
This appendix provides a record of email correspondence conducted with stakeholders 
and rightsholders throughout the Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) process. 
These communications form an important part of the consultation program and 
demonstrate the project team’s efforts to engage, inform, and collaborate with affected 
and interested parties. 

The emails included herein reflect key discussions, inquiries, feedback, and clarifications 
exchanged during the course of the study. They document how input was received and 
considered as the project advanced. 

If you require this information in an alternate format, or have accessibility needs related to 
reviewing specific correspondence items, please contact the project team. We will be 
pleased to discuss accommodations and provide materials in a format that meets your 
needs. 
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How to Use This Information Package 

Environmental Assessment (EA) is a planning and decision-making process used to promote 

environmentally responsible decision-making. In Ontario, this process is defined and is 

required pursuant to the Environmental Assessment Act (EAA). The Ministry of Environment, 

Conservation and Parks (MECP) administers the EAA.  

The Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR) may be asked by a proponent of a project subject to 

an EA or Class EA to participate as a commenting agency to ensure provincial interests within 

MNR’s mandate are considered by the proponent in the project planning process.  

Use of this Information Package “Package” is intended to help project proponents understand 

MNR's: 

• role as a commenting agency and interests related to environmental assessment within 

the Ministry’s mandate (refer Sections 1 through 8 of this document)   

• regulatory authority to issue authorizations, permits, licenses and/or approvals (refer 

Appendix A – MNR Regulatory Role) 

The information provided by MNR and the sources listed in this Package should not be 

considered exhaustive nor a substitute for consultation with other agencies, site visits and 

appropriate field studies. The information provided is subject to change from time to time and it 

is the proponent’s responsibility to ensure the information used to support project planning and 

compliance with EAA requirements is current and accurate. 

If no MNR interests are identified based on the information contained in this Package there is 

no need to further circulate MNR as a commenting agency when undertaking consultation and 

review under the applicable EA process. MNR Southern Region (via sr.planning@ontario.ca) 

may be contacted if there are any questions about the content of this Package or if specific 

technical information is required. 

This Package is intended for use within MNR’s Southern Region (SR) regional boundary only. 

To view the MNR SR regional boundary please see Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry 

work centres | ontario.ca. 

 

mailto:sr.planning@ontario.ca
https://www.ontario.ca/page/ministry-natural-resources-and-forestry-work-centres
https://www.ontario.ca/page/ministry-natural-resources-and-forestry-work-centres
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1. MNR Mandate 

MNR has a mandate to protect Ontario’s biodiversity while promoting economic opportunities 

in the resource sector and supporting outdoor recreation opportunities by: 

• Sustainably managing Ontario’s fish and wildlife resources. 

• Leading the management of Ontario’s public (also referred to as Crown) lands, including 

the beds of navigable waters, oil, gas, salt and aggregate resources, and access to 

Crown land for renewable energy projects.  

• Ensuring the sustainable management of Ontario’s Crown forests. 

• Protecting people, property and communities from forest fires, floods, and droughts. 

• Developing and applying geographic information to help manage the province’s natural 

resources. 

MNR’s regulatory role is triggered when a project proponent seeks an approval under 

legislation administered by the Ministry. Information on the Ministry’s regulatory role under 

applicable legislation can be found in Appendix A. 

2. MNR Role as Commenting Agency  

MNR’s role as a commenting agency on projects subject to EAA requirements is to: 

• Assist and enable project proponents to access relevant technical and scientific 

information within the scope of MNR’s mandate.  

• Provide legislative / regulatory / policy information and direction regarding interests 

within MNR’s mandate.  

• Support the identification and consideration of the potential effects of a project on 

matters within MNR’s mandate. 

• Identify where the project proponent may need to seek MNR approvals regarding the 

project. 

3. Provincial Planning Policies 

Provincial plans together with the Provincial Policy Statement, 2024 (PPS) issued under 

section 3(1) of the Planning Act, provide policy direction on matters of provincial interest 

related to land use planning and development in Ontario. The PPS and provincial plans 

contain policies specific to infrastructure projects.   

A summary of matters related to MNR’s mandate within specific infrastructure-related 

provincial planning policies can be found below. Please note, this is not an exhaustive list of 

provincial policies that may apply to a project and other MNR mandated interests may be 

applicable. It is the project proponent’s responsibility to review the provincial plans and PPS, 
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which may be amended from time to time, to determine policies applicable to the proposed 

project. 

Provincial Plan Mapping 

Mapping of provincial plan boundaries and natural heritage areas as defined in individual 

provincial plans is available to view or download through  Make A Map: Natural Heritage Areas 

or Ontario GeoHub (GeoHub) -  Natural Heritage System Area.  

Greenbelt Plan, 2017 

Section 4.2.1.2 of the Greenbelt Plan contains policies which are designed to direct 

infrastructure away from, or where not possible, to minimize the impacts on the Natural 

Heritage and Water Resource Systems. It requires that new or expanding infrastructure “shall 

avoid key natural heritage features, key hydrologic features or key hydrologic areas unless 

need has been demonstrated and it has been established that there is no other reasonable 

alternative.”  

Niagara Escarpment Plan (NEP), 2017 

The NEP is administered by the Niagara Escarpment Commission, the government agency 

mandated to develop, interpret, and apply NEP policies that maintain and enhance the Niagara 

Escarpment’s unique environmental and landscape features. In addition to Make A Map: 

Natural Heritage Areas, mapping of NEP Escarpment Natural Areas and Escarpment 

Protection Areas may be obtained from your local municipality or the Niagara Escarpment 

Commission. 

Oak Ridges Moraine Conservation Plan (ORMCP), 2017  

Section 41 of the ORMCP contains policies specific to the development of new or the 

upgrading/extension of existing infrastructure. This policy direction includes where 

development shall not be permitted unless specified criteria have been satisfied (including 

where applicable that there is no other reasonable alternative) and establishes required 

documentation to support infrastructure projects. Specific conditions apply to proposed 

infrastructure development within a natural core area and infrastructure crossings of key 

natural heritage features.  

Lake Simcoe Protection Plan (LSPP), 2009   

Policy 6.23-DP of the LSPP directs that development or site alteration in relation to 

infrastructure shall not be permitted within a key natural heritage feature, a key hydrologic 

feature or within a related vegetation protection zone unless the need for the project has been 

demonstrated through an Environmental Assessment or other similar environmental approval 

and it has been demonstrated there is no reasonable alternative. Some exceptions may apply. 

https://www.lioapplications.lrc.gov.on.ca/Natural_Heritage/index.html?viewer=Natural_Heritage.Natural_Heritage&locale=en-CA
https://geohub.lio.gov.on.ca/datasets/lio::natural-heritage-system-area/about
https://www.ontario.ca/document/greenbelt-plan-2017
https://files.ontario.ca/appendix_-_niagara_escarpment_plan_2017_-_oc-10262017.pdf
https://www.lioapplications.lrc.gov.on.ca/NEC/index.html?viewer=NiagaraEscarpmentCommission.NiagaraEscarpmentCommission&locale=en-CA
https://www.lioapplications.lrc.gov.on.ca/NEC/index.html?viewer=NiagaraEscarpmentCommission.NiagaraEscarpmentCommission&locale=en-CA
https://files.ontario.ca/oak-ridges-moraine-conservation-plan-2017.pdf
https://www.ontario.ca/document/lake-simcoe-protection-plan
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4. Fish, Wildlife and Natural Heritage   

MNR’s natural heritage and natural resources geospatial data layers can be accessed through 

the ministry’s GeoHub and Natural Resources Data Access Requests | Ontario GeoHub. 

Please note, these Geospatial Ontario (formerly known as Land Information Ontario) GIS data 

layers available from MNR and the sources listed and linked on this webpage should not be 

considered as a substitute for site visits and appropriate field surveys. Generally, information 

available from MNR can be regarded as a starting point from which to conduct further field 

studies, if needed. While this data represents MNR’s best available current information, it is 

important to note that a lack of information for a site does not mean that additional features 

and values are not present. There are many areas where MNR does not currently have 

information. On-site assessments can better verify site conditions, identify natural features and 

values and confirm presence of species at risk and/or their habitats.  

The information below provides an overview of MNR’s mandated interests in natural heritage 

to consider within the project study area. A detailed list of provincial technical guidance 

material used to identify significant natural heritage features in different landscapes can be 

found in Appendix B.  

Fisheries   

All permanent and intermittent watercourses and waterbodies have potential to contain fish 

habitat or contribute to fisheries resources. MNR is responsible for administering and enforcing 

the Ontario Fishery Regulations under the Fisheries Act. 

When agency approvals are required for a proposed project, it is the responsibility of the 

authorizing regulatory agency to set any in-water work timing windows in their authorizations. 

These timing windows may be based on the MNR’s In-water Work Timing Window Guidelines. 

 

Areas of Natural and Scientific Interest  

The study area should be screened for the presence of Areas of Natural and Scientific Interest 

(ANSI). ANSIs are lands and waters containing features that are important for natural heritage 

protection, scientific study, and education. ANSIs are identified and confirmed by MNR based 

on their representation of Ontario’s significant geological and natural heritage features and are 

categorized as either Earth Science or Life Science. 

Wetlands 

Study areas that contain unevaluated or unmapped wet features should be investigated for the 

presence of wetlands. Wetlands are lands that are seasonally or permanently covered by 

shallow water, as well as lands where the water table is close to the surface. Wetlands may 

https://geohub.lio.gov.on.ca/
https://geohub.lio.gov.on.ca/pages/6ca04fe136084a03a335999182655db8
https://docs.ontario.ca/documents/2579/stdprod-109170.pdf
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vary in their significance, and the four major types of wetlands are swamps, marshes, bogs, 

and fens. 

As of January 1, 2023, MNR no longer reviews and confirms wetland evaluations. MNR’s role 

with respect to wetland evaluation includes providing the provincial framework under which 

wetlands in Ontario are evaluated for significance (OWES), and uploading digital wetland 

boundary mapping and wetland status into the Geospatial Ontario database.  

Significant Wildlife Habitat 

Study areas which may contain significant wildlife habitat should be investigated for its 

presence or absence. Significant wildlife habitat may include features such as: seasonal 

concentration areas for wildlife species (e.g., snake hibernaculum), rare vegetation 

communities (e.g., tallgrass prairie), specialized habitats of wildlife (e.g., turtle nesting and 

over-wintering areas), habitats of species of conservation concern (e.g., Special Concern 

species as identified on the Species at Risk in Ontario list) and animal movement corridors 

(e.g., amphibian movement corridors). Provincially tracked species data (generalized to 

Natural Heritage Information Centre 1 km screening grid) can be viewed in Natural Heritage 

Make a Map. Detailed geospatial data may be obtained through GeoHub via a data sharing 

agreement.  

Please note, relying on online mapping tools only may not accurately reflect the presence or 

absence of significant wildlife habitat within the project study area. Surveys or additional site 

level assessment are often required to confirm presence or absence of natural heritage 

features and values. 

Significant Woodlands 

Project study areas that contain wooded areas should be investigated for the presence of 

significant woodlands. Significant woodlands are areas that are ecologically important in terms 

of features such as species composition, age of trees and stand history; functionally important 

due to their contribution to the broader landscape; or economically important. Local planning 

authorities are responsible for identifying significant woodlands in accordance with criteria 

established by MNR. 

Significant Valleylands 

Project study areas that occur in a valley or other landform depression that has water for some 

period of the year should be investigated for the presence of significant valleylands. The 

identification of valleyland significance is the responsibility of the local planning authority. MNR 

recommends criteria for determination of valleyland significance. 

 

https://www.ontario.ca/page/wetlands-evaluation
https://www.ontario.ca/laws/regulation/080230
https://www.ontario.ca/page/make-natural-heritage-area-map
https://www.ontario.ca/page/make-natural-heritage-area-map
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5. Natural Hazards   

In Ontario, development is generally directed away from areas impacted by natural hazards to 

prevent risks from inappropriate development on and around these lands and to ensure that 

the risks to public health and safety are minimized. Keeping people and property out of harm’s 

way is a cost-effective, socially responsible, and proactive approach to addressing natural 

hazards. Various policies and programs direct people and development outside of natural 

hazard areas. 

Responsibility for natural hazard management and implementation of programs and policies 

for most natural hazards has been delegated to municipalities and Conservation Authorities 

(CA) where they exist. MNR supports implementation of natural hazard policies by local 

municipalities and CAs by providing a series of natural hazard technical guidelines (see 

Appendix B).  

Hazardous Lands (flooding, erosion and dynamic beach hazards)  

The project location should be reviewed for the presence of hazardous lands. These may 

include lands subject to flooding and/or erosion and dynamic beaches. These lands become 

hazardous when people and property locate in these areas. The local municipality and CA 

should be contacted for further guidance where required.  

Special Policy Areas   

Some localized areas of the province may be subject to an approved Special Policy Area 

(SPA), as defined by the PPS. If the study area is located within or adjacent to a SPA, special 

consideration for any impacts to the flood plain and site-specific SPA policies may be 

necessary.  Any proposed change or modification to the official plan policies, land use 

designations or boundaries applying to SPA lands, requires joint approval by the Ministers of 

the Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing (MMAH) and MNR. 

