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Federation of Northern Ontario Municipalities 

 

For Immediate Release 

April 8, 2026 

FONOM Urges Ontario to Act as Manitoba Advances Compassionate 

Intervention Legislation 

NORTHERN ONTARIO – The Federation of Northern Ontario Municipalities (FONOM) is calling on 

the Province of Ontario to move forward with legislative changes to address addiction and public safety, 

following the introduction of new legislation in Manitoba that enables short-term, medically supervised 

intervention for individuals in crisis. 

FONOM has long advocated for a compassionate intervention framework that allows for timely, health-

based responses when individuals are at risk of harming themselves or others due to severe substance use. 

“Manitoba has taken a significant step forward in recognizing the need for intervention tools that balance 

compassion, care, and public safety,” said Dave Plourde, President of FONOM. “We believe Ontario 

must now move with urgency to provide similar supports for our communities.” 

Across Northern Ontario, municipalities are experiencing increasing pressures on emergency services, 

health care systems, and community safety, as individuals cycle through crisis without access to effective 

intervention pathways. 

“Our communities are dealing with this reality every day,” added Plourde. “Police, paramedics, hospitals, 

and social services are responding repeatedly to the same individuals, without the tools needed to connect 

them to care. That is not working for anyone, least of all the individuals in crisis.” 

FONOM noted that the impacts of addiction-related crises are being felt directly by residents and 

businesses across Northern Ontario. Communities are reporting increased concerns related to break-ins, 

open drug use, theft, property damage, arson, and ongoing challenges with bail compliance. 

“These are real, everyday impacts that people are seeing in their communities,” said Plourde. “Residents 

are asking for a system that not only responds to crisis, but helps prevent it through intervention, care, and 

accountability.” 

Ontario Risks Falling Behind 

FONOM noted that other jurisdictions, including British Columbia and Saskatchewan, are also advancing 

or exploring similar approaches. 

“Ontario has an opportunity to learn from these provinces and act quickly,” said Plourde. “We have been 

raising this issue for some time, and while the need continues to grow, progress has not kept pace.” 
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A Call for Immediate Action 

FONOM is urging the Province of Ontario, particularly the Ministry of Health, to move forward with 

targeted amendments to the Mental Health Act that would: 

• Enable short-term, medically supervised intervention  

• Provide pathways to treatment and stabilization  

• Reduce pressure on frontline municipal and health services  

“This is about ensuring people receive care when they need it most, while also improving safety in our 

communities,” said Plourde. “The tools exist. The models exist. What is needed now is action.” 

Looking Ahead 

FONOM remains committed to working with the Province of Ontario to advance a made-in-Ontario 

solution that reflects the realities of Northern communities and delivers meaningful outcomes for 

individuals, families, and communities. 

“We cannot continue to respond to the same crisis with the same limited tools,” said Plourde. “Ontario 

has the opportunity, and the responsibility, to act.” 

 
 

Media Availability 
 
Dave Plourde, President,  
Federation of Northern Ontario Municipalities 
705-335-1615 | fonom.info@gmail.com 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

665 Oak Street East, Unit 306    North Bay, ON P1B 9E5 Tel: (705) 498-9510 

Email: fonom.info@gmail.com Website: www.fonom.org 
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Pickering Civic Complex | One The Esplanade | Pickering, Ontario L1V 6K7 
T. 905.420.4611 | F. 905.420.9685 | Toll Free 1.866.683.2760 | clerks@pickering.ca | pickering.ca

Sent by Email 

April 8, 2026 

The Right Honourable Mark Carney 
Prime Minister of Canada 
80 Wellington Street, 
Ottawa, ON K1A 0A2 
pm@pm.gc.ca   

The Honourable Doug Ford 
Premier of Ontario 
Legislative Building, Queen's Park Room 281 
Toronto, ON M7A 1A1 
premier@ontario.ca   

Subject: Corr. 02-26 
Tonia Bennett, Manager of Legislative Services / Clerk, Northumberland County 
Re: Correspondence, 'Call for Reform and Publication of the Ontario Sex Offender 
Registry' 

The Council of The Corporation of the City of Pickering considered the above matter at a Meeting 
held on March 23, 2026 and adopted the following resolution: 

Should you require further information, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned at 
905.420.4660, extension 2019. 

A copy of the original correspondence is attached for your information. 

Yours truly 

Susan Cassel 

1. That Corr. 02-26, from Tonia Bennett, Manager of Legislative Services/Clerk,
Northumberland County, dated February 24, 2026, regarding Correspondence,
'Call for Reform and Publication of the Ontario Sex Offender Registry', be
received and endorsed; and,

2. That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to the Right Honourable Mark Carney,
Prime Minister of Canada, The Honourable Doug Ford, Premier of Ontario, The
Honourable Doug Downey, Attorney General, The Honourable Michael Kerzner,
Solicitor General, The Honourable Sean Fraser, Minister of Justice and Attorney
General, the Federation of Canadian Municipalities (FCM), and all municipalities
in Ontario.

Corporate Services Department 
Legislative Services 
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Corr. 02-26   April 8, 2026 

Page 2 of 2 

City Clerk 

SC:am 

Encl. 

Copy: The Honourable Sean Fraser, Minister of Justice and Attorney General 
The Honourable Michael Kerzner, Solicitor General 
The Honourable Doug Downey, Solicitor General 
All Ontario Municipalities 
Federation of Canadian Municipalities (FCM) 

Chief Administrative Officer 
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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 February 24, 2026 

The Right Hon. Mark Carney (Prime Minister of Canada) 
Honourable Sean Fraser (Minister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada) 
Honourable Gary Anandasangaree (Minister of Safety) 
Honourable Doug Ford (Premier of Ontario) 
Honourable Doug Downey (Attorney General of Ontario) 
Honourable Michael S. Kerzner (Solicitor General of Ontario) 
Honourable David Piccini (Minister of Labour, Immigration, Training and Skills Development 
and MPP for Northumberland Peterborough-South) 
Member of Parliament for Northumberland Clarke, Philip Lawrence 
Association of the Municipalities of Ontario (AMO) 
Federation of Canadian Municipalities (FCM) 
All Ontario Municipalities 

Re: Correspondence, 'Call for Reform and Publication of the Ontario Sex Offender Registry' 

At a meeting held on February 18th, 2026 Northumberland County Council approved 
Council Resolution # 2026-02-18-122, adopting the below resolution: 

Moved by: Councillor Lucas Cleveland 
Seconded by: Councillor John Logel 

"Whereas item 7.a from the February 3, 2026 Corporate Support Committee was held by 
Council for separate discussion at this meeting, the item being 'Call for Reform and 
Publication of the Ontario Sex Offender Registry'; and 

Now Therefore Be It Resolved That County Council adopt the following: 

• That County Council support the correspondence and send a copy of this resolution 

to key stakeholders." 

