
Conservation Halton Board of Directors Meeting - November 26, 2020
ZOOM Webinar :

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/86200415756?pwd=YkZpWndOVzdmbXBqL29OcjFmYzhNQT09 Passcode:
192691

Start: Thursday, November 26, 2020 - 3:00pm

End: Thursday, November 26, 2020 - 6:00pm

1. Roll Call

2. Disclosure of Pecuniary Interest for Conservation Halton Board of Directors

3. Acceptance of AMENDED Agenda

4. Presentation

4.1. Virtual Innovation Hub Pilot, Hassaan Basit, President & CEO, Craig Brown, Partner, Fasken
Martineau DuMoulin LLP

5. Consent Items

5.1. Approval of Conservation Halton Board of Directors draft Meeting Minutes dated October 22

Conservation Halton Board of Directors draft Meeting Minutes dated October 22

5.2. Approval of Governance & Risk Committee draft Meeting Minutes dated November 12

Governance & Risk Committee draft Meeting Minutes dated November 12

2021 Board Meeting Schedule

5.3. Apprvoal of Conservation Halton Board of Directors draft Meeting Minutes dated November 16

Conservation Halton Board of Directors draft Meeting Minutes dated November 16

5.4. CHBD 09 20 01 - Memo - Virtual Innovation Hub Pilot

CHBD 09 20 01 - Memo - Virtual Innovation Hub Pilot



5.5. CHBD 09 20 02 - Memo - Purchasing August 1, 2020 to October 31, 2020

CHBD 09 20 02 - Memo - Purchasing August 1 to October 31, 2020

5.6. CHBD 09 20 03 - Memo - Health & Safety Update (Q1 - Q3 2020)

CHBD 09 20 03 - Memo - Health & Safety Update (Q1 - Q3 2020)

5.7. CHBD 09 20 04 - Memo - Proposed Project List for Comprehensive Environmental Assessments
under the Environmental Assessment Act (EAA) ERO No. 019-2377 CH File No. PPO 042

CHBD 09 20 04 - Memo - Proposed Project List for Comprehensive Environmental
Assessments under the Environmental Assessment Act (EAA) ERO No. 019-2377 CH File No. PPO
042

CHBD 09 20 04 - Memo - Project List of Comprehensive Environmental Assessment
(Attachment)

5.8. CHBD 09 20 05 - Memo - Brighton Beach Bioswale Project

CHBD 09 20 05 - Memo - Brighton Beach Bioswale Project

5.9. CHBD 09 20 06 - Memo - Low Risk Water Taking

CHBD 09 20 06 - Memo - Low Risk Water Takings.pdf

CHBD 09 20 06 - Memo - Low Risk Water Taking (Attachment)

6. Action Items

6.1. CHBD 09 20 07 - Proposed 2021 Plan Review and Permit Application Fees

CHBD 09 20 07 - 2021 Planning Permit Fees Report.pdf

CHBD 09 20 07 - 2021 CHPermitFees DRAFT (Attachment 1)

CHBD 09 20 07 - 2021CH Other Fees DRAFT (Attachment 1b)



CHBD 09 20 07 - 2021 Planning Fees DRAFT (Attachment 1c)

CHBD 09 20 07 - 2021 Planning Fee Notes DRAFT (Attachment 1d)

CHBD 09 20 07 - 2021 Planning Permit Fees (Attachment 2)

6.2. CHBD 09 20 08 - Consolidation and Update - Conservation Halton Policies and Guidelines for
the Administration of Ontario Regulation 162/06 and Land Use Planning Policy Document

CHBD 09 20 08 - Consolidation and Update - Conservation Halton Policies and Guidelines for
the Administration of Ontario Regulation 162/06 and Land Use Planning Policy Document

CHBD 09 20 08 - Consolidated Policy document 26.11.20 (Attachment)

6.3. CHBD 09 20 09 - Budget Variance Report for the Period Ended September 30, 2020 and 2020
Projected Year End Amounts

CHBD 09 20 09 - September 30 2020 Budget Variance Report and Projected Year End

CHBD 09 20 09 - Budget Variance Report Financial Appendix September 30 2020

CHBD 09 20 09 - 2020 Capital Project Summary at September 30 2020

CHBD 09 20 09 - Reserve Continuity September 30 2020

6.4. CHBD 09 20 10 - National Disaster Mitigation Program Application for Flood Hazard Mapping -
Tuck, Shoreacres, Appleby and Sheldon Creeks

CHBD 09 20 10 - National Disaster Mitigation Program Application for Flood Hazard Mapping
-Tuck, Shoreacres, Appleby and Sheldon Creeks

7. CEO Verbal Update

8. CHF Update Jim Sweetlove

9. IN CAMERA

9.1. CHBD 09 20 11 - Personnel Matter



10. Other Business

11. Adjournment



MEETING NO: # 07 20 Conservation Halton Board of Directors 

MINUTES 
A meeting of the Conservation Halton Board of Directors was held on Thursday, October 22 at 
3:00 p.m. via Zoom Webinar. 

 Members Present: Hamza Ansari 
Rob Burton 
Mike Cluett 
Rick Di Lorenzo 
Joanne Di Maio 
Cathy Duddeck  
Allan Elgar 
Steve Gilmour 
Dave Gittings 
Zobia Jawed 
Moya Johnson 
Gordon Krantz 
Bryan Lewis 
Rory Nisan 
Gerry Smallegange 
Jim Sweetlove 

  Jean Williams 

Absent with regrets: Mayor Marianne Meed Ward 
Zeeshan Hamid 

Guests: 

Staff present  

Don Mclean, The Hamilton 350 Committee  
Peter Pickfield, Partner, Garrod Pickfield LLP 

Kim Barrett, Associate Director, Science & Partnerships Hassaan 
Basit, CAO/Secretary-Treasurer 
Garner Beckett, Director, CH Foundation 
Niamh Buckley, Administrative Assistant, Office of the CAO 
Matt Howatt, Coordinator, Regional Infrastructure Team 
Meghan Hunter, Manager, Risk & Lands 
Craig Machan, Associate Director, Park Operations 
Kellie McCormack, Associate Director, Planning & Regulations 
Marnie Piggot, Director, Finance 
Plezzie Ramirez, Senior Manager, Human Resources 
Jill Ramseyer, Director, Corporate Compliance 
Katie Skillen, Associate Director, Marketing and Communications 
Leah Smith, Manager, Environmental Planning 
Barb Veale, Director, Planning & Watershed Management 



Mark Vytvytskyy, Director, Parks and Operations, Executive Lead Digital 
Transformation 
Lawrence Wagner, Senior Director, Corporate Services 

Chair Gerry Smallegange called the meeting to order at 3:04 p.m. 

1. Roll Call

2. Disclosure of Pecuniary Interest for Conservation Halton Board of Directors

There were None. 

3. Approval of Amended Agenda

CHBD 07 01: Moved by: Gordon Krantz 
Seconded by: Rob Burton 

THAT the AMENDED agenda be approved. 

4. Delegations:  Don Mclean, The Hamilton 350 Committee 

5. Staff Presentations:

Chair Gerry Smallegange advised that the presentations will be presented along with the 
corresponding reports under 8.0 Action Items. 

5.1 Strategic Forestry Management Plan – Hajnal Kovacs, Forest Technical 
(Report #: CHBD 07 20 06) 

5.2 2021 Budget Summary – Hassaan Basit, President & CEO 
(Report #: CHBD 07 20 07 

6. Consent Items

6.1 Approval of Conservation Halton Board of Directors Meeting Minutes dated September 
24, 2020 

6.2 Approval of Finance & Audit Committee Meeting Minutes dated October 7, 2020. 

7. Briefing Memos (For information)

7.1 Summary of Funding Received for Stewardship 
(Barb Veale, Director of Planning and Watershed Management) 

7.2 Progress Update on Source Protection Plan Updates 
(Barb Veale, Director of Planning and Watershed Management) 

7.3 Kelso & Glen Eden Master Plan 



Consent Items were adopted. 

8. Action Items

8.1.  SWS Georgetown Subwatershed Study 

CHBD 07 02  Moved by: Rob Burton 
Seconded by: Jean Williams 

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors receives for information the staff report 
entitled “Vision Georgetown Secondary Plan and Subwatershed Study, Town of Halton 
Hills”; 

And 

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors endorses the Vision Georgetown 
Secondary Plan and Subwatershed Study, specifically the management 
recommendations that relate to areas regulated by CH; 

And 

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors directs staff to send staff report entitled 
“Vision Georgetown Secondary Plan and Subwatershed Study” to the Town of Halton 
Hills and Region of Halton for information. 

Carried 

8.2 Sixteen Mile Creek Valley Slope Assessment: Erosion Hazard Limits in Downtown 
Oakville, CH File No. MPR 709 
(Report #: CHBD 07 20 04) 

CHBD 07 03  Moved by: Rob Burton 
Seconded by: Rick DiLorenzo 

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors receives for information the staff report 
entitled “Sixteen Mile Creek Valley Slope Assessment: Erosion Hazard Limits 
in Downtown Oakville”; 

And 

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors approves the updated Regulation Mapping 
produced as part of the ‘Sixteen Mile Creek Valley Slope Assessment: Erosion Hazard 
Limits in Downtown Oakville’ for posting on the Conservation Halton website and for 
distribution in accordance with the timeframes established in CH’s Approximate 
regulation Mapping Maintenance Protocol. 

Carried 



8.3 Site Specific Principles for Redevelopment of the Post Office Property 193 Church 
Street, Town of Oakville, CH File No. ADM 349 
(Report #: CHBD 07 20 02) 

CHBD 07 04  Moved by: Rob Burton 
Seconded by: Mike Cluett 

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors receives for information the staff report 
entitled “Site Specific Principles for Redevelopment of the Post Office Property 193 
Church Street, Town of Oakville”; 

And 

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors approves site-specific principles 
for the Post Office Property, 193 Church Street, Town of Oakville that, if met, allow CH 
staff to issue a permit for proposed development;  

AND 

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors directs staff to provide Town of 
Oakville staff with a copy of this report and associated resolution. 

Carried 

8.4 Halton Region Official Plan Review: Conservation Halton Discussion Paper Comments 
CH File: MPR 734 
(Report: # CHBD 07 20 03) 

CHBD 07 05  Moved by: Mike Cluett 
Seconded by: Cathy Duddeck 

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors endorses the staff report entitled 
“Halton Region Official Plan Review: Conservation Halton Discussion Paper 
Comments”; 

And 

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors directs staff to send the report 
entitled “Halton Region Official Plan Review: Conservation Halton Discussion Paper 
Comments” to the Region of Halton, the local Halton Area municipalities and 
conservation authorities. 

Carried 

8.5.  Applications to expand Burlington Quarry, Nelson Aggregate Co. - CH File No. 
PQ 20 8.6. CHBD 
(Report: # CHBD 07 20 05) 

CHBD 07 06  Moved by: Rory Nisan 



Seconded by: Jim Sweetlove 

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors receives for information the staff report 
entitled “Applications to expand Burlington Quarry, Nelson Aggregate Co.”; 

And 

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors directs staff to send the staff report 
entitled “Applications to expand Burlington Quarry, Nelson Aggregate Co.” to the 
Niagara Escarpment Commission, Region of Halton, City of Burlington and Ministry of 
Natural Resources for information. 

In response to Rory Nisan’s inquiry regarding CH Board involvement in this process, Kelly 
McCormack advised that CH will be bringing this matter back to the Board once JART have 
confirmed their position. 

Carried 

8.6 Strategic Forest Management Plan 
(Report: # CHBD 07 20 06) 

CHBD 07 07  Moved by: Jean Williams 
Seconded by: Bryan Lewis 

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors approves the Strategic Forest 
Management Plan. 

Carried 

8.7 2021 Budget & Business Plan 
(Report No: # CHBD 07 20 07) 

CHBD 07 08  Moved by: Moya Johnson 
Seconded by: Rob Burton 

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors approves by a weighted vote the 
municipal funding of $10,430,879 in the 2021 budget; 

All in Favour Absent 
Hamza Ansari Zeeshan Hamid 
Rob Burton  Marianne Meed Ward 
Mike Cluett 
Rick Di Lorenzo 
Joanne Di Maio 
Cathy Duddeck  
Allan Elgar  
Steve Gilmour 
Dave Gittings 
Zobia Jawed 
Moya Johnson 



Gordon Krantz 
Bryan Lewis 
Rory Nisan 
Gerry Smallegange 
Jim Sweetlove  
Jean Williams 

And 

THAT transfers to and from Reserves in the 2021 budget be approved as outlined in this 
report; 

And 

THAT the 2021 Budget & Business Plan be approved as presented. 

Carried 

8.8 Amendment to The Halton Region Conservation Authority General 
  Membership By-law No. 2018-01 

(Report No: # CHBD 07 20 08) 

CHBD 07 09  Moved by: Moya Johnson 
Seconded by: Rob Burton 

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors approves the amendment to The Halton 
Region Conservation Authority (Conservation Halton) General Membership By-law No. 
2018-01 to change the title of CAO/Secretary-Treasurer to President & CEO/Secretary-
Treasurer; 

And 

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors directs staff to post the amended 
General Membership By-law No. 2018-01 on the Authority’s website, 
www.conservationhalton.ca 

Carried 

9.0 CEO Update 

The CEO provided an update on the upcoming ski season at Glen Eden. CH is preparing to 
open the Snow School and provide skiing lessons while ensuring that social distancing and 
safety procedures are in place. 

The CEO confirmed that Christmas Town will also go ahead this year, although vastly different 
from previous years, CH is determined on giving people the opportunity to continue to get 
outside to enjoy nature while following all public health rules and guidelines. 

https://conservationhalton.ca/


10. CHF Update

Jim Sweetlove commended CH Staff for the success of the CH Foundation Events of October 
3. Staff were engaging and provided many unique experiences for the attendees. The
Foundation met their financial goals and exceeded expectations. Funds will be used to enable
outdoor experiences for those children who are in need.

11. IN CAMERA

At this point, Chair Gerry Smallegange advised that the Conservation Halton Board of 
Directors have a 15-minute recess prior to reconvening IN CAMERA. 

CHBD 07 10  Moved by: Jean Williams 
Seconded by: Moya Johnson 

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors convene IN CAMERA. 

11.1 Legal Matter 

11.2 Legal Matter 

CHBD 07 11  Moved by: Jean Williams 
Seconded by: Cathy Duddeck 

THAT THE Conservation Halton Board of Directors reconvene in Public Forum; 

And  

THAT CH Staff proceed as recommended by CH Board of Directors. 

Carried 

11.2 CN-CH Memorandum of Understanding Update 

CHBD: 07 12 Moved by: Mike Cluett 
Seconded by: Gordon Krantz 

Whereas decisions under Federal environmental assessment legislation (the “Federal 
Decisions”), on whether or not the Canadian National Railway (“CN”) proposed Milton 
Logistics Hub Project should be approved to proceed and if so under what conditions, are 
currently pending, subject to decisions by the Minister of the Environment and Climate Change 
(the “Minister”) and, should the Minister confirm the findings of the Review Panel that the 
Project is likely to cause significant adverse effects, a further decision by the Federal Cabinet; 

Whereas CN has requested that Conservation Halton enter into a Memorandum of 
Understanding to review and provide detailed comments and advice on CN’s proposed 
detailed design of the Project in advance of these Federal Decisions; 



Whereas, the Federal Decisions could fundamentally alter any CN-proposed design of the 
Project or otherwise affect advice provided by Conservation Halton, and work completed, and 
decisions taken by CN, on the current CN-proposed detailed design; 

Whereas it is the view of the Board that it is premature, not respectful of the Federal decision-
making process and not productive for Conservation Halton to enter a Memorandum of 
Understanding to provide detailed comments as part of a technical review process for CN’s 
proposed detailed design of the Project until a decision is made by the Federal Government 
on whether or not the Project should proceed, and if so, under what conditions of approval; 

It is Resolved that Conservation Halton staff be directed to write to CN to advise them that 
Conservation Halton will consider the decision to execute a Memorandum of 
Understanding with CN to engage in a technical review process for the detailed design 
of the proposed CN Milton Logistics Hub Project following a decision or decisions by 
the Federal Government  pursuant Federal environmental assessment legislation on 
whether or not the Project should proceed, and if so under what conditions of approval. 

Carried 
12. Other Business

There was no other business. 

13. Adjournment

CHBD 07 13  Moved by: Rory Nisan 

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors Meeting be adjourned at 4:30 p.m. 

Carried 

Signed by: Hassaan Basit, President & CEO, Secretary-Treasurer 

Date:  November 26, 2020 



 
 

MEETING NO: # 01 Conservation Halton Governance & Risk Committee 

   
 

MINUTES 
 
A meeting of the Conservation Halton Governance & Risk Committee was held on Thursday, 
November 12, 2020 beginning at 3:05 p.m. via Zoom Video Conference. 
 
Members Present: Gordon Krantz 

Rory Nisan (Vice Chair) 
Gerry Smallegange 
Jean Williams    
 

Absent with regrets: Cathy Duddeck 
          

Absent:  Rick Di Lorenzo                  
Bryan Lewis 
 

Staff Present:        Hassaan Basit, President & CEO/Secretary-Treasurer 
                      Adriana Birza, Manager, Office of the President & CEO 
           Niamh Buckley, Administrative Assistant, Office of the President & CEO 
           Jill Ramseyer, Director, Corporate Compliance 
 
Rory Nisan assumed the role of Chair of the Committee. 
 
1. Roll Call 
 
2. Acceptance of Agenda 
 
GC 01 01   Moved by:  Gordon Krantz 
                                            Seconded by: Jean Williams 
 
THAT the Agenda be accepted as distributed. 
 
       Carried 
 
3.  Disclosure of Pecuniary Interest for Conservation Halton Governance & Risk Committee  

Members 
 
There was no disclosure of pecuniary interest. 
 
4.  Consent Items                                         
          
4.1   Risk Management Information Updates                        
        (Memo #: GC 01 20 01) 
 



The Consent Item was adopted. 

5. Action Items

5.1 Board of Directors 2021 DRAFT Meeting Schedule 
(Report #: GC 01 20 02) 

GC 01 02 Moved by: Jean Williams 
Seconded by: Gordon Krantz 

THAT the Conservation Halton Governance & Risk Committee recommends to the 
Conservation Halton Board of Directors the approval of the Board of Directors 2021 Draft 
Meeting Schedule and the 2021 Board Work Plan 

Jean Williams suggested moving the Governance & Risk Committee from November 11, 2021. 
This date will be changed prior to presenting the schedule to the Conservation Halton Board 
for final approval.

Carried 

4.2 Amendment to CH Board Committees Terms of Reference to reflect changes in title from 
  CAO to CEO 

(Report #: GC 01 20 03) 

GC 01 03 Moved by:  Gerry Smallegange 
Seconded by: Gordon Krantz 

THAT the Conservation Halton Governance & Risk Committee recommends to the 
Conservation Halton Board of Directors approval of the amendment to the Terms of 
Reference for the Governance & Risk Committee and CAO Compensation Committee to 
reflect the title change of the CAO/ Secretary-Treasurer to President & CEO/Secretary-
Treasurer. 

Carried 

4.3 Board Self-Assessment Survey 2020 
(Report #: GC 01 20 04) 

GC 01 04 Moved by: Jean Williams 
Seconded by: Gordon Krantz 

THAT the Conservation Halton Governance & Risk Committee recommends to the 
Conservation Halton Board of Directors that the President & CEO administer the 2020 
Board Self-Assessment Survey and Chair evaluation survey in December and present 
results in the spring of 2021 at a Board meeting. 

Carried 
5. Other Business



 
There was no other business. 
 
6. Adjournment 
 
GC 01 05   Moved by: Jean Williams 
 
That the Conservation Halton Governance & Risk Committee meeting be adjourned at 3.20 p.m. 
 