Local official plans may be reviewed to identify the presence of SPAs within the study area. 

MNR may have additional information regarding SPAs which can be made available upon 

request.  

Where applicable, information should be identified at the EA stage regarding any expected 

changes to the floodplain or potential modifications to the SPA subject to provincial approval. 

Hazardous Sites (unstable soils and bedrock) 

The project location should be reviewed for the presence of hazardous sites. These may 

include unstable soils (sensitive marine clays [leda], organic soils) or unstable bedrock (karst 

topography). General information and mapping tools available to assist in identifying the 
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potential presence of hazardous sites (e.g., karst and organic soils) include, but are not limited 

to: 

• GeologyOntario (gov.on.ca) is maintained by the Ministry of Mines and provides access 

to all Ontario Geological Survey maps, reports and digital datasets. 

• Wetland mapping 

• Soil information and mapping maintained by the Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural 

Affairs is available at Soil Survey Complex (GeoON) or AgMaps  

Hazardous Forest Types for Wildland Fire 

Project study areas containing wooded areas should be screened for the presence of 

hazardous forest types for wildland fire. Data to identify potential areas that meet this definition 

can be found in GeoHub - Potential Hazardous Forest Types for Wildland Fire. Note that this 

data layer is based on forest type data at a coarse scale. Complete assessment of risk and 

determination of appropriate mitigation measures can only be done with confidence on a site-

specific basis.  

6. Oil, Gas and Salt Resources 

Oil, gas or salt wells are regulated under the Oil, Gas and Salt Resources Act, and the 

supporting regulations and operating standards.  

To help determine the presence of petroleum wells within the proposed project area, basic 

mapping information can be found through the GeoHub portal or the Ontario Oil, Gas and Salt 

Resources Library (www.ogsrlibrary.com). The ‘Definitions and Terminology Guide’ listed in 

the publications section on the library website may provide a better understanding of the well 

and resource information available. 

The Ontario Petroleum Institute (OPI) is an industry association that can assist with retaining 

the services of a consultant who can provide information about the potential resources located 

below the property. 

If any unanticipated petroleum wells or associated works are encountered during a project, the 

proponent should cease work immediately and contact MNR’s Petroleum Operations Section 

(POS) to further understand the proponent’s obligations under the Oil, Gas and Salt Resources 

Act. The POS may be contacted at POSRecords@ontario.ca or 519-873-4634. In the event of 

a spill, the project proponent should report it to the Spills Action Centre at 416-325-3000, 1-

800-268-6060 (toll free), or 1-855-889-5775 (TTY). 

 

https://www.hub.geologyontario.mines.gov.on.ca/
https://geohub.lio.gov.on.ca/datasets/mnrf::wetlands/about
https://geohub.lio.gov.on.ca/datasets/ontarioca11::soil-survey-complex/explore
https://www.ontario.ca/page/how-use-agmaps
https://storymaps.arcgis.com/stories/55df6eafbddf47de81ad310a50bda0a9
https://geohub.lio.gov.on.ca/datasets/lio::petroleum-well/explore?location=49.872625%2C-84.745000%2C4.00
http://www.ogsrlibrary.com/
https://www.ontariopetroleuminstitute.com/
mailto:POSRecords@ontario.ca
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7. Mineral Aggregate Resources 

Mineral aggregate resources are usually sand, gravel, clay, earth and bedrock. They are used 

to make roads, subway tunnels, homes and other structures. Mineral aggregate resources are 

a non-renewable resource that exist in fixed locations.  

MNR has an interest in protecting mineral aggregate resources from incompatible 

development so they may continue to be available for future extraction. Data to map known 

deposits of mineral aggregate resources is available from Geology Ontario at GeologyOntario 

(gov.on.ca).  

Project proponents should consider mineral aggregate resources by screening for existing 

aggregate operations at Find Pits and Quarries | ontario.ca, and consider any potential to 

preclude or hinder operations and the use of aggregate resource deposits through 

incompatible development. 

8. Crown Lands, Lakes, Rivers and Forests  

MNR manages public lands including the beds of most lakes and rivers. Some activities on 

shore lands (both public and private) are also managed by the MNR. 

Public land boundaries (mapping is representative only) and applicable Crown land use 

policies can be viewed at Crown Land Use Policy Atlas | ontario.ca. Provincial parks and 

conservation reserves are managed by MECP under the Provincial Parks and Conservation 

Reserves Act. 

MNR manages the health of Crown forests so they may continue to provide ecological, 

economic, and social benefits. Most of Ontario’s Crown forests are managed by forest 

companies under 20-year Sustainable Forest Licences. These companies are responsible for 

working with government and others to prepare and implement a forest management plan for 

their licence area, monitoring compliance with the plan and renewing the forest after harvesting 

trees. 

9. Conclusion 

The list of interests within MNR’s mandate described in this document is not exhaustive. For 

additional information on legislation and programs the ministry administers see Ministry of 

Natural Resources | ontario.ca.  

If you have identified any MNR interests in your project planning and require additional 

information, please direct your specific questions to the designated Regional Planner 

for the project, or to SR.planning@ontario.ca.

https://www.hub.geologyontario.mines.gov.on.ca/
https://www.hub.geologyontario.mines.gov.on.ca/
https://www.ontario.ca/page/find-pits-and-quarries
https://www.ontario.ca/page/crown-land-use-policy-atlas
https://www.ontario.ca/page/ministry-natural-resources-and-forestry
https://www.ontario.ca/page/ministry-natural-resources-and-forestry
mailto:SR.planning@ontario.ca
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Appendix A – MNR Regulatory Role 

MNR’s regulatory role is triggered when a project proponent seeks an approval under 

legislation administered by the Ministry. This Appendix provides information about some of the 

more commonly applicable approvals issued by MNR. Please note, MNR may not be able to 

confirm the requirement for an approval until a detailed project and site plan have been 

provided to the Ministry.  

A proposal for an MNR approval may engage the ministry’s duty to consult Indigenous 

peoples.  

Where MNR is considering an application, the ministry must also ensure its own obligations 

under the EAA are satisfied prior to a final decision. Where an approval would dispose of rights 

to Crown Resources for a project that has already completed EAA requirements under another 

process, MNR will require written documentation from the applicant setting out how EAA 

requirements for the project have been met prior to MNR issuing any requested approval. 

Fish and Wildlife Conservation Act 

The Fish and Wildlife Conservation Act, 1997 regulates the relocation of fish and wildlife. 

Accordingly, should a project require:  

• The relocation of fish outside of the work area, a Licence to Collect Fish for Scientific 

Purposes will be required.   

• The relocation of wildlife outside of the work area (including amphibians, reptiles, and small 

mammals), will require a Wildlife Collector’s Authorization. 

• The destruction, taking or possession of any nests or eggs of species not protected by the 

Migratory Birds Convention Act (MBCA) or excluded under section 7(2) of the FWCA may 

also require a Wildlife Collector’s Authorization. 

 

To learn more about the management of Fish and Wildlife in Ontario, or to apply for permits or 

licenses, please visit the Natural Resources Information Portal. 

Aggregate Resources Act 

The Aggregate Resources Act (ARA) is the primary legislative framework for regulating 

aggregate resource extraction in Ontario. The MNR administers the ARA and issues licenses, 

permits and approves amendments to existing approvals. Information on existing pits and 

quarries and when an aggregate permit or license may be required can be accessed from 

MNR's Aggregates Section or GeoHub – Additional Resources 

Lakes and Rivers Improvement Act  

The Lakes and Rivers Improvement Act (LRIA) provides the MNR with regulatory authority 

over the design, construction, operation, maintenance and safety of dams in Ontario. For 

https://www.ontario.ca/page/licence-collect-fish-scientific-purposes
https://www.ontario.ca/page/licence-collect-fish-scientific-purposes
https://nrip.mnr.gov.on.ca/s?language=en_US
https://www.ontario.ca/page/aggregate-resources
https://storymaps.arcgis.com/stories/55df6eafbddf47de81ad310a50bda0a9


Page | 12  
 

information regarding when a MNR approval may be required and how the LRIA is 

administered by the Ministry visit Lakes and Rivers Improvement Act administrative guide | 

ontario.ca 

Public Lands Act  

The use of public land and shore lands are regulated under the Public Lands Act. A work 

permit must be obtained from MNR to undertake certain activities on public land and shore 

lands. To occupy public lands in Ontario, you must receive prior approval from MNR unless the 

use is permitted by regulation. Visit Natural Resources Information Portal for information on 

when a permit or approval is required and how to submit an application. 

Crown Forest Sustainability Act  

Any activities that involve a proposal to cut Crown forest resources (e.g., trees on Crown land) 

may require approval under the Crown Forest Sustainability Act, 1994. 

  

https://www.ontario.ca/page/lakes-and-rivers-improvement-act-administrative-guide#:~:text=The%20Lakes%20and%20Rivers%20Improvement%20Act%20(%20LRIA%20)%20provides%20the%20Minister,safety%20of%20dams%20in%20Ontario.
https://www.ontario.ca/page/lakes-and-rivers-improvement-act-administrative-guide#:~:text=The%20Lakes%20and%20Rivers%20Improvement%20Act%20(%20LRIA%20)%20provides%20the%20Minister,safety%20of%20dams%20in%20Ontario.
https://nrip.mnr.gov.on.ca/s?language=en_US
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Appendix B – Technical Guides 

The following technical guides are the province’s best available information to support 

identification of significant natural heritage features in different landscapes: 

- Natural Heritage Reference Manual (2010) 

- Greenbelt Technical Paper (2005) 

- Oak Ridges Moraine Technical Paper 1 (Natural Heritage Features) 

- Oak Ridges Moraine Technical Paper 2 (Significant Wildlife Habitat) 

- Oak Ridges Moraine Technical Paper 7 (Significant Woodlands) 

- Lake Simcoe Protection Plan Technical Paper 

- Ontario Wetland Evaluation System (OWES) 

- Significant Wildlife Habitat Technical Guide  

o Ecoregion Criterion Schedules for the identification of Significant Wildlife Habitat 

▪ Ecoregion 5E  

▪ Ecoregion 6E 

▪ Ecoregion 7E  

o Significant Wildlife Habitat Mitigation Support Tool (MiST) 

Other supporting information may be found at Ontario GeoHub or Natural Resources Data 

Access Requests | Ontario GeoHub. 

The following technical guides are the province’s best available information to support 

implementation of MNR’s interest in natural hazards (contact MNR to request pdf 

copies): 

• Understanding Natural Hazards (2001)  

• Special Policy Areas Procedures (2009) 

• Technical Guide – River & Stream Systems: Flooding Hazard Limit (2002) 

• Technical Guide – River & Stream Systems: Erosion Hazard Limit (2002)  

• Great Lakes-St. Lawrence River Shorelines: Flooding, Erosion and Dynamic Beaches 

(2001) 

• Technical Guide for Large Inland Lakes Shorelines: Flooding, Erosion and Dynamic 

Beaches (1996) 

• Hazardous Sites Technical Guide (1996) 

• Technical Bulletin: Flooding Hazards: Data Survey and Mapping Specifications (2023) 

• Wildland Fire Risk Assessment and Mitigation Reference Manual (2017) 

The following technical guide is the province’s best available information supporting 

implementation of MNR’s mandated interest in mineral aggregate resources (contact 

MNR to request pdf copy): 

• Non-renewable Resources Training Manual (1997) 

https://www.ontario.ca/document/natural-heritage-reference-manual
https://www.ontario.ca/page/greenbelt-technical-paper
https://www.ontario.ca/page/greenbelt-technical-paper
https://www.oakridgesmoraine.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ORMCP-TP-1-Identification-of-Key-Natural-Heritage-Features.pdf
https://www.oakridgesmoraine.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ORMCP-TP-2-Significant-Wildlife-Habitat.pdf
https://www.oakridgesmoraine.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ORMCP-TP-7-Identification-and-Protection-of-Significant-Woodlands.pdf
https://www.oakridgesmoraine.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ORMCP-TP-7-Identification-and-Protection-of-Significant-Woodlands.pdf
https://www.ontario.ca/page/wetlands-evaluation
https://www.ontario.ca/document/significant-wildlife-habitat-technical-guide
https://www.ontario.ca/document/significant-wildlife-habitat-ecoregional-criteria-schedules-ecoregion-5e
https://www.ontario.ca/document/significant-wildlife-habitat-ecoregional-criteria-schedules-ecoregion-6e
https://www.ontario.ca/document/significant-wildlife-habitat-ecoregional-criteria-schedules-ecoregion-7e
https://www.ontario.ca/document/significant-wildlife-habitat-mitigation-support-tool
https://geohub.lio.gov.on.ca/
https://geohub.lio.gov.on.ca/pages/6ca04fe136084a03a335999182655db8
https://geohub.lio.gov.on.ca/pages/6ca04fe136084a03a335999182655db8
https://prod-environmental-registry.s3.amazonaws.com/2023-11/Final_Technical-Bulletin-Flood-Hazard-Data-Surveying-and-Mapping-Guidance_v1.0_December_2023_FINAL-s.pdf
https://www.ontario.ca/page/wildland-fire-risk-assessment-and-mitigation-reference-manual
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August 22, 2025       EMAIL ONLY  
 
Frank Feng, P.Eng. 
Environmental Assessment Lead 
R.V. Anderson Associates Limited 
stroudwaterea@rvanderson.com  
 
MCM File : 0024212 
Proponent : InnServices Utilities Inc. 

