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MEETING NO: # 08 17

DATE: November, 23, 2107
TIME: 3:00 - 5:00
PLACE: CH Administration Office, 2596 Britannia Road, West, Burlington ON

905.336.1158 x 2236

AGENDA
** Please bring the 2018 Budget and Business Plan book that was sent in the

November 1% Finance & Audit Agenda.
Page #

1.  Acceptance of Agenda as distributed
2. Disclosure of Pecuniary Interest for Board of Directors

3. Presentations: Planning Review — Patrick Moyle and Maureen McCauley
Powerpoint presentation

Concept Visioning for the Giants Rib GeoPark
Hassaan Basit and Niall Lobley
Report #: CHBD 08 17 02

** 2018 Budget update — Hassaan Basit
4. Consent Iltems

Roll Call & Mileage
Approval of Board of Directors Minutes dated October 26, 2017
Resolutions: Governance and Finance & Audit Committees, November 1, 2017 1-2

Review of Conservation Halton’s Policy and Guidelines for the Administration

of Ontario Regulation 162/06 and Land Use Planning Policy Document —

Status Update

CH File: ADM 330

Report #: CHBD 08 17 04 3-5

Briefing Memo: Kelso Dam Update 6-7
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5. Action Items

5.1 September Budget Variance and 2017 Projections
Report #: CHBD 08 17 01 8-16

5.2 Concept Visioning for the Giants Rib GeoPark
Report # CHBD 08 17 02 17-20

5.3 Proposed 2018 Plan Review and Permit Application Fee Schedules
CH File # ADM 049
Report # CHBD 08 17 03 21-32

5.4 Funding Service Agreement — Region of Halton and Conservation Halton

Regional Infrastructure Team

CH File #: ADM 308

Report #: CHBD 08 17 05 33-42
5.5 Proposed development within the 7.5 metre allowance associated with the

flood plain of Fourteen Mile Creek, 403 Valley Drive, Town of Oakuville,

Regional Municipality of Halton

CH File # A/17/0/56

Report # CHBD 08 17 06 43-47
6.0 In Camera ltems
6.1 Personnel Issue — verbal
7.  Other Business

Presentation: 2018 Budget update

8.  Adjournment



RESOLUTIONS

Governance Committee
November 1, 2017

Board Policy Changes / Updates
Report #: GC 0217 01

Emailing of Reports for Approval in between Board meetings

THAT the Conservation Halton Governance Committee recommend to the Conservation
Halton Board of Directors that they will review and consider the adoption of the
recommendations that the Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry is expected to
release in early 2018 regarding Board by-laws policies and procedures.

Consent Agenda

THAT the Conservation Halton Governance Committee recommend to the Conservation
Halton Board of Directors approval of the format for Consent agenda items being
“adopted” by the Board or Committee without needing a mover or seconder.

THAT if a Member requires an item to be removed from the Consent Items, a request
should be made to the Chair 48 hours prior to the meeting or at the discretion of the
Chair at any time.

AND FURTHER THAT upon adoption of the consent items the Chair shall provide an
opportunity for members to share any comments on the consent items prior to moving
on to the next item on the Agenda.

Delegations Policy

THAT the Conservation Halton Governance Committee recommend to the Conservation
Halton Board of Directors approval of the updated Policy on Delegations and the Request
for Delegation Form for the website.

2018 Board of Directors Work Plan
Report #: GC 02 17 02

THAT the Conservation Halton Governance Committee recommend the approval of the 2018
Work Plan to the Board of Directors at the January 2018 Board meeting and that the work
plan provide more time for Board development.

THAT the 2018 Board of Directors Meeting Schedule will be revised to include the time
change of 3:00 — 6:00 pm.

AND FURTHER THAT there will be no decrease in the number of Board of Directors
meetings for 2018; the order of the February 22 2018 meeting will be as follows: Board of
Directors, Annual General Meeting followed by the Inaugural meeting. A copy of the 2018
Board of Directors Meeting Schedule is attached to these Minutes.



Finance & Audit Committee
November 1, 2017

2018 Budget
Report #: FA 05 17 01

THAT the Conservation Halton Finance & Audit Committee recommend to the Conservation
Halton Board of Directors:

THAT the Municipal levy of $300,311, matching the Provincial funding portion, included in
the 2018 Budget be approved;

THAT Municipal funding of $9,248,013 being the balance of municipal funding in the 2018
Budget be approved by a weighted vote;

THAT the transfers to and from Reserves be approved as outlined in this report;

THAT staff continue to work with Region of Halton staff on the financing strategy for the
phase in of the State of Good Repair Levy for Dams and Channels to be completed by
March 1, 2018;

AND FURTHER THAT the 2018 Budget be approved as presented.
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REPORT TO: Board of Directors

REPORT NO: # 08 17 04

FROM: Barbara J. Veale, Director, Planning & Regulations
DATE: November, 23, 2017
SUBJECT: Review of Conservation Halton’s Policy and Guidelines for the

Administration of Ontario Regulation 162/06 and Land Use Planning Policy
Document — Status Update
CH File: ADM 330

Recommendation

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors receive for information the report entitled
Review of Conservation Halton’s Policy and Guidelines for the Administration of Ontario
Regulation 162/06 and Land Use Planning Policy Document — Status Update.

Executive Summary

This report outlines the status of the work plan and approach for the review, consolidation, and
approval of Conservation Halton’s Policy and Guidelines for the Administration of Ontario
Regulation 162/06 and Land Use Planning Policy Document. A draft consolidated policy
document is expected to be completed by year end. However, as a result of several factors
currently shaping future roles and responsibilities of Conservation Halton in permitting and plan
review (including the Conservation Authorities Act Review and regional and CH Service Delivery
Reviews), public consultation on draft policies is premature at this time. Conservation Halton
staff will evolve the draft consolidated policies as provincial policy and regulatory approaches
are determined and conservation authority roles and responsibilities are clarified.

Report

The administration of Ontario Regulation 162/06, the Development, Interference with Wetlands
and Alterations to Shorelines and Watercourses Regulation (under Section 28 of the
Conservation Authorities Act) and planning comments related to plan input and review are
guided by Conservation Halton (CH) Board-approved policies, specifically Conservation Halton
Policies and Guidelines for the Administration of Ontario Regulation 162/02 and Land Use
Planning Policy Document.

In 2006, CH undertook a complete review and update of CH policies in order to implement
Ontario Regulation 162/06. Since that time, several amendments have been made, including:
e August 2011 — the policy document was updated and the procedures (original section 2
of the document) were removed and placed in a separate Procedural Manual;
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o September 2013 — Milton Special Policy Area policies for the downtown floodplain area
were repealed;

e May 2014 — policies were approved for the Town of Oakville’s Downtown Cultural Hub;

e November 2015 - updated Shoreline Policies for Lake Ontario and Hamilton
Harbour/Burlington Bay were approved;

o February 25, 2016 — modifications to the policies associated with on-title agreements
were made; and,

e December 1, 2016 — new large fill policies were approved.

In addition to consolidating the amendments noted above, the intent of the review was to identify
policy gaps, inconsistencies and ambiguities within the current policy document and develop
clear, concise, technically-sound and easily understood policies for administering Ontario
Regulation 162/06 and plan input and review. The following work plan was presented to the
Board in January 2017 (Table 1).

Table 1. Summary of Work Plan

Phase 2016 2017 2018
a b a AD a Aug p O O ) b 2
1.Background *BCD
2. Policy Development *BOD

3. Consultation

4. Policy Refinement
5. Final Draft *BOD
6. Implementation

* BOD — Board of Director Engagement

The background phase was completed as per the work plan and included: 1) a comparative review
of policies and approaches from selected conservation authorities including Credit Valley
Conservation, Hamilton Conservation Authority, Toronto and Region Conservation Authority, Grand
River Conservation Authority, Central Lake Ontario Conservation Authority, and Lake Simcoe
Region Conservation Authority and 2) an analysis of policy gaps in current CH policies.

The policy review process was led by the Director of Planning and Regulations, with assistance
from the Planning Policy Analyst. Technical expertise and guidance was provided by an internal
Policy Review Committee comprised of the five Coordinators in the Planning and Regulations
Department (Regulations Program, Environmental Planning, Planning Ecology, Water Resources
Engineering, and Regional Infrastructure Team). The Policy Review Committee met once per
month. A consolidated draft version of the new policies is expected to be completed by the end of
2017.

Throughout 2017, several factors influenced the work plan:

s the Conservation Authorities Act Review has progressed and proposed changes to the
Act have been incorporated into Bill 139 - Building Better Communities and Conserving
Watersheds Act, 2017. Bill 139 enables the Minister of Natural Resources and Forestry
to enact new regulations for Conservation Authorities, among other changes. The
content of these regulations is not yet determined although significant changes are not
anticipated. The Bill received second reading on September 27, 2017. The Standing
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e Committee on Social Policy heard several delegations on October 16™ and 17" and is
currently considering the bill. It is anticipated that it will have third reading and Royal
Assent prior to the House adjourning early in December 2017.

e Conservation Halton staff have been actively involved in discussions with the Region of
Halton regarding the clarification of roles and responsibilities for plan review. The results
of these discussion may result in modifications to Conservation Halton's current policies
for land use planning.