Carried 
 
 

Signed by:                            Hassaan Basit, President & CEO, Secretary-Treasurer 
 
Date:                                     November 26, 2020 



BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
2021 MEETING SCHEDULE 

Location: Zoom Videoconference until further notice 

Thursday Time 

February 18 3:00 – 6:00 

March 25 1:30 – 2:30 
3:00 – 6:00 

April 8  9:30 – 11:00 

April 22 3:00 – 6:00 

May 20 TBD 3:00 – 6:00 

June 4  9:30 – 11:00 

June 17 11:00 - 6:00 

September 23 3:00 – 6:00 

October 21 1:30 – 2:30 
  3:00 – 6:00   

November 4 3:00 – 4:00 

November 18 1:30 – 2:30 

November 25 3:00 – 6:00 

Inaugural Meetings/Board meeting 

Governance & Risk Committee 
Board Meeting 

Finance & Audit Committee 

Annual General Meeting 
Board Meeting 

Board Meeting 

Finance & Audit Committee 

Board Meeting & Board Tour 

Board Meeting 

Finance & Audit Committee  
Board Meeting 

Governance Committee 

CEO Compensation Review Board 

Meeting  

Meeting schedules/2021 Board



Responsibility
JAN FEB March APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC

Review Strategic Priorities (in year) BoD x x x
Business Planning Session BoD x x x
Dashboard Review Financial data to be sent to F&A Committee;

Other KPI's to the full Board (2 - 4 times / year) BoD x x x x x
AGM & Inaugural BoD x
Approval of Draft and Final  Budget FA / BoD x x
Approve Audited Financial Statements FA x
Review Long-term Budget Forecast FA / BoD x
Evaluate Auditors and Select Auditors   
(as needed) FA x
Review, Budget Principles & Policies 
Related to Financial & Purchasing Matters 
( as needed, new Board members)

FA

x
Review and Approve Annual  President & 
CEO Workplan COMP x x
End-of-year review COMP x
Approve Performance-based 
Compensation for President & CEO COMP x
Review and Approve Committee Terms of 
Reference Gov x
Review and Approve Governance Policies 
and Procedures, BoD by-laws Gov / BoD x
Conduct Board Performance Self 
Assesment Survey and Review Results Gov x
Approve Annual Board Workplan Gov / BoD x x
Board Development & Member Orientation 
Program Engagement levels Gov x
Election of Board Chair and Vice Chair BoD x x
Election of Committee Chairs/V. Chairs (to 
be carried out every 4 years - at the same 
time as Municipal elections)

BoD
x x x

Specific Policy and Procedures Review 
and Approval BoD

Functioning as a Hearing Board Training (legal) on Board Hearing Procedures 
under CA Act BoD

Approvals under O. Reg 162/06 for 
Applications that didn't meet Policy BoD

Strategic Advocacy/Position on 
Environmental Issues and Provincial 
Reviews

BoD

Timeframe

Strategic Planning and Organizational 
Performance

Finance and Audit

President & CEO Relations

Governance

As needed

CH BOARD WORK PLAN  2021
DRAFT

Objective(s)/Solution(s) Actions/Activities Results



 
 

MEETING NO: # 08 20 Conservation Halton Board of Directors 

   
 

MINUTES 
 

A Special Meeting of the Conservation Halton Board of Directors was held on Monday, November 
16, 2020 via Zoom Webinar. 
 
 Members Present:  Hamza Ansari 

Rob Burton 
Mike Cluett 

      Rick Di Lorenzo 
Joanne Di Maio 

      Cathy Duddeck  
    Allan Elgar  
    Steve Gilmour 

Dave Gittings 
      Moya Johnson 
    Gordon Krantz 
      Bryan Lewis 
    Marianne Meed Ward    

Rory Nisan 
    Gerry Smallegange 
    Jim Sweetlove 
               Jean Williams 
 
Absent:  Zeeshan Hamid 
   Zobia Jawed   
 
Staff present       Kim Barrett, Associate Director, Science & Partnerships 

Hassaan Basit, President & CEO/Secretary-Treasurer 
              Garner Beckett, Director, CH Foundation 
   Adriana Birza, Manager, Office of the President & CEO 

Stephanie Bright, Public Relations Specialist 
Niamh Buckley, Administrative Assistant, Office of the President & CEO 
Craig Machan, Associate Director, Park Operations 
Kellie McCormack, Associate Director, Planning & Regulations 

   Plezzie Ramirez, Senior Manager, Human Resources 
   Jill Ramseyer, Director, Corporate Compliance 
   Katie Skillen, Associate Director, Marketing and Communications 

Barb Veale, Director, Planning & Watershed Management 
Mark Vytvytskyy, Director, Parks and Operations, Executive Lead Digital 
Transformation 
Lawrence Wagner, Senior Director, Corporate Services 
 



 
1. Roll Call 
 
2.  Disclosure of Pecuniary Interest for Board of Directors 
 
There were NONE. 
 
3.   Approval of Agenda  
 
CHBD 08 01  Moved by: Cathy Duddeck 
   Seconded by: Jean Williams 
 
THAT the agenda be approved as distributed. 
 
       Carried 
 
4. Action Items 
 
4.1 Proposed Amendments to the CA Act and Planning Act - Bill 229 
 
CHBD 08 02  Moved by: Rob Burton 
   Seconded By: Moya Johnson 
 
 
WHEREAS the Province has introduced Bill 229, Protect, Support and Recover from COVID 19 Act 
- Schedule 6 – Conservation Authorities Act;   
 
WHEREAS Bill 229 introduces changes and new sections that could remove and/or significantly 
hinder conservation authorities’ participation in and support of local planning appeal processes and 
their ability to protect development from natural hazards;   
 
WHEREAS conservation authorities protect residents, property, and local natural resources on a 
watershed basis by regulating development under the Conservation Authorities Act, ensuring 
compliance with the Regulations and engaging in reviews of applications submitted under the 
Planning Act;  
 
WHEREAS the changes allow the Minister to make decisions without consideration of local 
conditions, the Conservation Authority Board approved policies, watershed data and technical 
expertise;   
 
WHEREAS the Legislation suggests that the Minister will have the ability to establish standards 
and requirements for non-mandatory programs which are negotiated between the conservation 
authorities and municipalities to meet local watershed needs;   
 
WHEREAS CH and municipalities require a longer transition time to put in place new budgets as 
well as agreements for non-mandatory programs;  
 



 
WHEREAS the appointment of municipal representatives on CA Boards should be a municipal 
decision; and the Chair and Vice Chair of the CA Board should be duly elected;  
 
WHEREAS the changes to the ‘Duty of Members’ contradicts the fiduciary duty of a CA board 
member to represent the best interests of the conservation authority and its responsibility to the 
watershed;   
 
WHEREAS conservation authorities have already aligned approaches through Memorandums of 
Understanding with local watershed municipalities to reduce delays, avoid duplication and improve 
service delivery for all clients;  
 
WHEREAS changes to the legislation will create more red tape and costs for the conservation 
authorities, and their municipal partners, and cause delays in the development approval process;   
 
WHEREAS the province has made changes to the legislation that will limit the ability of CH to 
ensure compliance with the Act and our policies by not including stop work orders and modifying 
powers to enter property potentially resulting in more legal action;  
 
WHEREAS all watershed residents and municipalities value and rely on the parks, greenspaces 
and water resources within our jurisdiction for their health and well-being as well as CH’s work to 
prevent and manage the impacts of flooding and other natural hazards and to ensure safe drinking 
water;   
 
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors direct the 
Chair of Conservation Halton Board of Directors to convey the concerns and 
recommendations outlined in this report through a letter to The Premier of Ontario and the 
Ministers of Environment, Conservation and Parks, Natural Resources and Forestry, and 
Municipal Affairs and Housing. 
 
 And 
 
THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors direct the CEO to provide a copy of this report 
and letter to all watershed municipalities, MPPs, MPs and other public sector stakeholders. 
 
The CEO provided an outline to the key changes that are being put forward by the Province in Bill 
229: Proposed CA Act Amendments and the implications of these changes. 
 
The CEO along with CH Staff are asking the Board to approve the above-mentioned 
recommendations along with a letter to the Province in response to this Bill. 
 
Additionally, CH will run an advocacy campaign to engage CH stakeholders, partners, and 
community. 
        Carried 
5. Other Business 
 
There was no other business 



 
 
6. Adjournment 
 
CHBD 08 03  Moved by: Cathy Duddeck 
 
THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors meeting be adjourned at 12:30 p.m. 
    
        Carried 
 
 
Signed:   Hassaan Basit, President & CEO 
 
Date:    November 26, 2020 



 
TO:    Conservation Halton Board of Directors 

MEMO:  CHBD 09 20 01 

FROM:   Hassaan Basit, President & CEO 

DATE:   November 26, 2020 

SUBJECT:   Virtual Innovation Hub Pilot 

  

MEMO 
 

As stewards for protecting, restoring, and managing environmental resources, Conservation 
Halton’s Innovation Hub is committed to fostering emerging technology solutions to respond to 
today’s environmental issues.  
 
Conservation Halton’s virtual Innovation Hub is where staff can explore new opportunities in 
an ‘idea sandbox’ and deploy them efficiently. Internal subject-matter expertise combined with 
strategic partnerships with technology innovators will support the identification, development, 
and deployment of technology solutions to support environmental management and 
monitoring. 
 
Although the Innovation Hub will be focused on addressing regional issues impacting the local 
community, Conservation Halton’s vision is that the solutions, products, and learnings arising 
out of the Hub can be applied and scaled nationally or globally. 
 
The focus of the Innovation Hub will be to explore technology and digital solutions to 
environmental and other CH business challenges. Once a challenge is identified, CH will look 
to partner with a technology firm to develop a proof of concept solution, if the solution is 
successful, CH may then consider continuing the partnership to productize successful 
solutions along with its technology co-development partner(s). In addition to solving problems 
using IoT, AI and other technologies, this approach will help CH save on development costs, 
be able to influence the technology development pathway and ensure our staff are provided 
with up-skilling opportunities. 
 



TO: 

MEMO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

Conservation Halton Board of Directors 

CHBD 09 20 02 

Jill Ramseyer, Director, Corporate Compliance 

November 26, 2020 

Purchasing Memo - August 1, 2020 to October 31, 2020 

MEMO 
The following memo summarizes purchases to be reported during the period August 1, 
2020 to October 31, 2020. The Conservation Halton Purchasing Policy requires single 
or sole source purchases greater than $25,000 (not including taxes) and Tenders 
awarded from a value of $100,000.00 up to a value of $350,000 (not including taxes) to 
be reported to the Board of Directors for information. Request for Proposal award 
recommendations that exceed $100,000.00 (not included taxes) and Tenders that exceed 
$350,000.00 (not including taxes) will be subject to Board approval prior to award. 

Single or Sole Source Purchases (above $25,000.00): 

Vendor 
Amount 

(excluding 
HST) 

Details 

Snomax LLC $39,943.20 Purchase thirty (30) boxes of Snomax. 
Snomax International is the only 
distributor of "snomax snow inducer" in 
our region and are our only available 
option for purchasing this product. Our 
snowmaking infrastructure is already 
setup & equipped to handle this product, 
and using an alternative product would 
require changes to that infrastructure 
and additional costs. 

SP Marketplace Holdings 
Inc. 

$33,000.00 SP Marketplace Holdings Inc. has been 
retained to provide design, build, & test 
for the workflow automation initiatives. 
SP marketplace has familiarity with our 
existing digital infrastructure and were 
integral in the SharePoint installation 
and setup. 



Tenders from $100,000.00 up to $350,000.00 or contract increases: 

Vendor 
Amount 

(excluding 
HST) 

Details 

Logic-Controle Inc. $284,069.00 Increase in contract value of $12,069.00 for 
the provision of Automated Security Gates 
to be installed at all Conservation Halton 
park locations in accordance with the RFP 
021020 Automated Gates – Conservation 
Halton. Previous award contract was 
reported to the Board at a value of 
$272,000.00. 

Solicitation (RFP / RFT) cancellations: 

Vendor 
Amount 

(excluding 
HST) 

Details 

N/A N/A RFT # CW0013-01 - Kelso Dam Lift Gate 
and Hoist Refurbishment West Gate was 
publicly issued October 1, 2020 and was 
closed October 29, 202. Due to the 
requirement to re-evaluate the scope and 
budget, the decision was made to cancel 
this RFT in it’s entirety following a review of 
tender submissions.  

Impact on Strategic Goals 
This memo supports the Metamorphosis strategic theme of Striving for service excellence 
and efficiency. This theme is supported by the objective to provide clear financial data to 
support informed strategic and operational decision-making. 

Financial Impact 
There is no financial impact to this report. 

Signed & respectfully submitted: Approved for circulation: 

Jill Ramseyer Hassaan Basit 
Director, Corporate Compliance President & CEO/Secretary-
Treasurer 



 
FOR QUESTIONS ON CONTENT:   Pavan Seth, Procurement Specialist, 

 pseth@hrca.on.ca, 905.336.1158 x2249 
 

mailto:pseth@hrca.on.ca


TO: 

MEMO #: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

Conservation Halton Board of Directors 

CHBD 09 20 03 

Jill Ramseyer, Director, Corporate Compliance, 

November 26, 2020  

Health & Safety Update (Q1 - Q3 2020) 

MEMO 
The summary that follows provides an overview of Conservation Halton’s health and safety 
performance for Q1 through Q3 of 2020. A number of incidents are tracked and categorized 
depending on severity (whether there was lost time and the number of lost days) and 
frequency (number of incidents and whether they are reportable to WSIB or not).  Several 
other indicators are tracked such as area of injury, root cause, location, job type and more.  
Analysis of the data allows us to determine what type of prevention programs, including 
training, should be implemented.   

The data shows a positive trend overall, showing an improvement over the same time period 
in 2019 with a reduced total number of WSIB incidents, fewer lost time claims, and once again 
significantly fewer lost days as highlighted below. A contributing factor in this reduction was 
likely the scaling back of programming and temporary closure of parks in Q2 due to the 
COVID-19 pandemic, although the ski season, with the exception of March Break was not 
affected.   

An additional layer of focus was necessary this year due to the pandemic.  An Infection 
Prevention and Control Plan has been developed which includes a biohazard risk 
assessment, protocols for employee wellbeing, personal and workplace health and hygiene 
measures, communication, and training.  Specifically, this has included the development of 
several new policies, SOPs, health screening and decision trees.  These tools and resources 
are in compliance with the law and are to ensure that as an organization, we are doing our 
part to reduce the risk of spread of the virus within our employee and visitor populations.    

Should you have any questions please contact Nikki Garstang, Health and Safety Specialist, 
ngarstang@hrca.on.ca, 905.336.1158 x2246 

mailto:ngarstang@hrca.on.ca


 

WSIB INJURY STATISTICS 
 
 

LOCATION Jan-Sep 2020 Jan-Sep 2019 

Admin Office 0 2 
Glen Eden 9 6 
Kelso 0 4 
Mountsberg 0 3 
Crawford Lake 0 4 
Hilton Falls 0 0 
Rat-MN 0 0 
Workshop 1 0 
Total 10 19 
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AREAS OF FOCUS 
 
• Due to COVID-19 much effort has and will continue to go into sourcing personal protective equipment, 

preparing standard operating procedures, and supporting operational business continuity. 

• Continuing to complete program work for the WSIB Excellence program.  Participation provides an 
opportunity to improve systems and processes already in place and earn a premium rebate. 

• Working with park operations to build momentum for the safety observation program and a consistent 
approach to the onboarding and training of new employees. 
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TO: 
MEMO: # 
FROM: 
DATE: 
SUBJECT: 

Conservation Halton Board of Directors 
CHBD 09 20 04

Barbara J. Veale, Director, Planning & Watershed Management 

November 26, 2020 
Proposed Project List for Comprehensive Environmental Assessments 
under the Environmental Assessment Act (EAA) 
ERO No.  019-2377 
CH File No. PPO 042 

MEMO 

On July 21, 2020, Bill 197 (the COVID-19 Economic Recovery Act, 2020) received Royal 
Assent.  Bill 197 introduced amendments to the Environmental Assessment Act (EAA) 
including enabling regulations to set out the list of projects that would be subject to the Act. 
This was one of the Provincial government’s first steps towards identifying projects that would 
be subject to environmental assessments (EA) in Ontario. 

On September 11, 2020, the Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks posted on 
the Environmental Registry, a proposed list of projects that will be subject to the 
Comprehensive EA requirements in Part II.3 of the  EAA and designated in a regulation as 
Part II.3 projects. 

The proposed Comprehensive EA project list includes projects that have the potential for 
significant environmental impacts, taking into account the following: 1) the magnitude of the 
effect; 2) the geographic extent of the effect; 3) the duration of the effect; 4) the frequency of 
the effect; 5) the degree of reversibility of the effect; and 6) the possibility of occurrence of the 
effect. 

Conservation Halton staff reviewed the proposed project list and submitted comments to the 
Provincial government (attached).  Key comments are highlighted below.   

• The sensitivity and potential impact to natural features, areas and functions, including
provincially significant wetlands, regulated watercourses and associated natural hazards,
should be included as considerations when determining the significance and potential
impact of a project subject to a Comprehensive EA.

• A threshold for determining whether a conservation project should be subject to a
Comprehensive EA could be developed.  This is particularly important if the project is
serving multiple objectives, such as flooding and erosion mitigation, natural environment
rehabilitation, protection of existing development from natural hazards and facilitation of
new development. A definition for “multipurpose projects” should be included in the draft
regulation, if it is to become a threshold.

• Severity of existing flood and erosion hazards (i.e., flood depth and velocity, extent of
erosive forces, etc.)  should be added to the examples of criteria that could be used to
further refine the major flood, erosion control and associated conservation projects subject
to Comprehensive EA.



   
Conservation Halton also contributed to and supported the submissions of Conservation 
Ontario. 
 
A second proposed list of projects and regulation setting out the projects that will be subject to 
the Streamlined EA provisions of the amended EAA (Part II.4) will be developed in the future, 
as the Ministry transitions from Class EAs and exemption regulations to new streamlined EA 
regulations.  CH staff will review this second proposed list as well as the draft regulation once 
available.  



 

 

November 4, 2020 
 
 
 
Callee Robinson 
Senior Program Support Coordinator 
Environmental Assessment Branch 
Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks 
callee.robinson@ontario.ca  
 
BY EMAIL 
 
Dear Callee Robinson: 
 
Re: Proposed Project List for Comprehensive Environmental Assessments 

ERO No. 019-2377 
CH File:  PPO 042 

 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the Province’s Proposed Project List 
for Comprehensive Environmental Assessments (EA) under the Environmental Assessment Act 
(EAA) requirements.  Conservation Halton (CH) supports the Province’s efforts to modernize 
the Municipal Class EA process.  Our comments relate specifically to the description 
(thresholds and criteria) of projects proposed to be subject to Comprehensive EAs and are 
offered below: 
 
Project Types, Thresholds and Triggers  

1. In addition to identifying project types that are proposed for the Comprehensive EA list 
and criteria (thresholds) which form part of the designation, other important factors 
should be considered when determining the significance and potential impact of a 
project.  These include the sensitivity and potential impact to natural features and 
functions, including provincially significant wetlands, regulated watercourses and 
associated natural hazards, within the project study area.  Due consideration should also 
be given to environmental impacts such as those from road salt for highway and 
expressway extensions that are 75 km or less which would not be subject to a 
comprehensive environmental assessment as per the criteria under Sections 10 and 11.  

 

mailto:callee.robinson@ontario.ca


 

2. Several activities such as waste disposal and mining may be prohibited or managed in 
limited areas through mandatory, drinking water related policies under Clean Water Act 
source protection plans. Applicable source protection plan policies are based on separate 
criteria that do not match the proposed thresholds.  Therefore, it is suggested that 
general information about the Clean Water Act and source protection plans be included in 
guidance to proponents, such that they are made aware of the possibility of applicable 
source protection plan prohibition or management policies. 