Subject : Municipal Class Environmental Assessment – Schedule B – Notice 
of Commencement 

Project : Stroud Water Storage Facility and Booster Pumping Station 
Location : Town of Innisfil, County of Simcoe 

 

 
Dear Frank Feng: 
 
Thank you for providing the Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism (MCM) with the Notice of 
Commencement for the above-referenced project.  

MCM’s interest in this project relates to its mandate of conserving Ontario’s cultural heritage, 
which includes: 

• archaeological resources, including land and marine; 

• built heritage resources, including bridges and monuments; and 

•  cultural heritage landscapes. 

Under the EA process, the proponent is required to determine a project’s potential impact on 
known (previously recognized) and potential cultural heritage resources.  
 
Project Summary 
InnServices Utilities Inc. completed a Master Servicing Plan (MSP) update in 2024 which 
identified short- and long-term strategies for water and wastewater servicing to accommodate 
population and employment growth outlined in the Innisfil Official Plan (2018). Under Section 9.2 
of the MSP, Recommended Water and Wastewater Master Servicing Plan, the project involving 
the construction of a New Stroud Water Storage Facility and Booster Pumping Station was 
suggested for implementation under the short-term timeline. 

mailto:stroudwaterea@rvanderson.com
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The proposed Stroud Water Storage Facility and Booster Pumping Station will require a Schedule 
B Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (MCEA) prior to its construction. The Water 
Storage Facility will be supplied by the Lakeshore Water Treatment Plant via the Alcona Reservoir 
and Booster Pumping Station. 
 
The Stroud Water Storage Facility and Booster Pumping Station study area is proposed to be 
located on Yonge Street between the 9th Line and Lockhart Road in the Town of Innisfil. 
 
Identifying Cultural Heritage Resources 
While some cultural heritage resources may have already been formally identified, others may be 
identified through screening and evaluation.  
 
Archaeological Resources  
This EA project may impact archaeological resources and should be screened using the Ministry’s 
Criteria for Evaluating Archaeological Potential and Criteria for Evaluating Marine Archaeological 
Potential (if shoreline or in-water works are proposed) to determine if an archaeological 
assessment is needed.   
 
If the EA project area exhibits archaeological potential, then an archaeological assessment (AA) 
shall be undertaken by an archaeologist licenced under the Ontario Heritage Act (OHA), who is 
responsible for submitting the report directly to MCM for review. 
  
Built Heritage Resources and Cultural Heritage Landscapes 
The Ministry’s Criteria for Evaluating Potential for Built Heritage Resources and Cultural Heritage 
Landscapes should be completed to help determine whether this EA project may impact known 
or potential built heritage resources and/or cultural heritage landscapes.  
 
If there is potential for built heritage resources and/or cultural heritage landscapes within the 
project area, then a Cultural Heritage Report: Existing Conditions and Preliminary Impact 
Assessment should be undertaken for the entire study area during the planning phase and will be 
summarized in the EA Report. This study will:  
 

1. Describe the existing baseline cultural heritage conditions within the study area by 
identifying all known or potential built heritage resources and cultural heritage landscapes, 
including a historical summary of the study area. The Ministry has developed a screening 
checklist that may assist with this exercise: Criteria for Evaluating Potential for Built 
Heritage Resources and Cultural Heritage Landscapes.   

 
2. Identify preliminary potential project-specific impacts on the known and potential built 

heritage resources and cultural heritage landscapes that have been identified. The report 
should include a description of the anticipated impact to each known or potential built 
heritage resource or cultural heritage landscape that has been identified.    
 

3. Recommend measures to avoid or mitigate potential negative impacts to known or 
potential built heritage resources and cultural heritage landscapes. The proposed 
mitigation measures are to inform the next steps of project planning and design.  

    
Given that this project covers a large study area, MCM recommends that the Cultural Heritage 
Report is carried out so that step 1 described above is undertaken early in the planning process. 
Then, steps 2 and 3 can be undertaken once the preferred alternatives have been selected. 
 

https://forms.mgcs.gov.on.ca/dataset/021-0478
https://forms.mgcs.gov.on.ca/dataset/021-0503
https://forms.mgcs.gov.on.ca/dataset/021-0503
https://forms.mgcs.gov.on.ca/en/dataset/021-0500
https://forms.mgcs.gov.on.ca/en/dataset/021-0500
https://forms.mgcs.gov.on.ca/en/dataset/021-0500
https://forms.mgcs.gov.on.ca/en/dataset/021-0500


File 0024212 - InnServices Utilities Inc. - Stroud Water Storage Facility and Booster Pumping Station              MCM Letter 3 

 

 

Cultural Heritage Reports will be undertaken by a qualified person who has expertise, recent 
experience, and knowledge relevant to the type of cultural heritage resources being considered 
and the nature of the activity being proposed. 
 
Community input should be sought to identify locally recognized and potential cultural heritage 
resources. Sources include, but are not limited to, municipal heritage committees, historical 
societies and other local heritage organizations. 
 
Cultural heritage resources are often of critical importance to Indigenous communities. Indigenous 
communities may have knowledge that can contribute to the identification of cultural heritage 
resources, and we suggest that any engagement with Indigenous communities includes a 
discussion about known or potential cultural heritage resources that are of value to them. 
 
Environmental Assessment Reporting 
All technical cultural heritage studies and their recommendations are to be addressed and 
incorporated into EA projects. Please advise MCM whether any technical cultural heritage studies 
will be completed for this EA project, and provide them to MCM before issuing a Notice of 
Completion. If screening has identified no known or potential cultural heritage resources, or no 
impacts to these resources, please include the completed checklists and supporting 
documentation in the EA report or file.  
 
Please note that the responsibility for administration of the Ontario Heritage Act and matters 
related to cultural heritage have been transferred from the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport 
(MTCS) to the Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism (MCM). Individual staff roles and 
contact information remain unchanged. Please continue to send any notices, report and/or 
documentation via email only to both Karla Barboza and Dan Minkin.  

• Karla Barboza, Team Lead - Heritage | Heritage Planning Unit (Citizenship and 
Multiculturalism) | 416-660-1027 | karla.barboza@ontario.ca 

• Dan Minkin, Heritage Planner | Heritage Planning Unit (Citizenship and Multiculturalism) | 416-
786-7553 | dan.minkin@ontario.ca     

 
Thank you for consulting MCM on this project and please continue to do so throughout the EA 
process. If you have any questions or require clarification, please do not hesitate to contact us.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Amanda Antwi-Nsiah 
Sent on behalf of 
 
Dan Minkin 
Heritage Planner 
dan.minkin@ontario.ca  
 
Copied to: Karla Barboza, Team Lead, Heritage Planning Unit, MCM 

  Jenna DeGroote, Capital Project Manager, InnServices Utilities Inc. 
  Walid Abi Akar, R.V. Anderson Associates Limited  
 

 

It is the sole responsibility of proponents to ensure that any information and documentation submitted as part of their EA report or file 
is accurate.  The Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism (MCM) makes no representation or warranty as to the completeness, 
accuracy or quality of the any checklists, reports or supporting documentation submitted as part of the EA process, and in no way 
shall MCM  be liable for any harm, damages, costs, expenses, losses, claims or actions that may result if any checklists, reports or 
supporting documents are discovered to be inaccurate, incomplete, misleading or fraudulent.  

mailto:karla.barboza@ontario.ca
mailto:dan.minkin@ontario.ca
mailto:dan.minkin@ontario.ca
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Should previously undocumented archaeological resources be discovered, they may be a new archaeological site and therefore 
subject to Section 48(1) of the Ontario Heritage Act. The proponent or person discovering the archaeological resources must cease 
alteration of the site immediately and engage a licensed consultant archaeologist to carry out an archaeological assessment, in 
compliance with Section 48(1) of the Ontario Heritage Act. 
 
The Funeral, Burial and Cremation Services Act, 2002, S.O. 2002, c.33 requires that any person discovering human remains must 
cease all activities immediately and notify the police or coroner. If the coroner does not suspect foul play in the disposition of the 
remains, in accordance with Ontario Regulation 30/11 the coroner shall notify the Registrar, Ontario Ministry of Public and Business 
Service Delivery and Procurement, which administers provisions of that Act related to burial sites. In situations where human remains 
are associated with archaeological resources, the Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism should also be notified (at 
archaeology@ontario.ca) to ensure that the archaeological site is not subject to unlicensed alterations which would be a contravention 
of the Ontario Heritage Act.  

 

 























 

 

Hydro One Networks Inc. 

483 Bay Street 

8th Floor South Tower 

Toronto, Ontario M5G 2P5 

HydroOne.com 

 
  
August 25, 2025 
 
 
Re: STROUD WATER STORAGE FACILITY AND  
BOOSTER PUMPING STATION 
 
 
Attention: 
Jenna DeGroote, C.E.T. 
 
 
Thank you for sending us notification regarding STROUD WATER STORAGE FACILITY AND 
BOOSTER PUMPING STATION. In our assessment, we confirm there are no existing Hydro One 
Transmission assets in the subject area.  
 
If plans for the undertaking change or the study area expands beyond that shown, please contact 
Hydro One to assess impacts of existing or future planned electricity infrastructure.  
Any future communications are sent to Secondarylanduse@hydroone.com.  
 
Be advised that any changes to lot grading and/or drainage within proximity to Hydro One  
transmission corridor lands must be controlled and directed away from the transmission corridor. 
 
 
Sent on behalf of, 
 
 
Secondary Land Use 
Asset Optimization  
Strategy & Integrated Planning 
Hydro One Networks Inc. 
 
 





 Project Charter Document 
 The role of the  Project Charter Document  is to provide  key information about the project and 
 have this information confirmed and initialled by the proponent as being true to the best of their 
 knowledge. This document must be initialled by the proponent once it is fully filled out prior to 
 sending it back to  HDI.  In turn, once satisfied with  the provided information,  HDI  will Initial this 
 document and send back to the proponent for their files. 

 1. 

 Project Overview 
 Date: 

 Project Name: 

 Project Address: 

 MCEA Project Type: 

 Current Project 
 Phase & Sub-task: 

 Municipal Region: 

 Prepared By: 

2.  Project Description
a.

3.  Estimated Project Budget (This number is an estimate and is only used to
determine size of the project)

a.

4.  Estimated Project Land Size (in acres)
a.  (Provide all areas in acres)
b.  (Include all proposed options and study area) (Description - __Acres)

c.  (Provide images of map if available as a separate document)



5.  High-Level Timeline & Milestones
a.  (Estimated start and finish dates of each required MCEA phase and dates for

consultation) (Description - MM/YYYY)

b.  (Estimated start and finish dates of each project phase (Pre-Planning, Design,
Construction))(Description - MM/YYYY)

6.  Key Project Team Members:
a.  List of currently contracted consultants in the following format (include separate 

document if necessary):
 Company Name
 Brief Project Role
 Key Contact Name
 Key Contact Title
 Key Contact Phone Number
 Key Contact Email

7.  Success Criteria
a.  Successful consultation will be assessed on the following (Timely Consultation,

Engagement, and Implementation of Recommendations)



















  

Ministry of the Environment, 
Conservation and Parks 
 
 
Environmental Assessment 
Branch 
 
1st Floor 
135 St. Clair Avenue W 
Toronto ON  M4V 1P5 
Tel.:  416 314-8001 
Fax.: 416 314-8452 

Ministère de l’Environnement, 
de la Protection de la nature 
et des Parcs 
 
Direction des évaluations 
environnementales 
 
Rez-de-chaussée 
135, avenue St. Clair Ouest 
Toronto ON  M4V 1P5 
Tél. : 416 314-8001 
Téléc. : 416 314-8452

 
September 8, 2025 
 
Jenna DeGroote, C.E.T. 
Capital Project Manager 
InnServices Utilities Inc. 
jdegroote@innservices.co 
***BY EMAIL ONLY 
 
Re: Stroud Water Storage Facility and Booster Pumping Station 

InnServices Utilities Inc. 
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment, Schedule B 
Acknowledgement of Notice of Commencement 
 

 
Dear Jenna DeGroote, 
 
The Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks (MECP) has received your Notice of 
Commencement for the above project. The InnServices Utilities Inc. (proponent) is following 
the Schedule C process with respect to project, to which the Municipal Class Environmental 
Assessment (Class EA) applies.  
 
The enclosed “Areas of Interest” document provides guidance regarding the ministry’s interests 
with respect to the Class EA process. Please address all areas of interest in the EA 
documentation at an appropriate level for the EA study.  
 
