day restriction on council's ability to issue a NOID
would not remain on the property indefinitely and would no longer apply when the
application that originally triggered the 90-day timeframe is finally disposed of under the
Planning Act.

The proposed regulation also provides notification requirements related to the
exceptions to the 90-day timeframe restriction.
Overall, the regulations provide required clarity to the proposed new timelines. Staff are
pleased that one of the exemptions to the new regulated timelines is through mutual
agreement, as many developers in Grimsby have demonstrated their willingness to
work with staff and Council to work towards heritage conservation goals through the
planning process.

The exemption for'new and relevant' materials is useful to ensure that all parties have
all of the information needed to make a decision. To this end, the regulations also
provide a definition of 'new and relevant' to be applied in this context.
The termination period for the 90-day timelines is limited to the lifespan of the specific
planning application. This will ensure that properties are not prohibited from heritage
conservation indefin itely.
However, staff have several concerns in regards to these proposed regulations. First,
the 90 day timeline will not provide enough time for the town to request and review a
peer review of a Heritage lmpact Assessment, should the town feel that review is
necessary. Staff recommend that the 90 day timeline be increased, or that an additional
exemption be included that provides municipalities more time to address requirements
for peer review. Likewise, the substantially reduced time limit for planning decisions in
Bill 108, especially in regards to decisions for zoning by-law amendments, will create
challenges for staffwhere heritage properties are involved in a planning application.

Staff also note that these new timelines will require significant changes to internal
processes in order to accommodate the regulations, which in turn will take a significant
amount of staff time to coordinate between Heritage Planning staff, and Planning staff.

4. 120-day timeline fo pass a designation by-law Amendments to the Ontario
Heritage Act establish a new requirement for designation by-laws fo be passed
within 120 days of issuing a Notice of lntention to Designate (NOID). lt also
Page 7 ol 14
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Proposed Regulation under the Ontario Heritage Act (Bill 108)

allows for exceptions to be prescribed. The ministry is proposing the following
c atego rie s for excepti on s.
a

a

Mutual agreement - Where an extension of, or exemption from, the
requiremenf fo pass a by-law within 120 days of issuing a NOID is
mutually agreed to by the municipality and the property owner.

Administrative restrictions - Where municipal council is limited in its
ability to reasonably fulfillthe statutory requirements for passrng a
designation bylaw within the original 120-day timeframe. This would
apply rn cases of a declared emergency.
New and relevant information - Where new and relevant information
that could have an impact on the potential cultural heritage value or
interest of the property is revealed and needs further investigation.

Councilwould be able to extend the timeframe through a council
resolution to ensure there is enough time for further information
gathering and analysis to inform its decision.
a

Council would have an additional 180 days from the date of the council
resolution fo pass the bylaw.

Exceptions allowing for the extension of the 120-day timeframe for passing a bylaw must occur prior to the expiry of the initial 120 days. The proposed regulation
includes notification requirements related to the exceptions to the 120-day
timeframe.
Similar to the exemptions for the 90-day designation notice timeline, the proposed
exemptions to pass a designation by-law, especially through mutual agreement, are
generally considered helpful. The practice of passing a by-law soon after the objection
period has expired (or an appeal has been resolved), is already undertaken in Grimsby
for most designations. However, staff would note that implementing these regulations
will require staff time to accomplish.
5. 60-day timeline to confirm complete applications, alteration or demolition and
contents of complete applications

Amendments to the Ontario Heritage Act establish a new timeline of 60 days for
the municipality to respond to a property owner about the complefeness of their
application for alteration of, or demolition or removal affecting, a designate
heritage property. lt also provides a regulatory authority for the Province fo sef
out minimum requirements for complete applications. Ihe purpose of these
provincial minimum standards is to ensure transparency so that property owners
are aware of what information is required when making an application. The
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details of what is proposed in regulation reflect current municipal best practices.
The proposed regulation also enables municipalities to build on the provincial
minimum requirements for complete applications as a way of providing additional
flexibility fo address specific municipal contexts and practices. Where
municipalifies choose to add additional requirements, the proposed regulation
requires them to use one of the following official instruments: municipal by-law,
council resolution or official plan policy. The proposed regulation establishes that
the 60-day timeline for determining if the application is complete and has
commenced sfarfs when an application is serued on the municipality. It further
proposes that applications may now be serued through a municipality's electronic
system, in addition to email, mail or in person.