Council Resolution # 2026-02-18-122 Carried 

Attachment - Corr. 02-26 
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The Corporation of the 

County of Northumberland 

555 Courthouse Road 

Cobourg, ON, K9A 5J6 

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 
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CITY CLERK’S OFFICE City Hall, 58 Dalhousie Street, Brantford, ON N3T 2J2  P.O Box 818, Brantford, ON N3T 5R7      

Phone: (519) 759-4150 Fax: (519) 759-7840  www.brantford.ca 

December 19, 2025 

Honorable Mark Carney 

Sent via email: mark.carney@parl.gc.ca 

Dear Honorable Mark Carney: 

Please be advised that Brantford City Council, at its meeting held December 16, 2025 adopted 

the following: 

12.2.7 Call for Reform and Publication of the Ontario Sex Offender Registry - 
Councillor Samwell 

WHEREAS the community of Welland and the surrounding communities were deeply 
impacted by a recent heinous crime that highlighted critical gaps in Canada’s criminal 
justice and offender-management systems; and 

WHEREAS on September 4, 2025, Mayor Frank Campion of the City of Welland 
wrote to the Premier of Ontario urging comprehensive reform to strengthen 
sentencing, parole, and bail provisions for violent sexual offenders, and to enhance 
public safety protections; and 

WHEREAS on September 12, 2025, Mayor Mat Siscoe of the City of St. Catharines 
wrote to the Prime Minister of Canada expressing strong support for these reforms 
and calling for immediate federal action to strengthen sentencing, parole, and 
accountability measures for violent sexual offenders; and 

WHEREAS the City of Thorold, at its meeting of September 9, 2025, adopted 
Resolution 14.2 requesting the Province of Ontario to amend Christopher’s Law 
(Sexual Offenders Registry), 2000 to make Ontario Sex Offender Registry publicly 
accessible; and 

WHEREAS several Niagara municipalities; including Grimsby, Fort Erie, Port 
Colborne, and St. Catherines have subsequently endorsed this call for greater 
transparency and reform; and 

WHEREAS municipal councils, though not responsible for criminal law or parole, play 
a vital role in advocating for the safety and well-being of their residents; 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 

A. THAT the Council of the City of Brantford hereby supports the City of 
Thorold’s Resolution calling for the Publication of the Sexual Offender 
Registry and the City of Welland’s correspondence dated September 4, 
2025, calling for reform to sentencing, parole, and registry provisions 
concerning violent sexual offenders; and 

B. THAT the Province of Ontario be urged to amend Christopher’s Law 
(Sexual Offender Registry), 2000 to make the Ontario Sex Offender 
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CITY CLERK’S OFFICE City Hall, 58 Dalhousie Street, Brantford, ON N3T 2J2  P.O Box 818, Brantford, ON N3T 5R7   

Phone: (519) 759-4150 Fax: (519) 759-7840  www.brantford.ca 

Registry publicly accessible, subject to appropriate privacy and safety 
safeguards; and 

C. THAT a copy of this resolution be forwarded to: 

i. The Right Hon. Mark Carney, Prime Minister of Canada; 

ii. The Hon. Sean Fraser, Minister of Justice and Attorney General of 
Canada; 

iii. The Hon. Gary Anandasangaree, Minister of Safety; 

iv. The Hon. Doug Ford, Premier of Ontario; 

v. The Hon. Doug Downey, Attorney General of Ontario; 

vi. The Hon. Michael S. Kerzner, Solicitor General of Ontario; 

vii. Member of Parliament for Brantford-Brant, Larry Brock; 

viii.Member of Provincial Parliament for Brantford-Brant, Will Bouma; 

ix. The Association of the Municipalities of Ontario (AMO); 

x. The Federation of Canadian Municipalities (FCM); and 

xi. All Ontario Municipalities for their information and support. 

I trust this information is of assistance. 

Yours truly, 

     Chris Gauthier City Clerk, 
     cgauthier@brantford.ca 

CC - The Honorable Sean Fraser, Minister of Justice and Attorney General of    
Canada; - Sean.Fraser@parl.gc.ca 

The Honorable Gary Anandasangaree, Minister of Safety 
Gary.Anand@parl.gc.ca 

The Honorable Doug Ford, Premier of Ontario; - premier@ontario.ca 

The Honorable Doug Downey, Attorney General of Ontario; - 
Doug.Downey@ontario.ca 
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CITY CLERK’S OFFICE City Hall, 58 Dalhousie Street, Brantford, ON N3T 2J2  P.O Box 818, Brantford, ON N3T 5R7   

Phone: (519) 759-4150 Fax: (519) 759-7840  www.brantford.ca 

The Honorable Michael S. Kerzner, Solicitor General of Ontario 
michael.kerzner@pc.ola.org 

Member of Parliament for Brantford-Brant, Larry Brock; - 
larry.brock@parl.gc.ca 

Member of Provincial Parliament for Brantford-Brant, Will Bouma; -   

will.bouma@pc.ola.org 

The Association of the Municipalities of Ontario (AMO) amo@amo.on.ca 

The Federation of Canadian Municipalities (FCM) FCMInfo@fcm.ca 

All Ontario Municipalities for their information and support 
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sawSARNIA

ONTARIO
THE CITY OF SARNIA
Office of the Moyor

The Honourabte Doug Ford
Premier of Ontario
Legistative Buitding

Queen's Park
Toronto, ON M7A 141

March 25,2026

Re: Time-Sensitive: Strengthening Municipal,Accountabitity and Pubtic Trust (Bitt 9)

Dear Premier Ford,

When we met in Sarnia Last August, we discussed Bil,t 9 and its intent to strengthen

municipat accountabitity. At that time, I affirmed my support for the province's effort to

move this tegistation forward. The fundamentaI principtes of Bitt 9 are sound and provide an

important foundation; however, the Bitt requires a significant change before it becomes

Iaw.