Based on the ministry’s review of the Notice of Commencement, the project is located within 
Treaty 18, 1818 and there are several First Nations that have rights and interests within the 
area. The proponent is required to consult with the following Indigenous communities, who 
have been identified as being potentially interested or affected by the project: 
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Williams Treaties First Nations 

• Chippewas of Rama First Nation 

• Chippewas of Georgina Island First Nation 

• Beausoleil First Nation 

• Curve Lake First Nation 

• Alderville First Nation 

• Hiawatha First Nation 

• Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation 
 
** if the project will impact archaeological resources, then the Huron-Wendat should be 
notified as well.  
 
Nothing in this advice should prevent the proponent from reaching out to Indigenous 
communities with whom they have an established relationship or with whom they are seeking 
to develop a relationship to get their input/ideas associated with the projects. 
 
The identified Indigenous communities should be contacted directly throughout the planning 
process. These communities may be interested in the proposed undertakings generally or may 
have Constitutionally protected Aboriginal or Treaty rights that may be impacted by 
stormwater management undertakings.   
 
Steps that the proponent may need to take in relation to Indigenous consultation for the 
proposed undertakings are outlined in the Class EA in section A.3 (Consultation) generally and 
more specifically in A.3.7.  
 
Proponents are required to contact the Director of Environmental Assessment Branch 
(EABDirector@ontario.ca) if information is shared by an Indigenous community about potential 
adverse impacts to Aboriginal or Treaty rights or sites of cultural significance, if consultation 
with any Indigenous communities or other stakeholder has reached an impasse or if a Section 
16 Order request is expected. The MECP will then assess whether and what additional steps 
should be taken, including what role you will be asked to play. While there is currently no 
across-the-board obligation to provide capacity funding to Indigenous communities being 
consulted; it is important that communities can effectively engage in the process, and this may 
require capacity funding. The MECP strongly encourages proponents to consider reasonable 
requests for such funding. 
 
Please ensure a copy of the Notice of Completion and final report is sent to the ministry’s 
Central Region email account (eanotification.cregion@ontario.ca) for the record.  
 
Should you or any members of your project team have any questions regarding the material 
above, please contact me at eanotification.cregion@ontario.ca. 
 

mailto:eanotification.cregion@ontario.ca
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Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Chunmei Liu 
Regional Environmental Planner 
Project Review Unit, Environmental Assessment Branch 
 
Cc:  Marco Mazzuca, Supervisor, Project Review Unit, MECP 

Chris Hyde, Manager, Barrie District Office, MECP 
Brad Allen, Water Compliance Supervisor, Barrie District Office, MECP 
Frank Feng, Environmental Assessment Lead, R.V. Anderson Associates Limited 

 
 
Enclosed: Areas of Interest  
 
Attached: Client’s Guide to Preliminary Screening for Species at Risk  
 
 
 
 
AREAS OF INTEREST 
 
It is suggested that you check off each section after you have considered / addressed it. 
 
Planning and Policy 
 

• Applicable plans and policies should be identified in the report, and the proponent should 
describe how the proposed project adheres to the relevant policies in these plans. 

o The Provincial Planning Statement (PPS) (2024) contains policies that protect 
Ontario’s natural heritage and water resources. Applicable policies in the PPS 
2024 should be referenced in the report, and the proponent should describe 
how the proposed project is consistent with these policies. The PPS 2024 
replaces the Provincial Policy Statement (2020) and A Place to Grow: Growth 
Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe (APTG) (2019). 

o Projects located in MECP Central or Eastern Region may be subject to the Oak 
Ridges Moraine Conservation Plan (2017) or the Lake Simcoe Protection Plan 
(2014). 

o Projects located in MECP Central, Southwest or West Central Region may be 
subject to the Niagara Escarpment Plan (2017). 

o Projects located in MECP Central, Eastern, Southwest or West Central Region 
may be subject to the Greenbelt Plan (2017). Due to Amendment 4 to the 

https://www.ontario.ca/files/2024-10/mmah-provincial-planning-statement-en-2024-10-23.pdf
https://www.ontario.ca/page/oak-ridges-moraine-conservation-plan-2017
https://www.ontario.ca/page/oak-ridges-moraine-conservation-plan-2017
https://www.ontario.ca/page/lake-simcoe-protection-plan
https://www.escarpment.org/LandPlanning/NEP
https://www.ontario.ca/document/greenbelt-plan-2017/
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Greenbelt Plan, areas within the Greenbelt are still subject to applicable policies 
in the PPS (2020) and APTG (2019). 

o Projects located in MECP Northern Region may be subject to the Growth Plan 
for Northern Ontario (2011). 

 

• In addition to the provincial planning and policy level, the report should also discuss the 
planning context at the municipal and federal levels, as appropriate.  

 
Source Water Protection  
 
The Clean Water Act, 2006 (CWA) aims to protect existing and future sources of drinking water.  
To achieve this, several types of vulnerable areas have been delineated around surface water 
intakes and wellheads for every municipal residential drinking water system that is located in a 
source protection area. These vulnerable areas are known as a Wellhead Protection Areas 
(WHPAs) and surface water Intake Protection Zones (IPZs). Other vulnerable areas that have 
been delineated under the CWA include Highly Vulnerable Aquifers (HVAs), Significant 
Groundwater Recharge Areas (SGRAs), Event-based modelling areas (EBAs), and Issues 
Contributing Areas (ICAs).  Source protection plans have been developed that include policies to 
address existing and future risks to sources of municipal drinking water within these vulnerable 
areas.   
 
Projects that are subject to the Environmental Assessment Act that fall under a Class EA, or one 
of the Regulations, have the potential to impact sources of drinking water if they occur in 
designated vulnerable areas or in the vicinity of other at-risk drinking water systems (i.e. 
systems that are not municipal residential systems). MEA Class EA projects may include 
activities that, if located in a vulnerable area, could be a threat to sources of drinking water (i.e. 
have the potential to adversely affect the quality or quantity of drinking water sources) and the 
activity could therefore be subject to policies in a source protection plan.  Where an activity 
poses a risk to drinking water, policies in the local source protection plan may impact how or 
where that activity is undertaken. Policies may prohibit certain activities, or they may require 
risk management measures for these activities.  Municipal Official Plans, planning decisions, 
Class EA projects (where the project includes an activity that is a threat to drinking water) and 
prescribed instruments must conform with policies that address significant risks to drinking 
water and must have regard for policies that address moderate or low risks. 
 

• In October 2015, the MEA Parent Class EA document was amended to include reference to 
the Clean Water Act (Section A.2.10.6) and indicates that proponents undertaking a 
Municipal Class EA project must identify early in their process whether a project is or could 
potentially be occurring with a vulnerable area. Given this requirement, please include a 
section in the report on source water protection.  

 
o The proponent should identify the source protection area and should clearly 

document how the proximity of the project to sources of drinking water (municipal 
or other) and any delineated vulnerable areas was considered and assessed. 

https://www.ontario.ca/document/growth-plan-northern-ontario
https://www.ontario.ca/document/growth-plan-northern-ontario
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Specifically, the report should discuss whether or not the project is located in a 
vulnerable area and provide applicable details about the area. 

 
o If located in a vulnerable area, proponents should document whether any project 

activities are prescribed drinking water threats and thus pose a risk to drinking water 
(this should be consulted on with the appropriate Source Protection Authority). 
Where an activity poses a risk to drinking water, the proponent must document and 
discuss in the report how the project adheres to or has regard to applicable policies 
in the local source protection plan. This section should then be used to inform and 
be reflected in other sections of the report, such as the identification of net 
positive/negative effects of alternatives, mitigation measures, evaluation of 
alternatives etc.  

 

• While most source protection plans focused on including policies for significant drinking 
water threats in the WHPAs and IPZs it should be noted that even though source protection 
plan policies may not apply in HVAs, these are areas where aquifers are sensitive and at risk 
to impacts and within these areas, activities may impact the quality of sources of drinking 
water for systems other than municipal residential systems.   

 

• In order to determine if this project is occurring within a vulnerable area, proponents can 
use Source Protection Information Atlas, which is an online mapping tool available to the 
public. Note that various layers (including WHPAs, WHPA-Q1 and WHPA-Q2, IPZs, HVAs, 
SGRAs, EBAs, ICAs) can be turned on through the “Map Legend” bar on the left. The 
mapping tool will also provide a link to the appropriate source protection plan in order to 
identify what policies may be applicable in the vulnerable area.  

  

• For further information on the maps or source protection plan policies which may relate to 
their project, proponents must contact the appropriate source protection authority. Please 
consult with the local source protection authority to discuss potential impacts on drinking 
water. Please document the results of that consultation within the report and include all 
communication documents/correspondence. 

 
More Information  
For more information on the Clean Water Act, source protection areas and plans, including 
specific information on the vulnerable areas and drinking water threats, please refer to 
Conservation Ontario’s website where you will also find links to the local source protection 
plan/assessment report.   
 
A list of the prescribed drinking water threats can be found in section 1.1 of Ontario Regulation 
287/07 made under the Clean Water Act. In addition to prescribed drinking water threats, some 
source protection plans may include policies to address additional “local” threat activities, as 
approved by the MECP.  
 
 

https://www.lioapplications.lrc.gov.on.ca/SourceWaterProtection/index.html?viewer=SourceWaterProtection.SWPViewer&locale=en-CA
http://www.conservation-ontario.on.ca/uncategorised/143-otherswpregionsindex
https://www.ontario.ca/laws/regulation/070287#BK3
https://www.ontario.ca/laws/regulation/070287#BK3
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Climate Change 
 
The document "Considering Climate Change in the Environmental Assessment Process" (Guide) 
is part of the Environmental Assessment program's Guides and Codes of Practice. The Guide 
sets out the MECP's expectation for considering climate change in the preparation, execution 
and documentation of environmental assessment studies and processes. The guide provides 
examples, approaches, resources, and references to assist proponents with consideration of 
climate change in EA. Proponents should review this Guide in detail.  
 

• The MECP expects proponents of Class EA projects to: 
 

1. Consider during the assessment of alternative solutions and alternative designs, the 
following:  

a. the project's expected production of greenhouse gas emissions and impacts on 
carbon sinks (climate change mitigation); and  

b. resilience or vulnerability of the undertaking to changing climatic conditions 
(climate change adaptation). 

2. Include a discrete section in the report detailing how climate change was considered in 
the EA. 

 
How climate change is considered can be qualitative or quantitative in nature and should be 
scaled to the project’s level of environmental effect. In all instances, both a project's impacts on 
climate change (mitigation) and impacts of climate change on a project (adaptation) should be 
considered.  
 

• The MECP has also prepared another guide to support provincial land use planning direction 
related to the completion of energy and emission plans. The "Community Emissions 
Reduction Planning: A Guide for Municipalities" document is designed to educate 
stakeholders on the municipal opportunities to reduce energy and greenhouse gas 
emissions, and to provide guidance on methods and techniques to incorporate 
consideration of energy and greenhouse gas emissions into municipal activities of all types. 
We encourage you to review the Guide for information. 

 
Air Quality, Dust and Noise  
 

• If there are sensitive receptors in the surrounding area of this project, a quantitative air 
quality/odour impact assessment will be useful to evaluate alternatives, determine impacts 
and identify appropriate mitigation measures. The scope of the assessment can be 
determined based on the potential effects of the proposed alternatives, and typically 
includes source and receptor characterization and a quantification of local air quality 
impacts on the sensitive receptors and the environment in the study area. The assessment 
will compare to all applicable standards or guidelines for all contaminants of concern. 
Please contact this office for further consultation on the level of Air Quality Impact 
Assessment required for this project if not already advised. 

https://www.ontario.ca/page/considering-climate-change-environmental-assessment-process
https://ero.ontario.ca/notice/013-2083?_ga=2.113331267.532557834.1525694946-2101883328.1501507205
https://ero.ontario.ca/notice/013-2083?_ga=2.113331267.532557834.1525694946-2101883328.1501507205
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• If a quantitative Air Quality Impact Assessment is not required for the project, the MECP 
expects that the report contain a qualitative assessment which includes: 

 
o A discussion of local air quality including existing activities/sources that significantly 

impact local air quality and how the project may impact existing conditions; 
o A discussion of the nearby sensitive receptors and the project’s potential air quality 

impacts on present and future sensitive receptors; 
o A discussion of local air quality impacts that could arise from this project during both 

construction and operation; and 
o A discussion of potential mitigation measures. 

 

• As a common practice, “air quality” should be used an evaluation criterion for all road 
projects. 

 

• Dust and noise control measures should be addressed and included in the construction 
plans to ensure that nearby residential and other sensitive land uses within the study area 
are not adversely affected during construction activities.  

 

• The MECP recommends that non-chloride dust-suppressants be applied. For a 
comprehensive list of fugitive dust prevention and control measures that could be applied, 
refer to Cheminfo Services Inc. Best Practices for the Reduction of Air Emissions from 
Construction and Demolition Activities report prepared for Environment Canada. March 
2005. 

 

• The report should consider the potential impacts of increased noise levels during the 
operation of the completed project. The proponent should explore all potential measures to 
mitigate significant noise impacts during the assessment of alternatives.  

 
Ecosystem Protection and Restoration 
 

• Any impacts to ecosystem form and function must be avoided where possible. The report 
should describe any proposed mitigation measures and how project planning will protect 
and enhance the local ecosystem. 