 
Item 12 – Major flood, erosion control and associated conservation projects 

3. Conservation project criteria (thresholds) that would trigger a Comprehensive EA are not 
as easily described as those for other projects such as landfills (>100,000 cubic metres) or 
hydroelectric facilities (200 megawatts).  One threshold for conservation projects to 
consider is if it is serving multiple objectives, described as “multipurpose projects”.  
Multiple objectives may include flooding and erosion mitigation, natural environment 
rehabilitation, protection of existing development from natural hazards and facilitation of 
new development. CH recommends including a definition for these “multipurpose 
projects” in the draft regulation, if it will be a threshold. 

 
4. CH recommends adding severity of existing flood and erosion hazards (i.e., flood depth and 

velocity, extent of erosive forces, etc.) to the examples of criteria that should be used to 
further refine the major flood, erosion control and associated conservation projects 
subject to a Comprehensive EA. 

 
Item 14 – General feedback on whether to include mining projects in the project list 

5. CH supports the inclusion of mining projects in the project list. 
 

We look forward to reviewing the second list of proposed projects that will be subject to the 
Streamlined EA provisions of the amended EAA (Part II.4) and the draft regulation.  
 
If you have any questions regarding the above, please contact the undersigned. 
 
Yours very truly, 
 

 
 
Barbara J. Veale, PhD, RPP, MCIP  
Director, Planning and Watershed Management  
 



TO: 

MEMO: # 

FROM: 

DATE:  

SUBJECT: 

Conservation Halton Board of Directors 

CHBD 09 20 05

Barbara J. Veale, Director, Planning and Watershed Management 

November 26, 2020 

Brighton Beach Community Restoration Project 

MEMO 
Conservation Halton, through the Cootes to Escarpment EcoPark System, has led an innovative, 
community-based project to address multiple environmental issues in the Brighton Beach area of 
Burlington.  

Landowner Outreach & Restoration staff met with residents who were experiencing drainage issues 
on roads and driveways after a rainstorm. Drainage issues occurred because of a lack of stormwater 
management infrastructure, compaction of formerly permeable soils, and expansion of hardened 
surfaces such as larger homes and driveways. The increased rainfall intensity associated with climate 
change is also likely worsening the situation. 

The impact of high amounts of uncontrolled storm runoff were 
apparent in the erosion of the neighbourhood ravines, which 
drain to Hamilton Harbour. This erosion was contributing to 
ongoing water quality issues being addressed by the Hamilton 
Harbour Remedial Action Plan. In addition, surface water 
quality sampling adjacent to roads showed high levels of 
phosphorus and a number of metals, all of which were 
draining to the Harbour untreated. Soil disturbance in the 
ravines also made conditions ideal for the proliferation of Five-
leaf Aralia, an invasive species never before detected within 
the watershed. Conservation Halton engaged community 
members in removing Five-leaf Aralia and replanting the 
ravine slopes with local species that will stabilize the soil and 
support biodiversity. 

In partnership with the City of Burlington, Conservation Halton 
led the community through our Healthy Neighboursheds 
workshop series to educate residents about stormwater 
management, landscaping with native species, and the use of 
low impact development techniques to help control storm 

runoff. Together, Conservation Halton, the City of Burlington and the residents themselves identified 
the installation of two bioswales as the solution of choice to promote rainwater infiltration and reduce 
runoff to the ravines. 



 

 
 

The first bioswale was constructed in 2018, and the second in 2020. The two bioswales had similar 
designs but one was planted with trees, shrubs and flowers and the other a grass swale.  

 

 

Bioswale 1: May 2018 Bioswale 1: September 2019 

Bioswale 2: 2020 construction Bioswale 2: 2020 completed 



 
The two bioswales together are capturing and infiltrating stormwater from surrounding roads and 
houses. Combined, the features have reduced surface water volume from this drainage area by 45%. 
This means less surface water run off and less pollutants going directly into Hamilton 
Harbour. Though at the surface these features (intentionally) blend seamlessly with the 
neighbourhood, they are quite complex in design and perform functions that would otherwise require 
more intrusive infrastructure to replicate the same function. In addition to improving water quality and 
managing runoff volume, the native species planted in Bioswale 1 confer ecological benefits to 
pollinators and other species. 
 
The construction of the bioswales has also empowered area landowners to take direct actions to 
manage stormwater on their own properties. With funding support from the Hamilton Harbour 
Rainwater Conservation Fund, administered through Conservation Halton, a rain garden was installed 
to infiltrate water from the garage, house and driveway (below left). The second project (below right) 
was a combination of a partial permeable driveway and soak-away trench to slow down the flow of 
stormwater toward the ravine. 

 
 

 
 

This project has brought over $100,000 of external funding to Conservation Halton through the 
following sources: 
 
• RBC Blue Water Foundation (2016) $15,000 
• Great Lakes Sustainability Fund (2016)    $  6,000 
• Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change (2018)  $35,000 
• Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks (2020) $50,000 



TO: 

MEMO: # 

FROM:  

DATE:   

SUBJECT:  

Conservation Halton Board of Directors 

CHBD 09 20 06

Barbara J. Veale, Director of Planning and Watershed Management 

November 26, 2020 

Low Risk Water Takings 
ERO No. 019-2525 
File No. PPO 060 

Recommendation 

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors receives for information the staff report entitled 
Low Risk Water Takings, ERO No. 019-2525. 

Report 

In October 2020, the provincial government proposed regulatory changes to the Environmental 
Protection Act and Ontario Water Resources Act in order to streamline permissions for certain low risk 
short-term water taking activities and reduce regulatory burden.  

The Environmental Registry of Ontario (ERO) posting 019-2525 proposes regulatory amendments to: 

• the Environmental Activity and Sector Registry (EASR) made under the Environmental Protection
Act to:
o introduce certain pumping tests as a new activity for registration on the EASR; and
o modify existing EASR requirements for construction site dewatering and road construction to

remove certain restrictions.
• the Ontario Regulation 387/04 - Water Taking and Transfer to introduce well development as a

new exemption activity, and to remove current restrictions on diversion exemptions.

Conservation Halton staff reviewed the proposal and contributed to a joint submission to the Ministry 
of the Environment, Conservation and Parks from Conservation Ontario as well as provided 
comments independently through the Environmental Registry posting, as attached. Conservation 
Halton generally supports the proposed efforts to streamline permissions for certain low risk short-
term water taking activities, with a few specific concerns. Key comments include the following: 

• The relevance between the proposed requirements and exemptions for low risk short-term water
taking activities and the proposed provincial water quantity management framework should be
discussed and clarified.

• It is recommended to require that discharged water from pumping tests does not cause the
alteration of natural features in general. The discharge plan should also consider water quality.

• A rationale should be provided to explain the proposed change of a limit of 400,000 L/day per
individual dewatering pit, compared to the current combined limit of 400,000 L/day for multiple pits
at a construction site.



 
• It is recommended that screening be required for known water-quantity stressed areas prior to 

dewatering activities, to consider potential cumulative impacts.  The location of sensitive features 
and watershed boundaries must be considered, and discharge locations should be in proximity to 
water taking locations to help protect sensitive features. 

• The notification requirement for conservation authorities should be retained if the discharge point, 
from a construction site being dewatered or road construction, is within 30 metres of a waterbody 
due to potential flooding issues and public inquiries. 

• The discharge plan for dewatering at construction sites should continue to ensure the protection 
of the environment.  It is recommended that current requirements not be removed. 

• For well development, discharge water quality should be addressed (and not exempted from 
consideration), along with recharge within the watershed. 

 



 

 

November 9, 2020 
 
Juwairia Obaid, P.Eng. 
Senior Program Advisor 
Ontario Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks  
Client Services and Permissions Branch 
Environmental Assessment and Permissions Division 
135 St Clair Ave W 
Toronto, ON M4V 1P5 
Email:  Juwairia.obaid@ontario.ca 
 
 
BY EMAIL 
 
Dear Juwairia, 
 
RE:  Proposed amendments to regulations made under the Environmental Protection Act 

and Ontario Water Resources Act to make modifications to Environmental Activity 
and Sector Registry requirements and exemptions for low risk short-term water taking 
activities 
ERO No. 019-2525 
CH File No.: PPO O60 

 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the Province’s proposed amendments 
to regulations made under the Environmental Protection Act and Ontario Water Resources Act 
to make modifications to Environmental Activity and Sector Registry requirements and 
exemptions for low risk short-term water taking activities.  
 
Conservation Halton (CH) supports efforts to streamline permissions for certain low risk short-
term water taking activities. CH comments are provided below, organized into three parts: 
general comments, proposed amendments to regulations made under the Environmental 
Protection Act, and proposed amendments to regulations made under the Ontario Water 
Resources Act. 



 

General comments 

The relevance between the proposed requirements and exemptions for low risk short-term 
water taking activities and the proposed provincial water quantity management framework 
should be discussed and clarified. 
 
Proposed amendments to regulations made under the Environmental Protection Act  

a) Proposed Regulatory Requirements for New Prescribed Activity: Pumping Tests  
Activity Requirements: In addition to ensuring that discharged water does not cause 
scouring, erosion or the physical alteration of stream channels or banks, it is recommended 
to require that discharged water does not cause the alteration of natural features in 
general.  The discharge plan should also consider water quality issues to protect the 
discharge location.  CH agrees with the notification protocol and the requirement of a 
contingency plan. 

 
b) Proposed Modifications to Regulatory Requirements for Construction Site Dewatering 

Modifications to Eligibility Criteria: A rationale should be provided to explain the proposed 
amount of groundwater taking limit of 400,000 L/day per individual dewatering pit, as this is 
a significant change from the current overall combined taking limit of 400,000 L/day for 
multiple pits at a construction site.  CH agrees with the cap on water taking where areas of 
influence could overlap. It is recommended that screening also be required for known 
water-quantity stressed areas, to consider potential cumulative impacts including those 
outside of overlapping areas of influence.  It is recommended that the location of sensitive 
features and watershed boundaries be considered. The discharge locations should be in 
proximity to water taking locations.  This helps to ensure that sensitive features that rely on 
the water are not affected by the water taking.  The recharge of the water should be 
achieved within the same watershed.  

 
Modifications to Activity Requirements:  CH agrees with the notification protocol although it 
is recommended to retain the notification requirement for CAs if the discharge point is 
within 30 m of a waterbody due to potential flooding issues and public inquiries.  CH agrees 
with the requirement of a contingency plan.  The requirements for the discharge report are 
proposed to be modified considerably.  It is recommended that the discharge plan be 
required to ensure that discharge will not result in any adverse impacts to the environment. 
It is recommended that the current requirements not removed.  For example, the current 
requirement to not discharge within a Clean Water Act wellhead protection area – A 
(WHPA-A) should be retained. 

 
c) Modifications to Regulatory Requirements for Road Construction 

Modifications to Activity Requirements:  It is recommended to retain the notification 
requirement for CAs if the discharge point is within 30 m of a waterbody due to potential 
flooding issues and public inquiries. 

 



 

Proposed amendments to regulations made under the Ontario Water Resources Act  
New Exempt activity: Well Development   

It is recommended that discharge water quality be addressed (and not exempted from 
consideration), along with recharge within the watershed. 
 
CH appreciates the opportunity to support and provide comments on the to regulations made 
under the Environmental Protection Act and Ontario Water Resources Act to make 
modifications to Environmental Activity and Sector Registry requirements and exemptions for 
low risk short-term water taking activities.  If you have any questions, please contact Chitra 
Gowda, Senior Manager, Watershed Planning and Source Protection, email: 
cgowda@hrca.on.ca  phone: 905-336-1136 x2237. 
 
Regards, 
 

 
 
Barbara J. Veale, PhD, RPP, MCIP 
Director, Planning and Watershed Management  
 
 
 
 
  

mailto:cgowda@hrca.on.ca


REPORT TO: 

REPORT NO: # 

FROM:  

DATE:   

SUBJECT:  

Conservation Halton Board of Directors 

CHBD 09 20 06

Barbara J. Veale, Director, Planning and Watershed Management 

November 26, 2020 

Proposed 2021 Plan Review and Permit Application Fees 
CH File Number: ADM 049 

Recommendation 

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors approves the proposed 2021 fees as outlined in 
the staff report entitled “Proposed 2021 Plan Review and Permit Application Fees,” dated 
November 26, 2020, with an effective date of January 1, 2021; 

AND 

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors directs staff to provide appropriate notice to 
municipalities and neighbouring conservation authorities and post the revised fee schedules 
to Conservation Halton’s website. 

Report 

In 2018, Conservation Halton (CH) retained Watson & Associates Economists Ltd. (Watson) to 
undertake a Rates and Fees Study.  Completed in January 2019, Watson’s analysis revealed that CH 
was recovering an average of 74% of the review cost for all categories of planning applications and 
72% of the costs for all categories of permit applications. 

In February 2019, the CH Board of Directors approved a target cost recovery rate of 100% for the 
review and processing of planning and permit applications.  To close the gap and achieve this cost 
recovery target, substantial changes were made to CH’s fee schedules in March 2019.  Last year 
CH’s fees were increased by 3% to cover inflation and increased direct and indirect costs anticipated 
for 2020.   

CH’s fees fall into three discrete categories: 1) fees for permit applications under Ontario Regulation 
162/06; 2) fees for planning applications under the Planning Act; and 3) fees for technical reviews and 
miscellaneous services not associated with permit or planning applications.  

The recommended fee structure for 2021 has been calculated in 2020 dollar values and inflated by 
2% for all file categories, except Consents and Environmental Assessments (Attachment 1 – Fees).  
Those categories were increased by 5% and 10% respectively, as our recovery rate for those 
application/file types still falls well below the Board approved target.  No other substantive changes 
have been made to the fee schedules.   



 
The proposed 2% increase in fees aligns with most other Conservation Authorities within the Greater 
Golden Horseshoe area, which are increasing fees by an inflationary rate.  
 
The proposed fees have been reviewed with the development community through the Halton Chapter 
of the Building Industry and Land Development Association (Canada) (BILD), as suggested in 
guidelines provided by the Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry.  A response from BILD was 
received on November 13, 2020 (Attachment 2).  
 
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 
There is no financial impact to this report. 
 
 
Signed & respectfully submitted:                                                Approved for circulation:  
      

 
Barbara Veale, PhD, MCIP, RPP                                               Hassaan Basit 
Director, Planning & Watershed Management                           President & CEO/Secretary-Treasurer 
 
FOR QUESTIONS ON CONTENT:  Barbara Veale, Director, Planning and Watershed Management, 

(905 336-1158 ext. 2273) 
   

Kellie McCormack, Associate Director, Planning & Regulations, 
(905-336-1158 ext. 2228, kmccormack@hrca.on.ca) 

 

mailto:kmccormack@hrca.on.ca


DRAFT 
CONSERVATION HALTON PERMIT FEES 2021 

Development, Interference or Alteration Applications  
Pursuant to Ontario Regulation 162/06 - EFFECTIVE January 1, 2021 

 

 

   
 
 
 
 

 

     

Category Type  2020 Fee($) Proposed 
2021 Fee($) 

     Letter of Permission  No site visit or technical review PL(a) $260 $265 
(Note 1) Technical Site visit or technical review PL(b) $505 $515 
 Technical Site visit and technical review PL(c) $1,648 $1,680 
     Private Landowner  Minor  P(a) $505 $515 
Single Residential/Single Farm Intermediate  P(i) $1,648 $1,680 
 Major P(b) $5,366 $5,474 
     Residential Multi-Unit Lots (RM) Minor RM(a)   G(a)   ICI(a) $1,960.00 $2,000 
Local Municipality, Utility (G) Intermediate RM(i)   G(i)   ICI(i) $4,120.00 $4,202 
Industrial/Commercial/  Major RM(b)   G(b)   ICI(b) $21,285.00 $21,710 
Institutional (ICI) Major Scale RM(c)   G(c)   ICI(c) $28,325.00 $28,892 
     Fill Placement Small (≤ 30m3) FP(a) $505 $515 
(Not Associated with a Planning 
Application)  

Medium (> 30m3 but ≤ 200 m3) FP(b) $3,605 + 
0.60/m3 

$3,680 + 
0.61/m3 

 Large (> 200 m3) FP(c) $12,360 + 
1.10/m3 

$12,610+ 
1.12/m3 

     Environmental Projects   EP $130 $135 
     Fish Timing Window Extension  FTW $515 $525 
     Red-Line Revisions by CH Minor (≤ 2 hr. to complete) (% of current fee)  25%  
 Major (> 2hr. to complete)  $1,585 $1,617 
     

Category Type  2020 Fee($) Proposed 
2021 Fee($) 

     Client-Driven Changes  Minor Changes to applications in progress   35%  
(% of current fee) Major Changes to applications in progress   75%  
 Minor Changes to approved permits   50%  

 Major Changes to approved permits  
(new permit required)  100%  

     Technical Resubmissions Percentage of current fee for each additional 
technical submission after 1st resubmission 

 50%  

     Additional Site Visit  
(Single Residential/Single Farm)   $230 $235 

Additional Site Visit  
(Major; Major scale) (per visit)   $1,875 $1,913 

     Agreements  (Note 2)    
      



DRAFT 
CONSERVATION HALTON PERMIT FEES 2021 

Development, Interference or Alteration Applications  
Pursuant to Ontario Regulation 162/06 - EFFECTIVE January 1, 2021 

 

 

Definitions: 

Minor:  works are small; no technical studies are required (e.g., accessory buildings less than 20m2; additions less than 50% floor area; on-title agreement not required; 
generally involving less than 30 m3 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 one technical study or detailed plan; an on-title agreement may be required. 

Major:  works require more than one technical study; an on-title agreement may be required; multi-disciplinary technical review is required  

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

Major Changes:  Changes to the nature and extent of the development approved by permit including but not limited to: size, location, footprint, number of dwelling 
units, use of the building or structure, or grading. 

Environmental Projects: Land and water stewardship projects for environmental improvement not associated with compensatory or offsetting 
requirements/arrangements through other approval processes. 

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. 

Interference:  any act or instance which hinders, disrupts, degrades or impedes the natural features or hydrologic and ecologic functions of a wetland or watercourse. 

General Provisions: 

• All applications must be deemed complete including all technical studies and fees before the submission can be processed.  

• 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 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. 

• Fees charged are for administration purposes and are non-refundable.  Permit applications will be closed if additional information/studies have been requested 
by Conservation Halton and no submissions have been received from the applicant within one year. 

• Conservation Halton reserves the right to charge additional fees, at a rate of $150.00/hr  

• Peer reviews may be required for technical reports, as necessary.  The cost of peer review will be charged to the applicant. 

• Where an application exceeds one year to process due to other approval processes (e.g., site plan; Niagara Escarpment Development Permit, etc.), it may 
remain active for a period of two years, if there are no major revisions.  Where there are major revisions, a new permit application will be required. 

• Except where specifically stated in the fee schedule (e.g., Letter of Permission, Inquiries), permit fees 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.  

• 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) will be considered 
for large projects such as municipal infrastructure.  These permits require approval from the Conservation Halton Board of Directors and will be subject to an 
additional fee of 50% for each year the permit is valid beyond the standard two-year time period. 

• 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 for each year the re-issuance of the permit is valid (up 
to two years).  An expired permit is not valid.  A new permit is required for any work which extends beyond the expiry date at the current fee rate. 

• Permits are issued to current landowners and cannot be transferred to new owners.  A change in ownership will require the submission of a new, complete permit 
application. 

• In areas under the jurisdiction of the Niagara Escarpment Commission (NEC), Conservation Halton cannot issue a permit under Ontario 162/06 until a NEC 
Development Permit or Exemption Letter has been issued. 

• Any dispute of fee calculations that cannot be resolved through consultation with Conservation Halton’s Senior Manager, Planning and Regulations, Director of 
Planning and Watershed Management, and/or CAO’s office, can be appealed to the Board of Directors: 

Notes 

1. Letters of Permission are issued for certain activities adjacent to wetlands as per Policies 3.38.4 and 3.39.4 in the Policies and Guidelines for the Administration 
of Ontario Regulation 162/06 and Land Use Planning Policy Document (as amended) or for minor works located within the regulated area but outside of the 
flood or erosion hazard that are less than 10 m2 and require a municipal building permit, but no site visit or technical review. 

