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RE: PAC/HAC Committee Policy Conflict 

Good day Council. My name is Mark Kehoe, I'm a resident of Upper Vaughan and was a 
member of the PAC/HAC committee up until the recent unexpected termination of the 
resident members. 

I'm concerned about the process that was used to terminate the resident committee 
members and the newly formed committee meeting tonight without resident members. 

• First, I will address my concerns with the mayor's motion to remove resident

members at the Jan 28th Council Meeting.

Meeting and Committee Procedural Policy, section 12.19 reads ... 
The following motions require a two-thirds vote 
C) to amend or resend something previously adopted.

• The vote to amend the PAC/HAC member constitution was 7 to 4. That would be

just short of the 2/3rds to pass. Close, but it didn't meet the 213
rd threshold. Should

this motion have even passed? 

Then, due to public pressure and correspondence, the mayor addressed the council at the Feb 

11th COTW meeting and apologized for not following policy with this motion stating, "I did not
follow policy", "an oversight on my end, I won't go into reasons why, but it happened". He then 
stated he wanted to put the motion back on the table and give council 14 days to consider and 
follow with debate. So, is the motion that didn't follow policy carried? Council acted on a 
motion that didn't follow policy and then was re-tabled. Shouldn't the PAC HAC members be 
reinstated until the motion is properly carried? 

Now my concerns for the scheduled PAC/HAC meeting for this evening Feb 13th . 

• When council was questioned if PAC/HAC could be formed and meet without

appointed resident members on the committee, the CAO and Clerks displayed a lack
of understanding of the policy or unwillingness to address it. It reminded me of when
there was a tie for the deputy mayor seat and the CAO suggested pulling a name from a
hat.
• In the Municipal Meeting and Procedural Policy, APPENDIX K Planning

Advisory/Heritage Advisory Committee refers to section 200 of the Municipal
Government Act.
• Section 200 (3) states "A planning and advisory committee or joint planning

advisory committee shall include members of the public and may include a
representative appointed by a village commission."
• Something is mandatory- The term "shall" in Canadian legislation indicates that