 

• Natural heritage and hydrologic features should be identified and described in detail to 
assess potential impacts and to develop appropriate mitigation measures. The following 
sensitive environmental features may be located within or adjacent to the study area:  
o Key Natural Heritage Features: Habitat of endangered species and threatened species, 

fish habitat, wetlands, areas of natural and scientific interest (ANSIs), significant 
valleylands, significant woodlands; significant wildlife habitat (including habitat of 
special concern species); sand barrens, savannahs, and tallgrass prairies; and alvars.  

http://www.bv.transports.gouv.qc.ca/mono/1173259.pdf
http://www.bv.transports.gouv.qc.ca/mono/1173259.pdf
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o Key Hydrologic Features: Permanent streams, intermittent streams, inland lakes and 
their littoral zones, seepage areas and springs, and wetlands.  

o Other natural heritage features and areas such as: vegetation communities, rare 
species of flora or fauna, Environmentally Sensitive Areas, Environmentally Sensitive 
Policy Areas, federal and provincial parks and conservation reserves, Greenland 
systems etc.  

 
We recommend consulting with the Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry (MNRF), 
Fisheries and Oceans Canada (DFO) and your local conservation authority to determine if 
special measures or additional studies will be necessary to preserve and protect these sensitive 
features. In addition, for projects located in Central Region you may consider the provisions of 
the Rouge Park Management Plan if applicable. 
 
Species at Risk 
 

• The Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks has now assumed responsibility of 
Ontario’s Species at Risk program. Information, standards, guidelines, reference materials 
and technical resources to assist you are found at https://www.ontario.ca/page/species-
risk. 
 

• The Client’s Guide to Preliminary Screening for Species at Risk (Draft May 2019) has been 
attached to the covering email for your reference and use. Please review this document for 
next steps.  
 

•  For any questions related to subsequent permit requirements, please contact 
SAROntario@ontario.ca.    

 
Surface Water 
 

• The report must include enough information to demonstrate that there will be no negative 

impacts on the natural features or ecological functions of any watercourses within the study 

area. Measures should be included in the planning and design process to ensure that any 

impacts to watercourses from construction or operational activities (e.g. spills, erosion, 

pollution) are mitigated as part of the proposed undertaking.  

 

• Additional stormwater runoff from new pavement can impact receiving watercourses and 

flood conditions. Quality and quantity control measures to treat stormwater runoff should 

be considered for all new impervious areas and, where possible, existing surfaces. The 

ministry’s Stormwater Management Planning and Design Manual (2003) should be 

referenced in the report and utilized when designing stormwater control methods.  A 

Stormwater Management Plan should be prepared as part of the Class EA process that 

includes: 

 

https://www.ontario.ca/page/species-risk
https://www.ontario.ca/page/species-risk
mailto:SAROntario@ontario.ca
https://dr6j45jk9xcmk.cloudfront.net/documents/1757/195-stormwater-planning-and-design-en.pdf
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• Strategies to address potential water quantity and erosion impacts related to 

stormwater draining into streams or other sensitive environmental features, and to 

ensure that adequate (enhanced) water quality is maintained 

• Watershed information, drainage conditions, and other relevant background 

information 

• Future drainage conditions, stormwater management options, information on 

erosion and sediment control during construction, and other details of the proposed 

works 

• Information on maintenance and monitoring commitments.  

 

• Ontario Regulation 60/08 under the Ontario Water Resources Act (OWRA) applies to the 

Lake Simcoe Basin, which encompasses Lake Simcoe and the lands from which surface 

water drains into Lake Simcoe. If a proposed sewage treatment plant is listed in Table 1 of 

the regulation, the report should describe how the proposed project and its mitigation 

measures are consistent with the requirements of this regulation and the OWRA. 

 

• Any potential approval requirements for surface water taking or discharge should be 

identified in the report. A Permit to Take Water (PTTW) under the OWRA will be required 

for any water takings that exceed 50,000 L/day, except for certain water taking activities 

that have been prescribed by the Water Taking EASR Regulation – O. Reg. 63/16. These 

prescribed water-taking activities require registration in the EASR instead of a PTTW. Please 

review the Water Taking User Guide for EASR for more information. Additionally, an 

Environmental Compliance Approval under the OWRA is required for municipal stormwater 

management works. 

 
Groundwater 
 

• The status of, and potential impacts to any well water supplies should be addressed.  If the 

project involves groundwater takings or changes to drainage patterns, the quantity and 

quality of groundwater may be affected due to drawdown effects or the redirection of 

existing contamination flows.  In addition, project activities may infringe on existing wells 

such that they must be reconstructed or sealed and abandoned. Appropriate information to 

define existing groundwater conditions should be included in the report. 

 

• If the potential construction or decommissioning of water wells is identified as an issue, the 

report should refer to Ontario Regulation 903, Wells, under the OWRA. 

 

• Potential impacts to groundwater-dependent natural features should be addressed.  Any 

changes to groundwater flow or quality from groundwater taking may interfere with the 

ecological processes of streams, wetlands or other surficial features.  In addition, 

discharging contaminated or high volumes of groundwater to these features may have 

https://www.ontario.ca/page/water-taking-user-guide-environmental-activity-and-sector-registry
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direct impacts on their function.  Any potential effects should be identified, and appropriate 

mitigation measures should be recommended.  The level of detail required will be 

dependent on the significance of the potential impacts. 

 

• Any potential approval requirements for groundwater taking or discharge should be 

identified in the report. A Permit to Take Water (PTTW) under the OWRA will be required 

for any water takings that exceed 50,000 L/day, with the exception of certain water taking 

activities that have been prescribed by the Water Taking EASR Regulation – O. Reg. 63/16. 

These prescribed water-taking activities require registration in the EASR instead of a PTTW. 

Please review the Water Taking User Guide for EASR for more information.  

 

• Consultation with the railroad authorities is necessary wherever there is a plan to use 

construction dewatering in the vicinity of railroad lines or where the zone of influence of 

the construction dewatering potentially intercepts railroad lines. 

 
Excess Materials Management  
 

• In December 2019, MECP released a new regulation under the Environmental Protection 

Act, titled “On-Site and Excess Soil Management” (O. Reg. 406/19) to support improved 

management of excess construction soil. This regulation is a key step to support proper 

management of excess soils, ensuring valuable resources don’t go to waste and to provide 

clear rules on managing and reusing excess soil. New risk-based standards referenced by 

this regulation help to facilitate local beneficial reuse which in turn will reduce greenhouse 

gas emissions from soil transportation, while ensuring strong protection of human health 

and the environment. The new regulation is being phased in over time, with the first phase 

in effect on January 1, 2021. For more information, please visit 

https://www.ontario.ca/page/handling-excess-soil. 

 

• The report should reference that activities involving the management of excess soil should 

be completed in accordance with O. Reg. 406/19 and the MECP’s current guidance 

document titled “Management of Excess Soil – A Guide for Best Management Practices” 

(2014). 

 

• All waste generated during construction must be disposed of in accordance with ministry 

requirements. 

 
Contaminated Sites 
 

• Any current or historical waste disposal sites should be identified in the report. The status of 

these sites should be determined to confirm whether approval pursuant to Section 46 of 

https://www.ontario.ca/page/water-taking-user-guide-environmental-activity-and-sector-registry
https://www.ontario.ca/laws/regulation/r19406
https://www.ontario.ca/page/handling-excess-soil
http://www.ontario.ca/document/management-excess-soil-guide-best-management-practices
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the EPA may be required for land uses on former disposal sites. We recommend referring to 

the MECP’s D-4 guideline for land use considerations near landfills and dumps.  

o Resources available may include regional/local municipal official plans and data; 

provincial data on large landfill sites and small landfill sites; Environmental Compliance 

Approval information for waste disposal sites on Access Environment.  

 

• Other known contaminated sites (local, provincial, federal) in the study area should also be 

identified in the report (Note – information on federal contaminated sites is found on the 

Government of Canada’s website).  

 

• The location of any underground storage tanks should be investigated in the report. 

Measures should be identified to ensure the integrity of these tanks and to ensure an 

appropriate response in the event of a spill. The ministry’s Spills Action Centre must be 

contacted in such an event. 

 

• Since the removal or movement of soils may be required, appropriate tests to determine 

contaminant levels from previous land uses or dumping should be undertaken. If the soils 

are contaminated, you must determine how and where they are to be disposed of, 

consistent with Part XV.1 of the Environmental Protection Act (EPA) and Ontario Regulation 

153/04, Records of Site Condition, which details the new requirements related to site 

assessment and clean up. Please contact the appropriate MECP District Office for further 

consultation if contaminated sites are present.  

 
Servicing, Utilities and Facilities 
 

• The report should identify any above or underground utilities in the study area such as 

transmission lines, telephone/internet, oil/gas etc. The owners should be consulted to 

discuss impacts to this infrastructure, including potential spills.  

 

• The report should identify any servicing infrastructure in the study area such as wastewater, 

water, stormwater that may potentially be impacted by the project.  

 

• Any facility that releases emissions to the atmosphere, discharges contaminants to ground 

or surface water, provides potable water supplies, or stores, transports or disposes of waste 

must have an Environmental Compliance Approval (ECA) before it can operate lawfully.  

Please consult with MECP’s Environmental Permissions Branch to determine whether a new 

or amended ECA will be required for any proposed infrastructure. 

 

• We recommend referring to the ministry’s environmental land use planning guides to 

ensure that any potential land use conflicts are considered when planning for any 

infrastructure or facilities related to wastewater, pipelines, landfills or industrial uses. 

https://www.ontario.ca/page/environmental-land-use-planning-guides
https://www.ontario.ca/page/large-landfill-sites-map
https://www.ontario.ca/environment-and-energy/small-landfill-sites-list
https://www.ontario.ca/page/list-environmental-approvals-and-registrations
https://www.canada.ca/en/services/environment/pollution-waste-management/contaminated-sites.html
https://www.ontario.ca/page/environmental-land-use-planning-guides
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Mitigation and Monitoring 
 

• Contractors must be made aware of all environmental considerations so that all 

environmental standards and commitments for both construction and operation are met.  

Mitigation measures should be clearly referenced in the report and regularly monitored 

during the construction stage of the project.  In addition, we encourage proponents to 

conduct post-construction monitoring to ensure all mitigation measures have been effective 

and are functioning properly.   

 

• Design and construction reports and plans should be based on a best management 

approach that centres on the prevention of impacts, protection of the existing environment, 

and opportunities for rehabilitation and enhancement of any impacted areas. 

 

• The proponent’s construction and post-construction monitoring plans must be documented 

in the report, as outlined in Section A.2.5 and A.4.1 of the MEA Class EA parent document. 

 
Consultation 
 

• The report must demonstrate how the consultation provisions of the Class EA have been 

fulfilled, including documentation of all stakeholder consultation efforts undertaken during 

the planning process. This includes a discussion in the report that identifies concerns that 

were raised and describes how they have been addressed by the proponent throughout 

the planning process. The report should also include copies of comments submitted on the 

project by interested stakeholders, and the proponent’s responses to these comments (as 

directed by the Class EA to include full documentation). 

 

• Please include the full stakeholder distribution/consultation list in the documentation. 

 
Class EA Process 
 

• If this project is a Master Plan: there are several different approaches that can be used to 

conduct a Master Plan, examples of which are outlined in Appendix 4 of the Class EA. The 

Master Plan should clearly indicate the selected approach for conducting the plan, by 

identifying whether the levels of assessment, consultation and documentation are sufficient 

to fulfill the requirements for Schedule B or C projects. Please note that any Schedule B or C 

projects identified in the plan would be subject to Section 16 Order Requests under the 

Environmental Assessment Act, although the plan itself would not be. Please include a 

description of the approach being undertaken (use Appendix 4 as a reference).  

 



 

Page 13 of 14 
 

• If this project is a Master Plan: Any identified projects should also include information on 

the MCEA schedule associated with the project.  

 

• The report should provide clear and complete documentation of the planning process in 

order to allow for transparency in decision-making.   

 

• The Class EA requires the consideration of the effects of each alternative on all aspects of 

the environment (including planning, natural, social, cultural, economic, technical). The 

report should include a level of detail (e.g. hydrogeological investigations, terrestrial and 

aquatic assessments, cultural heritage assessments) such that all potential impacts can be 

identified, and appropriate mitigation measures can be developed. Any supporting studies 

conducted during the Class EA process should be referenced and included as part of the 

report. 

 

• Please include in the report a list of all subsequent permits or approvals that may be 

required for the implementation of the preferred alternative, including but not limited to, 

MECP’s PTTW, EASR Registrations and ECAs, conservation authority permits, species at risk 

permits, MTO permits and approvals under the Impact Assessment Act, 2019.  

 

• Ministry guidelines and other information related to the issues above are available at 

http://www.ontario.ca/environment-and-energy/environment-and-energy. We encourage 

you to review all the available guides and to reference any relevant information in the 

report. 

 

Notice of Completion 
 
Once the EA Report is finalized, the proponent must issue a Notice of Completion providing a 
minimum 30-day period during which documentation may be reviewed and comment and input 
can be submitted to the proponent.  The Notice of Completion must be sent to the appropriate 
MECP Regional Office email address. 
 