The introduction of a timeline to confirm a complete application for heritage issues is
new, but is not unwelcome as it will provide clarity for the property owner and the town.
The list of submission requirement set out in the regulations is similar to the
requirements that the town already requires; however, a more thorough review of any
proposed materials should be undertaken and a report brought forward to Council to
confirm Grimsby's list of required submissions and be adopted by municipal by-law as
required by the regulation. The ability for the town to set its own additional requirements
(through due process) is important to ensure that the town's heritage conservation goals
are met.
However, staff note that the requirements for a complete application are only applied
to subsections 33 (2) and 34 (2) of the Ontario Heritage Ac( meaning that there are no
requirements for a complete application for properties designated under Part V as part
of heritage conservation districts. Staff recommend that the requirements for complete
application also be applied to district properties.
6. Prescribed sfeps following council's consent to a demolition or removal under
s. 34.3

Amendments to the Ontario Heritage Act provide that municipal council consent
is required for the demolition or removal of any heritage attributes, in addition to
the demolition or removal of a building or structure. Thisis because removal or
demolition of a heritage attribute that is not a building or structure, such as a
landscape element that has cultural heritage value, could also impact the cultural
heritage value or interest of a property.
Prior to the amendments, where council approved a demolition or removal under
s. 34, the Act required councilto repealthe designation by-law. However, in
cases where only certain heritage attributes have been removed or demolished,
or where the demolition or removal was of a structure or building that did not
have cultural heritage value or interest, the property might still retain cultural
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heritage value or interest. ln these cases, repeal of the by-law would not be
appropriate.
The proposed regulation provides municipalities with improved flexibility by
requiring councilto first determine the impact, if any, of the demolition or removal
on the cultural heritage value or interest of the property and the corresponding
description of heritage attributes. Based on the determination council makes, it is
required to take the appropriate administrative action, which ranges from issuing
a notice that no changes to the by-law are required, to amending the by-law as
appropriate, to repealing the by-law. Council's determination and the required
administrative actions that follow are not appealable to LPAT.
The proposed regulation provides that, where council has agreed to the removal
of a building or structure from a designated property to be relocated to a new
property, council may follow an abbreviated process for desEnating the receiving
property. The proposed regulation provides a series of administrative sfeps fo
support the designation by-law. Council's determination that the new property
has cultural heritage value or interest and the subsequent designation by-law
made under this proposed regulation would not be appealable to LPAT.