» the process re-engineering review which is just being completed may result in changes in
the way Conservation Halton approaches planning and permitting activities.

Given the above factors, staff believe that it is premature to engage the public at this time and
that public consultation scheduled for 2018 be postponed until there is clarity regarding the roles
and responsibilities of Conservation Halton in planning and permitting activities. At that time,
staff will revisit the draft policies to ensure that they are within the scope and direction of new
Section 28 regulations and in keeping with the approach to plan review developed in partnership
with the Region and the local municipalities.

In the meantime, the efforts made by staff to develop a more consistent, transparent and easily
understood approach will be useful for future discussions with colleagues from other
conservation authorities, the Ministry of Natural Resources and our partner municipalities.
Impact on Strategic Goals
This report supports the Metamorphosis strategic theme of Taking care of our growing communities.
The theme is supported by the objective to remain dedicated to ecosystem-based watershed planning
that contributes to the development of sustainable rural, urban and suburban communities.

Financial Impact

Deferring public consultation on the draft policies will provide some cost savings in 2018.

Signed & respectfully submitted by:

Loihero bt

Barbara J. Veale
Director, Planning & Regulations

FOR QUESTIONS ON CONTENT: Barbara J. Veale, 905.336.1158 x 2273; bveale@hrca.on.ca
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Conservation 905 336 7014 Fax
Halton Website: conservationhalton.ca

Memo

To: Conservation Halton Board of Directors
From: Janelle Weppler — Associate Director, Engineering
Date: November 23, 2017

Subject: Kelso Dam Update

This briefing note is in response to the following resolutions that were made during the
Conservation Halton Board of Directors meeting on April 28, 2016:

e The Conservation Halton Board of Directors direct staff to provide monthly updates as to
the status of Kelso Dam, including water levels, plume sightings, project progress
and any remedial actions being undertaken; and

e The Conservation Halton Board of Directors direct staff to work with the Ministry of
Natural Resources and Forestry, Halton Region and Hatch to expedite, to the extent
possible, the permanent remedial measures required to mitigate the dam breach risk
at the Kelso Dam.

Kelso Reservoir Water Levels and Monitoring

Conservation Halton staff have transitioned the Kelso Reservoir into winter levels and are now
monitoring and recording the conditions at the Kelso dam with the reduced winter operating
frequency of:

e Monthly piezometer (groundwater) readings within the earthen embankment;

e Bi-weekly site visits; and,

e Review of photographic records of the identified boil area taken every 30 minutes
throughout the day (visible during daylight hours).

There continues to be no visible observation of sedimentation from the boil area (i.e. no plume
sightings) since the last Kelso Dam Update report for the Board of Directors, dated October 26,
2017.

The following chart illustrates the recorded water levels within the Kelso reservoir relative to the
reduced water level operating range recommended by Hatch.



Kelso Reservoir Elevation
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Recent Work & Next Steps

The pump test required to understand dewatering needs during construction has been
completed and analysis of the data collected is now underway. Information gathered during the
pump test will be used to prepare and support the application for the Category Ill PTTW
required during construction excavation and associated dewatering.

Dufferin Construction Company have been engaged to commence Phase 1 of Phase 2, of the
construction at the Kelso Dam.
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REPORT TO: Board of Directors

REPORT NO: # 08 17 01

FROM: Sheryl Ayres, Senior Director, Finance & Strategic Initiatives
DATE: November, 23, 2017
SUBJECT: Budget Variance Report for the period ended September 30, 2017 and 2017

Projected Year End Amounts

Recommendation

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors receive for information the staff report
dated November 23, 2017 on the Budget Variance Report for the period ended September
30, 2017 and 2017 Projected Year End Amounts;

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors approve the establishment of a new
Reserve for Land Securement and a transfer to the reserve of $103,840, as outlined in the
report to support future land securement activities;

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors approve an increase in the budget amount
for Administration Office renovations as detailed in the report and the transfer of up to
$25,000 from the Debt Financing Charges reserve to fund the increased renovation costs;

AND FURTHER THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors approve the transfer of
$27,534 from the Conservation Areas Capital Reserve for facility upgrades at Kelso/Glen
Eden.

Executive Summary

Attached is the Budget Variance Report for the period ended September 30, 2017 including the
projected year-end results. Staff have reviewed the financial results to date and considered
future transactions for the remainder of the year and are projecting an operating surplus in
Watershed Management and Support Services (WMSS) of $21,273 and an operating surplus of
$931,177 in the Conservation Areas.

The Budget Variance Report for the period ended June 30 projected an operating surplus in
WMSS of $132,862. The WMSS surplus has decreased by $111,589, primarily as a result of
decreases in projected revenues in Planning and Regulations and investment income. The
Planning and Regulations revenue projection has decreased by $90,000 due to increased time
spent by staff on non-revenue generating activities such as reviewing subwatershed plans.
Projected investment revenue has been reduced by $17,000 for bond fund investments,
although total investment revenue is expected to be within the budget amount.
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The WMSS surplus has been derived without the $150,000 reserve transfer approved in June
for program restructuring and associated staff severance payments. On a total budget of
$14,843,200 for WMSS, the projected surplus represents a variance of only .1% and leaves
minimal flexibility in unforeseen expenditures or shortfalls in revenue in the fourth quarter of the
year. Therefore, in order to ensure a favourable financial position at the end of the year, staff
have been requested to hold off on any discretionary spending between now and the end of the
year.

&/ Conservation

== Halton

The June 30" Budget Variance Report projected an operating surplus of $408,667 in the
Conservation Areas. This estimate has increased as a result of increased revenue projections
for Park annual passes and program fees at Kelso/Glen Eden and Rattlesnake Point, Hilton
Falls and Mount Nemo based on actual revenue received.

The table below summarizes the projected year end surplus for WMSS and Conservation Areas.
Further details on the projected surplus are provided in the attached Budget Variance Report
and in the information provided in this report.

2017 2017
2017 ACTUAL % Projected Projected
BUDGET SEP 30/17 ACTUAL Year-End Year-End
/IBUDGET Actuals Variance
Watershed Management
& Support Services
Revenue $14,843,209 $11,405,373 76.8% $15,218,174 $ 374,965
Expenses 14,843,209 10,476,367 70.6% 15,196,901 353,692
Surplus $ 0 $ 929.006 100.0% $ 21,273 $ 21,273
Conservation Areas
Revenue $10,844,713 $10,329,325 95.2% $11,972,883 | $1,128,170
Expenses 10,613,322 8,137.544 76.7% 11,041,706 428 384
Surplus $ 231,391 $ 2,191,781 947.3% $ 931177 $ 699,786
Report

Watershed Management & Support Services

Note 1. Source Protection & Watershed Strategies

Provincial funding for the Source Protection Program is projected to exceed the 2017 Budget
amount by $139,284 as a result of funding carried over from the prior year. This funding will
cover costs incurred for numeric modelling services for two projects with the Greensville
municipal water supply, a wellhead protection vulnerability analysis and Tier 3 water budget and
water quantity risk assessment.
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Other Revenue is projected to be under budget by $13,623 primarily due to the elimination in
late 2016 of funding for the Provincial Groundwater Monitoring Network (PGMN) and reduced
recoveries associated with decreased meeting costs.

Program expenses for the Source Protection / Watershed Strategies Program are offset by a
staff retirement in Watershed Strategies resulting in a savings in salaries & benefits.

Note 2. Operations

Forestry revenues are projected to exceed the 2017 Budget amount by $85,678 as a result of a
large tree planting project with Union Gas that was not included when the budget was prepared
and are offset by increased materials expenses related to this project.

Total Operations expenses are projected to exceed the 2017 Budget amount by $304,315 as a
result of program restructuring and staff severance payments and increased Forestry tree
planting materials associated with the Union Gas project.

Note 3. Engineering, Flood Forecasting & Operations

Revenues are projected to be under the 2017 Budget amount by $13,119 largely related to
reduced GIS data licensing revenue as a result of decreased requests.

Expenses are under Budget by $170,853 as a result of GIS program staff position vacancies.
The GIS program cost savings have been used to offset increased Flood Forecasting &
Operations expenses from the addition of a shared staff person from April to October not
included in the budget, to assist with dams and channels maintenance.

Note 4. Science & Partnerships

Revenues are projected to exceed the 2017 Budget amount by $156,655 as a result of
increased sponsorships for Forest and Water Festivals and funding received through grants,
donations and agreements for recovery of staffing costs for stewardship restoration projects.

Expenses are projected to exceed the Budget amount by $166,110 as a result of reallocating
contract staffing and material costs to the respective Restoration, Outreach and Stewardship
program costs from Partnership Projects.  The increased costs are funded by the
implementation of a chargeback recovery to the project for costs directly associated with the
project. Partnership project costs are funded by various grants and donations.