The public can request a higher level of assessment on a project if they are concerned about 
potential adverse impacts to constitutionally protected Aboriginal and treaty rights. In addition, 
the Minister may issue an order on his or her own initiative within a specified time period. The 
Director (of the Environmental Assessment Branch) will issue a Notice of Proposed Order to the 
proponent if the Minister is considering an order for the project within 30 days after the 
conclusion of the comment period on the Notice of Completion. At this time, the Director may 
request additional information from the proponent. Once the requested information has been 
received, the Minister will have 30 days within which to make a decision or impose conditions 
on your project. 
 

http://www.ontario.ca/environment-and-energy/environment-and-energy
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Therefore, the proponent cannot proceed with the project until at least 30 days after the end of 
the comment period provided for in the Notice of Completion. Further, the proponent may not 
proceed after this time if: 

• a Section 16 Order request has been submitted to the ministry regarding potential 
adverse impacts to constitutionally protected Aboriginal and treaty rights, or 

• the Director has issued a Notice of Proposed order regarding the project. 
 
Please ensure that the Notice of Completion advises that outstanding concerns are to be 
directed to the proponent for a response, and that in the event there are outstanding concerns 
regarding potential adverse impacts to constitutionally protected Aboriginal and treaty rights, 
Section 16 Order requests on those matters should be addressed in writing to: 
 

Minister of the Environment, Conservation and Parks 
  
 777 Bay Street, 5th Floor 
 Toronto ON M7A 2J3 
 minister.mecp@ontario.ca 
 

and          
 
   Director, Environmental Assessment Branch  
 Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks 
 135 St. Clair Ave. W, 1st Floor 
 Toronto ON, M4V 1P5 

EABDirector@ontario.ca 
 
 

mailto:minister.mecp@ontario.ca
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1.0 Purpose, Scope, Background and Context 

1.1 Purpose of this Guide 

This guide has been created to:  

• help clients better understand their obligation to gather information and complete a 

preliminary screening for species at risk before contacting the ministry,   

• outline guidance and advice clients can expect to receive from the ministry at the 

preliminary screening stage, 

• help clients understand how they can gather information about species at risk by 

accessing publicly available information housed by the Government of Ontario, and  

• provide a list of other potential sources of species at risk information that exist outside 

the Government of Ontario.   

It remains the client’s responsibility to: 

• carry out a preliminary screening for their projects, 

• obtain best available information from all applicable information sources, 

• conduct any necessary field studies or inventories to identify and confirm the presence 

or absence of species at risk or their habitat,  

• consider any potential impacts to species at risk that a proposed activity might cause, 

and 

• comply with the Endangered Species Act (ESA). 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

1.2 Scope 

This guide is a resource for clients seeking to understand if their activity is likely to impact 

species at risk or if they are likely to trigger the need for an authorization under the ESA. It is not 

intended to circumvent any detailed site surveys that may be necessary to document species at 

risk or their habitat nor to circumvent the need to assess the impacts of a proposed activity on 

species at risk or their habitat. This guide is not an exhaustive list of available information 

sources for any given area as the availability of information on species at risk and their habitat 

varies across the province. This guide is intended to support projects and activities carried out 

on Crown and private land, by private landowners, businesses, other provincial ministries and 

agencies, or municipal government.  

 

To provide the most efficient service, clients should initiate species at risk 

screenings and seek information from all applicable information sources 

identified in this guide, at a minimum, prior to contacting Government of 

Ontario ministry offices for further information or advice.    
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1.3 Background and Context 

To receive advice on their proposed activity, clients must first determine whether any species at 

risk or their habitat exist or are likely to exist at or near their proposed activity, and whether their 

proposed activity is likely to contravene the ESA. Once this step is complete, clients may 

contact the ministry at SAROntario@ontario.ca to discuss the main purpose, general methods, 

timing and location of their proposed activity as well as information obtained about species at 

risk and their habitat at, or near, the site. At this stage, the ministry can provide advice and 

guidance to the client about potential species at risk or habitat concerns, measures that the 

client is considering to avoid adverse effects on species at risk or their habitat and whether 

additional field surveys are advisable. This is referred to as the “Preliminary Screening” stage.  

For more information on additional phases in the diagram below, please refer to the 

Endangered Species Act Submission Standards for Activity Review and 17(2)(c) Overall Benefit 

Permits policy available online at https://www.ontario.ca/page/species-risk-overall-benefit-

permits 

 

mailto:SAROntario@ontario.ca
https://www.ontario.ca/page/species-risk-overall-benefit-permits
https://www.ontario.ca/page/species-risk-overall-benefit-permits
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2.0 Roles and Responsibilities  

To provide the most efficient service, clients should initiate species at risk screenings and seek 

information from all applicable information sources identified in this guide prior to contacting 

Government of Ontario ministry offices for further information or advice.  

 
Step 1: Client seeks information regarding species at risk or their habitat that exist, or are likely 
to exist, at or near their proposed activity by referring to all applicable information sources 
identified in this guide.   
 
Step 2:  Client reviews and consider guidance on whether their proposed activity is likely to 
contravene the ESA (see section 3.4 of this guide for guidance on what to consider). 
 
Step 3:  Client gathers information identified in the checklist in section 4 of this guide. 
 
Step 4:  Client contacts the ministry at SAROntario@ontario.ca to discuss their preliminary 
screening. Ministry staff will ask the client questions about the main purpose, general methods, 
timing and location of their proposed activity as well as information obtained about species at 
risk and their habitat at, or near, the site. Ministry staff will also ask the client for their 
interpretation of the impacts of their activity on species at risk or their habitat as well as 
measures the client has considered to avoid any adverse impacts.  
 
Step 5:  Ministry staff will provide advice on next steps. 
 

Option A: Ministry staff may advise the client they can proceed with their activity without 
an authorization under the ESA where the ministry is confident that: 

• no protected species at risk or habitats are likely to be present at or near the 
proposed location of the activity; or 

• protected species at risk or habitats are known to be present but the activity is 
not likely to contravene the ESA; or  

• through the adoption of avoidance measures, the modified activity is not likely to 
contravene the ESA.   

 
Option B: Ministry staff may advise the client to proceed to Phase 1 of the overall 
benefit permitting process (i.e. Information Gathering in the previous diagram), where: 

• there is uncertainty as to whether any protected species at risk or habitats are 
present at or near the proposed location of the activity; or  

• the potential impacts of the proposed activity are uncertain; or  

• ministry staff anticipate the proposed activity is likely to contravene the ESA.   

 

 

 

 

 

mailto:SAROntario@ontario.ca
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3.0 Information Sources  

Land Information Ontario (LIO) and the Natural Heritage Information Centre (NHIC) maintain 
and provide information about species at risk, as well as related information about fisheries, 
wildlife, crown lands, protected lands and more. This information is made available to 
organizations, private individuals, consultants, and developers through online sources and is 
often considered under various pieces of legislation or as part of regulatory approvals and 
planning processes.  
 
The information available from LIO or NHIC and the sources listed in this guide should not be 
considered as a substitute for site visits and appropriate field surveys. Generally, this 
information can be regarded as a starting point from which to conduct further field surveys, if 
needed. While this data represents best available current information, it is important to note that 
a lack of information for a site does not mean that species at risk or their habitat are not present. 
There are many areas where the Government of Ontario does not currently have information, 
especially in more remote parts of the province. The absence of species at risk location data at 

or near your site does not necessarily mean no species at risk are present at that location.  On‐
site assessments can better verify site conditions, identify and confirm presence of species at 
risk and/or their habitats.  

 
Information on the location (i.e. observations and occurrences) of species at risk is 
considered sensitive and therefore publicly available only on a 1km square grid as opposed 
to as a detailed point on a map.  This generalized information can help you understand 
which species at risk are in the general vicinity of your proposed activity and can help 
inform field level studies you may want to undertake to confirm the presence, or absence of 
species at risk at or near your site.   
 
Should you require specific and detailed information pertaining to species at risk observations 
and occurrences at or near your site on a finer geographic scale; you will be required to 
demonstrate your need to access this information, to complete data sensitivity training and to 
obtain a Sensitive Data Use License from the NHIC.  Information on how to obtain a license can 
be found online at https://www.ontario.ca/page/get-natural-heritage-information.  
 
Many organizations (e.g. other Ontario ministries, municipalities, conservation authorities) have 
ongoing licensing to access this data so be sure to check if your organization has this access 
and consult this data as part of your preliminary screening if your organization already has a 
license.   
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

https://www.ontario.ca/page/get-natural-heritage-information
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3.1 Make a Map: Natural Heritage Areas 

The Make a Natural Heritage Area Map (available online at 

http://www.gisapplication.lrc.gov.on.ca/mamnh/Index.html?site=MNR_NHLUPS_NaturalHeritag

e&viewer=NaturalHeritage&locale=en-US provides public access to natural heritage 

information, including species at risk, without the user needing to have Geographic Information 

System (GIS) capability. It allows users to view and identify generalized species at risk 

information, mark areas of interest, and create and print a custom map directly from the web 

application. The tool also shows topographic information such as roads, rivers, contours and 

municipal boundaries.  

Users are advised that sensitive information has been removed from the natural areas dataset 

and the occurrences of species at risk has been generalized to a 1-kilometre grid to mitigate the 

risks to the species (e.g. illegal harvest, habitat disturbance, poaching). 

The web-based mapping tool displays natural heritage data, including: 

• Generalized Species at risk occurrence data (based on a 1-km square grid), 

• Natural Heritage Information Centre data. 

 

Data cannot be downloaded directly from this web map; however, information included in this 

application is available digitally through Land Information Ontario (LIO) at 

https://www.ontario.ca/page/land-information-ontario. 

 

3.2 Land Information Ontario (LIO) 

Most natural heritage data is publicly available. This data is managed in a large provincial 

corporate database called the LIO Warehouse and can be accessed online through the LIO 

Metadata Management Tool at 

https://www.javacoeapp.lrc.gov.on.ca/geonetwork/srv/en/main.home. This tool provides 

descriptive information about the characteristics, quality and context of the data. Publicly 

available geospatial data can be downloaded directly from this site.  

While most data are publicly available, some data may be considered highly sensitive (i.e. 

nursery areas for fish, species at risk observations) and as such, access to some data maybe 

restricted.  
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3.3 Additional Species at Risk Information Sources 

• The Breeding Bird Atlas can be accessed online at 
http://www.birdsontario.org/atlas/index.jsp?lang=en  

• eBird can be accessed online at https://ebird.org/home 

• iNaturalist can be accessed online at https://www.inaturalist.org/ 

• The Ontario Reptile and Amphibian Atlas can be accessed online at  
https://ontarionature.org/programs/citizen-science/reptile-amphibian-atlas 

• Your local Conservation Authority. Information to help you find your local Conservation 

Authority can be accessed online at https://conservationontario.ca/conservation-

authorities/find-a-conservation-authority/  

Local naturalist groups or other similar community-based organizations 

• Local Indigenous communities  

• Local land trusts or other similar Environmental Non-Government Organizations 

• Field level studies to identify if species at risk, or their habitat, are likely present or 

absent at or near the site. 

• When an activity is proposed within one of the continuous caribou ranges, please be 

sure to consider the caribou Range Management Policy. This policy includes figures and 

maps of the continuous caribou range, can be found online at 

https://www.ontario.ca/page/range-management-policy-support-woodland-caribou-

conservation-and-recovery 

 

 

 

3.4 Information Sources to Support Impact Assessments  

• Guidance to help you understand if your activity is likely to adversely impact species at 

risk or their habitat can be found online at https://www.ontario.ca/page/policy-guidance-

harm-and-harass-under-endangered-species-act and 

https://www.ontario.ca/page/categorizing-and-protecting-habitat-under-endangered-

species-act 

• A list of species at risk in Ontario is available online at 

https://www.ontario.ca/page/species-risk-ontario.  On this webpage, you can find out 

more about each species, including where is lives, what threatens it and any specific 

habitat protections that apply to it by clicking on the photo of the species. 

 

 

 

http://www.birdsontario.org/atlas/index.jsp?lang=en%20
https://ebird.org/home
https://www.inaturalist.org/
https://ontarionature.org/programs/citizen-science/reptile-amphibian-atlas
https://conservationontario.ca/conservation-authorities/find-a-conservation-authority/
https://conservationontario.ca/conservation-authorities/find-a-conservation-authority/
https://www.ontario.ca/page/range-management-policy-support-woodland-caribou-conservation-and-recovery
https://www.ontario.ca/page/range-management-policy-support-woodland-caribou-conservation-and-recovery
https://www.ontario.ca/page/policy-guidance-harm-and-harass-under-endangered-species-act
https://www.ontario.ca/page/policy-guidance-harm-and-harass-under-endangered-species-act
https://www.ontario.ca/page/categorizing-and-protecting-habitat-under-endangered-species-act
https://www.ontario.ca/page/categorizing-and-protecting-habitat-under-endangered-species-act
https://www.ontario.ca/page/species-risk-ontario
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4.0 Check-List 

Please feel free to use the check list below to help you confirm you have explored all applicable 

information sources and to support your discussion with Ministry staff at the preliminary 

screening stage.  