The requirement to issue notice for demolition of any heritage attributes of a property
was a concern, however, the clarification that a repealing by-law may not be required for
every demolition is helpful. Following the demolition or removal, if the cultural heritage
value or interest and heritage attributes do not need amending, the only notice
requirement is to the Ontario Heritage Trust, who are already required to receive notice
of all decisions regarding alterations, demolitions, removals and relocations.
However, staff would note that the wording of the regulation is slightly confusing: "After
the demolition or removal of a building, structure or heritage attribute on the property is
complete, the council of the municipality shall, in consultation with the municipal
heritage committee established under section 28 of the Act, if one has been
established, make one of the following determinations.." Staff are unclear on if this
means that removal of any building, even one that is not a heritage attribute (i.e. a
modern garden shed), requires Council approval.
7. lnformation to be provided to LPAT upon an appealwith the exception of
decisions made under section 34.3 as described above, allfinal municipal
decisions related to designation, amendment and repeal, as well as alteration of
a heritage property under the Act will now be appealable to LPAT, in addition to
decisions related to demolition and Heritage Conservation Districts, which were
already appealable to LPAT. The decisions of LPAT are binding. Preliminary
objections to designation mafters will now be made to the municipality, before the
final decision is made. Prior to the amendments, appeals of designation-related
notices or appeals of alteration decisions were made to the Conseruation Review
Board, whose decrsions were not binding.
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A regulatory authority was added to ensure that appropriate information and
materials related to designations, alteration and demolition decisions are
forwarded to the LPAT to inform appeals. The proposed regulation outlines which
materials and information must be forwarded for every LPAT appeal process in
the Act by the clerk within 15 calendar days of the municipality's decision.
The twotier process of objection to the municipality, followed by appeal to the LPAT, is
a noted concern as this new process will create delays for property owners, staff, the
Grimsby Heritage Advisory Committee and Council. The updated regulation does not
change this; it provides a list of the materials and information required for LPAT
appeals.
8. Housekeeping amendments
Amendments to the Act included regulatory authority to address a few
housekeeping matters through regulation. Previously, where a municipality
proposed to make substantial amendments to an existing designation by-law
it stated that the designation process in section 29 applied with necessary
modifications. The proposed regulation clearly sefs ouf the modifiedprocess,
including revised language that is more appropriate for an amending by-law.
The proposed regulation also makes it clear that there is no 90-day restriction
on issuing a notice of proposed amendment to a by-law and provides that council
has 365 days fromissurng the notice of proposed amendment to pass the final
amending by-law and that this timeframe can only be extended through mutual
agreement.
The proposed regulation also outlines restrictions on a property owner's ability to
reapply for repeal of a designation by-law where the application was
unsuccessful, unless councilconsenfs otherwise. The one-year restriction on
an owner's reapplication maintains what had been included in the Act prior to
the amendments.

The ability to amend a heritage designation by-law is improved through the regulations
that provide clarity to the stated process. Staff support this regulation as it will make it
easier to update old designation by-laws as required, as well as make amendments to
by-laws that require updating to remove listed heritage attributes as per the new
regulation.

9. Transition
Section 71 of the Ontario Heritage Act establishes a regulation-making authority
for transitional matters to facilitate the implementation of the amendments,
including to deal with any problems or issues arising as a result of amendments.
The proposed transition rules provide clarity on matters that are already in
progress at the time the amendments come into force.
General Transition Rule
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AII processes that commenced on a date prior to proclamation would follow the
process and requirements set out in the Act as it read the day before
proclamation. The proposed regulation sefs ouf the specific triggers for
determining if a process had commenced.
Exceptions
Outstanding notices of intention to designate. Where council has published a
notice of intention to designate but has not yet withdrawn the notice orpassed
the by-law at the time of proclamation, the municipality will have 365 days from
proclamation fo pass the by-law, otherwise the notice will be deemed withdrawn.
Where a notice of intention to designate has been referred to the Conseruation
Review Board, the 365 days would be paused until the Board eitherissues ifs
report or untilthe objection has been withdrawn, whichever occurs earlier.
90-Day restriction on issuing a NOID
The 90-day restriction on council's ability fo issue a NOID would only apply where
all notices of complete application have been issued by the municipality in
relation to a prescribed Planning Act application, on or after proclamation.
Prescribed sfeps following council's consent to demolition or removal (s.34.3)
The ministry is proposing that the prescribed sfeps would apply following consent
to an application by the municipality or by order of the Tribunal, where at the time
of proclamation council had not already repealed the by-law under s. 34.3.

Staff would note that the transitions proposed will place increased demand on staff time
and resources in order to prepare for the January 1,2021 implementation deadline. As
this has not been accounted or planned for, staff would recommend that the
proclamation deadline be pushed to July 1,2021 to allow municipalities more time to
prepare, especially in consideration of the COVID-19 pandemic, which has already
created additional stress on staff resources.
Reg u I atory I m p act Assessmenf
The objective of the proposed regulation is to improve provincial direction on how
fo use the Ontario Heritage Act, provide clearer rules and tools for decision
making, and support consistency in the appeals process. Direct compliance cosfs
and administrative burdens assocrafed with the proposed regulations are
unknown at this time. New rules and fools sef out in the proposed regulations are
expected to result in faster development approvals.