Note 5. Partnership Projects
Partnership Projects revenue and expenses are projected to be under the 2017 Budget amount

by $56,759 as a result of several projects where project work will be carried over for completion
in 2018.
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Note 6. Transfer from Reserves

Transfers from Reserves are exceeding the 2017 Budget amount by $52,123 as a result of
strategic planning software and the Finance Function Effectiveness Assessment not included in
the 2017 Budget. These expenses were approved to be funded by transfers from the Watershed

Management Stabilization Reserve at the March 2017 Board meeting as part of the 2017 year-
end surplus report.

Conservation Areas

Note 7. Revenues and Expenses

The Conservation Areas overall revenues are at 95.2% of the 2017 Budget target amount as of
September 30" and are above the three-year average revenue for this time of year. Park
revenue projections for 2017 have increased since June by almost $570,000 for Park annual
pass sales on actual revenue received.

The Conservation Areas overall expenses are at 76.7% of the 2017 Budget target amount and
are slightly below the three-year average expenses at this time.

An operating surplus for 2017 is projected in the Conservation Areas of $931,177 and exceeds
the 2017 Budget operating surplus amount of $231,391.

Note 8. Capital Projects Revenues and Expenses

Attached is information on the capital program that includes the capital project budget, life to
date costs and budget remaining to be spent. The projected life to date capital expenses are
$2,301,959 which is 21% of the total budget. The Kelso Dam capital project makes up 56% of
the total capital projects costs and expenses have been delayed as the result of additional
studies and testing being completed for permit requirements. As the nature of capital projects
are such that they are completed over multiple years, the remaining budget will be spent in
future years to complete the projects.

In preparing the September 30" Budget Variance Report, costs were identified for upgrades to a
workshop at Kelso/Glen Eden that will extend the life of the building. This work was included in
the 2017 Kelso operating budget. The restoration costs will exceed the tangible capital asset
policy threshold of $25,000 and therefore staff recommend that this work be transferred to the
Conservation Areas capital program to be funded by a transfer from the Conservation Areas
Capital Reserve.

Administration Office Renovation
The Administration Office Renovation for the front offices and Reception area budget amount of

$400,000 was fully funded by debt financing through the Region of Halton. The renovations are
substantially complete and the budget is anticipated to be fully spent. Staff are recommending
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that the polished concrete floors in the Reception area be carried out throughout the rest of the
office tiled areas to enhance the office appearance and eliminate a potential safety hazard with
an uneven flooring change.

Quotes were obtained to remove the existing tile and polish the concrete. With no budget or
funding remaining for this capital project an increase of up to $25,000 is recommended to
complete the flooring. A transfer from reserves would be needed to fund the increased costs.
The Building Reserve balance is $35,280 so a transfer from the Building Reserve would leave
the reserve with an insufficient balance in the event of an emergency repair. The projected 2017
Debt Financing Reserve balance is $194,248 and in a prior year was approved to fund the
Auditorium renovation. This reserve is funded annually with savings in debt charges as a result
of any delay in funding of debt financed capital projects.

Establishment of a Land Securement Reserve

Conservation Halton received $103,840 as the result of the settlement of an estate in which
Conservation Halton was a named beneficiary. Along with the receipt of approximately 36 acres
of land, a share of the estate was gifted to support future land securement activities. Placing
these funds in a new Land Securement Reserve is supported by the approved Land Securement
Strategy, which identified establishing such a reserve to fund future securement activities.

Impact on Strategic Goals

This report supports the Metamorphosis strategic theme of Striving for service excellence and
efficiency.

Financial Impact

The report Recommendation outlines the financial impacts of the Budget Variance Report for the
period ended September 30, 2017 and 2017 Projected year end amounts.

Signed & respectfully submitted: Approved for circulation:
5 0o o
m&wé\& B eec
Sheryl Ayres Hassaan Basit
Senior Director, Finance and Strategic Initiatives CAO/Secretary-Treasurer

FOR QUESTIONS ON CONTENT: Sue Doherty, Manager, Finance, 905.336.1158 x 2223
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REPORT TO: Board of Directors

REPORT NO: # 08 17 02

FROM: Patrick Moyle, Interim Director, Operations
DATE: November, 23, 2017
SUBJECT: Concept Visioning for the Giants Rib GeoPark

Recommendation

THAT The Conservation Halton Board of Directors instruct staff in identifying partners,
developing a Business Case and vision for a connected park system and a network of
green spaces,

AND FURTHER THAT The Conservation Halton Board of Directors ask staff to provide an
update on the GeoPark system in 12 — 18 months.

Report

Conservation Halton has an opportunity to deliver a project supported by Metamorphosis, to
build on enthusiasm of our member Municipalites and to lead a project considering the
feasibility of a collaborative approach to green space and park management, celebrating the
Niagara Escarpment and the recreational and education use of the UNESCO World Biosphere
Reserve. The vision is long term and would be delivered in phases, with the eventual product
being a parks system that is more than 10,000 acres — 44 square kilometers in size; larger than
many National Parks in Ontario (Central Park in New York is less than 900 acres in size) and
would constitute one of the largest areas of protected rural greenspace/parkland in any urban
area globally.

Staff are seeking Board support to form a project committee made up of both staff from
Conservation Halton as well as external partners, to examine and develop a concept for what a
collaborative parks system could be, and what it could achieve. The result of this work would be
to develop a high level concept or vision for a parks system that could be jointly adopted and
which outlined project phases, identified private and public sector partners and developed some
indicative budget estimates to realise the vision. It is estimated that this will take between 1 and
2 years to develop.

Conservation Halton has extensive experience it can bring in leading this project, a project which
is closely aligned to the delivery of strategic objectives within Metamorphosis.
e We manage the largest existing parks system in the watershed, attracting a visitation of
more than 1 million annually
e We are one of the largest property owners in the watershed, managing more than 10,000
acres of land, a significant part of which would fall within the proposed parks system
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We have been involved in the development of a similar, landscape scale park in Cootes
to Escarpment in the Hamilton/Burlington area
We have expertise in developing a recreational and educational program, that develops
engagement in communities with natural spaces, while ensuring that these areas are
protected and conserved for future generations

The Opportunity

It is proposed that the concept for the Giants Rib Gobal GeoPark is explored.

Giants Rib has a 15 year track record of working toward the promotion of the Niagara
Escarpment in the Hamilton Area, with the ultimate goal of developing a Discovery
Centre to aid the exploration of the Escarpment. It is a community based organisation
that has focussed on community engagement and education of the Escarpment.
Recently, Giants Rib has wound down its Hamilton operations, however, the name
Giants Rib could be used to build on the community based success within a new park
vision.

A GeoPark is an internationally recognised designation by UNESCO. GeoParks
celebrate the natural and cultural heritage of an area, with a particular focus on features
of geological significance. GeoParks are designed to be multi-agency and community
lead initiatives that seek to engage communities in landscapes through recreation and
education, within the context of sustainable landscape scale planning and management
of those landscapes. There are more than 140 GeoParks globally, but only two currently
in Canada — one in BC and one in Nova Scotia; we would be the first GeoPark in
Ontario, and the first to celebrate the UNESCO World Biosphere Reserve of the Niagara
Escarpment.

There are significant lands that are already owned by public agencies within the
proposed scope of the GeoPark; Conservation Halton operates three significant parks,
the Region of Halton manages the Regional Forest system and the Town of Milton has
recently acquired a significant ‘parkland’ land holding on the westerly edge of the Town.
These three partners’ lands are often continuous and reflect a managed, protected and
conserved landscape of more than 5000 acres.

These lands accommodate a range of existing recreational and education activities —
more than 50,000 education visits are made to parks in the area, the most visited area
within the province for climbing, a centre of excellence in mountain bike facilities and the
iconic Bruce Trail providing a link between and through all the lands. In addition,
Crawford Lake is one of the GTA’s premier destinations for First Nations interpretation
and celebration of our rich cultural heritage and Glen Eden is the third largest ski resort
in Ontario.

In addition to the world celebrated Niagara Escarpment, the natural heritage includes
more than 730 plant species, 60 species of butterfly, 29 species of reptiles and
amphibians including the Jefferson Salamander, 92 species of breeding bird and 28
species of mammal — there is a tremendous diversity of natural heritage associated with
this unique landform.

November
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e Around the existing publically owned lands are almost 5000 acres of lands owned and
managed by quarry and aggregate companies. All licenses are currently under operation
and these lands are scheduled to transfer into public ownership over the next 10 — 30
years.

e The latter two points afford the GeoPark concept the ability to engage both public and
private sector stakeholders in developing a regionally recognised brand for natural
heritage excellence that can be shared, extending the scope of the value of the parks
system and the reach of its education and community awareness.

It is important to recognise that this project does not refiect new work for Conservation Halton;
the core of the Giants Rib GeoPark would be an existing, linked system of parks. Rather, this
builds on our system that is already attracting more than a million visitors a year, and that is
already recognised as providing centres of excellence in recreation (biking, hiking skiing), in
cultural heritage learning, and in educational programming. The Giants Rib affords Conservation
Halton the potential to expand an already existing system, build on the presence of a Nodal Park
within the Niagara Parks and Open Spaces System (Crawford Lake), better coordinate between
CH existing delivery of ‘natural’ parks and partners (the Region and Town) and to strategically
plan and account for the addition of 4,000+ acres of exhausted quarry that are scheduled to
come into Conservation Halton ownership and management over the next 30 — 50 years.
Furthermore, it offers Conservation Halton an opportunity to promote its work to a broader,
national and indeed, international community through leading an exciting initiative.