2. Restoration Agreements will be applied 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.  Compliance Agreements will be applied 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. 
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CATEGORY 2021 FEE HST 
    TOTAL 
2021 FEE 

(rounded) 
2020 FEE 

 

Fees Not Requiring HST     
     

Solicitor, Real Estate, Appraiser Inquiries (Note 1) $345.00  $345.00 $340.00 
     

Clearance/No Objection Letters     
 No Site Visit $135.00  $135.00 $130.00 

With Site Visit (visual inspection) $235.00  $235.00 $230.00 
 With Site Visit (staking; field assessment) $425.00  $425.00 $415.00 
 With Site Visit & Technical Review (includes review of one report; 

additional reviews are charged at the rate of $685.00 per 
submission)  

$685.00  $685.00 $670.00 

     
Pre-Application Requests  
(no permit or planning application has been submitted) 
(Private Landowner Single Residential, Single Farm) (Note 2) 

    

With Site Visit (visual inspection) $235.00  $235.00 $230.00 
With Site Visit (staking; field assessment) (per visit)  $425.00  $425.00 $415.00 

 With One Technical Review  $685.00  $685.00 $670.00 
     

Pre-Application Requests  
(no permit or planning application has been submitted) 
(Other) (Note 2) 

    

With Site Visit (visual inspection) (per visit/per staff person)  $235.00  $235.00 $230.00 
With Site Visit (staking; field assessment) (per visit/per staff 
person) $425.00  $425.00 $415.00 

 With One Technical Review $1915.00  $1915.00 $1875.00 
     

Fees Requiring HST     
     

Hard Copy Maps (per property) $18.05 $2.35 $20.00 $20.00  
     

Photocopies                            (per sheet up to 11” x17”) $0.90 $0.12 $1.00 $1.00 
     

Technical Review - EIR/FSS/SIS (or equivalent)     
Base Fee (≤ 25ha) $10,723.54 $1,394.06 $12,118.00 $11,880.00  
Base Fee (> 25ha but ≤ 50ha) $21,453.39 $2,788.94 $24,242.00 $23,767.00  
Base Fee (> 50ha) $32,186.87 $4,184.29 $36,371.00 $35,658.00  
Per gross hectare (Note 3) $442.30 $57.50 $500.00 $490.00  
     

Terms of Reference Technical  Review $1,566.11 $203.59 $1,770.00 $1,735.00  
         

EA Review (Notes 4 & 5)     
Master Plan $13,596.20 $1,767.51 $15,634.00 $13,967.00  
Individual EA $13,596.20 $1,767.51 $15,364.00 $13,967.00  
Schedule A or A+ - - - - 
Schedule B (or equivalent) $5,665.48 $736.51 $6,402.00 $5,820.00  
Schedule C (or equivalent) $9,063.80 $1,178.29 $10,242.00 $9,311.00  
EA Addendum Reports $2,392.74 $311.06 $2,704.00 $2,458.00  
     

Niagara Escarpment Plan Amendments (Applicant Driven) $16,811.95 $2,185.55 $18,998.00 $18,625.00  
     

Parkway Belt Applications $3,152.08 $409.77 $3,562.00 $3,492.00  
 
       

 

HST # 10746 2483 RT001 
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Notes 

1. Solicitor, real estate, or appraiser inquiries for information specific to a PIN (Property Identification Number) will be charged the inquiry fee for each 
PIN. 

2. The pre-application fee will be deducted from the cost of an application, if it is received within one (1) year of completing the site visit or technical 
review. Additional technical submissions received for review prior to a formal application will be charged separately and no additional deduction will 
be made. 

3. A gross hectare is calculated based on the geographic extent of the study area. 

4. When technical reviews of studies associated with an EA go beyond two submissions, a graduated fee of 25% of the current fee for the third 
submission and 50% of the current fee for subsequent submissions will be charged. 

5. Review fees do not apply for Region of Halton infrastructure projects as the Region funds a CH Regional Infrastructure Team. 



Subdivisions - Residential/Condominium Base fee 6,270.74$    815.20$         7,086.00$    6,947.00$         
Multi-Residential/Mixed Use (Note 1) Residential per unit/lot (≤ 25 units/lots) 283.44$        36.85$           320.00$       314.00$           

Residential per unit/lot (26-100 units/lots) 227.47$        29.57$           257.00$       252.00$           
Residential per unit/lot (101-200 units/lots) 181.44$        23.59$           205.00$       201.00$           
Residential per unit/lot (200+ units/lots) 143.52$        18.66$           162.00$       159.00$           

Per net hectare (Note 1)
≤ 2 ha 6,540.64$    850.28$         7,390.00$    7,246.00$         
> 2 ha but ≤ 5 ha 5,090.97$    661.83$         5,753.00$    5,640.00$         
> 5 ha but ≤ 10 ha 4,075.49$    529.81$         4,605.00$    4,515.00$         
> 10  ha 3,249.56$    422.44$         3,762.00$    3,600.00$         

Clearances per phase (tech review required) (Note 2) 3,449.95$    448.49$         3,898.00$    3,822.00$         
Clearances per phase (no tech review required) 1,176.16$    152.90$         1,329.00$    1,303.00$         

Subdivisions - Industrial/Commercial Base fee 6,270.74$    815.20$         7,086.00$    6,948.00$         
Per net hectare 6,118.19$    795.37$         6,914.00$    6,778.00$         
Clearances per phase (tech review required) (Note 2) 3,449.95$    448.49$         3,898.00$    3,822.00$         
Clearances per phase (no tech review required) 1,176.16$    152.90$         1,329.00$    1,303.00$         

Subdivisions - Revisions/Redlines Major/Intermediate (Note 3) 3,616.94$    470.20$         4,087.00$    4,007.00$         
Minor (Note 3) 785.31$        102.09$         887.00$       870.00$           

Official Plan Amendments Large (> 2ha) 16,809.24$  2,185.20$      18,994.00$  18,622.00$       
Major 6,043.28$    785.63$         6,829.00$    6,695.00$         
Intermediate 3,996.95$    519.60$         4,517.00$    4,428.00$         
Minor 1,161.72$    151.02$         1,313.00$    1,287.00$         

Zoning By-Law Amendments Large (> 2ha) 16,809.24$  2,185.20$      18,994.00$  18,622.00$       
Major 6,043.28$    785.63$         6,829.00$    6,695.00$         
Intermediate 3,996.95$    519.60$         4,517.00$    4,428.00$         
Minor 1,161.72$    151.02$         1,313.00$    1,250.00$         

Consents (5% Increase) Major 3,785.58$    492.12$         4,277.80$    4,074.00$         
Intermediate (staking or one technical review) 2,730.00$    354.90$         3,085.00$    2,938.00$         
Minor 2,000.58$    260.07$         2,661.00$    2,153.00$         

Minor Variances Major 1,683.45$    218.85$         1,902.00$    1,865.00$         
Intermediate (staking,visual assessment or one technical 
review) 578.61$        75.22$           654.00$       641.00$           
Minor (visual inspection) 234.69$        30.51$           265.00$       260.00$           
Minor (no site visit or technical review) 132.69$        17.25$           150.00$       147.00$           

-$              
Site Plans - Single Residential Major 1,683.45$    218.85$         1,902.00$    1,865.00$         

Intermediate (staking, visual assessment, or one technical 
review) 578.61$        75.22$           654.00$       641.00$           
Minor (visual inspection) 234.69$        30.51$           265.00$       260.00$           
Minor (no site visit or technical review) 132.69$        17.25$           150.00$       147.00$           

-$              
Site Plans - Commercial/Industrial/ Major (per gross ha) 5,777.89$    751.13$         6,529.00$    6,401.00$         
Institutional/Multi-Residential > 2ha Intermediate 10,088.07$  1,311.45$      11,400.00$  11,176.00$       

Minor 2,101.38$    273.18$         2,375.00$    2,328.00$         
Clearance (technical review required) (note 3) 3,900.37$    507.05$         4,407.00$    4,321.00$         
Clearance (no technical review required) 1,326.00$    172.38$         1,498.00$    1,469.00$         

Site Plans - Commercial/Industrial/ Major  10,022.17$  1,302.88$      11,325.00$  11,103.00$       
Institutional/Multi-Residential < 2ha Intermediate 6,512.66$    846.65$         7,359.00$    7,215.00$         

Minor 1,403.63$    182.47$         1,586.00$    1,555.00$         
Clearance (technical review required) (Note 3) 1,771.01$    230.23$         2,001.00$    1,962.00$         
Clearance (no technical review required) 754.77$        98.12$           853.00$       832.00$           

Municipal Site Alteration Applications Major/Intermediate 3,653.95$    475.01$         4,129.00$    4,048.00$         
Minor 892.72$        116.05$         1,009.00$    989.00$           
Prior to draft plan approval (note 5) 9,140.28$    1,188.24$      10,329.00$  10,126.00$       

Applicant-Driven Revisions Major changes (% of current fee) 75% 75%
(requiring re-circulation) Minor changes (% of current fee) 25% 25%

Resubmission 25% up to 
Due to incomplete application % of current applicable application fee 10,054.67$  1,307.11$      11,362.00$  11,139.00$       

Technical Study/Design Resubmission Third Submission (Note 4) 
 25% up to   
$12,750.00 

 25% up to   
12,500.00 

Subsequest Submissions (per submission) (Note 4) 
 50% up to 
$26,520.00 

 50% up to 
26,000.00 

Single residential/Single farm (private landowner) 234.69$        30.51$           265.00$        $           260.00 
Commercial/Industrial/Institutional/Residential 1,913.63$    248.77$         2,162.00$     $        2,120.00 

File reactivation Minor (Note 5) 530.76$        69.00$           600.00$       588.00$           
(inactive for 2 or more years) Intermediate/Major (Note 5) 1,071.45$    139.29$         1,211.00$    1,187.00$         

Aggregate Extraction Technical Review 81,600.00$  10,608.00$    92,208.00$  90,400.00$       
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DEFINITIONS 

 
Minor:  The application is within or adjacent to the area of interest to Conservation Halton (e.g., natural heritage, natural hazard areas), but 
no technical studies are required by Conservation Halton 

Intermediate:  One technical study is required for review by Conservation Halton 

Major: More than one technical study is required for review by Conservation Halton 

Incomplete Submission:  The application has not met all Conservation Halton’s requirements as indicated in the checklist generated through 
the municipal pre-consultation process, including fees 

Applicant-Driven Revision:  An amendment or revision to an application initiated by the applicant after municipal approval has been granted 

Gross Hectare:  The entire area subject to a planning application or technical study 

Net Hectare:  The total developable area of the property including development blocks, roads, parks, schools, and stormwater management 
facilities, but excluding areas regulated by Conservation Halton (CH) or other natural heritage system (NHS) areas. 

GENERAL 

 

• Plan Review Fees – Conservation Halton’s plan review fee will be paid to the municipality when the application is filed.  Other review 
fees will be paid directly to Conservation Halton. 

• 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 as outlined on Schedule B – Fees for Other Services.  This fee will be paid directly to Conservation Halton and must 
be paid prior to review.  The review of one technical submission prior to a formal application will be deducted from the cost of the 
planning application at the time it is submitted.  Any additional technical submissions received for review prior to a formal application 
will be charged separately and no additional deduction will be made. 

• Pre-consultation – Applicants are encouraged to consult with CH staff prior to the submission of a planning application to confirm the 
nature and extent of the information required and the appropriate fee.  CH reserves the right to request a pre-consultation fee.  This 
fee will be deducted from the application fee if a formal application is submitted within 12 months (one year) of the pre-consultation. 

• Concurrent Applications – Planning applications submitted concurrently for the same property will be charged at 100% of the highest 
fee rate and 75% the fee for each additional planning application.  Fees for the technical review of EIR/FSS/SIS’s or equivalent studies 
will be charged separately. 

• Peer Review Fees – The cost for peer review of technical submissions will be borne by the applicant. 

• Additional Fees – CH reserves the right to request additional fees, at a rate of $170/hour (inclusive of HST).  Additional fees are required 
for all applicant-initiated revisions. 

• Fee Appeal Process: - Any dispute of fee calculations that cannot be resolved through consultation with Conservation Halton’s Senior 
Manager, Planning and Regulations, Director of Planning and Watershed Management, and/or CAO’s office, can be appealed to the 
Board of Directors: 

NOTES 
 

1. Subdivision Fees - A per unit graduated 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) three (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 approval, additional fees for the 
review of detailed design at a rate of 15% of the current total subdivision 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. 

  



 
 

DRAFT 

CONSERVATION HALTON PLAN REVIEW FEES 2021 

EFFECTIVE January 1, 2021 

 
2. Revision and Clearance Fees – Fees will be paid directly to CH and must be paid prior to issuance of revised draft conditions, removal 

of a holding provision under an attendant zoning by-law, or the final clearance letter (registration, pre-servicing and assumption).  A 
draft plan modification fee will be applicable to applicant-driven revisions 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 different approach, CH 
will charge additional fees to cover administrative and any legal costs.  The payment of additional fees does not guarantee that the 
alternative approach will be accepted. 

3. 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 subdivision fee paid at the time of the initial review and the current subdivision fee.  Similarly, where a subdivision has 
been draft plan approved and applicant-driven revisions are submitted subsequent to the approval, an additional plan review fee will 
be required. 

4. Technical Study/Design Resubmission – A fee will be charged directly to the applicant when technical reviews of required studies, 
plans, drawings and models go beyond two submissions.  A graduated fee of 25% of the current fee for the third submission and 50% 
of the current fee for subsequent submissions will be charged. 

5. 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.  After 
five (5) years of inactivity, any technical or planning review will be charged the full current application submission fee. 



20 Upjohn Rd, Suite 100 
North York, ON M3B 2V9 

Tel: 4163913445 
Fax: 4163912118 
www.bildgta.ca 

November 13, 2020 

Ms. Barbara Veale 
Director, Planning and Watershed Management 
Conservation Halton 
2596 Britannia Road West 
Burlington, ON 
L7P 0G3 

Dear Ms. Veale, 

RE: Conservation Halton’s Proposed 2021 Planning and Permitting Fee Schedules 

The Building Industry and Land Development Association is the voice of the home building, land development and 
professional renovation industry in the Greater Toronto Area. The building and renovation industry provides $33 
billion in investment value and employs 271,000 people in the region. BILD is proudly affiliated with the Ontario and 
Canadian Home Builders' Associations. 

The Building Industry and Land Development Association (BILD) is in receipt of Conservation Halton’s (CH) 
proposed 2021 Planning and Permitting Fee Schedules, which we understand will be brought forward to the Board 
of Directors for approval on November 26, 2020. In advance of the Board’s consideration, we would like to provide 
the following acknowledgements on behalf of the BILD Halton Chapter. 

To begin, we would like to take this opportunity to thank you for reaching out to BILD in advance of the November 
26th Board of Directors meeting with the purpose of seeking BILD’s consideration of these proposed fees. BILD 
greatly appreciates the open dialogue that you and staff continue to provide us with, and we look forward to our 
continued working relationship in future. 

In this regard our members have been apprised of the revisions to the 2021 fee schedules that we acknowledge are 
the result of an inflationary increase of 2% for all file categories, with the other notable change being proposed for 
Consents and Environmental Assessments as those categories will be increased by 5% and 10% respectively. At 
this time our members have not expressed any apprehensions with the aforementioned revisions, and as such find 
the proposed 2021 Planning and Permitting Fees as reasonable.  

As your community building partners, we look forward to a continued positive and transparent working 
relationship in 2021. With this, we trust you will find our comments helpful and should you have any questions 
please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned. 

Sincerely, 

Victoria Mortelliti, BURP.l 
Planner, Policy & Advocacy 
BILD 

CC: Kevin Singh, BILD Halton Chapter Co-Chair 
Shane Cooney, BILD Halton Chapter Co-Chair
Paula J. Tenuta, BILD 
Kellie McCormack, HRCA



REPORT TO: Conservation Halton Board of Directors 

REPORT NO: # CHBD 09 20 08 

FROM:  Barbara J. Veale, Director, Planning and Watershed Management 

DATE:   November 26, 2020 

SUBJECT:  Consolidation and Housekeeping Update – Conservation Halton Policies 
and Guidelines for the Administration of Ontario Regulation 162/06 and 
Land Use Planning Policy Document, November 26, 2020 
CH File Number: CHBD 09 20 08 

Recommendation 

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors receives for information the staff report entitled 
“Consolidation and Housekeeping Update – Conservation Halton Policies and Guidelines for 
the Administration of Ontario Regulation 162/06 and Land Use Planning Policy Document”; 

And

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors approves the Conservation Halton Policies and 
Guidelines for the Administration of Ontario Regulation 162/06 and Land Use Planning Policy 
Document dated November 26, 2020; 

And 

THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors directs staff to post the updated and 
approved version to the Conservation Halton website and notify member 
municipalities and neighbouring conservation authorities of such.  

Executive Summary 

Conservation Halton’s (CH) “Policies and Guidelines for the Administration of Ontario Regulation and 
Land Use Planning Policy Document” was approved by the CH Board of Directors on April 27, 2006 
and amended on August 11, 2011 (CHBD 06 08) and November 26, 2015 (CHBD 08 03).  Since that 
time, several new or amended policies have been approved by the CH Board of Directors including 
Shoreline Policies (Res. No. 08 03), On-Title Agreement Policies (Res. No. 10 05), Large Fill Policies 
(Res. No.  07 07) and Spill Policy (CHBD 04 06).  While these policies are posted to the CH website, 
they have not yet been incorporated into a consolidated policy document.  Over the past months, CH 
staff has consolidated these policies into one document and taken the opportunity to undertake minor 
housekeeping modifications. Staff recommends that the CH Board of Directors approve Report No. 
CHBD 09 20 08. 



 
Report 
 
In 1998, the Conservation Authorities Act was changed to better reflect provincial direction and to 
strengthen protection of public safety and the environment. This change enabled conservation 
authorities to enact the Development, Interference with Wetlands and Alteration to Shorelines and 
Watercourses Regulation. Under this legislation, conservation authorities were required to: 

• Prohibit, regulate or provide permission for straightening, changing, diverting or interfering in any 
way with the existing channel of a river, creek stream, watercourse or changing or interfering with 
a wetland 

• Prohibit or regulate or provide permission for development if the control of flooding, erosion, 
dynamic beaches, pollution or the conservation of land may be affected by the development. 

 
Conservation Halton`s regulation, Ontario Regulation 162/06 was approved on May 4, 2006.  Ontario 
Regulation 162/06 applies to all areas defined within the regulation unless other federal or provincial 
legislation specifically exempts approvals from the requirements of the Conservation Authorities Act.  
CH’s Board-approved Policies and Guidelines for the Administration of Ontario Regulation 162/06 
and Land Use Planning Policy Document (April 27, 2006 as amended) outlines the policies and 
technical requirements which must be met before permission may be granted.  As part of a CH permit 
application, an applicant must demonstrate that CH’s Board-approved policies and technical 
standards are met. 
 
Except where specified under CH’s regulatory policies, development is prohibited within regulated 
areas.  The objectives and rationale which underpin these policies include: 

• Prevent loss of life; minimize property damage and disruption; avoid public and private 
expenditure for emergency services 

• Prohibit development in the floodplain or wetlands that would singularly or cumulatively increase 
flood flows to upstream and downstream landowners 

• Prohibit development which would increase hazard risk or create and aggravate hazards which 
would require expensive remediation in the future 

• Prevent interference with the hydrologic function of a wetland 
• Avoid degradation and loss of significant natural features and hydrologic or ecological functions 
• Prevent pollution 

 
The policies were amended and approved by the Board on August 11, 2011 (CHBD 06 08) and on 
November 26, 2015 (CHBD 08 03).  Since that time, several new or amended policies have been 
approved by the CH Board including Shoreline Policies (Res. No. 08 03), On-Title Agreement Policies 
(Res. No. 10 05), Large Fill Policies (Res. No.  07 07) and Spill Policy (CHBD 04 06).  While these 
policies are posted to the CH website, they have not yet been incorporated into a consolidated policy 
document.  Over the past months, CH staff has consolidated these policies into one document and 
taken the opportunity to undertake housekeeping modifications.  These modifications include removal 
of: 

• repealed and procedural sections 
• reference to Level II agreement under the Federal Fisheries Act as it no longer applies 
• outdated references 
• incorrect grammar 

  



 
 
The modifications also include updates to: 

• current agency names 

• section and page numbers 

• policy references 

• definitions as approved in policies 
 
The consolidated version also includes all CH approved policies to date, explanatory footnotes, and a 
new signature cover and detailed amendment history. 
 