There are anticipated social and environmental benefits as fhe proposed
regulation seeks to achieve greater consistency to protecting and managing
heritage property across the province.
Overall, staff support many of the proposed regulation changes, as they provide greater
clarity for the new processes created through Bill 108. Some of the concerns identified
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by the town in their comments on Bill 108 remain, such as all appeals being moved to
the Local Planning Appeal Tribunal (LPAT) from the Conservation Review Board (CRB)

The proposed regulations appear to be consistent with the objectives of Provincial
policy and the OHA to conserye significant cultural heritage resources. However, many
of the town's existing processes will need to be adjusted to conform to the proposed
regulation changes. Staff would recommend to the Province that more time be provided
to municipalities to accommodate the new regulations, especially given that the COVID19 pandemic is in the second wave and also because the revised Ontario Heritage Took
Kit has not been provided for draft comment and review. Additionally, staff resources
will need to be evaluated in light of the current volume of heritage alteration applications
to ensure the delivery of heritage reports and notices occur within the specified
timelines. The substantially reduced time limit for planning decisions in Bill 108,
especially in regards to decisions for zoning by-law amendments, will create challenges
for staff where heritage properties are involved in a planning application.
The Province has noted that the direct compliance costs and administrative burdens are
unknown at this time. Staff would suggest that the cost and burden on already stressed
municipalities operating in an ongoing pandemic would be significant.

Strategic Priorities
This report addresses the corporate strategic goal to: Protect, preserve and enhancing
Grimsby's distinct heritage and culture

Financial lmpact
There are no direct financial implications arising from the recommendations in this
report. However, the proposed regulation changes will have undetermined financial
impacts for the town.

Public lnput
Members of the public may provide comments on Bill 108's proposed changes through
the related postings on the Environmental Registry of Ontario (ERO) website.

Conclusion
As the impetus for the new proposed regulations is Bill 108, The More Homes, More
Choices Act, staff remain concerned that the Province's stated objective to increase
housing supply should not come at the expense of the Town of Grimsby's irreplaceable
cultural heritage resources, as the purpose of the Ontario Heritage Acf being to protect
and conserve heritage properties.
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Prepared by,

fd**u*
Name: Bianca Verrecchia
Title: Assistant Heritage Planner
Submitted by,

Name: Antonietta Minichillo
Title: Director of Planning, Building & Bylaw
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Community Services

ONTARIO

Our Focus: Your Future

Legislative Services
November 17,2020
File#120203

The Honourable Ernie Hardeman, Minister of
Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs
11th Floor,77 Grenville St.
Toronto, ON MsS 183
Ern ie. Hardeman@pc.ola.orq

The Honourable Marie-Claude Bibeau,
Minister of Agriculture and Agri-Food
House of Commons *
Ottawa, ON K1A 0A6
Marie-Claude. Bibeau@parl.qc. ca

Honourable and Dear Ministers
Re

Township of Asphodel-Norwood - Enact Legislation to Support Local
Governments with Land Use Management and Enforcement lssues regarding Bill
C-45 - Cannabis Act

Please be advised the Municipal Council of the Town of Fort Erie at its meeting of November
16,2020 received and supported correspondence from the Township of Asphodel-Nonruood
dated October 7 ,2020 requesting the governing body in cannabis production that: takes a
unified approach to land use planning restrictions; enforces the regulations under the Cannabis
Act on behalf of the licencing agency and ensures local authorities are in fact provided with
notification of any licence issuance, amendment, suspension, reinstatement, or revocation
within their region; communicates more readily with local governments and provides local
governments with more support.