✓ Land Information Ontario (LIO)  

✓ Natural Heritage Information Centre (NHIC)  

✓ The Breeding Bird Atlas  

✓ eBird  

✓ iNaturalist  

✓ Ontario Reptile and Amphibian Atlas  

✓ List Conservation Authorities you contacted:___________________________________  

______________________________________________________________________ 

✓ List local naturalist groups you contacted:_____________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________ 

✓ List local Indigenous communities you contacted:_______________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________ 

✓ List any other local land trusts or Environmental Non-Government Organizations you 

contacted:______________________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________ 

✓ List and field studies that were conducted to identify species at risk, or their habitat, likely 

to be present or absent at or near the site: ____________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________ 

✓ List what you think the likely impacts of your activity are on species at risk and their 

habitat (e.g. damage or destruction of habitat, killing, harming or harassing species at 

risk):__________________________________________________________________  

______________________________________________________________________ 

 

 

 



ALDERVILLE FIRST NATION  

 

11696 Second Line Road   Chief: Taynar Simpson 

Roseneath, Ontario K0K 2X0   Councillor: Lisa McDonald 

Phone: (905) 352-2011                  Councillor: Jason Marsden 

Fax: (905) 352-3242                     Councillor: Amber Crowe   

www.alderville.ca                 Councillor: Kassie McKeown   

                   Councillor: Joanne Smoke 

 

Proudly working together to build a prosperous and healthy environment that promotes 

independence, honours and respects our values, and enhances our way of life. 

VIA E-MAIL 

 

September 16, 2025 

        

        
       Jenna DeGroote, C.E.T.  

       Capital Project Manager  

       InnServices Utilities Inc.  

       jdegroote@innservices.co  

 

 

        

       Dear Jenna Degroote, 

 

       RE: InnServices - Stroud Water Storage and Booster Pumping Station EA  

               Notice of Commencement 

 

 

I would like to acknowledge receipt of your correspondence, which was received August 20th, 2025, 

regarding the above noted project. 

 

As you may be aware, the area in which this project is proposed is situated within the Traditional and 

Treaty Territory of Alderville First Nation. Our First Nation’s Territory is incorporated within the 

Williams Treaties Territory and was the subject of a claim under Canada’s Specific Claims Policy, which 

has now been settled. All 7 First Nations within the Williams Treaties have had their harvesting rights 

legally re-affirmed and recognized through this settlement (2018). 

 

In addition to Aboriginal title, Alderville First Nation rights in its Reserve and Traditional Territory 

and/or Treaty Territory include rights to hunt, fish and trap, to harvest plants for food and medicine, to 

protect and honour burial sites and other significant sites, to sustain and strengthen its spiritual and 

cultural connection to the land, to protect the Environment that supports its survival, to govern itself, 

sustain itself and prosper including deriving revenues from its lands and resources, and to participate in 

all governance and operational decisions about how the land and resources will be managed, used and 

protected. 

 

Alderville First Nation is requiring a File Fee for this project in the amount of $300.00. This Fee includes  

administration, an initial meeting, project updates as well as review of standard material and project 

overviews. Depending on the number of documents to be reviewed by the Consultation Department, 

additional fees may apply. Please make this payment to Alderville First Nation and please indicate 

the project name on the cheque.  

 

 

mailto:jdegroote@innservices.co


Proudly working together to build a prosperous and healthy environment that promotes 

independence, honours and respects our values, and enhances our way of life. 
 

 

If you do not have a copy of Alderville First Nation’s Consultation Protocol, it is available at: 

alderville.ca/wp-content/uploads/2017/02/AFNProtocol2.pdf. Please note that the mapping in this 

document needs updating to reflect the Williams Treaties First Nations Settlement Agreement 2018.  

 

In order to assist us in providing you with timely input, please provide us with a Notice of Request to 

Consult containing relevant information and material facts in sufficient form and detail to assist Alderville 

First Nation to understand the matter in order to prepare a meaningful response. Guidance for giving 

notice can be found on pages 11-12 of our Consultation Protocol. Based on the information that you have 

provided us with respect to the notice of InnServices - Stroud Water Storage and Booster Pumping 

Station EA - Notice of Commencement, Alderville First Nation may require a mutual agreement to 

establish a special consultation process for this project. After the information is reviewed it is expected 

that you or a representative will be in contact to discuss this matter in more detail and possibly set up a 

date and time to meet with Alderville First Nation in person or virtually. 

 

Although we have not conducted exhaustive research nor do we have the resources to do so, there may 

be the presence of burial or archaeological sites in your proposed project area. Please note, that we have 

particular concern for the remains of our ancestors. Should excavation unearth bones, remains, or other 

such evidence of a native burial site or any other archaeological findings, we must be notified without 

delay. In the case of a burial site, Council reminds you of your obligations under the Cemeteries Act to 

notify the nearest First Nation Government or other community of Aboriginal people which is willing to 

act as a representative and whose members have a close cultural affinity to the interred person. As I am 

sure you are aware, the regulations further state that the representative is needed before the remains and 

associated artifacts can be removed. Should such a find occur, we request that you contact our First Nation 

immediately.  

 

Furthermore, Alderville First Nation also has available, trained Archaeological Liaisons who can actively 

participate in the archaeological assessment process as a member of a field crew, the cost of which shall 

be borne by the proponent. Alderville First Nation expects engagement at Stage 1 of an archaeological 

assessment, so that we may include Indigenous Knowledge of the land in the process. We insist that at 

least one of our Archaeological Liaisons be involved in any Stage 2-4 assessments, including test pitting, 

and/or pedestrian surveys, to full excavation.  

 

Although we may not always have representation at all stakeholders’ and rights holders’ meetings, it is 

our wish to be kept apprised throughout all phases of this project.  

 

Should you have further questions or if you wish to hire a Liaison for a project, please feel free to contact 

Julie Kapyrka, Consultation Manager, at 905-352-2662 or via email at jkapyrka@alderville.ca .  

 

Yours sincerely,  

 
Chief Taynar Simpson  

Alderville First Nation            

mailto:jkapyrka@alderville.ca
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January 5, 2026 
Jenna DeGroote       
Capital Project Manager 
InnServices Utilities Inc.  
jdegroote@innservices.com  
SENT VIA EMAIL 
 
Re: InnServices - Stroud Water Storage and Booster Pumping Station EA - Notice of 
Commencement 
 
Dear Mr. Feng, 
 
On behalf of Curve Lake First Nation, I would like to acknowledge receipt of a request to consult 
notification related to the commencement of a Municipal Class B Environmental Assessment 
from the Township of Innisfil c/o InnServices and R.V. Anderson, dated August 20, 2025 
regarding a proposed Stroud Water Storage Facility and Booster Pumping Station to be located 
on the Yonge Street corridor in the Town of Innisfil. The Water Storage Facility will be supplied 
by the Lakeshore Water Treatment Plant via the Alcona Reservoir and Booster Pumping Station.  
 
This proposed project is taking place within our homelands and Treaty Territories. As such, 
Curve Lake First Nation is requesting to be consulted throughout the project lifecycle.  We 
would appreciate receiving additional information including copies of any technical or planning 
documents, including but not limited to, any natural environment or archaeological studies, 
reports and assessments. We would like to request a meeting to discuss this project in more detail 
at your earliest convenience. 
 
INTRODUCTION TO CURVE LAKE FIRST NATION 
 
The area, where your project is proposed, is situated within our homelands and Traditional 
Territory; Curve Lake First Nation is a part of the Michi Saagiig Anishinaabeg, whose traditional 
homelands stretched across the north shore of Lake Ontario. Our cultural landscapes include the 
northern shoreline of Lake Ontario, and the shorelines and mouths of its tributaries. The Michi 
Saagiig Anishinaabeg are known as “the people of the big river mouths”. Our winter harvesting 

mailto:jdegroote@innservices.com
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grounds extended north of Lake Ontario.1 The citizens of Curve Lake have long had, and 
continue to have, a deep and meaningful connection to the Lands and Waters in our beautiful 
homelands. We continue to be informed and guided by our responsibilities to, and relationships 
with our Relatives (Lands, Waters, Animals, Plants, etc.) in these areas.  

Curve Lake First Nation must be involved in any decisions regarding our homelands and Treaty 
Territories. We must be consulted whenever decisions or activities that have the potential to 
adversely impact our Inherent, Aboriginal and Treaty Rights are contemplated. We continue to 
hold and exercise our Rights within our homelands and Treaty Territories, and they are 
recognized and protected by Section 35 of the Canadian Constitution Act. Our Rights were re-
affirmed through the Williams Treaties First Nations Settlement Agreement of 2018 after nearly 
a hundred years of illegal Rights-denial which resulted from the Williams Treaties of 1923. In 
2021, Canada enacted the United Nations Declaration of Indigenous Peoples Act (UNDA) which 
embedded the principles of the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples 
(UNDRIP) into Canadian positive law.  
 
CONSULTATION FRAMEWORK 
 
We appreciate that you have proactively informed Curve Lake First Nation of your project and 
its associated activities, which begins the consultation process. Curve Lake First Nation should 
be consulted on all activities related to your project which may involve decisions or impacts 
related to: 
 

• the natural environment, including species of specific cultural, spiritual and relational 
value to Curve Lake First Nation citizens; 

• cultural heritage and archaeological resources; 
• watercourses and waterbodies, including wetlands. 

Curve Lake First Nation reserves the right to be consulted about projects and involved in 
decision making processes occurring in our homelands and Treaty Territories, especially where 
potential impacts to our Rights or interests may exist. As such, we have developed Consultation 
and Accommodation Standards which outline the minimum standards and expectations for 

 
1 As shared by Michi Saagiig Anishinaabe Elder Gitiga Migizi-ban (Doug Williams-ban). Additional information 
regarding the Michi Saagiig Anishinaabeg can be found in “Michi Saagiig Historical/Background”, prepared by 
Gitiga Migizi-ban, and attached as Appendix A. 

https://curvelakefirstnation.ca/lands-resources-consultation/
https://curvelakefirstnation.ca/lands-resources-consultation/
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consultation and engagement activities. As set out in the Standards, Curve Lake First Nation will 
require a filing fee in the amount of $500.00 to support opening a file, an internal cursory review, 
and to support an initial meeting with the proponent.  
 
REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION   
 
To assist us in understanding the project and to provide you with timely input, it would be 
appreciated if a summary statement, indicating how the project will address the following areas 
of concern to our Nation, could be forwarded as soon as possible: 
 

• possible impact to the community;  
• possible environmental impact;  
• endangerment to fish and wild game;  
• possible impacts to water; 
• possible impacts on Aboriginal heritage and cultural values; and  
• to endangered species; lands; savannas, etc. 

Curve Lake First Nation is interested in receiving any recent project documentation (e.g., project 
plans, reports, memos, drawings, etc.), preferably in draft, to get a better understanding of the 
project itself, the assessments and studies to be conducted, mitigations identified, etc.  This will 
give us better insight and understanding on what is being proposed. 
 
ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
 
Curve Lake First Nation has adopted an Archaeological Protocol, which outlines the minimum 
standards we expect to be followed for archaeological activities taking place within our 
homelands and Treaty Territories. We ask that you keep us apprised of any archaeological 
activities. We expect engagement at Stage 1 of an archaeological assessment so that we may 
include Indigenous Knowledge of the land in the process. We may request a site visit in 
connection with any proposed archaeological activity, or in relation to a known or potential 
archaeological site within the vicinity of your project.  
 
We have particular concern for the remains of our ancestors. There may be the presence of burial 
or archaeological sites in your proposed project area. Should excavation unearth bones, remains, 
or other such evidence of a native burial site or any other archaeological findings, we must be 

https://curvelakefirstnation.ca/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/CLFN-ArchaeologicalProtocol_HighRes-003.pdf
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notified without delay. In the case of a burial site, Council reminds you of your obligations under 
the Cemeteries Act; The nearest First Nation Government or other Indigenous community, which 
is willing to act as a representative and whose members have a close cultural affinity to the 
interred person, must be notified immediately. The regulations further state that such a 
representative is needed before the remains and associated artifacts can be removed.  Should 
such a find occur, we request that you contact our Archaeological Program Administrator 
immediately (APAdmin@curvelake.ca).  
 
NEXT STEPS IN CONSULTATION PROCESS 
 
As a next step in the consultation process, Curve Lake First Nation invites a meeting with you 
and any relevant project team members or consultants to understand more about the project in 
our Territory. We would like to initiate discussions and pre-planning for consultation and 
engagement with our Nation, including: 
 

• clarifying the scope of your project and associated activities; 
• discussing our Special Consultation Framework (if applicable); 
• establishing a preliminary scope of consultation and engagement activities; 
• taking steps to build an ongoing and meaningful relationship. 

Such discussions can establish an appropriate consultation and engagement budget to support our  
involvement in your project.  
 
Costs associated with consultation are to be borne by Proponents. As with other similar 
engagements and consultations, we would like to initiate negotiations with you regarding a 
Framework Agreement to support consultation and engagement activities. Such an agreement 
ensures that Curve Lake First Nation can be reimbursed for our efforts related to consultation 
and engagement activities such as: 
 

• time to prepare for and attend project meetings; 
• review of project materials and submission of comments, as applicable; 
• participation in field surveys or site visits, as mutually agreed upon; 
• internal governance processes. 