It is anticipated that a full review and update of CH’s regulatory policies will be required once new 
regulations, enabled under the updated Conservation Authorities Act, June 6, 2019 and any 
amendments, are released.  They are expected to be posted to the Environmental Registry for public 
comment in the coming months.  A comprehensive review and update of CH’s land use planning 
policies is also necessary and will commence in 2021, in light of changes to numerous pieces of 
provincial legislation, plans and policies.  Revisions to Memoranda of Understanding between CH and 
several member municipalities for technical input and plan review advisory services are also in 
progress.  
 
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 
There is no financial impact to this report. 
 
 
Signed & respectfully submitted: Approved for circulation:  
      

 
  

Barbara Veale, PhD, MCIP, RPP                                                   Hassaan Basit 
Director, Planning & Watershed Management  President & CEO/Secretary-

Treasurer 
 
 
 
FOR QUESTIONS ON CONTENT:  Barbara Veale, Director, Planning & Watershed Management 

(905-336-1158 ext.  2273) 
 
 Kellie McCormack, Associate Director, Planning & Regulations 
(905-336-1158 ext. 2228, kmccormack@hrca.on.ca) 
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Legislative and Policy Background 
 
1.0 How To Read This Document1 
 

This document consists of: 
 

Section 1:  Legislative and Policy Background - describes the authorizing 
legislation and regulation that Conservation Halton is governed by in 
and a summary of other legislation and policy that Conservation 
Halton staff utilize when making regulatory and planning decisions 
and recommendations. 

 
Section 2:  Policies for the Administration of Ontario Regulation 162/06 - 

describes the guiding, general and specific policies that Conservation 
Halton staff use when reviewing applications made pursuant to 
Ontario Regulation 162/06. 

 
Section 3: Land Use Planning Policies - outlines policies that Conservation 

Halton staff use when providing plan input and review comments to 
municipal watershed partners and Provincial agencies. 

 
Section 4:  Guidelines for the Administration of Ontario Regulation 162/06 

and Land Use Planning Review – provides a reference to additional 
guidelines that Conservation Halton staff use when reviewing 
regulatory and/or land use planning applications. 

 
Section 5:  Definitions - provides definitions for words that appear in italics 

within the document, except for direct quotes from legislation and 
headings.2   

 
Section 6:  Appendices - provides illustrative diagrams related to various policy 

requirements to give the reader a better understanding of the text. 
 

  

 
1 This policy documents represents a consolidation of all policies approved by the Conservation Halton 
Board of Directors since it was first approved in 2006.  Note that these policies do not reflect recent or 
pending legislative changes to the Conservation Authorities Act or other legislation.  Major revisions to this 
document will be made following the release of new regulations under a revised Conservation Authorities 
Act and other relevant Acts which deal with regulatory approvals and land use planning matters. 
 
2 The titles of specific legislation referenced in this document have also been italicized, except in headings. 
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1.1 Conservation Authorities Act, R.S.O., 1990, as amended 
 

The Conservation Authorities Act (the Act) was originally created in 1946 in 
response to erosion and flooding problems and the recognition that these and 
other natural resource initiatives are best managed on a watershed basis. The Act’s 
latest revision was approved by the Ontario legislature on June 6, 20193. It should 
be noted that the Conservation Authorities Act will be amended from time to time 
and therefore, reference to the most recent amendment should be made where 
appropriate. 

 
Among the primary mandates of Conservation Halton (The Halton Region 
Conservation Authority) are the prevention of loss of life and property due to 
flooding, the prevention of pollution, and the conservation and enhancement of 
natural resources. Section 20 of the Conservation Authorities Act sets out the 
objects of the Conservation Authority: 
 
20.  (1)  The objects of an authority are to provide, in the area over which it has 

jurisdiction, programs and services designed to further the conservation, 
restoration, development and management of natural resources other 
than gas, oil, coal and minerals. 

 
The Act also establishes the powers of the Conservation Authority, under Section 
21, which include the following: 

 
21. (1)  For the purposes of accomplishing its objects, an authority has power, 

(a) to study and investigate the watershed and to determine a 
program whereby the natural resources of the watershed may be 
conserved, restored, developed and managed. 

 
Sections 20 (1) and 21 (1) (a) provide the mandate direction to Conservation Halton 
in the making and administration of land use planning policy. 
 
Section 28 governs Conservation Halton in the making and administration of its 
Development, Interference with Wetlands and Alterations to Shorelines and 
Watercourses Regulation. This regulation was passed pursuant to Section 28 and 
was approved by the Lieutenant Governor in Council. 

 
Section 28 of the Conservation Authorities Act: 

 
28. (1)  Subject to the approval of the Minister, an authority may make 

regulations applicable in the area under its jurisdiction, 

(a) restricting and regulating the use of water in or from rivers, 
 

3 The Conservation Authorities Act was amended in 2019 and 2020.  Many changes are not yet in effect 
and will be proclaimed at a future date, including modifications to Section 28.  The legislation as quoted 
in the text of this document continues to apply until amended sections are proclaimed. 



4 

 
 

 

 

streams, inland lakes, ponds, wetlands and natural or artificially 
constructed depressions in rivers or streams; 

(b) prohibiting, regulating or requiring the permission of the authority 
for straightening, changing, diverting or interfering in any way with 
the existing channel of a river, creek, stream or watercourse, or for 
changing or interfering in any way with a wetland; 

(c) prohibiting, regulating or requiring the permission of the authority 
for development if, in the opinion of the authority, the control of 
flooding, erosion, dynamic beaches or pollution or the 
conservation of land may be affected by the development; 

(d) providing for the appointment of officers to enforce any regulation 
made under this section or section 29; 

(e) providing for the appointment of persons to act as officers with all 
of the powers and duties of officers to enforce any regulation made 
under this section. 

 
(2) A regulation made under subsection (1) may delegate any of the 

authority’s powers or duties under the regulation to the authority’s 
executive committee or to any other person or body, subject to any 
limitations and requirements that may be set out in the regulation. 

 
(3) A regulation made under clause (1)(b) or (c) may provide for permission 

to be granted subject to conditions and for the cancellation of the 
permission if conditions are not met. 

 
(4) A regulation made under subsection (1) may refer to any area affected 

by the regulation by reference to one or more maps that are filed at the 
head office of the authority and are available for public review during 
normal office business hours. 

 
(5) The Minister shall not approve a regulation made under clause (1)(c) 

unless the regulation applied only to areas that are, 

(a) adjacent or close to the shoreline of the Great Lakes – St. 
Lawrence River System or to inland lakes that may be affected by 
flooding, erosion or dynamic beach hazards; 

(b) river or stream valleys; 
(c) hazardous lands; 
(d) wetlands; or 
(e) other areas where, in the opinion of the Minister, development 

should be prohibited or regulated or should require the 
permission of the authority. 

 
(6) The Lieutenant Governor in Council may make regulations governing the 

content of regulations made by authorities under subsection (1), 
including flood event standards and other standards that may be used, 
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and setting out what must be included or excluded from regulations 
made by authorities under subsection (1). 

 
(7) A regulation made by an authority under subsection (1) that does not 

conform with the requirements of a regulation made by the Lieutenant 
Governor in Council under subsection (6) is not valid. 

 
(8) Subject to subsection (9), if a regulation is made by the Lieutenant 

Governor in Council under subsection (6), subsection (7) does not apply 
to a regulation that was previously made by an authority under 
subsection (1) until two years after the regulation made by the 
Lieutenant Governor in Council comes into force. 

 
(9) If a regulation made by the Lieutenant Governor in Council under 

subsection (6) is amended by an amending regulation, subsection (7) 
does not apply, in respect of the amendment, to a regulation that was 
made by an authority under subsection (1) before the amending 
regulation, until such time as may be specific in the amending 
regulation. 

 
(10) No regulation made under subsection (1), 

(a) shall limit the use of water for domestic or livestock purposes; 
(b) shall interfere with any rights or powers conferred upon a 

municipality in respect of the use of water for municipal purposes; 
(c) shall interfere with any rights or powers of Ontario Hydro or of any 

board or commission that is performing its functions for or on 
behalf of the Government of Ontario; or 

(d) shall interfere with any rights or powers under the Electricity Act, 
1998 or the Public Utilities Act. 

 
(11) A requirement for permission of an authority in a regulation made under 

clause (1)(b) or (c) does not apply to an activity approved under the 
Aggregate Resources Act after the Red Tape Reduction Act, 1998 
received Royal Assent. 

 
(12) Permission required under a regulation made under clause (1)(b) or (c) 

shall not be refused or granted subject to conditions unless the person 
requesting the permission has been given the opportunity to require a 
hearing before the authority or, if the authority so directs, before the 
authority’s executive committee. 

 
(13) After holding a hearing under subsection (12), the authority or executive 

committee, as the case may be, shall, 

(a) refuse the permission; or 
(b) grant the permission, with or without conditions. 
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(13.1)  If the permission that the person requests is for development related to 

a renewable energy project, as defined in subsection 2 (1) of 
the Electricity Act, 1998, the authority or executive committee, as the 
case may be, 

(a) shall not refuse the permission unless it is necessary to do so to 
control pollution, flooding, erosion or dynamic beaches; and 

(b) shall not impose conditions unless they relate to controlling 
pollution, flooding, erosion or dynamic beaches. 

 
(14) If the authority or its executive committee, after holding a hearing, 

refuses permission or grants permission subject to conditions, the 
authority or executive committee, as the case may be, shall give the 
person who requested permission written reasons for the decision. 

 
(15) A person who has been refused permission or who objects to conditions 

imposed on a permission may, within 30 days of receiving the reasons 
under subsection (14), appeal to the Minister who may, 

(a) refuse permission; or 
(b) grant permission, with or without conditions. 

 
(16) Every person who contravenes a regulation made under subsection (1) 

is guilty of an offence and on conviction is liable to a fine of not more 
than $10,000 or to a term of imprisonment of not more than three 
months. 

 
(16.1)  A proceeding with respect to an offence under subsection (16) shall not 

be commenced more than two years from the earliest of the day on 
which evidence of the offence is discovered or first comes to the 
attention of officers appointed under clause (1) (d) or persons appointed 
under clause. 

 
(17) In addition to any other remedy or penalty provided by law, the court, 

upon making a conviction under subsection (16), may order the person 
convicted to, 

(a) remove, at that person’s expense, any development within such 
reasonable time as the court orders; and 

(b) rehabilitate any watercourse or wetland in the manner and within 
the time the court orders. 

 
(18) If a person does not comply with an order under subsection (17), the 

authority having jurisdiction may, in the case of a development, have it 
removed and, in the case of a watercourse or wetland, have it 
rehabilitated. 
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(19) The person convicted is liable for the cost of a removal or rehabilitation 

under subsection (18) and the amount is recoverable by the authority by 
action in a court of competent jurisdiction. 

 
(20) An authority or an office appointed under a regulation made under 

clause (1)(d) or (e) may enter private property, other than a dwelling or 
building, without the consent of the owner or occupier and without a 
warrant, if, 

(a) the entry is for the purpose of considering a request related to the 
property for permission that is required by a regulation made 
under clause 1(b) or (c); or 

(b) the entry is for the purpose of enforcing a regulation made under 
clause (1)(a), (b) or (c) and the authority or office has reasonable 
grounds to believe that a contravention of the regulation is causing 
or is likely to cause significant environmental damage and that the 
entry is required to prevent or reduce the damage. 

 
(21) Subject to subsection (22), the power to enter property under subsection 

(20) may be exercised at any reasonable time. 
 
(22) The power to enter property under subsection (20) shall not be exercised 

unless, 

(a) the authority or office has given reasonable notice of the entry to 
the owner of the property and, if the occupier of the property is not 
the owner, to the occupier of the property; or 

(b) the authority or officer has reasonable grounds to believe that 
significant environmental damage is likely to be caused during the 
time that would be required to give notice under clause (a). 

 
(23) Subsection (20) does not authorize the use of force. 

 
(24) Any person who prevents or obstructs an authority or officer from 

entering property under subsection (20) is guilty of an offence and on 
conviction is liable to a fine of not more than $10,000. 

 
(25) In this section, 

 
“development” means, 

(a) the construction, reconstruction, erection or placing of a building 
or structure of any kind, 

(b) 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 
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number of dwelling units in the building or structure, 
(c) site grading, or 
(d) the temporary or permanent placing, dumping or removal of any 

material, originating on the site or elsewhere; 
 

“hazardous land” means land that could be unsafe for development 
because of naturally occurring processes associated with flooding, 
erosion, dynamic beaches or unstable soil or bedrock; 
 
“pollution” means any deleterious physical substance or other 
contaminant that has the potential to be generated by development in 
an area to which a regulation made under clause (1)(c) applies; 
 
“watercourse” means an identifiable depression in the ground in which 
a flow of water regularly or continuously occurs; 

 
“wetland” means land that, 

(a) is seasonally or permanently covered by shallow water or has a 
water table close to or at its surface, 

(b) directly contributes to the hydrological function of a watershed 
through connection with a surface watercourse, 

(c) has hydric soils, the formation of which has been caused by the 
presence of abundant water, and 

(d) has vegetation dominated by hydrophytic plants or water tolerant 
plants, the dominance of which has been favoured by the presence 
of abundant water, 

but does not include periodically soaked or wet land that is used for 
agricultural purposes and no longer exhibits a wetland characteristic 
referred to in clause (c) or (d). 

 
(26) A regulation that was in force immediately before the day the Red Tape 

Reductions Act, 1998 received Royal Assent and that was lawfully made 
under clause (1)(e) or (f) of this section as it read immediately before 
that day shall be deemed to have been lawfully made under clause (1)(c). 
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1.2 Ontario Regulation 162/06 (February 8, 2013 and as may be amended) - 
Development, Interference with Wetlands and Alterations to Shorelines and 
Watercourses 

 
Beginning in 1972, Conservation Halton administered the Fill, Construction and 
Alteration to Watercourse Regulation, which controlled: 

• placing of fill and grading, 
• construction of buildings and structures, and 
• alteration of watercourses. 
 
On May 1, 2004, the Generic Regulation (Ontario Regulation 97/04) was approved 
by the Province under Subsection 28 (1) of the Conservation Authorities Act.  This 
regulation, commonly referred to as the “Development, Interference with Wetlands 
and Alterations to Shorelines and Watercourses” regulation establishes the content 
that a regulation made by an authority under Subsection 28(1) of the Conservation 
Authorities Act must meet. The result of Ontario Regulation 97/04 is that 
Conservation Halton will continue to regulate those areas they have historically 
regulated, in addition to regulating shoreline areas affected by flooding, erosion 
and  dynamic beach hazards, river and stream systems affected by erosion hazards 
and lands adjacent to: wetlands (up to 120 metres); valleys (up to 15 metres from 
stable top of bank); flood plains (up to 15 metres beyond the flooding hazard limit); 
and, shorelines (up to the furthest landward extent of the aggregate of the 
flooding, erosion and dynamic beach hazards plus an allowance of up to 15 
metres). 
 
These regulations apply to areas affected by flooding and erosion hazards, 
wetlands, other hazardous lands and land adjacent to these features/functions. For 
lands under Conservation Halton’s jurisdiction, the Regulatory Storm, which is used 
to determine the flooding hazards, is normally defined as the greater of the 
Regional Storm or the 100-year storm utilized for a particular area. The Regional 
Storm is normally defined as the rainfall event and soil conditions that existed 
during Hurricane Hazel, which occurred within the Humber River watershed in 
Toronto in 1954, transposed over a specific watershed and combined with local 
conditions. The regulation applies from the headwaters to Lake Ontario and 
includes the Lake Ontario shoreline. 
 
Conservation Halton’s regulation is Ontario Regulation 162/06. Section 2 of this 
regulation states: 

 
3. (1) Subject to section 3, no person shall undertake development, or permit 

another person to undertake development in or on the areas within the 
jurisdiction of the Authority that are, 

 
(a) adjacent or close to the shoreline of the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence 

River System or to inland lakes that may be affected by flooding, 
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erosion or dynamic beach hazards, including the area from the 
furthest offshore extent of the Authority’s boundary to the 
furthest landward extent of the aggregate of the following 
distances: 

(i) the 100 Year flood level, plus an allowance of 15 metres 
for wave uprush and other water-related hazards, 

(ii) the predicted long-term stable slope projected from the 
existing stable toe of the slope or from the predicted 
location of the toe of the slope as that location may have 
shifted as a result of shoreline erosion over a 100-year 
period, 

(iii) where a dynamic beach is associated with the waterfront 
lands, an allowance of 30 metres inland to accommodate 
dynamic beach movement, and 

(iv) an allowance not to exceed 15 metres inland; 
 

(b) river or stream valleys that have depressional features associated 
with a river or stream, whether or not they contain a watercourse, 
the limits of which are determined in accordance with the 
following rules:  

(i) where the river or stream valley is apparent and has stable 
slopes, the valley extends from the stable top of bank, plus 
an allowance not to exceed 15 metres, to a similar point 
on the opposite side, 

(ii) where the river or stream valley is apparent and has 
unstable slopes, the valley extends from the predicted 
long term stable slope projected from the existing  stable 
slope or, if the toe of the slope is unstable, from the 
predicted location of the toe of the slope as a result of 
stream erosion over a projected 100-year period, plus an 
allowance not to exceed 15 metres, to a similar point on 
the opposite side, 

(iii) where the river or stream valley is not apparent, the valley 
extends the greater of,  
(a) the distance from a point outside the edge of the 

maximum extent of the flood plain under the 
applicable flood event standard, plus an allowance 
not to exceed 15 metres, to a similar point on the 
opposite side, and 

(b) the distance from the predicted meander belt of a 
watercourse, expanded as required to convey the 
flood flows under the applicable flood event 
standard, plus an allowance not to exceed 15 metres, 
to a similar point on the opposite side; 
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(c) hazardous lands; 
(d) wetlands; or 
(e) other areas where development could interfere with the 

hydrologic function of a wetland, including areas within 120 
metres of all provincially significant wetlands and wetlands 
greater than or equal to 2 hectares in size, and areas within 30 
metres of wetlands less than 2 hectares in size. 

 
Section 3 of the Regulation allows Conservation Halton to grant permission in or 
on the areas described in Section 2 if, in its opinion, the control of flooding, 
erosion, dynamic beaches, pollution or the conservation of land will not be affected 
by the development. Pollution is defined in the Conservation Authorities Act under 
Section 28(25) and could result from diminishing of base flow, lack of sediment 
and erosion controls, thermal impacts/pollution, contaminated fill or the storage 
of hazardous material. Conservation of land refers to protection of the natural 
features associated with watercourses, wetlands, shorelines and valleylands. 

 
Section 6 of the Regulation allows Conservation Halton to grant permission to 
straighten, change, divert or interfere with the existing channel of a river, creek, 
stream or watercourse or to change or interfere with a wetland. 
 
The regulation contains schedules and screening maps that identify the areas 
regulated by Conservation Halton.  The regulated areas shown on the schedules 
and screening maps have been plotted according to the criteria outlined in Section 
2 of Ontario Regulation 162/06 (see above). Copies of the schedules and screening 
maps are available at the Administration Office of Conservation Halton. 
 

1.3 Additional Legislation and Policy  
 
In addition to the permitting and enforcement programs associated with Ontario 
Regulation 162/06, other programs to further the conservation mandate include 
but are not limited to: commenting on Environmental Assessments, Provincial 
Plans, municipal planning documents and applications, participating in watershed 
and subwatershed studies, and stewardship and forestry assistance to private 
landowners.  
 