Attached please find a copy of the Township of Asphodel-Norwood dated October 7 ,2020.
Thank you for your attention to this matter
Yo

Carol Schofie

pl.M.A

Manager, Legislative Services/Clerk
cschofi eld@forterie.ca

CS:dlk
c.c.

Roger Bonneau, Mayor, Township of Asphodel-Norwood mhudson@antownship.ca
Wayne Gates, MPP-Niagara Falls, Legislative Assembly of Ontario wqates-co@ndp.on.ca
Sam Oosterhoff, MPP-Niagara West-Glanbrook, Legislative Assembly of Ontario
sam.oosterhoff@pc.ola.org

Jennifer Stevens, MPP-St. Catharines JStevens-CO@ndp.on.ca
Jeff Burch, MPP-Niagara Centre J Burch-QP@ndp.on.ca
Dean Allison, MP-Niagara West dean.allison@pad.qc.ca
Chris Bittle, MP- St. Catharines Chris.Bittle@parl.qc.ca
Tony Baldinelli, MP- Niagara Falls Tonv.Baldinelli@parl.gc.ca
Vance Badawey, MP- Niagara Centre Vance.Badawev@parl.qc.ca
Ontario Municipalities
Mailing Address:

The Corporation of the Town

Fort Erie
ON L2A 256
FAX: (905) 871-4022

1 Municipal Centre Drive, Fort Erie

Office Hours 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Phone: (905) 871-1600

Web-site: www.forterie.ca
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2357 County Road 45

f.705-639-1880

P.O. Box 29

info@antownship.ca
www-antownship.ca

Norwood, ON
KOL 2VO

Office of the Mayor
Rodger Bonneau

October 7,2020

Sent via E-mail
Re: Cannabis Production

Dear Ministers, Members of Parliament, and Members of Provincial Parliament,

Please be advised that the Council for the Corporation of the Township of AsphodelNorwood passed the following resolution at its regular meeting of September 22,2020.
Motion No. 239/20 | Moved by: Councillor Walsh I Seconded by: Deputy Mayor Burtt

WHEREAS the Ontario Federation of Agriculture has adopted the position that licenced
cannabis production for medical and/or recreational-use purposes should be considered
a farming activity;
AND WHEREAS the Government of Canada introduced Bill C-45 (the Cannabis Act) to
create the foundation for a comprehensive national framework to provide restricted
access to regulated cannabis, and to control its production, distribution, sale, importation,
exportation, and possession;
AND WHEREAS Section 7 of the Cannabis Act requires that any person who intends to
submit an application for a licence for cultivation, a licence for processing, or a licence for
sale that authorizes the possession of cannabis must provide written notice to: a) The
local government, b) The local fire authority, and c) The local police force or the Royal
Canadian Mounted Police detachment responsible for providing policing services to the
area in which the site is referred to in the application;
AND WHEREAS Section 35(1) of the Act requires a holder of a licence for cultivation, a
licence for processing, or a licence for sale that authorizes the possession of cannabis to
provide a written notice to the local authorities within 30 days of issuance, amendment,
suspension, reinstatement or revocation of a licence and provide a copy of said notice to
the Minister; and

BEcaffiE'B'n
ri
NOv 1

ffiY f,*

?$24

'.'i

:

'' ''

33

p.705-639-5343

MiEl$x?lo

f. 705-639-1880
info@antownship.ca
www.antownship.ca

2357 County Road 45
P,O, Box 29
Norwood, ON
KOL 2VO

FURTHER BE lT RESOLVED THAT the Township of Asphodel-Norwood requests a
governing body in cannabis production that.

1.

Takes a unified approach to land use planning restrictions;

2.

Enforces the regulations under the Cannabis Act on behalf of the licencing agency
and ensures local authorities are in fact provided with notification of any licence
issuance, amendment, suspension, reinstatement, or revocation within their
region;

3.

Communicates more readily with local governments; and

4.