The introduction of a standardized code of conduct and the proposed integrity

commissioner reforms are positive and necessary steps forward. However, based on more

than four decades of experience in municipaL pol,itics, I betieve the Bitt's greatest ftaw lies in

its mechanism for removing counciltors in serious cases of misconduct. Requiring [oca[

councits to participate in the removal of a peer, particutarty through unanimous agreement,

pl,aces councits in an inappropriate and untenabte position. On matters of serious

contention, unanimity is rarety achievabl,e, rendering the mechanism effectivety futil.e. This

approach undermines both fairness and pubtic confidence and faits to provide

municipatities with a meaningfut abitity to act in extreme cases.

ln circumstances of this magnitude, decisions shoutd not rest with a councit. lnstead, such

matters shoutd be heard and ruted upon by an independent, non-partisan authority,

removed from Local, pol.itical, dynamics and capabLe of making impartiat determinations in

the pu bl,ic's interest.

lf the provincial, government intends to maintain municipaI councits' responsibitity for

adjudicating such decisions, the threshol,d for action must be revised. A two-thirds

majority, or a simpte majority of council, exctudingthe subject member, woutd provide a

more reasonabte, fair, and workabte standard.
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This is a time-sensitive issue, and the need for action is becoming more urgent as
municipatities continue to encounter situations they are powerl.ess to address. Without
meaningfuI change, the current conditions and lack of adequate protection wil,l. have a

chitting effect on those considering pubtic office at the municipaL l.evet. Capabte,
community-minded individuats may be discouraged from seeking etection if there is no
effective independent mechanism to address extreme misconduct, protect the integrity of
counciI and the wetl,-being of the community.

I am copying this letter to mayors and councits across Ontario in the hope that they witl,

atso raise their voices on this matter before the Legistation is finatized, to ensure this
serious ftaw is addressed in what is otherwise an important and necessary piece of
tegistation for the Province of Ontario and its municipatities for tne 2026-2030 councit term
of office.

Thank you for your consideration. I woutd wetcome the opportunity to discuss these
concerns and possibl.e paths forward at your convenience.

Sincerety,

Mike Bradl,ey

Mayor, City of Sarnia

Cc The Honourabte Rob Ftack, Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing
John Fraser, MPR lnterim Leader, Ontario LiberaI Party
Marit Stil.es, MPR Leader of the OfficiatOpposition, Ontario NDp party
Bob Bail.ey, MPP for Sarnia-Lambton
Association of Municipal,ities of Ontario (AMO)
Mayor and CounciI for municipatities across Ontario
Sarnia City Councit
Lambton County CounciI
City of Sarnia Senior Management

255 Christino St N
Sornio ON NZT 7N2

P: 519-332-0330ext. 3312 F: 519-332-3995 moyor@sornio.co www.sornto.co

Page 23 of 50



Municipality of Tweed Council Meeting
Council Meeting

!4MResolution No.

Title:

Date:

City of Sarnia - Bill 9

Tuesday, Aprii 7, 2026

Moved by

Seconded by

Councilior J. Flieier

Councillor J. Palmateer

BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council supports the concerns raised regarding Bill 9, Strengthening

Municipal Accountability and Public Trust, particularly the need for a more effective and impartial

mechanism to address serious misconduct by members of council;

AND FURTHER THAT Council directs staff to forward correspondence of support to the Premier of

Ontario, the Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing, the local MPP, AMO, and Ontario municipalities.

Camed
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Pickering Civic Complex | One The Esplanade | Pickering, Ontario L1V 6K7 
T. 905.420.4611 | F. 905.420.9685 | Toll Free 1.866.683.2760 | clerks@pickering.ca | pickering.ca

Sent by Email 

April 8, 2026 

The Right Honourable Mark Carney 
Prime Minister of Canada 
80 Wellington Street, 
Ottawa, ON K1A 0A2 
pm@pm.gc.ca   

The Honourable Doug Ford 
Premier of Ontario 
Legislative Building, Queen's Park Room 281 
Toronto, ON M7A 1A1 
premier@ontario.ca   

Subject: Corr. 01-26 
Megha Trivedi, Clerk-Treasurer, Township of Prince 
Re: Call to Action for Justice and Protection of Canada's Children 

The Council of The Corporation of the City of Pickering considered the above matter at a Meeting 
held on March 23, 2026 and adopted the following resolution: 

Should you require further information, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned at 
905.420.4660, extension 2019. 

A copy of the original correspondence is attached for your information. 

Yours truly 

Susan Cassel 

1. That Corr. 01-26, from Megha Trivedi, Clerk-Treasurer, Township of Prince, dated
February 10, 2026, regarding a Call to Action for Justice and Protection of
Canada's Children, be received and endorsed; and,

2. That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to the Right Honourable Mark Carney,
Prime Minister of Canada, The Honourable Doug Ford, Premier of Ontario, The
Honourable Doug Downey, Attorney General, The Honourable Michael Kerzner,
Solicitor General, The Honourable Sean Fraser, Minister of Justice and Attorney
General, the Federation of Canadian Municipalities (FCM), and all municipalities
in Ontario.

Corporate Services Department 
Legislative Services 
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Corr. 01-26 April 8, 2026 

Page 2 of 2 

City Clerk 

SC:am 

Encl. 