A very early and initial concept for a collaborative network of park management that maximises
the value to each partner and builds on the strength of each has been shared with member
municipalities and welcomed with enthusiasm. Before staff proceed further in engaging a project
group to look at the concept in more detail, Board support and endorsement is desired.

Impact on Strategic Goals

‘In our strategic plan we Promise: ... to form partnerships that will enable us to better protect our
environment and support our community.

e Our Themes include: To protect our natural, cultural and scenic assets, to take care our
growing communities, to prepare for the effects of climate change, to create opportunities
to connect with nature

e Our Key Objectives are: Strengthen conservation, restoration and responsible
management of natural resources, Communicate to the public the value of science
based programs that conserve, restore and manage the natural resources of the
watershed, to remain dedicated to ecosystem-based watershed planning that contributes
to the development of sustainable rural, urban and suburban communities and to attract
visitors to our parks and connect our communities with nature through sustainable
recreation, education and tourism

e One of our Key enablers: Partner and collaborate with municipalities, government
agencies, professional associations, educational institutions and others
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e There are a wide variety of specific tasks that this relates to cutting through
Metamorphosis and builds and develops specifically on a commitment to develop a
vision for a Regional Trails Strategy, which would be delivered through the development
of a GeoPark.

Financial Impact

At this time staff envisage no significant financial impact. Staff resources already engaged in several
departments (marketing, land management, park planning, GIS etc) will be allocated toward the initial
concept work with minimal impact on other duties. It is hoped that in the medium and long term, any
financial resources required could be funded and supported through grant and revenue activities
without financial impact to Conservation Halton.

It is anticipated that involvement in a GeoPark by Conservation Halton would have potential for a
positive financial impact through collaborative marketing initiatives, through private partnerships to
support the sustainable management of our land holdings within a GeoPark model. This would be
considered through the Business Planning process.

Prepared and respectfully submitted Approved for circulation:
ot V2

Patrick Moyle, Interm Director, Hassaan Basit

Operations CAOQ/Secretary-Treasurer

FOR QUESTIONS ON CONTENT: Niall Lobley, Manager, Risk & Land Holdings Services
905.336.1158 x 2256; nlobley@hrca.on.ca
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REPORT TO: Board of Directors

REPORT NO: # 08 17 03

FROM: Barbara Veale, Director, Planning and Regulations
DATE: November 23, 2017
SUBJECT: Proposed 2018 Plan Review and Permit Application Fee Schedules

CH File Number: ADM 049

Recommendation

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors receive for information the staff report
dated December 1, 2016 regarding Plan Review and Permit Application Fee Schedules;

AND FURTHER THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors adopt the Plan Review and
Permit Application Fee Schedules as outlined in the staff report dated November 23,
2017, with an effective date of January 1, 2018.

Executive Summary

At.the November 2012 Conservation Halton Board Meeting, the members approved a goal of
100% cost recovery for development-driven planning applications and 80% cost recovery for
processing permit applications. Adjustments have been made to the fees schedules since that
time. In order to assess whether or not we are meeting these targets, time tracking of files was
initiated for permit review in 2015 and for plan review in 2017.

An analysis of the time spent on permit files shows that in general, cost recovery goals are being
met for permit review and processing. However, the fee for some minor permits is too high and
the fee for major and major scale permits is too low. Adjustments have been made to the permit
fee schedule to more accurately reflect the time and effort spent of different types of files. An
average increase of 2% is recommended with higher rates for intermediate, major and major-
scale applications.

The recovery rate in 2017 to date for plan review is about 81%. Costs are generally being
covered for most site specific planning applications, however, the fees for large, complex files
should be adjusted to recover full costs. This cost adjustment is reflected in the planning fee
schedule.

Report
The Region of Halton is one of the fastest growing areas in Canada. The Places to Grow Act

directs the Region and area municipalities to plan for significant population growth. Conservation
Halton took steps in previous years to increase staff complement in the Planning and

A
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Regulations Department to meet the growing demand for plan review and regulatory services
and to improve application response times.

In addition, to meet the cost recovery goal, a major overhaul of the fee schedules was
undertaken and approved. Permit fee changes included streamlining application types to more
accurately reflect the work required to complete reviews and introducing new fees for technical
resubmissions beyond the second resubmission, client-driven revisions, and
compliance/restoration agreements. Plan review fee changes included new fees for technical
re-submissions beyond the second submission and transferring technical review fees for the
review of large technical studies from the subdivision review fee to a separate “up front” fee that
reflects time and effort plan review staff spend on reviewing technical studies such as
Subwatershed Impact Studies and Environmental Implementation Reports completed prior to
the submission of a plan of subdivision application.

Proposed Fees for 2018

Permit Application Fee Schedule

An analysis of the time spent on permit files in 2017 shows that in general, cost recovery goals
are being met for permit review and processing. However, the fee for some minor permits is too
high and the fee for major and major scale permits is too low. Adjustments have been made to
the permit fee schedule to more accurately reflect the time and effort spent of different types of
files. An average increase of 2% is recommended with higher rates for intermediate, major and
major-scale applications. For the industrial/commercial/institutional single and multiple unit lots
and government/utilities, fees have been adjusted to be the same across all three categories, as
the fee should be reflective of the level of effort required to review and process an application
based on the regulatory constraints and policies and technical considerations rather than lot
size. A significant increase in the fee required for additional site visits for major and major scale
projects above the three site visits included in the permit fee is recommended as these visits
usually involves a technical staff team and requires time for inspecting the site. The proposed
permit application fee schedule is attached (Attachment 1) and includes a comparison between
2017 approved fees and 2017 proposed fees, along with a percentage increase/decrease.

Plan Review Fee Schedule

Similar changes have been made to the plan review fee schedule. A 2% increase has been
maintained for minor reviews. Some site-specific fees have been adjusted to be on par with the
fees charged for the same level of work required for permit applications of a similar nature, plus
HST charges. As determined by Revenue Canada, HST payments are required for plan review
services (no HST is required for permits as they are part of the regulatory program).

Fee increases are recommended for technical clearances, major site plans, and

major/intermediate site alteration applications. These types of application often require
significant staff time for review and comment.

Ao~
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Four new categories have been added including:

« No objections letter for minor variances: A standard fee of $300.00 has been applied
for all minor variances in the past, even where there are no conservation authority
interests or concerns. Where the Committee of Adjustment requires a letter of clearance
from Conservation Halton, a nominal sum of $100.00 is recommended.

« Requests for consideration of site alterations prior to draft approval: The standard
planning practice is to have landowners complete all technical studies prior to draft
approval of site plans or subdivisions. More often, landowners are requesting approvals
for site alterations before all of the technical studies are complete. If this is the approach
used, a substantial fee is recommended because staff require more technical information
for review at this stage, than would normally be needed.

« Pre-application Technical Review (single residential) - a fee for the review of
technical studies prior to the submission of a planning application was introduced in
2017. Sometimes people “test the waters” to determine whether their planning proposal
is feasible. If a planning application is not submitted, CH staff is not compensated for the
time spent on reviewing the technical study. The new fee is charged when a technical
study is submitted, not associated with a planning application. The fee is deducted from
the plan review fee at the time an application is submitted. If no application is
forthcoming, the pre-application fee covers the cost of the technical review. There has
been no specific fee for single residential uses. A specific fee for residential pre-
applications is recommended.

« Terms of Reference Review — CH staff are often asked to review Terms of Reference
for technical studies in advance of receiving them. A fee for this service is
recommended.

Some fees for the review of subdivisions have been clarified. More and more subdivision
proposals include mixed uses and high density residential unit. Where there is a mix of uses, a
per lot fee is charged for single residential units and a per hectare fee is charged for higher
density development. Note 4 has been modified to better explain this approach. Two new
explanatory notes have been added (notes 16 and 17). There have been some revisions to the
existing explanatory notes to update fees as per the schedule.

The proposed plan review fee schedule is attached (Attachment 2) and includes a comparison
between 2016 approved fees and 2017 proposed fees and the percentage increase.

Consultation

Consultation with the development community has been undertaken with the Halton Chapter of
BILD, as suggested by the Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry. A preliminary version of
the fee schedules was circulated to the BILD members and discussed at the BILD/Conservation
Halton liaison meeting on November 2, 2017. A formal response supporting the revised fee
schedules was received on November 13, 2017 (Attachment 3).