Provides local governments with more support

AND FURTHER BE lT RESOLVED THAT the Township of Asphodel-Nonrvood will
forward this motion to the following partners: All municipalities in Ontario, the MP and
MPP of Northumberland-Peterborough South, the MP and MPP of PeterboroughKawartha, the Minister of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs, and the Minister of
Agriculture and Agri-Food with the request that they enact legislation to support local
governments with land use management and enforcement issues.
Thank you for your time and consideration
Sincerely,

o E*'***^--Bonneau, Mayor
Townsh ip of Asphodel-Nonrood

c.

E. Hardeman, Minister of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs
M. Bibeau, Minister of Agriculture and Agri-Food
D. Piccini, MPP Northumberland-Petrborough South
P. Lawrence, MP Northumberland-Petrborough South
D. Smith, MPP Peterborough -Kawartha
M. Monsef, MP Peterborough-Kawartha
All municipalities in Ontario
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44816 Harriston Road, RR 1, Gorrie On N0G 1X0
Tel: 519-335-3208 ext 2 Fax: 519-335-6208
www.howick.ca

November 19, 2020
The Honourable Ernie Hardeman
Minister of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs
By email only minister.omafra@ontario.ca
Dear Mr. Hardeman:
Please be advised that the following resolution was passed at the November 17, 2020
Howick Council meeting:
Moved by Councillor Gibson; Seconded by Deputy Reeve Bowman:
Whereas; installing tile drainage is a common land improvement practice among
farmers in Ontario and the benefits of tile drainage for crop productivity, farm
efficiency and even for reducing environmental impacts have been studied and
are generally well known to farmers; and
Whereas; the Tile Loan Program, authorized by the Tile Drainage Act, provides
loans to agricultural property owners to help them finance these tile drainage
projects; all tile loans have 10-year terms and repayments are made annually; and
Whereas; the provincial government sets the program interest rate at a
competitive level which was reduced from 8% to 6% in the fall of 2004 and the
loan limit was also increased from $20,000.00 to $50,000.00 at the same time; and
Whereas; interest rates have continued to decline over the years and the cost per
acre for tile drainage has increased over the years;
Now therefore; be it resolved that Council request the Ontario Ministry of
Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs to consider lowering the interest rate on Tile
Drain Loans to 4% and increasing the yearly loan limit to $100,000; and that this
resolution be forwarded to Ontario Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural
Affairs; MPP Huron Bruce Lisa Thompson; AMO; Land Improvement Contractors
of Ontario and Drainage Superintendents of Ontario Association. Carried.
Resolution No. 276/20
If you require any further information, please contact this office, thank you.
Yours truly,

Carol Watson
Carol Watson, Clerk
Township of Howick
cc MPP Perth Wellington Randy Pettapiece
ROMA
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Kiran Saini
Deputy Town Clerk
Town of Newmarket
395 Mulock Drive
P.O. Box 328 Station Main
Newmarket, ON L3Y 4X7
Email: ksaini@newmarket.ca
Tel: 905-953-5300 ext. 2203
Fax: 905-953-5100

November 20, 2020
Sent to:
Dear Brooke Bailey:
RE:

Proclamation Request - December 6, 2020 - National Day of Remembrance and
Action on Violence Against Women

I am writing to advise that your proclamation request has been approved in accordance with the
Council-approved Proclamation, Lighting Request and Community Flag Raising Policy, and the
Town of Newmarket will proclaim December 6, 2020 as the National Day of Remembrance and
Action on Violence Against Women. Your proclamation request will be communicated on the
Town’s Twitter account, and on the Town’s website on the Proclamation and Lighting Request
page.
In addition, the Riverwalk Commons and Fred A. Lundy Bridge located on Water Street will be
illuminated in purple on December 4, 2020. Please note that the lighting will occur from sunset
until 11:00 PM.
The community flag pole located at Peace Park on Cane Parkway will fly your flag from
December 4 - 7, 2020 to recognize National Day of Remembrance and Action on Violence
Against Women. Please note that the flag must be dropped off at the Town of Newmarket
Operations Centre at 1275 Maple Hill Court by 4:30 PM on Tuesday, December 1, 2020, ATTN:
Nick Evans.If you have any questions regarding the above, please feel free to contact the
undersigned.
If you have any questions regarding the above, please feel free to contact the undersigned.