Copy: The Honourable Sean Fraser, Minister of Justice and Attorney General 
The Honourable Michael Kerzner, Solicitor General 
The Honourable Doug Downey, Solicitor General 
All Ontario Municipalities 
Federation of Canadian Municipalities (FCM) 

Chief Administrative Officer 
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Attachment - Corr. 01-26 
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The Corporation of the 
Township of Terrace Bay 
P.O. Box 40, 1 Selkirk Avenue, Terrace Bay, ON, P0T 2W0 
Phone: (807) 825-3315 Fax: (807) 825-9576 

 
April 9, 2026 
 
 
Honorable Joel Lightbound 
Joel.lightbound@parl.gc.ca  
 
 
Dear Mr. Lightbound. 
 
At the Township of Terrace Bay’s Regular Council Meeting held on Tuesday April 7, 2026, the following 
resolution of support was passed: 
 
RE: Resolution Regarding Reduced Rate Distribution of Library Resources 
 
Resolution: 88-2026 
Moved By: Councillor Dube 
Seconded By: Councillor Adduono 
 
WHEREAS public libraries play a vital role in ensuring equitable access to information, literacy, education, 
and culture for all residents; 
  
AND WHEREAS inter-library loan services are an essential component of public library operations, 
particularly for small and rural communities with limited local collections; 
  
AND WHEREAS reduced postal rates for library materials have historically enabled libraries to share 
resources efficiently and affordably across Canada; 
  
AND WHEREAS recent amendments to the Canada Post Corporation Act have removed the legislative 
requirement to provide reduced postal rates for library materials, creating uncertainty for the continued 
delivery of this essential service; 
  
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Council of the Corporation of the Township of Terrace Bay calls 
upon the Government of Canada to maintain and protect reduced-rate postal distribution for library 
materials through legislation; 
  
AND THAT Council requests that the Minister responsible for Canada Post ensure continued, affordable 
postal access for libraries and inter-library loan services; 
  
AND THAT a copy of this resolution be forwarded to The Honorable Joel Lightbound, Minister of 
Government Transformation, Public Works and Procurement, Patty Hajdu, MP Thunder Bay-Superior North, 
Lise Vaugeois, MPP Thunder Bay-Superior North and all Ontario municipalities for support. 
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The Corporation of the 
Township of Terrace Bay 
P.O. Box 40, 1 Selkirk Avenue, Terrace Bay, ON, P0T 2W0 
Phone: (807) 825-3315 Fax: (807) 825-9576 

Sincerely, 
 

 
J. Hall 
Chief Administrative Officer/Clerk 
 
CC: 
MP Patty Hajdu – patty.hajdu@parl.gc.ca  
MPP Lise Vaugeois – lvaugeois-gp@ndp.on.ca  
Ontario Municipalities 
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Document Number: 5293193 

April 2, 2026 
 

Hon. Sean Fraser 
Minister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada 
Legislative Building 
284 Wellington Street 
Ottawa, Ontario K1A 0H8 

Dear Minister Fraser: 

Re: Notice of Motion, Councillor C. James re: Community Safety and Well-
Being Plan 

Please be advised that the Council of the Regional Municipality of Waterloo at their 
regular meeting held on March 25, 2026, approved the following motion: 

Whereas the Region of Waterloo’s Community Safety and Well-
Being Plan, developed under the requirements of the Community 
Safety and Policing Act, identifies systemic racism, hate, and 
discrimination as critical risk factors impacting community safety, 
belonging, and well-being; 

And whereas the display of a noose is widely recognized as a 
symbol of racial terror, violence, and intimidation, particularly 
against Black communities, rooted in the history of anti-Black 
racism; 

And whereas symbols of hate, when displayed publicly, 
contribute to fear, trauma, and exclusion, and undermine the 
Region’s commitments to equity, inclusion, and proactive 
prevention within its Community Safety and Well-Being Plan; 

And whereas the Government of Canada has introduced Bill C-9 
to strengthen tools to address hate-motivated offences, including 
provisions related to the public display of certain hate symbols; 

And whereas the current draft of Bill C-9 does not explicitly 
include the noose as a prohibited symbol, despite its well-
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Document Number: 5293193 

documented use as an instrument of racial intimidation and its 
direct relevance to community safety and well-being outcomes; 

And whereas addressing hate symbols through federal legislation 
complements municipal efforts by strengthening upstream 
prevention, reducing harm, and supporting safer, more inclusive 
communities; 

Therefore be it resolved that: 

1. The Regional Municipality of Waterloo formally request that the 
Government of Canada amend Bill C-9 to explicitly include the 
noose as a prohibited hate symbol within the legislation;  

2. This motion be circulated to all Ontario municipalities, the 
Federation of Canadian Municipalities (FCM), and the Association 
of Municipalities of Ontario (AMO) for endorsement and support 
as a measure that strengthens community safety and well-being 
across jurisdictions. 

Please accept this letter for information purposes only. If you have any questions, 
please contact Councillor C. James, CJames@regionofwaterloo.ca. 

Regards, 

 

 
Michael Oliveri 
Legislative Services Specialist 
Region of Waterloo 

cc: All Ontario Municipalities, the Federation of Canadian Municipalities (FCM), 
the Association of Municipalities of Ontario (AMO) 
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Date:   April 13, 2026 

To:       Municipalities of Northeastern Ontario 

From:   Brennain Lloyd, Northwatch 

Re.       Transportation of High-Level Radioactive Waste on Our Highways 

Second Comment Period in Federal Review of NWMO Project Closes May 10 

 

In early January we wrote to you about the  federal review of the Nuclear Waste Management 

Organization’s plan to transport, process, bury and eventually abandon all of Canada’s high-level 

nuclear waste in northwestern Ontario, letting you know that the review process and the first 

comment period had been launched.  

Several municipalities contributed to that comment period, registering their concern about the 

risks that will potentially be imposed on their community and expressing support for a full 

impact assessment, including a robust review of the transportation of the highly radioactive 

wastes from the nuclear generating stations in southern Ontario and eastern Canada through 

central and northeastern Ontario to the NWMO’s selected site in the northwest. The comments 

can be viewed on the public registry HERE. 

A second comment period was announced on Friday inviting the public and Indigenous people to 

make submissions by May 10 on draft guidelines.  

The purpose of Guidelines is to set out what information the Nuclear Waste Management 

Organization must provide in their Impact Statement and supporting documents, which will form 

the basis of the impact assessment process and public hearing.  