Section 3 of this document outlines Conservation Halton’s land use planning 
policies that are utilized, in addition to the regulatory policies, when reviewing 
applications made pursuant to the Planning Act, the Environmental Assessment 
Act, the Niagara Escarpment Planning and Development Act and the Parkway Belt 
Planning and Development Act.4  Normally, unless specified elsewhere, where 
discrepancies between plans and policies exist, the more restrictive policy will be 
applied.  

 
4 Under the Clean Water Act which was passed in 2006, conservation authorities have a role in exercising 
and performing the powers and duties of a source protection authority for a source protection area 
established by regulation.   
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1.3.1 The Federal Fisheries Act 
 

Conservation Halton had a Level II agreement with Fisheries and Oceans 
Canada (DFO) to administer the review of projects under section 35(1) 
of the Fisheries Act.  This agreement was terminated with changes to the 
Fisheries Act in 2013.  

 
1.3.2 The Planning Act and the Provincial Policy Statement 

 
Conservation Halton provides plan input and review to watershed 
municipalities for applications made pursuant to the Planning Act. 
Review and comments are based on the policies set out in this 
document, the Provincial Policy Statement and the Greenbelt Plan 
(where applicable).  
 
The Provincial Policy Statement provides policy direction on matters of 
provincial interest related to land use planning, development and site 
alteration.  Land use planning is only one of the tools for implementing 
provincial interests.  A wide range of legislation, regulations, policies and 
programs also affect planning matters and assist in implementing these 
interests.  The Provincial Policy Statement requires that all planning 
authorities "shall be consistent with" the policy statement in making 
decisions on planning applications.  As such, when reviewing 
applications made pursuant to the Planning Act and made under 
Conservation Halton’s regulations, Conservation Halton must be 
consistent with provincial policies in its decision-making.  
 
Through the transfer of plan review responsibilities from the Province to 
the Regional and County municipalities in the late 1990’s, Conservation 
Halton has entered into formal agreements (Memoranda of 
Understanding – MOUs) with the Regions of Halton and Peel, the City of 
Hamilton and the County of Wellington to provide peer review 
comments related to portions of the Natural Heritage, Water and 
Natural Hazards policies as set out in the Provincial Policy Statement. 
The municipalities have recognized the expertise of Conservation Halton 
to assist them in fulfilling this role.  Conservation Halton’s watershed 
municipalities have screening maps that identify which properties 
require Conservation Halton staff review of applications made pursuant 
to the Planning Act, in order to streamline the review process. 
 
The portions of the Policy Statement, which pertain directly to 
Conservation Halton’s review of planning and regulatory applications, 
are Policy 2.1 (Natural Heritage), Policy 2.2 (Water), and Policy 3.1 
(Natural Hazards).  Through Conservation Halton’s Memorandum of 
Understanding with the City of Hamilton, comments are also provided 
with respect to Policy 2.5 (Mineral Aggregate Resources).  



13 

 
 

 

 

1.3.3 The Greenbelt Plan 
 

The Greenbelt Plan builds upon the existing policy framework 
established in the Provincial Policy Statement.  The Plan identifies where 
urbanization should not occur in order to provide permanent protection 
to the agricultural land base and the ecological features and functions 
occurring in this landscape.  The Plan includes lands within, and builds 
upon the ecological protections provided by, the Niagara Escarpment 
Plan (NEP) and complements and supports other provincial level 
initiatives such as the Parkway Belt West Plan.  Approximately half of 
Conservation Halton’s watershed is within the Greenbelt Plan and 
Niagara Escarpment Plan Areas.  The Plan identifies the “Protected 
Countryside” which is further divided into the “Agricultural System”, 
“Natural System” and “Settlement Areas”. The “Natural System” consists 
of the “Natural Heritage System” and the “Water Resources System”.  
 
The “Natural Heritage System” includes the following key natural 
heritage features: significant habitat of endangered species, threatened 
species and special concern species; fish habitat; wetlands; Life Science 
Areas of Natural and Scientific Interest (ANSIs); significant valleylands; 
significant woodlands; significant wildlife habitat; sand barrens, 
savannahs and tallgrass prairie; and, alvars.  The key hydrologic features 
within the “Water Resources System” include: permanent and 
intermittent streams; lakes (and their littoral zones); seepage areas and 
springs; and, wetlands.  Many of the key features identified in the 
“Natural System” are either directly regulated by Conservation Halton 
(Ontario Regulation 162/06) or staff provide peer review comments with 
respect to the features to watershed municipalities and provincial 
partners (Planning Act, Environmental Assessment Act, Niagara 
Escarpment Plan, Parkway Belt West Plan). 
 
The Greenbelt Plan must be read in conjunction with all other applicable 
land use planning policy, regulations and/or standards, as amended 
from time to time.  Decisions made under the Planning Act or the 
Condominium Act must conform to the policies in the Greenbelt Plan. 
Specifically, Section 3.2.2.7 of the Greenbelt Plan states that, where 
regulations or standards of other agencies or levels of government 
exceed the standards related to key natural heritage features or key 
hydrologic features in the Greenbelt Plan, such as may occur with 
hazardous lands under section 28 of the Conservation Authorities Act or 
with fisheries under the Federal Fisheries Act, the most restrictive 
provision or standard applies. 
 
When providing comments on applications to which the Greenbelt 
Act/Plan applies, Conservation Halton is required to be consistent with 
the Greenbelt Plan.  
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1.3.4 Watershed and Subwatershed Plans  
 

Conservation Halton has been planning on a watershed basis for 
approximately 50 years and has adopted an ecosystem approach to land 
use planning.  The primary boundary for this approach is based on the 
“watershed” as it is the primary pathway that integrates physical, 
chemical and biological processes of the ecosystem.  Both the Provincial 
Policy Statement and the Greenbelt Plan recognize the “watershed” as 
the ecologically meaningful scale for planning.  Conservation Halton is 
the lead agency in the development, administration and review of 
watershed studies and a key agency in the development, administration 
and review of subwatershed studies.  
 
By implementing watershed planning, Conservation Halton obtains a 
broad understanding of the ecosystem function and status and can 
incorporate goals and management recommendations at an early stage 
in the land use planning process.  Watershed Studies have been 
prepared for all of Conservation Halton’s major watercourses and many 
of its minor watercourses.  
 
Subwatershed planning is normally developed in conjunction with the 
secondary planning stage.  Subwatershed planning is similar to the 
watershed planning process however, it is done at a greater level of 
detail for a smaller area.  The same ecosystem approach is followed in 
implementing the goals and recommendations of the subwatershed 
plan.  Subwatershed planning is normally developed in support of an 
urban boundary expansion, a secondary plan or community planning 
and will provide the details necessary for determining the extent of 
boundary expansion, the location and sizing of stormwater management 
facilities and the development of priorities for environmental protection 
areas.  
 
Conservation Halton has been very pro-active in the watershed planning 
and subwatershed planning process however, it is acknowledged that 
the watershed/subwatershed plan is not a static process.  Areas that are 
developing where a watershed/subwatershed plan has been undertaken 
will need to be monitored to determine if the goals and objectives of 
the plan are being met.  Once these evaluations are determined, the 
plans should be reviewed and updated.  Through the plan input process, 
staff will recommend that watershed and subwatershed studies be 
reviewed every five years to ensure they are up to date with changing 
policies and legislation.  It is important to note that policy and legislation 
affecting recommendations within a watershed or subwatershed study 
may change prior to the five-year review of the document.  For studies 
to be valid for application to a specific development an update may be 
required to reflect current policy and/or legislation.  
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Subwatershed studies are typically prepared to address the protection 
and management of aquatic, terrestrial, surface water and ground water 
resources in urbanizing areas.  Significant time, effort and commitments 
go into the preparation of these studies.  Where Conservation Halton 
has endorsed a subwatershed study for a new urban area, Conservation 
Halton will respect the commitments made within these studies 
regarding natural hazards and natural heritage.  Notwithstanding this 
statement, in order to fulfill Conservation Halton’s mandate to protect 
public health and safety, if new natural hazard areas are identified, they 
will need to be incorporated into the constraint areas associated with 
the subwatershed area.  
 
In some instances, depending upon the size of the area covered by the 
subwatershed study, it can take up to 20 years to fully develop the urban 
area.  Substantial policy changes at both Provincial and local levels can 
take place within that time period.  One of the objectives of 
subwatershed studies is to integrate adaptive management whereby the 
recommendations are evaluated as to their effectiveness and changes 
are made where warranted.  Similarly, if policy changes on the basis of 
better scientific information, staff recommend that it is reasonable to 
incorporate these changes into updates of the plans with the full 
participation of the stakeholders involved in the original subwatershed 
study including the affected landowners. 
 

1.3.5 The Environmental Assessment Act 
 

The purpose of the Environmental Assessment Act is “the betterment 
of the people of the whole or any part of Ontario by providing for the 
protection, conservation and wise management in Ontario of the 
environment”. Within the Act, the term “environment” includes:  

a) air, land or water;  
b) plant and animal life, including human life;  
c) the social, economic and cultural conditions that influence the life 

of humans or a community;  
d) any building, structure, machine or other device or thing made by 

humans;  
e) any solid, liquid, gas, odour, heat, vibration or radiation resulting 

directly or indirectly from human activities; or  
f) any part or combination of the foregoing and the 

interrelationships between any two or more of them.  
 
Staff of Conservation Halton generally focus on items (a) and (b) when 
reviewing Individual and Class Environmental Assessments prepared by 
provincial and municipal agencies pursuant to the Environmental 
Assessment Act. Review and comments are based on the policies set out 
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in this document, the Environmental Assessment Act, the Provincial 
Policy Statement and the Greenbelt Plan. 

 
1.3.6 The Niagara Escarpment Planning and Development Act/Niagara 

Escarpment Plan 
 
The purpose of the Niagara Escarpment Plan is to provide for the 
maintenance of the Niagara Escarpment and land in its vicinity 
substantially as a continuous natural environment, and to ensure only 
such development occurs as is compatible with that natural 
environment.  Staff of Conservation Halton review proposed 
amendments to the Niagara Escarpment Plan as well as Development 
Permit applications. Review and comments are based on the policies set 
out in this document, the Niagara Escarpment Plan, the Provincial Policy 
Statement and the Greenbelt Plan. 

 
1.3.7 The Parkway Belt Planning and Development Act/Parkway Belt 

West Plan 
 
The Parkway Belt West Plan was implemented for the purpose of 
creating a multi-purpose utility corridor, urban separator and linked 
open space system. Staff of Conservation Halton review proposed 
amendments to the Parkway Belt West Plan as well as zoning orders. 
Review and comments are based on the policies set out in this 
document, the Parkway Belt West Plan, the Provincial Policy Statement 
and the Greenbelt Plan. 

 
1.3.8 Hamilton Harbour Remedial Action Plan 
 

The Hamilton Harbour Remedial Action Plan is a detailed strategy to 
improve the quality of Hamilton Harbour.  It includes actions related to:  

• remediating toxic contaminants in the water and sediment harmful 
to living things;  

• reducing nutrients and bacteria from sewers, wastewater treatment 
plants and streams flowing into the Harbour;  

• urbanization and land management;  
• creating and enhancing habitat for fish and wildlife; and,  
• increasing access for recreational activities in water and along the 

shoreline. 
 
Conservation Halton staff provide plan input and review comments as 
they pertain to the implementation recommendations within the 
Remedial Action Plan, for those plans and applications that are within 
the Hamilton Harbour watershed. The most current plan is titled 
Remedial Action Plan for Hamilton Harbour – Stage 2 Update 2002. 
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Section 2 
 

Policies for the Administration of Ontario Regulation 162/06 
 

Development, Interference with Wetlands and Alterations to 
Shorelines and Watercourses 
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Policies for the Administration of Ontario Regulation 162/06 
 
The following are the policies of Conservation Halton used in the administration of 
Ontario Regulation 162/06. They apply to all watercourses, valleylands, hazardous lands, 
wetlands, the shoreline of Lake Ontario and Hamilton Harbour, and lands adjacent to 
each of these features/functions, within Conservation Halton’s watershed. The policies 
are considered in their entirety when determining if permission requested should be 
approved, approved with conditions or denied. 

 
GUIDING POLICIES 

 
2.1 Watercourses, Valleylands, Hazardous Lands, Wetlands and Shorelines 
 

Except where allowed under Policies 2.4 – 2.50 (inclusive), development is 
prohibited within a watercourse, valleyland, hazardous lands, wetland and lands 
adjacent or close to the shoreline of the Great Lakes – St. Lawrence River System 
or to inland lakes that may be affected by flooding, erosion or dynamic beaches. 

 
2.2 Lands Adjacent to Watercourses, Valleylands, Hazardous Lands, Wetlands 

and Shorelines 
 

Except where allowed under Policies 2.4 - 2.50, development is prohibited: 

(a) within 15 metres of the stable top of bank of a major valley system and 7.5 
metres of the stable top of bank of a minor valley system, where a valley is 
apparent; 

(b) within 15 metres from the greater of the limit of the flood plain or the 
predicted meander belt width of a watercourse associated with a major valley 
system and within 7.5 metres from the greater of the limit of the flood plain 
or the predicted meander belt width of a watercourse associated with a minor 
valley system, where a valley is not apparent; 

(c) within 120 metres of a Provincially Significant Wetland and all wetlands 
greater than or equal to 2 hectares in size; 

(d) within 30 metres of wetlands less than 2 hectares in size; 
(e) within 5 metres of the furthest landward extent of the aggregate of the 

flooding, erosion and dynamic beach hazards along the Lake Ontario and 
Hamilton Harbour shorelines; and, 

(f) hazardous lands. 
 

Refer to Section 6, Appendices 1-9 for figures that illustrate the stable top of bank, 
flood plain, meander belt widths and shoreline hazards. 

 
2.3 One Zone Concept 
 

Except as outlined in Policies 2.32 – 2.33 Conservation Halton utilizes the One Zone 
Concept for flood plain management wherein the entire flood plain is considered 
the floodway.  
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GENERAL POLICIES 
 
Policies 2.4 to 2.18 are general policies. All works permitted under the Specific 
Polices 2.19 – 2.50 must also meet the requirements of the general policies unless 
specifically exempted. 
 
2.4 Slopes and Slope Stability 
 

Works allowed under Policies 2.19 - 2.22, 2.24, 2.25, 2.27, 2.30-2.33, 2.37, 2.47 -2.50 
are permitted to occur within a valley (as long as other General Policies are met) 
unless stated otherwise within the relevant policy or policies. All other works must 
be located outside of a valley as per Policies 2.1, 2.2, 2.35 and 2.36. 
 
Within Conservation Halton’s watershed there are three major valley systems 
(Bronte, Grindstone and Sixteen Mile Creeks and all of their tributaries). Ontario 
Regulation 162/06 allows Conservation Halton to regulate up to 15 metres 
adjacent to the stable top of bank of valley features. For the three major valley 
systems, including all of the associated tributaries, Conservation Halton will utilize 
a 15-metre allowance adjacent to the stable top of bank. 
 
Conservation Halton’s watershed also has numerous minor valley systems 
including, but not limited to, Falcon, Indian, Hager, Rambo, Roseland, Tuck, 
Shoreacres, Appleby, Sheldon, Fourteen Mile, McCraney, Morrison, Wedgewood 
and Joshua’s Creeks. For the minor valley systems, including all associated 
tributaries, Conservation Halton will utilize a 7.5 metre allowance adjacent to the 
stable top of bank. 
 
References to “major” or “minor” watercourses/valley systems throughout this 
document relate to this classification. 

 
2.4.1 Physical Top of Bank (Valleylands and Shoreline) 

 
2.4.1.1 Valleylands 

 
The physical (or geographical) top-of bank of valley features greater 
than or equal to 2 metres in height, will be established in the field in 
conjunction with Conservation Halton staff, staff from the local 
municipality (if necessary) and the applicant. If the applicant is other 
than the landowner, permission must be received from the landowner 
prior to staking top of bank. The top of bank, as staked in the field, will 
represent the limit of the physical top of bank. When staking the limit of 
the physical top of bank, staff of Conservation Halton will require that 
the applicant's surveyor be in attendance during the site walk. 
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The physical top of bank and the stable top of bank may be coincident. 
However, in some cases, due to specific on-site conditions (such as slope 
inclination, proximity of the watercourse to the toe of slope, soil 
conditions, erosion, etc.) the stable top of bank may not be located at 
the physical top of bank but rather may be located landward from the 
physical top of bank. Policy 2.4.2.1 details the requirements for 
identifying the stable top of bank. 

 
2.4.1.2 Shorelines 

 
The physical (or geographical) top-of bank of shorelines is to be 
established in the field in conjunction with Conservation Halton staff, 
staff from the local municipality (if necessary) and the applicant. When 
staking the physical top of bank, the first lakeward break in the slope will 
determine the physical top of bank. If the applicant is other than the 
landowner, permission must be received from the landowner prior to 
staking top of bank. The top of bank, as staked in the field, will represent 
the limit of the physical top of bank. When staking the limit of the 
physical top of bank, staff of Conservation Halton will require that the 
applicant's surveyor be in attendance during the site walk. 
 
The physical top of bank and the stable top of bank may be coincident. 
However, in some cases, due to specific on-site conditions (such as slope 
inclination, proximity of the lake to the toe of slope, wave action, soil 
conditions, erosion, etc.) the stable top of bank may not be located at 
the physical top of bank but rather may be located landward from the 
physical top of bank. Policy 2.4.2.2 details the requirements for 
identifying the stable top of bank. 

 
2.4.2 Stable Top of Bank (Valleylands and Shoreline) 

 
2.4.2.1 Valleylands 

 
The stable top of bank is to be established by a professional, 
geotechnical engineer utilizing the guidelines and manuals outlined in 
Section 5, to the satisfaction of Conservation Halton staff. Where no 
geotechnical assessment has been undertaken, a minimum 8 to 15 
metre toe erosion allowance (depending on soil type) and 3:1 stable 
slope allowance will be utilized. In addition to the requirements outlined 
in Section 5, the geotechnical assessment must take into consideration, 
and make recommendations pertaining to: construction 
equipment/access; limit of work area; vegetation protection; sediment 
and erosion controls; drainage; etc. 

  



21 

 
 

 

 

2.4.2.2 Shoreline 
 

The stable top of bank along the shoreline is based on 3:1 slopes. In 
cases  where the slope of the existing bank has an inclination steeper 
than 3:1 (horizontal to vertical), the stable top of bank may be 
established by a professional, geotechnical engineer utilizing the 
guidelines and manuals outlined in Section 5, to the satisfaction of 
Conservation Halton staff. The geotechnical assessment must take into 
consideration, and make recommendations pertaining to: construction 
equipment/access; limit of work area, vegetation protection; sediment 
and erosion controls; drainage; etc. 
 
See Appendices 1 a) – e), 2, 3, and 4 for illustrations of Slope Stability 
and Erosion Hazard Limits. 

 
2.4.3 Toe of Slope Setbacks 

 
Any development permitted in accordance with Policies 2.19 – 2.50 
(excluding Policies 2.35 – 2.37) will generally maintain a minimum 
setback of 15 metres from the toe of any major valley slope and 7.5 
metres from the toe of any minor valley slope. Additional setbacks may 
be applied if required to address geotechnical concerns. Stable slope 
analyses (geotechnical assessments) must be undertaken by a qualified 
professional geotechnical engineer in accordance with the provincial 
guidelines referenced in Section 4. 
 

2.5 Stream Erosion and Channel Migration 
 

The stream banks of watercourses constantly change and meander. To ensure any 
development is not placed in harm’s way and to ensure that the flow of water and 
its associated natural processes, including erosion, are maintained, development 
should be located outside of the maximum extent that a water channel migrates. 

 
2.5.1 Unconfined Systems 

 
For unconfined systems, any works being proposed within the flood 
plain or the setback from the flood plain and permitted under Policies 
2.22, 2.24, 2.25 and 2.27 must also be reviewed under the meander belt 
allowance Policies 2.23, 2.24, 2.26 and 2.28. 
 