Discussion has also taken place with the BILD members to discuss gaps in the fee schedule.
For instance, Conservation Halton has not charged the development community for the cost for
reviewing developer-driven subwatershed studies. These studies are required by the
municipality prior to the development of a Secondary Plan and Official Plan Amendment to set
out natural hazard and natural heritage areas as well as storm water management approaches.
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Fees for municipal staff to review these types of technical studies are recovered through
development charges. The BILD members are willing to work with CH staff to ensure that
resourcing needs and pinch points in the process are appropriately addressed in the future. It
was agreed at the BILD meeting that a subcommittee of BILD members and CH staff would be
created to review these types of situations.

Impact on Strategic Goals

This report supports the Metamorphosis strategic theme of Taking care of our growing communities.
The theme is supported by the objective to remain dedicated to ecosystem-based watershed planning
that contributes to the development of sustainable rural, urban and suburban communities.

Financial Impact

The fee schedules have been structured to more accurately reflect the cost of processing different
types of permit and planning applications to achieve the target of 80% cost recovery for permits and
100% cost recovery for planning applications.

Signed & respectfully submitted by: Approved for circulation by:
Libara Leale /;%»gm%%/ —
Barbara Veale, Director, Planning and Regulations Hassaan Basit

CAQ/Secretary-Treasurer

FOR QUESTIONS ON CONTENT: Barbara J. Veale, 905.336.1158 x 2273; bveale@hrca.on.ca

Vi
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Effective January 1, 2018

CONSERVATION HALTON

Attachment 1

Proposed Fee Schedule for Applications Pursuant to Ontario Regulation 162/06

Category
Private Landowner

Single Residential/Single Farm

Industrial/Commercial/
Institutional

Residential Multi Units/Lots

Local Municipality, Utility

Large Fill Placement
(not associated with a planning
application)

Environmental Projects

Letter of Permission (see note
9)

Fish Timing Window Extension

Red-Line Revisions
by CH

Client-Driven Revisions

Technical Resubmissions

Compliance Monitoring

Additional Site Visit

(Single Residential/Single Farm)
Additional Site Visit

(Major; Major Scale)

P(3a)
P(3i)
P(3b)
ICI(3a)
ICI(3i)
ICI(3b)
ICI(3c)
RM(3a)
RM(3i)
RM(3b)
RM(3c)
G(3a)
G(3i)
G(3b)
G(3c)

LF(a)
LF(i)

LF(b)
EP

PL(a)

PL(b)
PL(c)

FTwW

SCHEDULE “A”

Type
Alteration/Development - Minor

Alteration/Development - Intermediate
Alteration/Development - Major

Alteration/Development - Minor
Alteration/Development - Intermediate
Alteration/Development - Major

Alteration/Development - Major Scale

Alteration/Development - Minor

Alteration/Development - Interme,cjiafez

Alteration/Development - Major: Y
Alteration/Development #;{Mé‘jor Scale

Alteration/Development - Minor
AIteration/Develqpﬁent - Intermediate

Alteratijon//Dévelopment - Major

Alté/ratign/Development - Major Scale

Minor (less than 30m®)
Intermediate (greater than 30m®but less
than 200 m*

Large (equal to or greater than 200 m®)

Stewardship Projects (Technical Review
Required)

No site visit or technical review

Site visit or technical review
Site visit and technical review

Minor (see note 10)
Major (see note 10)

Minor revisions to permit applications in
progress

Major revisions to permit applications in
progress

Minor revisions to approved permits
(see note 11)

Percentage of current fee for each
additional technical submission (after 1
resubmission)

Restoration Agreement (see note 12)
Compliance Agreement (see note 13)

Fee 2017 Fee 2018 Increase
$ 465.00 $ 475.00 2%
$1,350.00 $1,380.00 2.22%
$3,350.00 $ 3,425.00 2%
$1,325.00 $1,750.00 32.08%
$ 2,500.00 $3,250.00 30.00%
$6,000.00 $ 10,500.00 75%
$ 8,500.00 $16,000.00 88.24%
$1,900.00 $1,750.00 -7.89%
$3,150.00 $ 3,250.00 3.17%
$10,000.00 $10,500.00 5.00%
$15,000.00 $ 16,000.00 6.67%
$1,900.00 $1,750.00 -7.89%
$3,150.00 $ 3,250.00 3.17%
$10,000.00 $ 10,500.00 5.00%
$15,000.00 $ 16,000.00 6.67%
$ 465.00 $ 475.00 2%
$3,000 + $3,000 +
$0.50/m> $0.50/m*
$ 10,000 + $ 10,000 +
$1.00/m> $1.00/m*
$ 80.00 $ 85.00 - 6.25%
$225.00 $230.00 2.22%
$375.00 $385.00 2.67%
$600.00 $615.00 2.50%
$450.00 $ 465.00 3.33%
$525.00 25%
$1,200.00 $1,500.00
35% 35% 0
75% 75% 0
50% 50% 0
45% 50% 5%
Varies Varies
100% 100%
Surcharge Surcharge
$ 210.00 $ 215.00 2.38%
$1,000.00 $1,250.00 25.00%

Definitions & Notes on next page...
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Definitions:

Minor: works are small; no technical studies are required (e.g., accessory buildings less than 20m?; additions less than 50% floor area;
on-title agreement not required; generally involving less than 30 m® of fill; small works such as pond outlets, maintenance dredging of
intermittent watercourse and simple culvert replacement; minor repairs /maintenance of shoreline protection works).

Intermediate: works require a technical study or detailed plans; on-title agreement may be required.

Major: works require multiple technical studies; on-title agreement may be required; multi-disciplinary technical review is required (e.g.
hydraulic analysis, storm water management, geotechnical, etc.)

Major Scale: works are significant in scale/scope/complexity; technical studies are required; multi-disciplinary technical review is
required (e.g. major creek realignments; bridge crossings; significant shoreline protection works).

Major Revision: revisions that result in a change in the size, location, footprint or use of a building or structure or the number of
dwelling units.

Development: Development is defined in the Conservation Authorities Act to mean:

» the construction, reconstruction, erection or placing of a building or structure of any kind (e.g. all buildings, including accessory non-
habitable structure such as gazebos, decks, storage sheds, docks, stairs, retaining walls, etc.),

< any change to a building or structure that would have the effect of altering the use or potential use of the building or structure,
increasing the size of the building or structure or increasing the number of dwelling units in the building or structure,

» site grading, or;

+ the temporary or permanent placing, dumping or removal of any material, originating on the site or elsewhere

Alteration: any works that result in changes to a watercourse, wetland or Great Lakes/shoreline.
Notes:

Note 1:  All applications must be deemed complete, including the fee, before the submission can be processed.

Note 2:  Pre-consultation to determine the scale and scope of.issues and the technical reports/studies required for the application to
be deemed complete is encouraged. The applicant is responsible for undertaking any required technical reports/studies.
Fees determined through the pre-consultation process, including fees noted in formal checklists, are approximate only and
based on the fee schedules in place and information available at the time of pre-consultation. The final fee may change at
the time of submission if the technical review requirements have changed due to the availability of new information or if the
fee schedule has changed subsequent to the pre-consultation.

Note 3: Fees charged are for administration pﬁrposes and are non-refundable. Permit applications will be closed if additional
information/studies have been requested and no submissions have been received from the applicant within one year.

Note 4: Conservation Halton reserves the right to charge additional fees, at a rate of $135.00/hr., should the review require a
substantially greater level of effort. Peer reviews may also be required for geotechnical and specialized modelling and may
be charged to the applicant. Where an application exceeds one year to process due to other approval processes, it may
remain active if there are no major revisions. Where there are major revisions, a new permit application will be required.

Note 5:  Except where specifically stated in the fee schedule (e.g. Letter of Permission, Inquiries), the fees for Conservation Halton
permits include one site visit. For major or major-scale permits not associated with single residential/single farm
applications, the fee includes three site visits. A fee will be charged for additional site visits as per Schedule “A”.

Note 6: Permits will be issued for the maximum of two years. Requests for permit issuance beyond the standard two year time
period (up to 5 years) for large projects such as municipal infrastructure will be subject to an additional fee of 50% of the
current fee for each additional year. The application requires approval from the Conservation Halton Board of Directors.

Note 7:  Permit extensions and/or renewals will not be granted. However, applicants may re-apply for re-issuance of a permit for the
original approved works in accordance with the most recent technical requirements. An additional fee of 50% of the current
fee will be charged.

Note 8:  Permits cannot be transferred to new owners. A change in ownership will require the issuance of a new permit.

Note 9:  Letters of Permission are issued for certain activities adjacent to wetlands as per Policies 3.38.4 and 3.39.4 as stated in the
Policies and Guidelines for the Administration of Ontario Regulation 162/06 and Land Use Planning Policy Document, April
27, 2006, as amended August 11, 2011 or for minor works located within the regulated area but outside of the flood or
erosion hazard that are less than 10 m? and require a municipal building permit but no site visit or technical review.

Note 10: Red-line revisions will be charged based on the time required to complete the revisions. Revisions requiring greater than
two hours to complete will be considered major.

Note 11: Major revisions to permits already approved require the issuance of a new permit.

Note 12: Restoration agreements will be negotiated where violations can be fully removed from the regulated area. An administration
fee based on the current applicable category plus a 100% surcharge will be charged, except for fill removal, where an
administration fee equal to the base permit application fee for fill placement will be charged.