 

The draft guidelines released on April 10th will require the Nuclear Waste Management 

Organization to prepare an impact statement including what the Impact Assessment Agency is 

describing as “detailed description of the project components and activities” but whether the 

level of detail and scope of the description will be sufficient is the key question during the 30-

day comment period.  

The public, municipalities and Indigenous people have been loud and clear that transportation 

must be included in the impact assessment process, and the Agency has delivered - partially. The 

draft guidelines require the NWMO to describe their transportation plans, but they need more 

detail built in to ensure that the review is thorough. 

Next Steps 

The role and voice of municipalities continue to be important as we move into this second 

comment period on the Draft Tailored Impact Statement Guidelines.  

 

Box 282, North Bay ON P1B 8H2 | 705 497 0373 | northwatch@northwatch.org | www.northwatch.org      
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As with the review of the Initial Project Description, a reasonable approach to your municipal 

review would be to ask whether the draft guidelines include or identify the topics you think are 

important for this assessment process. For example, do the guidelines require detailed 

information of project components and their related potential effects or impacts, such as: 

• the safety and security of transporting high-level nuclear waste through your region, 

including road and rail logistics and safety of the containers,  

• the risk of radiation exposures and accidental releases connected with nuclear waste 

transport and transfers, and  

• emergency response plans, including during transportation. 

 

We appreciate that municipalities in northern Ontario are dealing with many challenges, and this 

review process and the NWMO’s project more generally adds to your workload. But your voice 

as local government is important, and your residents rely on you to stand up for their concerns 

and interests. 

  

Here are three steps you can take as a potentially impacted or concerned municipality: 

• Email the Impact Assessment Agency and let them know your municipality wishes to be 

added to the distribution list for the Impact Assessment of the NWMO’s project (Ref. 

#88774)  (email nuclearwaste-dechetsnucleaires@iaac-aeic.gc.ca) 

• Comment on the Draft Tailored Impact Statement Guidelines by May 10th; we’ll be 

sharing more analysis in the coming weeks to support you in preparing comments 

• Many municipalities have already passed resolutions opposing the transportation and 

burial of nuclear waste in northwestern Ontario, and we encourage all municipalities to 

take this step (our updated template is HERE).  

 

What will come next?  

Following the May 10 close of the comment period and over the coming months the Impact 

Assessment Agency will finalize the Guidelines and then issue the final Guidelines and a “Notice 

of Commencement of Impact Assessment”, which completes the “planning phase” of the review 

process. Following that, the NWMO will take 1-3 years to produce their Impact Statement and 

supporting documents, which will then become the basis of the impact assessment, including a 

public hearing expected to take place in 2028 or 2029.   

 

 

Please let us know how we can assist you. We would be pleased to provide you with additional 

information and analysis, either through presentations to Council or more informally. More 

information is available on our project web page HERE and on April 16th we will be hosting a 

webinar to share initial analysis; you can register HERE.  

 

 

Our Backgrounder on Nuclear Waste Transportation and Burial is HERE 

The Draft Tailored Impact Statement Guidelines are HERE and a summary is HERE 

A sample municipal resolution is HERE 

You can register for our April 16th webinar HERE 
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c IN' 

OPSS Modernization & 
Harmonization Concerns 

TO: Ministry of Transportation of Ontario (MTO) FROM: Municipal Engineers Association (MEA) DATE: Tuesday, March 31, 2026 

PURPOSE 

I
To convey the MEA's significant concerns regarding the process and substance of MTO's proposed harmonization of the Ontario Provincial 

Standard Specifications (OPSS), and to request meaningful engagement before implementation proceeds. 

BACKGROUND 

The OPSS has long been grounded in a collaborative co-stewardship model between MTO and the MEA. Recent unilateral actions by MTO, without 

prior consultation with municipal stakeholders, are inconsistent with that partnership and risk undermining confidence in the framework. 

Successful change cannot be achieved without first defining the problem, evaluating solutions, and engaging partners through meaningful 

consultation. 

KEY CONCERNS 

1 LACK OF PROBLEM DEFINITION & EVIDENCE 

The MEA is unaware of systemic failures in the current OPSS 

framework justifying the scale or urgency of proposed changes. 

MTO has not shared analysis, metrics, or benchmarking to support 

anticipated benefits. Municipalities expect the changes will 

increase, not reduce, administrative burden and project costs. 

3 EXEMPTIONS & ANNUAL REPORTING 

Mandatory reporting and a new exemption approval process 

introduce material risk to project delivery. Without defined 

timelines and service standards, municipalities cannot reliably plan 

Council-approved programs. Blanket exemptions should be 

available for well-understood, low-risk practices. 

REQUESTED ACTIONS 

2 GOVERNANCE CLARITY & CO-STEWARDSHIP 

It is unclear how the proposed model meaningfully differs from the 

current one, or how the MEA's co-stewardship role will be formally 

protected. The future of existing MTO/MEA technical committees, 

which provide critical municipal insight and issue resolution, 

remains uncertain. 

4 ONE-SIZE-FITS-ALL LIMITATIONS 

Ontario municipalities operate under widely varying conditions 

including climate, geography, asset profiles, and labour markets. 

Effective standards must allow appropriate local flexibility to be 

practical and consistently applied province-wide. A uniform 

approach risks being neither efficient nor effective. 

► Pause implementation to allow shared problem definition and evaluation of alternatives before proceeding.

► Share supporting evidence including analysis, metrics, and benchmarking used to justify the proposed changes.

► Clarify the governance model and formally embed the MEA's co-stewardship role within the new structure. 

► Define the exemption process including review timelines, panel composition, and measurable service standards. 

► Establish a joint provincial working group with municipal, MTO, consultant, and contractor representation.

CONCLUSION 

The MEA remains committed to the OPSS and to working collaboratively with MTO. Should the MEA continue to be excluded from substantive 

governance decisions, it will need to re-evaluate its role and level of support for the framework. Transparent, evidence-based, and inclusive 

engagement is essential to any modernization that strengthens, rather than undermines, the credibility and effectiveness of the OPSS. 