CONCLUDING REMARKS 

mailto:APAdmin@curvelake.ca
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We kindly ask that you keep us apprised throughout all phases of this project. Please note that 
while this letter does not constitute consultation, it does represent the initial engagement process. 
 
Should you have further questions, please let us know. Our team will support you in navigating 
the processes at Curve Lake First Nation. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

Francis Chua 
 
Francis Chua 
Supporting Curve Lake First Nation 
Director - Francis Chua Consulting Inc. 
 
 
CC: 
Delaney Jacobs, Director of Lands and Consultation, CLFN 
Paige Williams, Manager of Consultation, CLFN 
Derek Paauw, Consultation Lead, Archaeology, CLFN 
David Rewniak, Consultation Lead, Developments, CLFN 
Kayla Wright, Supporting Curve Lake First Nation, Director – Francis Chua Consulting Inc. 
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APPENDIX A – Michi Saagiig Historical/Background Context – as prepared by Elder Gitiga 
Migizi (Doug Williams) 
 
The traditional homelands of the Michi Saagiig (Mississauga Anishinaabeg) encompass a vast 
area of what is now known as southern Ontario. The Michi Saagiig are known as “the people of 
the big river mouths” and were also known as the “Salmon People” who occupied and fished the 
north shore of Lake Ontario where the various tributaries emptied into the lake. Their territories 
extended north into and beyond the Kawarthas as winter hunting grounds on which they would 
break off into smaller social groups for the season, hunting and trapping on these lands, then 
returning to the lakeshore in spring for the summer months.  
 
The Michi Saagiig were a highly mobile people, travelling vast distances to procure subsistence 
for their people. They were also known as the “Peacekeepers” among Indigenous nations. The 
Michi Saagiig homelands were located directly between two very powerful Confederacies: The 
Three Fires Confederacy to the north and the Haudenosaunee Confederacy to the south. The 
Michi Saagiig were the negotiators, the messengers, the diplomats, and they successfully 
mediated peace throughout this area of Ontario for countless generations.  
 
Michi Saagiig oral histories speak to their people being in this area of Ontario for thousands of 
years. These stories recount the “Old Ones” who spoke an ancient Algonquian dialect. The 
histories explain that the current Ojibwa phonology is the 5th transformation of this language, 
demonstrating a linguistic connection that spans back into deep time. The Michi Saagiig of today 
are the descendants of the ancient peoples who lived in Ontario during the Archaic and Paleo-
Indian periods. They are the original inhabitants of southern Ontario, and they are still here 
today.  
 
The traditional territories of the Michi Saagiig span from Gananoque in the east, all along the 
north shore of Lake Ontario, west to the north shore of Lake Erie at Long Point. The territory 
spreads as far north as the tributaries that flow into these lakes, from Bancroft and north of the 
Haliburton highlands. This also includes all the tributaries that flow from the height of land north 
of Toronto like the Oak Ridges Moraine, and all of the rivers that flow into Lake Ontario (the 
Rideau, the Salmon, the Ganaraska, the Moira, the Trent, the Don, the Rouge, the Etobicoke, the 
Humber, and the Credit, as well as Wilmot and 16 Mile Creeks) through Burlington Bay and the 
Niagara region including the Welland and Niagara Rivers, and beyond. The western side of the 
Michi Saagiig Nation was located around the Grand River which was used as a portage route as 
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the Niagara portage was too dangerous. The Michi Saagiig would portage from present-day 
Burlington to the Grand River and travel south to the open water on Lake Erie.  
 
Michi Saagiig oral histories also speak to the occurrence of people coming into their territories 
sometime between 500-1000 A.D. seeking to establish villages and a corn growing economy – 
these newcomers included peoples that would later be known as the Huron-Wendat, Neutral, 
Petun/Tobacco Nations. The Michi Saagiig made Treaties with these newcomers and granted 
them permission to stay with the understanding that they were visitors in these lands. Wampum 
was made to record these contracts, ceremonies would have bound each nation to their respective 
responsibilities within the political relationship, and these contracts would have been renewed 
annually (see Gitiga Migizi and Kapyrka 2015). These visitors were extremely successful as their 
corn economy grew as well as their populations. However, it was understood by all nations 
involved that this area of Ontario were the homeland territories of the Michi Saagiig. 
 
The Odawa Nation worked with the Michi Saagiig to meet with the Huron-Wendat, the Petun, 
and Neutral Nations to continue the amicable political and economic relationship that existed – a 
symbiotic relationship that was mainly policed and enforced by the Odawa people.  
 
Problems arose for the Michi Saagiig in the 1600s when the European way of life was introduced 
into southern Ontario. Also, around the same time, the Haudenosaunee were given firearms by 
the colonial governments in New York and Albany which ultimately made an expansion possible 
for them into Michi Saagiig territories. There began skirmishes with the various nations living in 
Ontario at the time. The Haudenosaunee engaged in fighting with the Huron-Wendat and 
between that and the onslaught of European diseases, the Iroquoian speaking peoples in Ontario 
were decimated.  
 
The onset of colonial settlement and missionary involvement severely disrupted the original 
relationships between these Indigenous nations. Disease and warfare had a devastating impact 
upon the Indigenous peoples of Ontario, especially the large sedentary villages, which mostly 
included Iroquoian speaking peoples. The Michi Saagiig were largely able to avoid the 
devastation caused by these processes by retreating to their wintering grounds to the north, 
essentially waiting for the smoke to clear.  
 
Michi Saagiig Elder Gitiga Migizi (2017) recounts:  
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We weren’t affected as much as the larger villages because we learned to paddle 
away for several years until everything settled down. And we came back and tried to 
bury the bones of the Huron but it was overwhelming, it was all over, there were 
bones all over – that is our story.  
There is a misnomer here, that this area of Ontario is not our traditional territory 
and that we came in here after the Huron-Wendat left or were defeated, but that is 
not true. That is a big misconception of our history that needs to be corrected. We 
are the traditional people, we are the ones that signed treaties with the Crown. We 
are recognized as the ones who signed these treaties and we are the ones to be dealt 
with officially in any matters concerning territory in southern Ontario.  
 
We had peacemakers go to the Haudenosaunee and live amongst them in order to 
change their ways. We had also diplomatically dealt with some of the strong chiefs to 
the north and tried to make peace as much as possible. So we are very important in 
terms of keeping the balance of relationships in harmony.  
 
Some of the old leaders recognized that it became increasingly difficult to keep the 
peace after the Europeans introduced guns. But we still continued to meet, and we 
still continued to have some wampum, which doesn’t mean we negated our territory 
or gave up our territory – we did not do that. We still consider ourselves a sovereign 
nation despite legal challenges against that. We still view ourselves as a nation and 
the government must negotiate from that basis. 

 
Often times, southern Ontario is described as being “vacant” after the dispersal of the Huron-
Wendat peoples in 1649 (who fled east to Quebec and south to the United States). This is 
misleading as these territories remained the homelands of the Michi Saagiig Nation.  
The Michi Saagiig participated in eighteen treaties from 1781 to 1923 to allow the growing 
number of European settlers to establish in Ontario. Pressures from increased settlement forced 
the Michi Saagiig to slowly move into small family groups around the present day communities: 
Curve Lake First Nation, Hiawatha First Nation, Alderville First Nation, Scugog Island First 
Nation, New Credit First Nation, and Mississauga First Nation.  
 
The Michi Saagiig have been in Ontario for thousands of years, and they remain here to this day.  
 
**This historical context was prepared by Gitiga Migizi, a respected Elder and Knowledge 
Keeper of the Michi Saagiig Nation.**  
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Publication reference:  
 
Gitiga Migizi-ban and Julie Kapyrka  
2015 Before, During, and After: Mississauga Presence in the Kawarthas. In Peterborough 
Archaeology, Dirk Verhulst, editor, pp.127-136. Peterborough, Ontario: Peterborough Chapter of 
the Ontario Archaeological Society. 
  

















 

 

Hydro One Networks Inc. 

483 Bay Street 

8th Floor South Tower 

Toronto, Ontario M5G 2P5 

HydroOne.com 

 
  
January 30, 2026 
 
 
Re: Stroud Water Storage and BPS 
 
 
Attention: 
Jenna DeGroote, C.E.T. 
 
 
Thank you for sending us notification regarding Stroud Water Storage and BPS. In our 
assessment, we confirm there are no existing Hydro One Transmission assets in the subject area.  
 
If plans for the undertaking change or the study area expands beyond that shown, please contact 
Hydro One to assess impacts of existing or future planned electricity infrastructure.  
Any future communications are sent to Secondarylanduse@hydroone.com.  
 
Be advised that any changes to lot grading and/or drainage within proximity to Hydro One  
transmission corridor lands must be controlled and directed away from the transmission corridor. 
 
 
Sent on behalf of, 
 
 
Secondary Land Use 
Asset Optimization  
Strategy & Integrated Planning 
Hydro One Networks Inc. 
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File #: 

Date: 

2251     

March 2, 2026   

Ms. Jenna DeGroote, C.E.T. 
InnServices Utilities Inc. 
2101 Innisfil Beach Road 
Town of Innisfil, Ontario, L9S 1A1 

Dear Ms. DeGroote: 

Re: 

 Stroud Water Storage Facility and Booster Pumping Station MCEA 
Public Information Centre No. 1 
Brookfield Residential (Ontario) LP 
Town of Innisfil, Ontario    

 
 
On behalf of our client, Brookfield Residential (Ontario) LP, we are pleased to provide comments 
regarding the Public Information Centre (PIC) No. 1 held on February 9, 2026, prepared by R.V. 
Anderson Associates Limited for InnServices Utilities Inc. PIC No. 1 provided an overview of the Stroud 
Water Storage Facility and Booster Pumping Station Municipal Class Environmental Assessment and 
presented information regarding the alternative site locations, type of facility, along with an evaluation 
of preferred alternatives.  
 
SCS Consulting Group, on behalf of Brookfield Residential (Ontario) LP), has reviewed the PIC No. 1 
presentation and offers the following questions and comments:  
 
Comment 1: Slide 5: Regarding Alternatives 5 and 6. The only comment under summary 

states that “the property is not included in Stroud Settlement Area Boundary 
Expansion…”. Can clarification be provided why this is a factor because it is 
common that infrastructure servicing settlement areas is located outside of the 
settlement boundary itself, and would also be an efficient use of land allowing 
more housing opportunities within the settlement that would otherwise be 
occupied by the infrastructure site. 

 
Secondly, Alternatives 5 and 6 would provide an ideal location for a water 
reservoir relative to the feedermain by having the serviced area between the 
pumping station and the reservoir so that the serviced area is fed by both sides 
during periods of high demand. Although, this may only apply if the reservoir is 
an elevated tank and the feedermain operates within the service pressure range 
to supply the distribution system as well as fill the reservoir.  
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Finally, Alternatives 5 and 6 are located at a ground elevation which is 
approximately 10 m higher than Alternatives 2 and 3, which would reduce the 
TDH, and have a positive comparable economic impact.   
 
These considerations may qualify Alternatives 5 and 6 for short listing. 

 
Comment 2:  Site location Alternative 5 is located adjacent to the existing commercial plaza 

and outside of the proposed settlement area boundary, which would be away 
from existing and future residential. This is a benefit that should be considered in 
the selection of short listed sites. This consideration may also impact the 
selection of the facility type, as an elevated tank that is not adjacent to 
residential has fewer aesthetic impacts to the community.  

 
Comment 3:  Have all property owners for the Alternative sites been approached to confirm 

willingness to sell land for the site? This consideration could affect timing to 
deliver the infrastructure if land acquisition is complicated and this could 
influence the preferred site location.  

 
Comment 4:  Based on the evaluation presented on slide 9, we agree with the recommended 

type of storage facility (a new in-ground reservoir and new BPS). However, we 
note that the area required is approximately twice as large for the new in-ground 
reservoir plus new BPS compared to a new elevated tank, has the land cost been 
considered in the evaluation when comparing the capital cost between the two 
facility types?  

 
Comment 5:  Slide 9: Considering our Comment 1 and 2, if Alternatives 5 and 6 are short 

listed, then the evaluation should be revised to consider the short listed 
alternative sites. 
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We look forward to hearing in writing from InnServices and R.V. Anderson Associates Limited upon 
review of this comment letter.  
 

Please contact the undersigned if you have any questions or require any additional information. 
 

Sincerely, 

SCS Consulting Group Ltd. 
 
 
 
Erich Knechtel, P. Eng. 
eknechtel@scsconsultinggroup.com 

c. Mr. Walid Abi Akar, R.V. Anderson Associates Limited 
Mr. Tom Panak, InnServices Utilities Incorporated 
Mr. Kevin Persaud, Brookfield Homes (Ontario) Limited  

P:\2251 Stroud, Brookfield\Correspondence\Letters\InnServices-2026 03(Mar) 02-etck-stroud res & bps PIC #1 Comments.docx 
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