Note 13: Compliance agreements will be negotiated for violations that can meet Conservation Halton policies and regulatory
requirements. An administration fee based on the current applicable category fee plus a 100% surcharge will be charged.

Note 14: Where solicitor, real estate, or appraiser inquiries request information specific to the PIN (Property Identification Number),
each inquiry will be charged the inquiry fee.
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Effective January 1, 2018

CONSERVATION HALTON
Ontario Regulation 162/06

SCHEDULE “B”
Category Fee 2017 Fee 2018 % Change
Solicitor, Real Estate, Appraiser Inquiries $ 315.00 $ 320.00 2%
(note 13) (note 13)
Clearance/No Objection Letters
(Private Landowner Single Residential, Single Farm) :
No Site Visit ‘ $80.00 $ 85.00 6%
With Site Visit (visual inspection) $210.00 $215.00 2.38%
With Site Visit (staking top of bank or wetland) $375.00 $ 385.00 2.67%
With Site Visit & Technical Review (geotechnical report etc.) $600.00 $615.00 2.50%
Fill and Flood Plain Mapping (per property) $ 20.00 $20.00 0
(incl. HST) (incl. HST)

Photocopies (per sheet) $ 0.30 $ 50 66.67%
; (incl. HST) (incl. HST)
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CONSERVATION HALTON

Attachment 2

——_ | PRELIMINARY PLAN REVIEW FEE SCHEDULE 2018
ﬁ:“('lltcl.‘n;': Effective January 1, 2018
TOTAL FEE
APPLICATION TYPE CATEGORY FEE HST (13%) | (Incl. HST) mc::ase
2018
Subdivi = Resid lal/Condomini Base fee $ 4,53540 $ 589.60 $ 5,125.00 2,50
Multi-Resldential/Mixed Use Residential per unit/lot (note 4) $ 203.54 % 26,46 $ 230.00 2.22
Per net hectare (note 4) $ 4,42478 $ ©575.22 $ 5,000.00
Clearances per phase (tech review required) (note 5) $ 3,185.84 $ 41416 $ 3,600.00 20.00
Clearances per phase (no tech review required) $ 1,084,007 $ 14093 §$ 1,225.00 2.08
Jsuhdlvﬁlﬂg = Industrial/Commaercial I Base fee $ 4,535.40 ¢ 589.60 $ 5,125.00 2.50
per net hectare (note 4) $ 4,424.78 ¢ 575.22 $ 5,000.00 11.11
Clearances per phase (tech review required) (note 5) $ 3,185.84 $ 41416 $ 3,600.00 20.00
Clearances per phase (no tech review required) $ 1,08407 $ 14093 $ 1,225.00 2.08
ISuhcn\rlllcni = Revisions/Redlines ] Major/Intermediate (note 5) $ 3,340.71 $ 43429 $ 3,775.00 2.03
Minor (note 5) $ 72566 $ 94.34 % 820.00 2.50
Technlql Review - EIR/FSS/SIS Base Fee (25ha or less) $ 9,659.29 $ 1,255.71 $10,915.00 2.01
requivalant) Base Fee (25.1ha up to and including 50ha) $15,318,58 ¢ 2,511.42 $21,830.00 2.01
Base Fee (greater than 50.1ha) $ 28,982,30 ¢ 3,767.70 $32,750.00 2.02
Per gross hectare (note 7) $ 398.23 $ 51.77 $ 450.00 5.88
i!ﬂ Review- Municipal/Other Master Plan $ 7,964.60 ¢ 1,035.40 $ 9,000.00 7.14
Individual EA $ 7,964.60 ¢ 1,03540 % 9,000.00 7.14
Schedule A $ -
Schedule B $ 2,654.87 ¢ 345.13 $ 3,000.00 5.26
Schedule C $ 5,398.23 ¢ 70177 % 6,100.00 517
EA Addendum Reports $ 1,858.41 ¢ 24159 % 2,100.00 5.00
!mlal-ﬂan Amendments Large (greater than 2ha) $13,539.82 ¢ 1,760.18 $15,300.00 2.00
Major $ 3,982.30 ¢ ©517.70 $ 4,500.00 4.65
Intermediate $ 2,477.88 $ 322,12 $ 2,800.00 3.70
Minor $ 774.34 $ 100.66 $ 875.00 2.94
[Zoning By-Law Amendments | Large (greater than 2ha) $13,539.82 ¢ 1,760.18 $15,300.00 2.00
Major $ 3,98230 ¢ 517.70 $ 4,500.00 4.65
Intermediate $ 247788 ¢ 322.12 $ 2,800.00 3.70
Minor $ 77434 $ 100.66 $ 875.00 2.94
Niagara Escarpment Plan Amendments All Applications $ 3,384.96 $ 440.04 $ 3,825.00 2.00
Applicant Driven
IP&I"RWI! Belt Applications I All Applications $ 774.34 ¢ 100.66 $ 875.00 2.94
|Consents ] Major/Intermediate $ 1,814,116 $ 235.84 $ 2,050.00 2,50
Minor $ 77434 $ 100.66 $ 875.00 2,94
[Minor Varlances ] Major/intermediate $ 615.04 § 79.96 $ 695.00 15.37
Minor $ 265.49 & 3451 % 300.00 0.00
No Objections Letter (new) $ 88.50 % 1150 $ 100.00
Site Plans - Single Residential ] Major $ 615.04 $ 79.96 $ 695.00 11,20
Intermediate $ 384,96 § 50.04 $ 435.00 2.35
Minor (site visit required) $ 212.39 % 2761 $ 240.00 6.66
Minor (no site visit requried) $ 8850 $% 11.50 % 100.00 11.11
Site Plans - Commercial/Industrial/ Major (per gross ha) $ 442478 ¢$ 57522 $ 5,000.00 16.28
Institutional/Multl-Residentlal > 2ha Intermediate $ 7,584.07 ¢ 98593 $ 8,570.00 2.02
Minor $ 144690 $ 188.10 $ 1,635.00 2.19
Clearance (technical review required) (note 5) $ 3,18584 $ 41416 $ 3,600.00 26.32
Clearance (no technical review required) $ 1,084.07 ¢ 140.93 $ 1,225.00 2.08
Site Plans - mmmaulaf!!nduml_au Major $ 7,58407 ¢ 985.93 ¢ 8,570.00 14.27
Institutional/Multi-Residential < 2ha Intermediate $ 4,292.04 $ 557.96 $ 4,850.00 211
Minor $ 1,061.95 ¢ 138.05 $ 1,200.00 0.00
Clearance (technical review required) (note 5) $ 1,44690 ¢ 1B8.10 $ 1,635.00 2.19
Clearance (no technical review required) $ 615.04 $ 7996 $ 695.00 20.87
Municipal Sita Alteration Applications | Major/Intermediate $ 1,769.91 ¢ 230.09 §$ 2,000.00 66.67
Minor $ 442,48 § 57.52 $ 500.00 21.95
Prior to draft plan approval (note 17} (new) $ 5,000.00
Applicant-Driven Amendments Major changes (% of current fee) 75%
ulrlng re-circulation Minor changes (% of current fee) 25%
Resubmission due to Incomplete | 25% up to
application % of the current applicable application fee $ 9,292.04 $ 1,207.96 $10,500.00 5.00
|Technlcal Study/Design Resubmission ] ) 25% up to $10,
Third Submission (nete a) $ 4,000.00 500
50% up to
Subsequest Submissions (per submission) (note 8) $ 8,000,00 $21,000
File reactivation L Minor (note 16) $ 486.73 % 63.27 $% 550.00 0.00
Inactive for 2 or more years Intermediate/Major (note 16) $ 995.58 $ 129.42 $ 1,125.00 2.27
Additional/Pre-consultation Site Visit | Single residential/Single farm (private landowner) $ 216.81 28.19 % 245.00 16.67
Commercial/Industrial/Institutional/Residential $ 1,261.06 $ 163.94 $ 1,425.00 42,50
{note 1)
|Pre-application Technical Review Per submission (single residential) (note 15) (new) $ 615.04 $ 79.96 $ 695.00
Per submission (other) (note 15) $ 1,769.91 $ 230.09 $ 2,000.00 33.33
Terms of Reference review per submission (new) $ 1,44690 $ 188.10 $ 1,635.00
Aggregate Extraction Application | No features of interest within 120 m of $ 7,964.60 $ 1,035.40 $ 9,000.00 0.00
Below Watear Table license limit
Features of interest within 120m of $ 75,221,24 $ 9,778.76 $85,000.00 0.00
license limit
Aggregate Extraction Application l No features of interest within 120 m of $ 707.96 $ 92,04 $ B00.00 0.00
Above Water Table license limit
Features of interest within 120m of $ 75,221.24 $ 9,778.76 $85,000.00 0.00

license limit
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DEFINITIONS & NOTES

Minor: an application is considered to be “minor” where the site is in the area of interest to Conservation Halton (e.g. natural heritage, natural hazard
areas), but no technical studies are required.