Mt.Picip; � 1gine, rs Assoc Jt or I Co-StEwarJ, Ort rio 1•nvimi; I St mddrd �Pt cf c tio1 s president@municipalengineers.on.ca 
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March 29, 2026 
 
Municipal Standards Harmonization Office (MSHO) 
 
Subject:   MEA Comments to Ontario Regulatory Registry 26-MTO003 
              
 
We are writing to respond to Ontario Regulatory Registry 26-MTO003 - Harmonization of 
Municipal Road Construction Standards.   
 
Municipal engineers play a vital role in planning, maintaining, renewing, and constructing 
municipal infrastructure. Their expertise spans all aspects of municipal infrastructure 
services - from design and construction to project management and leadership – ensuring 
the successful delivery of both small and large-scale capital infrastructure projects. 
 
Through its membership, MEA provides specialized knowledge in all areas of municipal 
engineering in Ontario. In partnership with the Ministry of Transportation Ontario (MTO), 
MEA co-manages the Ontario Provincial Standards & Specifications (Municipal) and 
delivers training on Ontario Provincial Standards. 
 
While we support the intent of the regulation to promote consistency, quality, and 
efficiency across municipal road construction projects, we recommend that additional 
consideration be given to the time and administrative burden associated with preparing, 
reviewing, and obtaining exemptions, as well as the cumulative impacts on project delivery 
arising from project‑by‑project assessments. 
 
Exemption requests that require detailed technical justification across multiple evaluation 
criteria can take a considerable amount of time to prepare, particularly for complex or 
large‑scale projects. This work frequently requires the involvement of senior engineering, 
technical, legal, and procurement resources, diverting limited capacity away from active 
project delivery. The time required to assemble a complete exemption request should 
therefore be recognized as a potential schedule, cost, and resourcing risk in its own right. 
 
Equally important is the duration and predictability of the Minister’s review and response 
timelines. When exemptions are assessed on a project‑by‑project basis without defined 
service standards or response timelines, projects may experience material delays while 
awaiting decisions. These delays can produce cascading impacts, including missed 
construction windows, contractor demobilization and remobilization costs, loss of price 
certainty, and increased exposure to supply‑chain volatility. For time‑sensitive or critical 
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infrastructure projects, even relatively short delays in regulatory decision‑making can 
result in disproportionate impacts to project schedules and budgets. 
 
To better reflect these realities, we recommend that the exemption framework explicitly 
consider additional criteria, including: 

• Administrative and decision‑cycle timelines, including the anticipated time required 
for review and approval and the impact of uncertainty on project planning and 
procurement; 

• Cumulative impacts across multiple projects, particularly where similar exemption 
requests are repeatedly submitted for comparable project types or conditions; 

• Schedule dependency and critical path impacts, including whether delays in 
exemption approval would directly affect construction sequencing, seasonal work 
constraints, or contractual obligations; and 

• Consistency and precedent considerations, whereby prior approvals for similar 
circumstances could support streamlined or standardized decision‑making, rather 
than requiring repetitive project‑level analysis. 

 
Incorporating these considerations would help ensure that the exemption process 
supports timely and efficient project delivery while still meeting regulatory objectives. 
Clear expectations regarding submission requirements and response timelines, as well as 
opportunities for programmatic or category‑based exemptions where appropriate, would 
significantly reduce risk to project schedules and budgets without compromising safety, 
performance, or sustainability outcomes. 
 
Looking ahead, and assuming the Ministry is able to successfully deliver the current list of 
harmonized standards within the proposed timeframe, we agree that the remaining 
OPSS.MUNI standards should be prioritized for future harmonization based on where the 
greatest time, cost, and administrative efficiencies can be achieved. In our view, this 
would include: 

• Standards with the highest frequency of use across municipalities, where 
harmonization would reduce repetitive project‑specific reviews, municipal 
deviations, and contract amendments; 

• Standards that routinely generate exemptions, interpretations, or disputes, 
indicating inconsistency or misalignment that drives additional design effort, 
approval cycles, or delays; 

• Standards that significantly affect project schedules or cost certainty, including 
those related to materials, construction methods, or inspection requirements that 
influence procurement and delivery timelines; 
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• Standards that overlap or interact closely with those already harmonized, where 
alignment would enhance system coherence and reduce unintended conflicts or 
inefficiencies; and 

• Standards that affect regional or multi‑jurisdictional projects, where inconsistent 
requirements currently increase coordination challenges and administrative 
complexity. 

 
A transparent, phased approach, supported by demonstrated progress on the initially 
harmonized standards, would help ensure that future harmonization efforts are achievable 
and deliver tangible benefits. Clearly articulating how the Ministry will complete the 
current scope, and how lessons learned will inform the prioritization of remaining 
standards, will be essential to achieving intended efficiency gains without overextending 
implementation capacity. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this important initiative. We would welcome 
continued engagement as the regulation is refined and implemented. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
__________________________ 
Penelope Palmer, P. Eng., 
MEA President 2025 – 2026 
(Manager, Strategic Initiatives 
 Strategic Capital Coordination Office 
 City of Toronto) 
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March 29, 2026 
 
Municipal Standards Harmonization Office (MSHO) 
 
Subject:   Harmonization of Municipal Road Construction Standards and 

Associated Governance Model  
              
 
On behalf of the Municipal Engineers Association (MEA) and our municipal members, 
we acknowledge the Ministry of Transportation of Ontario’s (MTO) ongoing efforts to 
maintain and modernize the Ontario Provincial Standard Specifications (OPSS). As 
partners and co-stewards of the OPSS, the MEA recognizes the importance of ensuring 
these standards remain current, effective, and responsive to the evolving needs of 
infrastructure delivery across Ontario. 
 
The Municipal Engineers Association (MEA) is a non-profit organization representing 
more than 1,300 professional engineers working across 110+ Ontario municipalities, 
along with engineers from provincial agencies, conservation authorities, and consulting 
firms serving smaller municipalities. With a history spanning over 60 years, MEA was 
formed through the amalgamation of the City Engineers Association and the County 
Engineers Association. The association supports excellence in municipal engineering, 
recognizing the critical role municipal engineers play in planning, delivering, 
maintaining, and renewing infrastructure. The MEA provides specialized expertise 
across all areas of municipal engineering and, in partnership with the Ontario Ministry of 
Transportation (MTO), co-manages the Ontario Provincial Standards & Specifications 
(Municipal) and delivers related training across the province. 
 