38
Kiran Saini
Deputy Town Clerk
Town of Newmarket
395 Mulock Drive
P.O. Box 328 Station Main
Newmarket, ON L3Y 4X7
Email: ksaini@newmarket.ca
Tel: 905-953-5300 ext. 2203
Fax: 905-953-5100

Yours sincerely,

Kiran Saini
Deputy Town Clerk
KS:jg
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40%

of physical abuse starts
during pregnancy

GRATITUDE REPORT
2019-2020
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Thank You for the daily love you have shown
during these challenging times.
In the last year, your unwavering support has empowered women and children in crisis to journey through their
trauma and rebuild their lives free from
violence.
During 2019-2020 Yellow Brick House
increased the number of women and
children it served by 17% and our Crisis
& Support calls answered by 29%. Our
Gala and Break The Silence - Step in
My Shoes signature events were overwhelming successes because of your
generosity, engagement and support.
Covid-19 has changed the world. During
this pandemic there is a 30% increase
in domestic violence. Women, children
and pets are being murdered almost
daily. During these times of physical
distancing with increased isolation and
abuse, the vulnerable women and children are increasingly seeking our services. We are greatly appreciative of
your generosity in helping us save lives.

Our shelters are open and Covid-19 Free
with our 24/7 Crisis and Support Lines
available to help all who ask. We could
not do this without you!
For all the lives you have saved and for
the thousands more you will save, we
are deeply and profoundly grateful for
your generous support.
The time is now to create change, end
violence against women and children
and hold accountable all that endanger
the women and children in our community.
Join our movement and create a community free from violence that provides
equality for all.
Let’s Break the Silence Together.
With gratitude,

EVERY 6 DAYS

a Woman is Killed by Her
Intimate Partner in Canada

Rehana Doobay
Lorris Herenda

PRESIDENT,

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

BOARD OF DIRECTORS
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CORE PROGRAMS AND SERVICES
•

Emergency Shelters (2 Locations)
Women and children escaping abuse
and violence have a safe home in our
shelters. Yellow Brick House offers 51
beds and cribs.

•

24 Hour Crisis and Support Lines
Counsellors are available 24/7 to help
individuals in crisis assess their level of
danger and take appropriate action

•

Public Education
• Healthy Homes - abuse prevention
workshops for newcomers and
immigrants to Canada
• Schools for Change Program: abuse
prevention workshops for Grades 7-12
• Free Online Peer-Peer Training:
for individuals to facilitate discussion
with youth about healthy relationships
• Organizational Training topics:
Recognizing & Responding to Abuse
and Bill 168

•

Services for Women
• Individual counselling
• Group Support: When Love Hurts
teaches about the patterns of abuse
• Parenting Support Groups: Handle with
Care and Mothers in Mind© enhance
parenting skills
• Legal information and support
• Transitional housing support

•

Services for Children
To help children recover from
experiencing or witnessing violence,
we offer:
• Individual counselling
• Group Support: 10 week Let’s Talk Child
Witness Program
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Danielle’s Story