Intermediate: an application is considered to be “intermediate” where one technical study is required (e.g. Stormwater Management, Geotechnical,
Hydrological, Environmental Impact Assessment, etc.).

Major: an application is considered to be “major" where several technical studies are required (e.g. Stormwater Management, Geotechnical, Hydrological,
Environmental Impact Assessment, etc.).

Incomplete Submission: a submission is deemed to be “incomplete” where Conservation Halton has provided a checklist of requirements, and the
application has not met all of the requirements, including fees.

Applicant-Driven Amendment: a fee for an “applicant-driven amendment” will be charged where plans are submitted for review after the application has
received planning approval from the municipality.

Gross Hectare: Means the entire area subject to a planning application.

Net Hectare: Means the total developable area of the property including development blocks, roads, parks, schools, and stormwater management
facilities, It does not include areas regulated by Conservation Halton (CH) or other natural heritage system (NHS) areas.

Note 1: Pre-consultation — Applicants are encouraged to consult with CH staff prior to the submission of a planning application to determine the nature
and extent of the information required and the appropriate fee. CH reserves the right to request a preliminary pre-consultation fee. This fee will be
deducted from the application fee when a formal application is submitted.

Note 2: Fees—The application fee will be paid at the time of filing an application with the municipality.

Note 3: Residential Site Plan Fees — Where a CH permit is required, the site plan fee will be reduced by 25%. The applicable permit fee will be charged at
the time a permit application is submitted.

Note 4: Subdivision and Technical Review Fees — Prior to 2016, the cost of technical study review done prior to submission was included in the subdivision
fee. A separate fee is now required for the review of technical studies (e.g., Subwatershed Impact Study (SIS), Environmental Implementation Report (EIR),
Functional Servicing Study (FSS) or equivalent). Where technical study:review fees are paid per the above, a reduced per unit lot fee of $215 for the first
750 units and $180 per unit/lot thereafter or a:net per hectare fee of $4,000 will be required. Where technical study review fees have not been submitted
to CH because the studies are complete or are in progress, a per unit fot fee of $230 for the first 750 units and $195 per unit/lot thereafter or a net per
hectare fee of $5,000 will be required. 'All fees are inclusive of HST.

The per unit fee applies to residential singles, duplexes, standard townhouses, and lane-based townhouses. The net hectare fee applies to multi-
unit/mixed use residential (including, but not limited to, stacked townhouses, back-to-back townhouses, live-work units, and medium and high-rise units),
industrial/commercial/institutional uses, and all other blocks: as Identified in'the Net Hectare definition above.

Subdivision fees include: 1) review of first and second submissions of all studies and technical analysis required to support draft plan approval; subsequent
submissions will be charged as per the current CH Planning Fee Schedule, 2) one site visit prior to draft plan approval, 3) consultation meetings, 4)
preparation of draft plan conditions, 5) review of the first and second submissions of all detailed design drawings and other submissions required to clear
draft plan conditions; subsequent submissions will be charged as per the current CH Planning Fee Schedule, and 6) up to 2 site visits during the detailed
design process (if required). The subdivision fee assumes a single phase of detailed design and registration. If the subdivision is phased after draft plan
apprnval,-a‘dditionéi fees for the review of detailed design at a rate of 15% of the current subdivision fee (base fee plus per unit fee) will apply. All works
associated with municipal site alteration applications and CH permit applications are separate from the subdivision review process and associated fees.

Note 5: Subdivision Revision and Clealrance Fees — Fees will be paid directly to CH and must be paid prior to issuance of revised draft conditions or the
final clearance letter (registration, pre-servicing and assumption). A draft plan modification fee will be applicable to applicant-driven amendments to a
subdivision or condominium application. The prescribed fee assumes a standard approach to the issuance of the CH clearance. Should the applicant want
to consider a differént-'aipproach, CH will charge additional fees to cover administrative and any legal costs {see Note 12). The payment of additional fees
does not guarantee that the alternative approach will be accepted.

Note 6: Additional Subdivision Fees — Where a subdivision has received draft plan approval, but conditions have not been cleared for a period of one (1)
year after draft plan approval, CH reserves the right to request an additional plan review fee which represents the difference between the base fee paid at
the time of the initial review and the current base fee. Similarly, where a subdivision has been draft plan approved and applicant-driven amendments are
submitted subsequent to the approval, an additional plan review fee will be required.

Note 7: Technical Review Fee — A fee will be charged for the review of technical studies/analysis such as EIR/FSS/SIS or equivalent reports. This includes a
base fee based on the extent of the study area plus a gross per hectare fee of $450.00 (inclusive of HST).

Note 8: Technical Re-submission — A fee will be charged directly to the applicant when technical reviews of required studies, plans, drawings and models
go beyond the first two submissions, including EA reports. A graduated fee of 25% of the original fee for the third submission and 50% of the original fee

=

for subsequent submissions will be charged.



Note 9: No Objections Letter — CH will issue a no objections letter to applicants where the site is in an area regulated by CH (e.g. in or near natural hazard
or natural heritage features), but the proposed work is located entirely outside of the regulated area or due to their scale and scope do not require CH
permission (either by a Permit or Letter of Permission). If a site visit is required additional fees may apply. Where the works are located within the
regulated area, CH permission will be required. CH cannot grant permission until a NEC Development Permit or Exemption Letter has been issued for
properties within the Niagara Escarpment Commission development control area.

Note 10: Combined Applications — Combined applications will be charged at 100% of the highest fee rate and 75% of the combined fee for other review
categories.

Note 11: Refunds - CH may provide a refund directly to the applicant if it is found that an application charged at the “major” rate only required the level of
review normally associated with a minor or intermediate rate. In such cases the minor or intermediate rate will be retained and tﬁe difference refunded.
Note 12: Additional Fees — CH reserves the right to request additional fees, at a rate of $155/hour (inclusive of HST), should the review require a greater
level of effort. Additional fees are required for all applicant-initiated revisions. :

Note 13: Environmental Assessment Review Fees — Plan review fees for Environmental Assessments will not apply for Region of Halton infrastructure
projects as the Region is funding a CH Regional Infrastructure Team.

Note 14: Peer Review Fees — The cost for peer review of technical submissions (e.g., geotechnical reports) will be borne by the applicant,

Note 15: Pre-application Technical Review — A fee will apply for the review of a technical study/analysis where:a planning submission has not yet been
submitted. This fee will be paid directly to CH and must be paid prior to review. Additional fees, at a rate of $155/hour (inclusive of HST) will be required
for reviews that exceed ten (10) hours. This fee will be deducted from the application fee when a formal application is submitted.

Note 16: File Reactivation — A file reactivation fee will be charged for applications that have been inactive for two or more years. This fee will be charged
in addition to the difference in the application fee paid with the original submission and the current approved fee.

Note 17: Site Alteration Prior to Draft Plan Approval — Site alteration applications received prior to draft plan approval require significant technical review,
the cost of which is reflected in the fee.
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November 13, 2017

Ms. Barbara Veale

Manager of Planning and Regulation Services
Conservation Halton

2596 Britannia Road West

Burlington, ON

L7P 0G3

Dear Ms. Veale,

Re: Conservation Halton’s Draft Proposed 2018 Application and Plan Review Fee Schedules

On behalf of the members of the BILD Halton Chapter, thank you for your presentation regarding
Conservation Halton's (CH) draft proposed 2018 Application and Plan Review Fee Schedules at the
November 2, 2017 BILD-CH Working Group meeting. We understand that the proposed fees will be
brought forward for the Board of Directors’ approval on November 23, 2017. As such, in advance of
the Board’s consideration, we would like to take this opportunity to provide the following comments
on behalf of members of the Halton Chapter.

During CH's previous review of the Application and Plan Review Fee Schedules in 2016, BILD
members made the request to see a clear connection between the proposed fee increases and staff
resources /review timelines. Doing so would assure the industry that fees were commensurate with
the level and quality of service being delivered.

As expressed at our most recent meeting, it is the Chapter’s view that CH has taken important steps to
address the above, and as a result, significant improvements have been seen in CH’s review timelines
and overall communications with the industry. We believe a great deal of this success can be
attributed to the work being done within the BILD-CH Working Group.

We would also like to acknowledge CH's efforts over the past year to put a process in place to monitor
and track the time staff commit to each and every application compared to the fees being charged. As a
result of your findings, fee increases are being proposed to better reflect the work of staff. This review,
and our discussions, have helped establish a clear understanding of the objectives and rationale for the
proposed fee changes, as well as, identify opportunities to use these fees to further improve
application and planning review services and timelines.

In this latest fee review process, members were provided a one-week window to provide comments,
and while we continue to appreciate CH’s efforts to maintain an open, and transparent consultative
relationship with BILD, we ask for the opportunity to have longer review times in the future in order
to give our members the time needed to fully understand the fee changes in relationship to their
specific projects.

As it relates to the current proposed fee schedule for 2018, we understand that increases above 2%
will correspond to CH’s efforts in finding further efficiencies in the review services, timelines, and
communications, while also maintaining parity with other conservation authorities (CAs) as required



by the CA Act. As such, Halton Chapter members of BILD find the draft proposed application and
planning fees for 2018 reasonable and acceptable.