The long-standing success and credibility of the OPSS has been built on a collaborative 
partnership between the MTO and the MEA, grounded in co-stewardship, shared 
accountability, and balanced provincial and municipal technical expertise. The recent 
unilateral actions by the Ministry are inconsistent with the principles of partnership, and 
collaboration that have historically underpinned the success of the OPSS. Successful 
change and adoption cannot be achieved without first defining the problem, evaluating 
solutions and their consequences, and engaging partners through meaningful 
consultation. 
 
The MEA has significant concerns regarding both the process and substance of the 
proposed harmonization of standards, including the lack of meaningful engagement with 
MEA and other municipal stakeholders, and the absence of a clear, shared 
understanding of the issues driving these proposed changes. These concerns are 
material and must be addressed if the changes are to be successfully implemented, 
broadly adopted, and supported over the long term. 
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Problem Definition, Need for Evidence and Supporting Data 
 
At present, it is unclear what problems or deficiencies the MTO perceives to exist within 
the current OPSS framework. The MEA and its members are not aware of systemic 
failures or performance issues that would warrant the breadth, scale, or urgency of the 
changes being proposed. It is also unclear how these changes are expected to lead to 
reduced costs, improved efficiency, or better outcomes. 
 
The MEA respectfully requests that the MTO clearly identify the concerns with the 
current framework, and share any analysis, metrics, benchmarking, or other evidence 
used to justify the anticipated benefits of the proposed modernization. Municipalities are 
concerned that the proposed changes will likely increase administrative burden, project 
complexity, and overall costs rather than achieve the intended efficiencies. 
 
There are legitimate questions being raised about how a one-size-fits-all approach can 
successfully address the diversity of municipal conditions and requirements across 
Ontario. There is also apprehension that additional approval steps, reporting 
requirements, and governance layers will likely introduce project delays, uncertainty, 
and higher delivery costs without demonstrated public or operational benefit. 
 
Clarification on the Modernized Governance Framework 
 
The MEA respectfully requests clarification on how the proposed governance framework 
differs in a meaningful way from the current model. Municipal and industry engagement, 
along with technical input into standards development and review, already occurs 
through established existing technical committees, working groups, and consultation 
processes. 
 
To build understanding and confidence, MTO must clearly articulate the added value of 
the proposed approach, including: 

• What new roles, authorities, or decision‑making structures would be introduced; 
• What changes are anticipated in how standards are prioritized, approved, or 

updated; and 
• How the proposed model will measurably improve efficiency, cost-efficiency, 

transparency, or consistency compared to the existing framework. 
 
Annual Reporting, Exemptions and Compliance 
 
The MEA understands the proposed framework would require mandatory annual 
reporting to the MTO including the introduction of a new approval process for 
exemptions. There are significant concerns related to the administrative burden these 
processes will put on municipalities, which will in turn affect their ability to deliver 
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projects and programs successfully in any given budget cycle. The administrative effort 
this approval process creates, without understanding the process, review requirements 
or timelines, is not demonstrative of an overall benefit.  Clarity on these matters is 
essential. An opaque or slow exemption process introduces material risk to project 
delivery, schedules, costs, and contractual certainty. 
 
Further clarification on annual reporting collection is essential to understanding the 
purpose and anticipated outcomes. Specifically, the MEA is requesting more information 
on the following: 
 

• The specific purpose of the reporting; 
• How the data will be used to inform decisions or policy; 
• How reporting will account for local context and project complexity; and 
• Will the reporting be the basis to track compliance. 

 
Further clarification on the exemption process is perhaps even more essential, as it 
presents an even greater risk to successful project delivery if the process is overly 
burdensome, lengthy and lacks defined service standards. Expectations and timelines 
will need to be factored when municipalities are building programs for infrastructure 
renewal and rehabilitation. Even at these early stages, municipalities are flagging risks 
with their ability to deliver Council approved commitments if the exemption process is 
not clearly defined, and is not well supported.  It is imperative that the MTO clarify the 
following:  
 

• How exemptions will be reviewed and approved; 
• Who will sit on the review panel and how municipal representation will be 

ensured; 
• What service standards or timelines will apply to exemption decisions;  
• Would an Ontario municipality continue to be recognized as a sponsor for new or 

revised standards when requests originate from a non-member; and 
• What penalties or consequences are contemplated for non-compliance. 

 
A one-size-fits-all approach does not reflect the realities of infrastructure delivery across 
Ontario. Municipalities operate under widely differing conditions, including climate, 
geography, asset profiles, operational constraints, material and labour market 
availability. Effective standards must allow flexibility to account for these differences if 
they are to be practical, efficient, and consistently applied province-wide.  
 
In this context, the MEA and several municipalities have raised the need for blanket or 
standing exemptions in certain circumstances where efficiency can be demonstrably 
improved without compromising safety or performance. Requiring repeated 
case‑by‑case exemption requests for well‑understood, low‑risk municipal practices is 
viewed as inefficient and counterproductive. A model that combines clear standards 
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with appropriate flexibility and blanket approvals would better reflect local conditions 
and established municipal engineering practices while maintaining safety and 
performance. 
 
Broader Impacts Across the Infrastructure Delivery Sector 
 
While municipalities are directly affected, it is important to underscore that these 
proposed changes have far reaching implications beyond municipal owners alone. 
Designers, consulting engineers, contractors, suppliers, and other industry partners will 
also be impacted through changes to standards, approvals, contract administration, 
project schedules, and risk allocation. Successful modernization must therefore 
consider the full infrastructure delivery ecosystem, not solely municipal compliance 
obligations. 
 
Partnership, Co‑Stewardship, and Governance 
 
The absence of the MEA from MTO’s proposed development, roll-out and 
implementation of a standardized OPSS has raised concerns that the framework will 
shift toward a centralized, MTO-led model and will no longer function as a true 
partnership or co-stewardship.   
 