When my husband and I were married, he insisted that we
move away from our families. He said that we would have
more time for just the two of us. It seemed romantic. Months
after moving into our dream home and 7 months pregnant
I began making friends with other soon to be moms in the
area. We communicated in person and via our phones, it was
exciting. When my husband found out he smashed my cell
phone and said I did not need other friends that I was lucky
he loved me since no one else would want someone like me.
When Joseph was born, the physical, verbal and financial
abuse became worse and worse. My husband told me who
to speak to, where to shop, what to buy and even when I did
as he wished, it still was never enough. One day I was breast
feeding Joseph and was beaten for leaving a dirty diaper on
the table. With Joseph in my arms I called my brother who
immediately called the police. My husband was arrested and
the police then warned me that I could either leave him or
spend the rest of my life living in chaos and fear. The police
also told me that my husband would be released within hours
and that I should go to a safe place to get help. They gave
me Yellow Brick House’s number. My hands were shaking so
badly that my brother had to dial the number for me.
Life in the shelter was hard at first. No one had ever asked me
to set goals for myself or my baby. The idea of having dreams
and working with the caring Yellow Brick House team members to achieve them was at times overwhelming. Slowly I
was able to decide what I wanted our futures to look like. Now
I have my own job, my own apartment and Joseph is safe.
Our dreams are becoming a reality.
Yellow Brick House and their team truly saved our lives.
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2019-2022 STRATEGIC PLAN: PRIORITIES

Service
Excellence

Sustainable
Resources

Enrich staff and technology to
address complex client issues

Enhance sustainable
channels of funding

Optimize
Governance
Maximize Board’s engagement
in creating impact

Community
Engagement & Action
• Break The Silence
• Take Action
• Make a Difference
• Join the Movement
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Gifts In Action
Our Finances

Thank you for entrusting us with your generous
gifts. This is an overview of where our funding
is generated and how it serves the women and
children of Yellow Brick House. Our audited
financial statement is always available to share
and we are more than happy to answer any
questions you may have.

61%

26%

3%
3%

8%

7%

5%

46%
41%

REVENUE
Provincial • 61%
Fundraising • 26%
Other • 7%
United Way
Greater Toronto • 3%
Federal • 3%
EXPENSES
Shelters and Crisis
& Support Lines • 46%
Community Counselling
& Support Services • 41%
Admin/Fundraising • 8%
Public Education • 5%

Thank
You!
When a woman
in crisis calls our crisis and
support lines and then walks
through our doors, you are
always with them.
Your contributions provide
life-saving emergency shelter,
counselling, legal information and
support, and prevention programs.
Thank you for helping
women and children to live a
violence free life!
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OUR BOARD OF DIRECTORS
Thank you to our
Board of Directors!
These leaders from
our community
give their time and
talent to Yellow
Brick House.
We are deeply
grateful for their
commitment
to end violence
against women
and children.
TOP:

Rehana Doobay, President; Dharmesh Morjaria, Treasurer;
Zak Bhamani, Secretary
MIDDLE: Lauren Bonnett, Director; Tami Brisland, Director; Jill Daley, Director;
Nicole Dekort, Director
BOTTOM: Mary Elias, Director; Stephanie Kremer, Director;
KC Shendelman, Director; Carolyn Skinner, Director;
Lorris Herenda, Executive Director

VISION

MISSION

Freedom from violence.
Equality for all.

Yellow Brick House provides life-saving services
and prevention programs to meet the diverse
needs of individuals, families, and communities
impacted by violence.
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YOUR IMPACT: BY THE NUMBERS
6,200+

Women and Children received life-saving support

183

Women &

4,335

Crisis & support calls were answered by our counsellors

11,000

Total Counselling hours by our Team

11,500

Hours of Volunteer Service by our Community

9,415

People have signed up for our training modules

347

Women & 444 Children could not access a shelter bed
when needed due to lack of capacity

161

Children stayed in the safety of our shelters

SAVE THE DATE - SAVE LIVES
Break The Silence - Step in My Shoes - SUNDAY, NOVEMBER 1, 2020
2021 Yellow Brick House Gala - FRIDAY, MARCH 5, 2021
Your donation supporting Yellow Brick House provides life-saving services and
prevention programs to thousands of individuals impacted by violence every year.
www.yellowbrickhouse.org
52 West Beaver Creek Rd, Unit 4, Richmond Hill, ON L4B 1L9
Administration: 905-709-0900 • Crisis & Support Lines: 1-800-263-3247 •
Charitable Registration Number: 11910 5187 RR0001