We look forward to our continued working relationship with CH in 2018, and further assisting the
conservation authority with enhancing its organizational services through a technical subcommittee,
as discussed at our last meeting.

Thank you for your time and please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned if you have any
questions or need anything further.

Sincerely,
L 2 / &) )
é_:q’_ : .‘;I.‘- /L l - . %;-/}3?_ })é/é'?’.)
Jason Sheldon Glenn Wellings
BILD Halton Chapter Co-Chair BILD Halton Chapter Co-Chair

CC: Carmina Tupe, Policy & Government Relations, BILD
BILD Halton Chapter Members
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REPORT TO: Board of Directors

REPORT NO: # 08 17 05

FROM: Barbara J. Veale, Director, Planning & Regulations
DATE: November 23, 2017
SUBJECT: Funding Service Agreement - Region of Halton and Conservation Halton

Regional Infrastructure Team
CH File #: ADM 308

Recommendation

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors approve the draft Funding Service
Agreement as attached and authorize the Chairman and the Chief Administrative Officer
to sign the agreement on behalf of Conservation Halton.

Report

On August 8, 2014, Conservation Halton and the Region of Halton entered into a formal
agreement to fund a dedicated staff team to review and permit capital improvement projects
related to the Region’s allocation program. This arrangement is working well.

The term of the agreement was for three years (August 8, 2014 — August 8, 2017). Discussions
were initiated in the spring to renew and update the agreement. Approval from Regional Council
to renew the agreement for two years, with an option to extend it for an additional five years at
the discretion of the Regional Chief Administration Officer, was obtained on June 14, 2017.
Staff have been working since that time in fine-tuning the wording.

The updated agreement provides more flexibility regarding the work completed by Conservation
Halton's Regional Infrastructure Team (RIT). The agreement allows RIT to work on other
regional permit applications when there is discretionary time to do so (especially until the new
allocation program is finalized). There is no additional fee applied to the plan and permit review
functions undertaken by RIT as the program is fully funded by the Region of Halton. Fees for
other Regional permit applications not processed by the RIT will continue to be applied. The
upset limit for the services provided by RIT has been increased from $450,000/year to
$550,000/year and the termination notification has been changed from three months to six
months. The hourly rate for the use of “other qualified” staff in the review of application
processed by the RIT team has been set at $100/hr, subject to an annual adjustment. The staff
training budget has been increased from $2,000 to $4,000/year. Staff recommend approval of
the updated draft Funding Service Agreement as attached.

Impact on Strategic Goals
This report supports the Metamorphosis strategic theme of Taking care of our growing communities.

The theme is supported by the objective to remain dedicated to ecosystem-based watershed planning
that contributes to the development of sustainable rural, urban and suburban communities.
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Financial Impact

Costs associated with the work undertaken by the RIT team are fully recovered through the
agreement with the Region of Halton.

Prepared and respectfully submitted: Approved for circulation:
) ) ' ;

%&M@/ /f%ﬂ/,éé?/%ﬂ/

Barbara J. Veale, Director Hassaan Basit

Planning and Regulations CAO/Secretary-Treasurer

FOR QUESTIONS ON CONTENT: Barbara J. Veale, 905.336.1158 x 2273; bveale@hrca.on.ca
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REPORT TO: Board of Directors

REPORT NO: # 08 17 06

FROM: Barbara J. Veale, Director, Planning & Regulations
DATE: November 23, 2017
SUBJECT: Proposed development within the 7.5 metre allowance associated with the

flood plain of Fourteen Mile Creek, 403 Valley Drive, Town of Oakville,
Regional Municipality of Halton
CH File # A/17/0/56

Recommendation

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors approve the issuance of a permit for the
construction of a second storey addition and construction of a garage within the 7.5
metre allowance associated with the flood plain of Fourteen Mile Creek at 403 Valley
Drive, Town of Oakville, Regional Municipality of Halton.

Executive Summary

The subject property is located at 403 Valley Drive, in the Town of Oakville, and contains a
portion of the flood plain associated with Fourteen Mile Creek. Conservation Halton regulates
7.5 metres from the greatest hazard, in this case, the flood plain associated with Fourteen Mile
Creek, as it is considered a minor system.

On October 14, 2017, staff received a permit application to construct a second storey addition to
the existing single family dwelling, a rear deck and swimming pool and convert the existing
carport into a garage. The proposed development will be located partially within the 7.5 metre
allowance; specifically, the second storey addition will be located 1.5 metres from the flood plain
(Figure 1). The existing residence extends to within 1.5 metres of the flood hazard. The second
storey addition will not encroach any closer to the flood hazard than the existing ground floor.
The proposed deck and swimming pool encroach within the regulated area but meet policy.

The proposed second storey addition does not meet current Board-approved policy as the policy
states that reconstructions, alterations or additions are permitted provided the works do: not
encroach closer to the hazard than existing development and are not within 6 metres of the flood
plain. Staff can only issue permits that meet Board-approved policies. However, based on the
unique circumstances described in the below report, staff recommend approval of the proposed
works.
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Figure 1: Proposed second storey addition (shown as hatched) over the existing foundation and

proposed garage (gray) shown with the 6 metre allowance (yellow) from the regulatory flood
plain (blue).
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Report

Background

The property, 403 Valley Drive, Oakville (Figure 2), is adjacent to a tributary of Fourteen Mile
Creek. The property contains the flooding hazard associated with Fourteen Mile Creek and the
7.5 metre regulation limit associated with that creek. The majority of the property is regulated by
Conservation Halton pursuant to Ontario Regulation 162/06. The surrounding neighbourhood is
comprised of residential lots; the properties backing onto Fourteen Mile Creek are regulated by
Conservation Halton.

Figure 2: 403 Valley Drive, Oakville, Ontario

Proposal

The proposed works involve the construction of a second storey addition to the existing
foundation, converting the existing carport to a garage, adding a covered porch in the backyard,
and construction of a swimming pool. The existing dwelling is located within the 7.5 metre
regulation limit from the flood plain, being 1.5 metres from the flood plain at its closest point. The
applicant is proposing a larger home which maintains the existing dwelling’s footprint and
setback from flood plain, but expands the house to the front and side yards as well as vertically.
The proposed dwelling will not encroach closer to the flood plain than the existing dwelling.
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According to Conservation Halton policies, staff could approve a reconstruction, alteration or
addition provided it does not encroach closer to the flood plain than existing development and
the proposed works are not within 6 metres of the flood plain. Accessory structures are
permitted within the 7.5 metre allowance, as such, the proposed rear deck and swimming pool
meets Conservation Halton policies.

Conservation Halton Policy Review

The proposed development consists of the construction of a second storey addition to be
located 1.5 metres from the flood plain on the east side of the property. The applicable policy
under which development in the regulated area of the flood plain applies is Policy 3.27 Minor
Valley Systems — Development within 7.5 metres of Flood plain. The encroachment of the
building addition does not meet Board-approved policy which states:

3.27.1 Where buildings and sfructures already exist within 7.5 metres of the flood plain,
reconstruction, alteration or additions may be permitted subject to the following:

a) The reconstruction, alteration or addition does not encroach any closer to the flood plain
than the existing development at its closest point;

b) Even if existing development is closer than 6 metres to flood plain, no new development
is permitted within 6 metres in order to provide for an access allowance as per the
Provincial Policy Statement; and,

¢) In cases where the building or structure can be reasonably relocated outside of the
setback the applicant will be encouraged to do so.

The intent of Policy 3.27.1 is to restrict development within 7.5 metres of the regulated hazard to
ensure an adequate setback from the flooding hazard. However, staff is recommending approval
of the permit because of the unique circumstances associated with this file as listed below:

a) the development is located entirely outside of the flooding hazard,

b) the development would not encroach further toward the flood plain than existing
development on this property,

c) the proposed second storey addition and conversion of the carport into a garage
does provide a small access allowance and does not encroach within any existing
access,

d) the proposed setback from the hazard is in keeping with the properties in the
neighbourhood; some properties are within the hazard while this proposal maintains
the existing setbacks from features,

e) it is not reasonable on this property to assume that any additions or reconstructions

could be built entirely beyond the 6 metre allowance from the flood plain as the lands
outside the regulated limit are confined

Hr
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Impact on Strategic Goals

This report supports the Metamorphosis strategic theme of Taking care of our growing communities.
The theme is supported by the objective to remain dedicated to ecosystem-based watershed planning
that contributes to the development of sustainable rural, urban and suburban communities.

Financial Impact

By working with the applicant to find a reasonable solution which addresses their needs and our
concerns staff have facilitated an efficient and effective review and saved significant staff time.

Signed & respectfully submitted by: Approved for circulation by:
Barbara J. Veale, Director Hassaan Basit
Planning & Regulations CAO/Secretary-Treasurer

FOR QUESTIONS ON CONTENT: Laura Head, Regulations Officer, Planning & Regulations
905.336.1158 x 2333; Inead@hrca.on.ca
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