In areas of legally existing development, in existence prior to April 27, 
2006, where the meander belt encompasses existing buildings and 
structures, applications may be evaluated to ensure that any new 
development is not within the erosion hazard, based on the actual 
channel location and the anticipated movement of the channel due to 
long term erosion, rather than strict application of the meander belt 
criteria.  
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2.5.2 Confined Systems 
 

Works proposed within confined systems and permitted in accordance 
with Policies 2.22, 2.24, 2.25 and 2.27, will be reviewed with 
consideration of the following with respect to stream erosion (unless 
specifically exempted within a policy): 

a) All building or structural development must be located outside 
of the area susceptible to stream meandering over a 100 year 
planning horizon as established by the Ministry of Natural 
Resources and Forestry technical guidelines (see Section 5.1) and a 
6 metre erosion access allowance with the exception of: 
• Buildings and structures located within an area susceptible to 

stream meandering or the 6 metre erosion access allowance, 
other than those destroyed by erosion, will be permitted to 
be replaced or relocated within area susceptible to stream 
meandering provided the buildings or structures are of the 
same size and use, contain the same number of dwelling units 
and where the works will not increase the risk to life or 
damage to properties as a result of erosion.  In cases where 
the building or structure can be reasonably relocated outside 
of an area susceptible to stream meandering and the erosion 
access allowance the applicant will be encouraged to do so. 

b) All other development will be evaluated with respect to the 
potential for stream erosion to affect the proposed works and with 
respect to the potential for the proposed works to have negative 
impacts on bank erosion and other natural stream processes (see 
Section 4).  All erosion hazards associated with stream erosion must 
be safely addressed. 

 
2.6 Riparian Buffers and Fish Habitat 
 

Fish habitat, as defined in the Fisheries Act, means the spawning grounds and 
nursery, rearing, food supply, and migration areas on which fish depend directly 
or indirectly in order to carry out their life processes. Fish habitat is comprised of 
those physical, chemical and biological attributes of the environment, which are 
required by fish to carry out their life processes (e.g., spawning, nursery, rearing, 
feeding, overwintering, migration).  It consists of those environments that directly 
or indirectly support fish stocks or fish populations that sustain, or have the 
potential to sustain, subsistence, commercial or recreational fishing activities. 
These guidelines can be applied to habitat, which although not directly supporting 
fish, provides nutrients and/or food supply to adjacent or downstream habitat or 
contribute to water quality for fish. Changes to riparian vegetation can alter 
watercourse temperatures. The introduction of sediment, pesticides or other 
deleterious substances degrades water quality. A vegetated buffer adjacent to 
watercourses can assist in removing some of these substances prior to entering 
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the watercourse. Fish require adequate substrate and water quality for successful 
reproduction.  The provision of adequate vegetated buffers is essential to the 
maintenance and enhancement of fish habitat. 

 
2.6.1 Any development, permitted in accordance with Policies 2.4 – 2.50, with 

the exception of watercourse alterations, will maintain a minimum 
setback of 30 metres from the bankfull channel of any 
coldwater/coolwater watercourse and warmwater sportfish watercourse 
and 15 metres from the bankfull channel of any warmwater baitfish 
watercourse. In addition to the setback, an additional allowance may be 
required from the long-term migration of the watercourse (i.e., erosion 
or meander belt allowance) further to Policy 2.5. 

 
2.6.2 Exceptions to Policy 2.6.1 may be considered on a site-specific basis in 

areas of existing development, where the works will not encroach into 
the setback any further than the existing building/structure and where 
no other reasonable alternative exists. 

 
2.6.3 Additional setbacks may be required as per Ontario Ministry of Natural 

Resources and Forestry and Fisheries and Oceans Canada guidelines, the 
Greenbelt Plan and/or when endangered, threatened or special concern 
species habitat is involved. 

 
2.7 Limit of Wetland 
 

The wetland limit is to be established in the field in conjunction with Conservation 
Halton staff, staff from the local municipality (if necessary) and the applicant. If the 
applicant is other than the landowner, permission must be received from the 
landowner prior to staking the wetland. When staking the limit of the wetland, staff 
of Conservation Halton will require that the applicant's surveyor be in attendance 
during the site walk. 

 
2.8 Limit of Flood Plain 
 

Flood plain mapping (possibly including modeling) and/or an elevation survey may 
need to be prepared by the applicant to verify the limit of the flooding hazard for 
any application in proximity to the flood plain or shoreline. 
 

2.9 Timing 
 

Any development permitted in accordance with Policies 2.4 - 2.50 may be required 
to adhere to strict timelines in order to ensure the work takes place at the 
appropriate time of year relative to instream fisheries windows, growing seasons 
to achieve vegetative cover, migration and nesting, etc. Fisheries timing windows 
are dictated by the respective Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry districts. 
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2.10 Conservation of Land and Pollution 
 

Where development is proposed within an area regulated pursuant to Ontario 
Regulation 162/06, it will be assessed based on whether the development will 
affect the conservation of land and/or pollution. Applications will be assessed to 
ensure no adverse environmental impacts to existing natural features and/or 
ecological functions as a result of the proposed development. A net environmental 
benefit will be encouraged. In addition, applications will be reviewed to determine 
whether there is any potential for a deleterious physical substance or other 
contaminant to be generated by the development. 

 
2.11 Vegetation Protection Zone 
 

Conservation Halton endeavours to set back development from natural features 
and hazardous lands such as watercourses, valleylands, wetlands, shorelines, etc. 
Ideally a vegetation protection zone should be established within these setbacks. 
It is intended that the vegetation protection zone should utilize vegetation native 
to the watershed and be established to achieve and be maintained as natural self-
sustaining vegetation, wherever possible. Invasive species will not be permitted on 
any plans. In some cases, (i.e., Greenbelt Plan Area) vegetation protection zones 
are required as per the policies of that Plan. 

 
While the establishment of natural self-sustaining vegetation is preferred, it is not 
required, if the land is, and will continue to be, used for agricultural purposes. 

 
2.12 Ice Damage Potential 
 

All applications located in known areas of ice related hazards will be reviewed with 
respect to ice hazards such as ice piling and jamming. 

 
2.13 Construction Access and Site Controls 
 

Any application for development, permitted in accordance with Policies 2.4 – 2.50, 
must demonstrate that access to the work area and completion of the works can 
be carried out in an acceptable manner (see Section 4). Consideration must be 
given to the impacts on flooding, erosion, valley slope and channel stability, water 
quality, and natural environment (including, but not limited to, wildlife habitat and 
ecological functions). Information required for review and approval includes, but 
is not limited to: limit of work area delineation; sediment and erosion controls; 
deleterious substances; tree protection; staging/phasing, etc. 

 
2.14 Fencing 
 

Fencing is normally considered exempt from permission required under Ontario 
Regulation 162/06, however, Conservation Halton generally discourages fencing 
in natural hazard and natural heritage areas. Where fencing is necessary, such as 
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agricultural fields, it must be constructed in such a fashion that it does not impede 
conveyance of flow of watercourses and does not require the use of fill within the 
flood plain and wetlands. 

 
There may be instances where a Permit may be required, for example, if a fence is 
proposed to cross a watercourse or forms a solid barrier that would impede 
conveyance of flood flows. Fencing may be permitted in wetlands provided no fill 
placement/removal is required. Staff will work with the applicant to review other 
options in order to avoid fencing within the wetland such as fencing the perimeter 
of the wetland. The placement of fill or changing of grades within a regulated area 
would be subject to formal approval under Ontario Regulation 162/06 as per other 
policies in this document. 

 
2.15 On-Title Agreements 
 

The owner may be required to enter into an on-title agreement with The Halton 
Region Conservation Authority as a condition of approval for the: 1) 
reconstruction, relocation, replacement or additions to habitable or commercial 
buildings or structures with a foundation greater than 20 square metres or, 2) 
reconstruction, relocation, replacement or additions to agricultural buildings or 
structures with a foundation greater than 40 square metres, or 3) non- habitable 
buildings or structures that have a potential for conversion to habitable space, 
where: 

a) the depth of flooding is greater than one (1) metre and velocities are more 
than one metre per second (1 m/s) under regulatory storm conditions, or 

b) the building or structure is located entirely within the erosion hazard (e.g. 
meander belt, or on a valley wall), or 

c) the building or structure is located within the 40-year erosion hazard of Lake 
Ontario/Hamilton shoreline. 

 
Within the on-title agreement the owner will: 

• acknowledge the structure is susceptible to flooding and/or erosion, 
• notify future landowners and tenants of this fact, 
• acknowledge any restriction limiting further development, and 
• save harmless the Authority from any future liability or claim for damages 

resulting from flooding and/or erosion. 
 
This agreement will remain on-title in perpetuity and cannot be removed by 
current or subsequent landowners. 

 
2.16 As-Built Drawings 
 

As required, staff may request the submission of as-built drawings to ensure 
buildings and/or structures are constructed as per the Permit approvals. The 
drawings will be prepared by a qualified professional and may include the need 
for elevation surveys.  
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2.17 Shoreline 
 
Conservation Halton’s waterfront jurisdiction includes shorelines associated with 
Lake Ontario and Hamilton Harbour/Burlington Bay.  The general shoreline policies 
within this document restrict development with the shoreline hazardous lands that 
are impacted by flooding, erosion and dynamic beach hazards (except as permitted 
in accordance with Policies 2.42-2.46).  The basis objectives of the shoreline 
policies are to minimize risk to life, property damage, social disruption and adverse 
environmental impacts.   

 
2.18 Agriculture 

 
Normal farming practices that do not include structures, require a building permit 
and/or Planning Act/Niagara Escarpment Plan approvals do not require a Permit 
or a Clearance Letter from Conservation Halton within 120 metres of a Provincially 
Significant Wetland or wetland greater than or equal to 2 hectares in size, within 
30 metres of wetlands less than 2 hectares in size, within 15 metres of the hazard 
limit associated with major valley systems, and within 7.5 metres of the hazard limit 
associated with minor valley systems, provided the practices do not involve an 
alteration to a watercourse or grade changes within the regulatory flood plain or 
wetlands. 
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SPECIFIC POLICIES 
 
Unless specifically exempted within the policy, all works permitted under Policies 
2.19 - 2.50 must also meet the requirements of the General Policies. Works 
permitted under the Watercourses, Flood Plains and Meander Belts, must also be 
assessed under the Shoreline and Wetland Policies (and vice versa).  Works required 
to be located outside of a confined system must meet the Valleylands Policies. 
Works permitted under Public Infrastructure and Recreational Uses Policies are not 
subject to the other Specific Policies unless specifically stated.  Unless indicated 
otherwise a Permit is required for all works outlined in Policies 2.19 – 2.50. 
 
WATERCOURSES, FLOOD PLAINS AND MEANDER BELTS 
 
2.19 Alteration to Watercourses and Flood Plains 
 

2.19.1 Major flood plain alterations (including placement of fill to create, or 
enlarge, a building lot) and major watercourse alterations (including 
enclosures and diversions from one watershed to another) are generally 
not permitted. Such alterations may be considered where justification is 
provided through a subwatershed study, an Environmental Assessment 
or similar comprehensive study and are subject to conformity with 
municipal planning documents. The applicable study or assessment 
must be current (generally within 5 years) and must be supported by 
Conservation Halton. 

 
2.19.2 Flood plain and watercourse alterations, that are minor in nature or have 

been justified under Policy 2.19.1 will be evaluated on an individual basis 
having consideration for the following: 

a) Maintenance of the natural topography of the watercourse 
system, flood conveyance (no increase in off-site flood elevations 
and on-site increases will only be permitted where it has been 
shown that it will not result in an increased risk to life or property) 
and flood storage (maintenance of stage- storage-discharge 
relationships for a range of rainfall conditions); 

b) No adverse impacts on fluvial processes (including the 1:100-year 
meander belt width); 

c) No adverse impacts on groundwater recharge/discharge; 
d) Geotechnical (i.e. slope stability) issues are adequately addressed; 

and, 
e) Implementation of recommendations within Conservation Halton 

approved watershed or subwatershed studies or Environmental 
Assessment. 

 
2.19.3 Any watercourse alterations will be required to use natural channel 

design, to the maximum extent possible (see Section 4).  
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2.20 Private Access Roads – Watercourse and Flood Plain Crossings 
 

Where no reasonable alternative exists, a crossing of the flood plain, meander belt 
allowance and/or a watercourse may be considered for approval provided the 
crossing is designed to provide safe access and egress under regulatory storm 
conditions and to meet all requirements under Policy 2.19.  In addition: 

a) If the subject crossing is the only entrance/exit to a new residential, industrial 
or commercial operation, it must be shown, by a professional engineer, that 
full access and egress is available under regulatory storm conditions and that 
the crossing is designed to withstand the flood levels, velocities and pressures 
associated with the regulatory storm event; 

b) Dry or flood free access should be provided for all new buildings housing 
essential services such as police, fire and ambulance and for new institutional 
buildings servicing the sick, the elderly, the disabled or the young; 

c) Where an existing crossing to a residential dwelling, industrial, institutional 
or commercial operation is proposed for replacement, Conservation Halton 
staff will endeavour to have the crossing upgraded to provide full access and 
egress under regulatory storm conditions. 

 
For all applications, the cumulative impacts of multiple crossings on the subject 
reach of watercourse will be taken into consideration. 

 
2.21 Water-taking Structures 
 

A water-taking structure may be approved where: 

a) It is designed to prevent adverse impacts to fish and fish habitat; 
b) It is designed to ensure applicable in-stream flow thresholds are maintained 

and the rate of diversion is controlled to within approved limits. In addition 
to ensuring minimum flows are protected, consideration should be given to 
other higher flow requirements. Considerations should be given to site 
specific conditions, fish species, maintaining channel defining flows, fluvial 
characteristics of the watercourse and other factors as deemed necessary; 

c) Consideration and respect have been given to the riparian rights of 
downstream water users; 

d) The operational plan meets the requirements of the Ontario Ministry of 
Environment, Conservation and Parks under the Ontario Water Resources Act; 
and, 

e) A monitoring program is developed to confirm that the structure performs as 
per designed. 
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2.22 Existing Flood Plain Development 
 

2.22.1 Replacement/Relocations of Buildings and Structures 
 

Buildings and structures located within the flood plain, other than those 
destroyed by flooding, will be permitted to be replaced or relocated 
within the flood plain provided the buildings or structures are of the 
same size and use, contain the same number of dwelling units and where 
the works will not increase the risk to life or damage to  flood plain 
properties as a result of flooding. Floodproofing will be required to the 
extent possible and in cases where the building or structure can be 
reasonably relocated outside of the flood plain (and applicable setbacks) 
the applicant will be encouraged to do so. 
 
Additions proposed in conjunction with a replacement or relocation of 
a building or structure will be considered in accordance with Policy 
2.22.2. 

 
2.22.2 Minor Additions (Legally Established Year-Round Uses Only) 

 
2.22.2.1 Where the depth of flooding is less than one (1) metre and 

velocities are less than one metre per second (1 m/s) 
under regulatory storm conditions, an application may be 
considered for approval to construct minor additions to 
existing buildings provided it can be shown that no site can 
be reasonably utilized for the proposed works outside of the 
flood plain, there will be no interference with flood 
conveyance on upstream or adjacent properties as a result of 
the works, and where such works are proposed to be 
floodproofed  to regulatory storm flows . 

 
2.22.2.2 Where the depth of flooding is greater than one (1) metre and 

velocities are less than one metre per second (1 m/s) under 
regulatory storm conditions, an application may be 
considered for approval to construct an addition with an area 
of less than ten (10) square metres to an existing building 
provided it can be shown that no site can be reasonably 
utilized for the proposed works outside of the flood plain, 
there will be no interference with flood conveyance on 
upstream or adjacent properties as a result of the works, and 
where such works are proposed to be floodproofed to the 
extent possible. 
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2.23 Unconfined Systems - Existing Meander Belt Development 
 

Buildings and structures located within the meander belt allowance, other than 
those destroyed by erosion, will be permitted to be replaced or relocated within 
the meander belt allowance provided the buildings or structures are of the same 
size and use, contain the same number of dwelling units and where the works will 
not increase the risk to life or damage to properties as a result of erosion.  In cases 
where the building or structure can be reasonably relocated outside of the 
meander belt allowance and preferably outside of the erosion hazard limit the 
applicant will be encouraged to do so. 

 
2.24 New Flood Plain and Meander Belt Development 
 

2.24.1 Decks, Sheds, Gazebos and Similar Non- Habitable Accessory 
Structures 

 
Decks, sheds, gazebos and other similar non-habitable accessory 
structures, may be permitted in the flood plain or meander belt 
allowance or, in the case of confined systems, within the area susceptible 
to stream meandering over a 100-year planning horizon, provided: 

a) An alternative site is not available outside the flood plain or the 
meander belt allowance or, in the case of confined systems, within 
the area susceptible to stream meandering over a 100-year 
planning horizon; 

b) In general, 20 square metres or smaller in size; 
c) There will be no interference with flood conveyance on upstream 

or adjacent properties; 
d) The structures are securely anchored such that they will not 

become an obstruction at downstream culverts during a flood 
event; and, 

e) If the structures are proposed within the meander belt allowance 
or, in the case of confined systems, within the area susceptible to 
stream meandering over a 100-year planning horizon, the 
structures: 

 Do not require a building permit from the municipality: 
 Are under 20 square metres in size; 
 Are located a minimum of 7.5 metres away from the edge of 

the bankfull channel.  An additional setback may be required 
where warranted by erosion concerns; and, 

 By their construction type and material, are movable in the 
event that relocation is required. 

 
For all applications, the cumulative impacts of multiple accessory 
structures on the subject property will be taken into consideration. 
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Generally, non-habitable accessory structures under 10 square metres in 
size, that do not require a building permit from the municipality, will not 
require a Permit and Conservation Halton will issue a clearance letter for 
approvals. 

 
2.24.2 Swimming Pools 

 
Above and below ground swimming pools will only be considered within 
the flood plain where an alternative site outside of the flood plain is not 
available and where it is not within a confined valley in a natural state. 
Pools are not permitted within the meander belt allowance or the 6-
metre erosion access allowance. There must be no loss of flood storage 
or flood conveyance due to the pool’s construction, fencing or 
associated grading. Electrical facilities must be dry floodproofed. An 
assessment of potential hydrostatic pressures under both normal and 
regulatory storm conditions may be required for below ground pools. It 
must be shown that on-going maintenance of the pool can be achieved 
without any adverse environmental impacts. 

 
2.24.3 Agriculture 

 
2.24.3.1 The use of the flood plain or meander belt allowance for 

existing ongoing cropland, livestock feeding and grazing, 
orchards, and nurseries and associated activities such as 
plowing and fencing are not considered development, 
provided the use/activity does not represent fill placement. 

 
2.24.3.2 The construction of farm buildings and structures (excluding 

residences, commercial greenhouse operations and large-
scale enclosed equestrian or livestock facilities) may be 
considered within the flood plain, where: 

a) It is not located within a confined valley in a natural 
state; 

b) It is not located within the meander belt allowance and 
6 metre access allowance of an unconfined system; 

c) No site can be reasonably utilized for the proposed 
works outside of the flood plain; and, 

d) The structures and buildings will be wet floodproofed. 
 
2.24.3.3 Development to improve water quality as part of farm 

management enhancements will be considered favorably 
provided a net benefit to the environment would result. 
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2.24.4 Parking Lots 
 

Parking lots will be considered within the flood plain in cases where the 
flood plain is not within a confined valley or in areas of existing 
development within the valley with acceptable access to the site. Parking 
lots must be: 

a) Located outside of the 100-year flood plain, 
b) Located outside of the meander belt allowance for unconfined 

systems; 
c) Where the parking lot is being considered in a confined system as 

part of existing development, it must be located outside of the area 
susceptible to stream meandering over a 100-year planning 
horizon for confined systems but is exempt from the 6-metre 
access allowance required under Policy 2.5.2 

d) Designed to account for access and egress under regulatory storm 
conditions; and, 

e) Designed to maintain the stage-storage-discharge relationship for 
a range of rainfall events. 