The MEA requires clarity on how our role as co-steward will be explicitly protected and 
embedded within the proposed governance structure. Without a clearly defined, 
formalized role in decision-making and oversight, municipal confidence in the 
governance framework will be significantly undermined. 
 
Further, the MEA seeks immediate clarification on the future role of the existing 
MTO/MEA specialty committees. These committees provide critical technical review, 
municipal insight, and issue resolution. It is uncertain whether they will be replaced, 
duplicated, or marginalized under the new framework, and how authority and 
accountability will be allocated going forward. 
 
Path Forward and MEA’s Ongoing Role 
 
In the spirit of collaboration, the MEA offers the following constructive proposal to 
support a more effective and broadly supported outcome: 
 

• Pause implementation to allow time for a shared understanding of the issues 
MTO is seeking to address and to explore whether alternative, more effective 
solutions exist; 

• Pursue targeted harmonization, recognizing that some alignment is beneficial 
while preserving local flexibility. This should include the use of standardized 
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requirements where appropriate, complemented by blanket or standing approvals 
to reduce repetitive exemption requests; 

• Map proposed review, approval, and reporting processes in detail and work 
collaboratively to identify and address pressure points before implementation; 

• Establish a provincial working group, with representation from MEA members, 
MTO staff, and subject matter experts across Ontario, to identify priorities, risks, 
and opportunities from multiple perspectives; 

• Engage consultants and contractors to understand how proposed changes will 
affect design, construction, procurement, and risk allocation and 

• Ensure the process is not rushed, recognizing that thoughtful, inclusive 
development is essential to achieving sustainable and credible outcomes. 

 
The MEA remains committed to the success of OPSS and to working collaboratively 
with MTO. However, meaningful partnership requires transparency and evidence‑based 

decision‑making, appropriate inclusion in governance, and genuine shared stewardship 
aligned with municipal realities. 
 
Should the MEA continue to be excluded from the governance model or from 
substantive decision‑making related to OPSS, the MEA will need to re‑evaluate its role, 
partnership, and level of support for the framework moving forward. Our strong 
preference is to address these issues proactively through dialogue, collaboration, and 
shared clarity around roles and objectives. Providing the requested data, clarifying 
governance roles, addressing exemption and compliance concerns, and slowing 
implementation to allow proper consultation are necessary first steps. 
 
The MEA welcomes the opportunity for prompt discussion and looks forward to working 
collaboratively to ensure any changes to OPSS strengthen—rather than undermine—
the confidence, effectiveness, and partnership that have long defined its success. 
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
__________________________ 
Penelope Palmer, P. Eng., 
MEA President 2025 – 2026 
(Manager, Strategic Initiatives 
Strategic Capital Coordination Office 
City of Toronto) 
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COUNCIL RESOLUTION 

MUNICIPAliTY OJ 

SHUNIAH 
Resolution No.: 1~1 -?-t. 

Date: Apr 14 1 2026 

WHEREAS the Municipality of Shuniah acknowledges that municipal infrastructure - including roads, 
bridges, and water and wastewater systems- underpins public safety, economic vitality, and quality of 
life in Ontario's rural and small urban communities; and 

WHEREAS the Ontario Community Infrastructure Fund (OCIF) was created in 2015 to 
assist small and rural municipalities facing infrastructure deficits that exceed their local 
revenuecapadties;and 

WHEREAS in 2022, the Government of Ontario committed to increase the annual OCIF 
envelope from $100 million to $400 million over a five-year term, with that commitment 
scheduled to expire at the end of fiscal 2026; and 

WHEREAS fixed funding levels amid rising labour, materials, and climate resilience costs 
have eroded the purchasing power of the $400 million envelope, jeopardizing 
municipalities' ability to deliver and sustain essential services without incurring 
unsustainable debt; and 

WHEREAS predictable, multi-year funding indexed to real-world cost drivers is critical for 
munidpalities to develop, finance, and execute long-term asset management plans, 
reduce emergency repairs, and leverage complementary federal and private infrastructure 
financing; and 

WHEREAS the Municipality of Shuniah requires a steadfast provincial partner to extend 
and enhance OCIF beyond 2026, ensuring infrastructure resilience, fiscal sustainability, 
and equitable access for all small and rural municipalities; 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 
1. The Munidpality of Shuniah calls upon the Government of Ontario to extend the annual 
OCIF envelope at not less than $400 million beyond its current five-year term ending in 
2026, with no reductions in subsequent provincial budgets. 

2. The Province be requested to index the total annual OCIF envelope-and each 
individual munici I allocation-to the Ontario Consumer Price Index CPI calculated on 
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a calendar-year basis and disbursed in the first quarter of each fiscal year. 

3. The Ministry of Infrastructure establish a new five-year OCIF funding framework that 
guarantees annual envelopes and allocation percentages by municipality, enabling long­
term capital planning and stable cash-flow management. 

4. The Province undertake a formal review of the OCIF allocation formula at least once 
every four years, incorporating current municipal asset management data, demographic 
projections, climate resilience metrics, and rural equity considerations 

5. A dedicated contingency reserve equal to 5 percent of the annual OCIF envelope be 
created within the fund to address extraordinary cost escalations, emergency repairs, or 
project overruns without reallocating core funding. 

6. The Ministry of Infrastructure publish an annual OCIF performance report-including 
program disbursements, allocation adjustments, and reserve expenditures-in a 
transparent, publicly accessible online dashboard. 

FURTHER THAT the Council of the Municipality of Shuniah supports the February 23rd, 
2026 resolution of the Township of North Glengarry regarding the Ontario Community 
Infrastructure Fund (OCIF); and 

FURTHER THAT this supporting resolution and the originating correspondence be 
circulated to the Premier of Ontario, the Leader of the Official Opposition, the Minister of 
Infrastructure, the Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing, Local MPP's, the Association 
of Mj.rtlicipalities of Ontario (AMO), and all Ontario municipalities. Nom 11 · 

0 Carried D Defeated D Amended D Deferred 

Municipality of Shuniah, 420 Leslie Avenue, Thunder Bay, Ontario, P?A X8 
~----------------~~----~ 
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