 
2.24.5 Stormwater Management Facilities 

 
End-of-pipe stormwater management (SWM) facilities, such as ponds 
and wetlands, should normally be located outside of the Regional Storm 
flood plain. 

 
2.24.5.1 A stormwater management facility may be permitted within 

the Regional Storm flood plain if there is sufficient technical 
justification and it meets the following requirements: 

a) The facility will not be located within a confined valley; 
b) The facility will be located outside of the 1:100-year 

flood plain; 
c) The facility will be located outside of the 1:100-year 

meander belt allowance and a 6-metre erosion access 
allowance; 

d) There will be no loss of flood plain storage or 
conveyance, achieved by the removal of fill from the 
flood plain or through an incremental balanced cut and 
fill analysis. Flood storage provided by the facility itself 
is excluded from the flood plain storage; and, 

e) All other recommended Ministry of Environment, 
Conservation and Parks guidelines (see Section 4). 

 
2.24.5.2 On-line stormwater management facilities will only be 

considered in the context of an existing Conservation Halton 
approved subwatershed plan (approved after May 2001) and 
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will only be considered where: 
 

a) The facility will not be located within a confined valley; 
b) No fish habitat exists at the site or upstream and there 

will be no detrimental impacts on downstream fish 
habitat; 

c) No negative impacts on water quality, including 
thermal pollution, will result from the works; 

d) All other recommended Ministry of Environment, 
Conservation and Parks guidelines (see Section 5); 

e) No negative impacts on upstream and downstream 
morphology will result from the works; and, 

f) Fisheries and Oceans Canada and the Ministry of 
Natural Resources and Forestry would have no 
objections to an on-line facility pursuant to the 
Fisheries Act and the Lakes and Rivers Improvement 
Act. 

 
Subwatershed studies approved prior to May 2001 may 
require review/revision as per Section 1.3.4 of this 
document. 

 
2.24.6 Ponds 

 
2.24.6.1 Ponds will not be permitted on-line on a watercourse. 
 
2.24.6.2 Dugout Ponds and Off-Line Bypass Ponds may be permitted 

within the flood plain if it can be shown that the following 
general and type specific criteria/requirements can be 
satisfied: 

 
a) All fill, including dredged material, is removed from the 

flood plain; 
b) No negative impacts on water quality, including thermal 

pollution, will result from the works; 
c) The pond will not affect the fluvial processes in the flood 

plain; 
d) The pond will not affect downstream wetlands; 
e) The pond is designed with appropriate side slopes for 

stability and safety purposes; and, 
f) For off-line bypass ponds, the water intake is designed 

in accordance with Policy 2.21. 
 
2.24.6.3 The conversion of on-line ponds to off-line ponds is 

encouraged by Conservation Halton because generally there 
is a net benefit to the environment (i.e. reduction in 
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sedimentation rates, removal of fish barriers, reduction in 
stream temperatures, etc.). 

 
Refer to Appendix 9 for a diagram illustrating Types of Ponds. 

 
2.25 All Major Valley Systems – Development within 15 metres of Flood Plain 
 

2.25.1 Existing Development Within 15 metres of Flood Plain 
 

Where buildings and structures already exist within 15 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 the 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, 

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

 
2.25.2 New Development Within 15 metres of Flood Plain 

 
2.25.2.1 Where there is an existing lot of record and residential 

dwelling in existence prior to May 11, 2006, and where no land 
exists outside of the  15 metre area adjacent to the flood plain, 
decks, sheds and other non- habitable accessory structures 
that are less than 20 square metres in size may be permitted. 
Generally, non-habitable accessory structures under 10 
square metres in size, that do not require a building permit 
from the municipality, will not require a Permit and 
Conservation Halton will issue a clearance letter for approvals. 

 
2.25.2.2 Works that would be considered or permitted under Policies 

2.24.2 to 2.24.6 would also be considered or permitted within 
15 metres of the flood plain. 

 
2.25.2.3 Non-structural development, such as grading works, may be 

permitted if all general policies have been met. Minor grading 
works may only require the issuance of a clearance letter but 
major grading works would require that a Permit be obtained. 
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2.25.2.4 Except as provided for in Policies 2.25.2.1 - 2.25.2.3, no new 
development is permitted within 15 metres of the flood plain. 

 
2.26 Unconfined Major Valley Systems - Development within 15 metres of 

Meander Belt Allowance 
 

2.26.1 Existing Development Within 15 Metres of Meander Belt 
Allowance 

 
Where buildings and structures already exist within 15 metres of the 
meander belt allowance, reconstruction, alteration or additions may be 
permitted subject to the following: 

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

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

c) In cases where the building or structure can be reasonably 
relocated outside of the erosion hazards limits the applicant will 
be encouraged to do so. 

 
2.26.2 New Development Within 15 metres of Meander Belt Allowance 

 
2.26.2.1 Where there is an existing lot of record and residential 

dwelling in existence prior to May 11, 2006, and where no land 
exists outside of the 15 metre area adjacent to the flood plain, 
decks, sheds and other non-habitable accessory structures 
less than 20 square metres in size may be permitted between 
6 and 15 metres from the meander belt allowance. Structures 
permitted within the meander belt allowance as per Policy 
2.24.1 (e) may be permitted throughout the 15-metre 
allowance. Generally, non-habitable accessory structures 
under 10 square metres in size, that do not require a building 
permit from the municipality, will not require a Permit and 
Conservation Halton will issue a clearance letter for approvals. 

 
2.26.2.2 Works that would be considered or permitted under Policies 

2.24.2 to 2.24.6 would also be considered or permitted within 
15 metres of the meander belt allowance. 

 
2.26.2.3 Non-structural development, such as grading works, may be 

permitted if all general policies have been met. Minor grading 
works may only require the issuance of a clearance letter but 
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major grading works would require that a permit be obtained. 
 
2.26.2.4 Except as provided for in Policies 2.26.2.1 - 2.26.2.3, no new 

development is permitted within 15 metres of the meander 
belt allowance. 

 
2.27 Minor Valley Systems – Development within 7.5 metres of Flood Plain 
 

2.27.1 Existing Development Within 7.5 metres of Flood Plain 
 

Where buildings and structures 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, 

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

 
2.27.2 New Development Within 7.5 metres of Flood Plain 

 
2.27.2.1 Where there is an existing lot of record and residential 

dwelling in existence prior to the adoption of these policies, 
and where no land exists outside of the 7.5 metre area 
adjacent to the flood plain, decks, sheds and other non- 
habitable accessory structures less than 20 square metres in 
size may be permitted. Generally, non-habitable accessory 
structures under 10 square metres in size, that do not require 
a building permit from the municipality, will not require a 
Permit and Conservation Halton will issue a clearance letter 
for approvals. 

 
2.27.2.2 Works that would be considered or permitted under Policies 

2.24.2 to 2.24.6 would also be considered or permitted within 
7.5 metres of the flood plain. 

 
2.27.2.3 Non-structural development, such as grading works, may be 

permitted if all general policies have been met. Minor grading 
works may only require the issuance of a clearance letter but 
major grading works would require that a permit be obtained. 
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2.27.2.4 Except as provided for in Policies 2.27.2.1 - 2.27.2.3, no new 

development is permitted within 7.5 metres of the flood plain. 
 
2.28 Unconfined Minor Valley Systems - Development within 7.5 metres of 

Meander Belt Allowance 
 

2.28.1 Existing Development Within 7.5 metres of Meander Belt 
Allowance 

 
Where buildings and structures already exist within 7.5 metres of the 
meander belt allowance, reconstruction, alteration or additions may be 
permitted subject to the following: 

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

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

c) In cases where the building or structure can be reasonably 
relocated outside of the erosion hazards limits the applicant will be 
encouraged to do so. 

 
2.28.2 New Development Within 7.5 metres of Meander Belt Allowance 

 
2.28.2.1 Where there is an existing lot of record and residential 

dwelling in existence prior to the adoption of these policies, 
and where no land exists outside of the 7.5 metre area 
adjacent to the meander belt allowance, decks, sheds and 
other non-habitable accessory structures less than 20 square 
metres in size may be permitted between 6 and 7.5 metres 
from meander belt allowance. Structures permitted within the 
meander belt allowance as per Policy 2.24.1 (e) may be 
permitted throughout the 7.5 metre allowance. Generally, 
non-habitable accessory structures under 10 square metres in 
size, that do not require a building permit from the 
municipality, will not require a Permit and Conservation 
Halton will issue a clearance letter for approvals. 

 
2.28.2.2 Works that would be considered or permitted under Policies 

2.24.2 to 2.24.6 would also be considered or permitted within 
7.5 metres of the meander belt allowance. 
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2.28.2.3 Non-structural development, such as grading works, may be 

permitted if all general policies have been met. Minor grading 
works may only require the issuance of a clearance letter but 
major grading works would require that a Permit be obtained. 

 
2.28.2.4 Except as provided for in Policies 2.28.2.1 - 2.28.2.3, no new 

development is permitted within 7.5 metres of the meander 
belt allowance. 

 
2.29 Spills 

 
There are several areas within Conservation Halton’s jurisdiction in which flood 
plain spills occur.  Spill areas are locations where flood waters may leave the flood 
plain of a watercourse and “spill” into surrounding lands, rejoining the watercourse 
at a distance downstream or moving into another watershed.  In the past, it was 
not possible to map and thus regulate spills because available technology could 
not accurately determine where the water would flow and at what speed and 
depth.  With new tools and technologies, spill areas can be more accurately 
defined.  Spills are considered flood hazards/hazard lands and permission is 
required to develop or redevelop in these areas.  
 
2.29.1 Development and redevelopment in spill areas will be considered on a 

case-by-case basis.  Permission may only be granted where the site is 
subject to low risk, and where appropriate, mitigation measures can be 
implemented to reduce potential impacts to the satisfaction of 
Conservation Halton (e.g., flood proofing). 

 
2.30 Landscaping 
 

Normally, a Permit is not required for the addition of top soil to lawns or the 
augmentation of soil mixtures for landscaping purposes, to a maximum thickness 
of 50 mm. Conservation  Halton staff will issue a letter of clearance for such works 
provided it can reasonably be anticipated that the landscape works do not 
represent filling which would be subject to Ontario Regulation 162/06. The raising 
of grades to allow for changing the landscape characteristics of a property is 
considered development in the flood plain or meander belt allowance.  This policy 
is not applicable to the placement of fill within a wetland for landscaping (or any 
other) purposes. No fill placement is permitted within a wetland. 
 
Staff will review proposals for the addition of topsoil to lawns and/or the 
augmentation of soil mixtures for landscaping purposes in light of previous such 
works to ensure a cumulative impact to the flood plain or meander belt allowance 
does not occur. 
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2.31 Dredging of Ponds and Stormwater Management Facilities 
 
2.31.1 The dredging of on-line ponds, including stormwater management 

facilities, is considered to be an alteration to a watercourse and will be 
reviewed under Policy 2.19. 

 
2.31.2 The dredging of off-line ponds located within a regulated area, will 

typically require the proponent to obtain a permit from Conservation 
Halton.  Straightforward applications to dredge off-line ponds and 
stormwater management facilities may be approved by a clearance 
letter. 

 
Proposals to dredge off-line stormwater management facilities will likely 
be permitted provided it can be shown that all sediment dredged from 
the pond will be located outside of areas regulated by Conservation 
Halton. 
 
Proposals to dredge off-line ponds, other than stormwater management 
facilities, will  be considered for approval provided it is shown that all 
sediment  dredged from the pond will be located outside of areas 
regulated by Conservation Halton  or, alternatively, within regulated 
areas as may be permitted under Policies 2.4 – 2.50. 

 
2.32 Site Specific Policy - Millgrove Flood Fringe 
 

The culvert that conveys flows of Grindstone Creek beneath Highway No. 6 is not 
sufficient to pass Regional Storm flows. As a result, a backwater effect occurs which 
floods land that would not be flooded if the culvert constriction did not exist. 
Conservation Halton will continue to recommend to the Ministry of Transportation 
that the culvert size be upgraded to minimize flood susceptibility. 
 
Within the Millgrove Settlement Area development on existing lots may be 
permitted within the flood fringe where the depth of flooding is less than one 
metre under Regional Storm conditions. The placement of fill to facilitate the 
creation of a new building lot is not permitted. 
 
Flood storage volumes are required to be maintained in such a manner as to 
prevent the increase of flooding on adjacent lands. 
 
Such residential or commercial development shall be dry floodproofed (non-
habitable storage buildings and garages shall be wet floodproofed) to the 
Regional Storm elevation. 
 
Refer to Appendix 7 for a diagram illustrating the Millgrove Flood Fringe. 
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2.33 Site Specific Policy – North Half of Lots 12 and 13, Concession IX (E.F.) and 
South Half of Lots 12 and 13, Concession X (E.F.), City of Hamilton 

 
The culvert that conveys flows of Bronte Creek beneath Highway No. 6 is not 
sufficient to pass Regional Storm flows. As a result, a backwater effect occurs which 
floods land that would not be flooded if the culvert constriction did not exist. 
Conservation Halton will continue to recommend to the Ministry of Transportation 
that the culvert size be upgraded to minimize flood susceptibility. 

 
Applications for development between the natural elevation of the Regional Storm 
(without Highway No. 6 constriction) and the elevation of the Regional Storm 
caused by the Highway No. 6 constriction in the north half of Lots 12 and 13, 
Concession IX (E.F.) and south half of Lots 12 and 13, Concession X (E.F.), City of 
Hamilton (formerly Town of Flamborough, Regional Municipality of Hamilton-
Wentworth), are considered on the following basis: 

a) Flood storage volumes are maintained in such a manner as to prevent the 
increase of flooding on adjacent lands. 

b) Any residential, commercial or industrial building must be dry floodproofed 
to the elevation of the Regional Storm accounting for the Highway No. 6 
culvert constrictions backwater effect. 

c) Any garage or storage buildings must be wet floodproofed to the elevation 
of the Regional Storm accounting for the Highway No. 6 culvert constriction 
backwater effect. 

d) Access and egress to residential, commercial and industrial buildings must be 
floodproofed to a depth of less than 0.4 metres of flooding under the 
Regional Storm accounting for the Highway No. 6 culvert constriction 
backwater effect. 

 
2.34 Site Specific Policy - Hager and Rambo Creeks 

 
Due to the diversion of upstream drainage, Conservation Halton considers 
drainage downstream of the Hager Rambo Diversion Channel in Burlington to be 
local drainage and not subject to Ontario Regulation 162/06. City of Burlington 
staff should be contacted for information relating to development in and adjacent 
to these features.5  

 
5 The flood hazard in this area is currently being studied by the City of Burlington, in conjunction with 
Conservation Halton. Amendments to Conservation Halton’s policies may be required to implement the 
findings of the study. 
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VALLEYLANDS 
 
Slope failures can cause devastating damage to buildings, roadways and property. In 
many cases damage is exacerbated by human modification on or near the slope.  Almost 
any modification increases the risk of slope movement. Slope failures can be triggered by 
atmospheric processes (heavy rainfall), geologic processes (earth tremors, freeze-thaw 
soil action), human modification or a combination of the above. 
 
The policies that restrict development on the tablelands adjacent to the top of bank are 
in place in part to protect the valley slope vegetation and its root system from excavation 
and loading damage/destruction. The root system of the vegetation at the top of bank 
and along the valley walls helps to bind the soil particles and maintain bank stability. This 
in turn protects the landowner’s property from the potential loss of tableland as a result 
of bank erosion. Development located at the top of bank can affect drainage patterns, 
which can result in an increase in soil erosion along the valley slopes. In addition, these 
policies provide for access to the bank for heavy machinery for construction (should 
erosion protection works be required in the future), maintenance and emergency access. 
The buffer/setback may also provide additional protection against unforeseen or 
unpredicted external conditions, which could have an adverse effect on the natural 
conditions or processes acting on or within an erosion prone area. One example of such 
an unpredicted external condition would be climate change. 
 
Ideally the regulated tablelands adjacent to the top of bank should be left in a natural 
state (i.e., not manicured lawn) in order to allow for the natural succession of vegetation 
from the valleylands onto the tableland to provide a buffer to the valleyland vegetation 
and root system. The tableland adjacent to a valley, if left in a natural state, provides 
additional habitat, movement corridors and food sources for species that utilize the 
valleylands and provides some additional stormwater filtration prior to it entering the 
valley feature/watercourse. 
 
2.35 Major Valley Systems - Development within 15 metres of Stable Top of 

Bank 
 

2.35.1 Where there is a 7.5 metre publicly owned access adjacent to the stable 
top of bank, neither a Permit nor a clearance letter will be required from 
Conservation Halton, pursuant to Ontario Regulation 162/06, for any 
development between 7.5 metres and 15 metres of the stable top of 
bank. 

 
2.35.2 Where buildings and structures already exist within 15 metres of the 

stable top of bank of major valley systems, and a 7.5 metre publicly 
owned access is not provided adjacent to the stable top of bank the 
following policies will apply: 
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2.35.2.1 Any replacement (same size and use) or additions, to the 

existing buildings and structures may be permitted subject to 
the following: 

a) the replacement or addition does not encroach any 
closer to the stable top of bank than the existing 
development at its closest point; 

b) even if existing development is closer than 6 metres to 
the stable top of bank, no new development is permitted 
within 6 metres of the stable top of bank in order to 
provide for an erosion access allowance as per the 
Provincial Policy Statement; 

c) a geotechnical assessment by a qualified engineer (at the 
expense of the applicant), may be required to determine 
the location of the stable top of bank and to determine 
if the proposed development would have a negative 
impact on slope stability. See Policy 2.4.2 and Section 4 
for study requirements; and, 

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

 
2.35.2.2 Pools, decks and non-habitable accessory structures may be 

permitted subject to: 

a) no reasonable alternative exists outside of the 15 metres 
from the stable top of bank; 

b) no development permitted within 6 metres of the stable 
top of bank in order to provide for an erosion access 
allowance as per the Provincial Policy Statement; 

c) a geotechnical assessment by a qualified engineer (at the 
expense of the applicant), may be required to determine 
the location of the stable top of bank and to determine 
if the proposed development would have a negative 
impact on slope stability. See Policy 2.4.2 and Section 4 
for study requirements. 

 
2.35.3 Except as provided for in Policies 2.35.1 and 2.35.2, no new development 

or redevelopment is permitted within 15 metres of the stable top of bank 
of major valley features. 
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2.36 Minor Valley Systems - Development within 7.5 metres of Stable Top of 
Bank 

 
2.36.1 Where buildings and structures already exist within 7.5 metres of the 

stable top of bank of minor valley systems, any replacement (same size 
and use) or additions may be permitted subject to the following: 

a) the replacement or addition does not encroach any closer to the 
stable top of bank than the existing development at its closest 
point; 

b) even if existing development is closer than 6 metres to the stable 
top of bank, no new development is permitted within 6 metres of 
the stable top of bank in order to provide for an erosion access 
allowance as per the Provincial Policy Statement; 

c) a geotechnical assessment may be required (at the expense of the 
applicant, by a qualified geotechnical engineer) to determine the 
location of the stable top of bank and to determine if the proposed 
development will have a negative impact on slope stability. See 
Policy 2.4.2 and Section 4 for study requirements; and, 

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

 
2.36.2 Where there is an existing lot of record and residential dwelling, in 

existence prior to May 11, 2006, and where no reasonable alternative 
exists outside of the 7.5 metre  area adjacent to the stable top of bank, 
pools, decks and non-habitable accessory structures may be permitted 
within three (3) metres of the stable top of bank. A geotechnical 
assessment by a qualified engineer (at the expense of the applicant) may 
be required to determine the location of the stable top of bank and to 
determine if the proposed development will have a negative impact on 
slope stability. See Policy 2.4.2 and Section 4 for study requirements. 

 
2.36.3 Except as provided for in Policies 2.36.1 - 2.36.2, no new development 

or redevelopment is permitted within 7.5 metres of the stable top of 
bank of minor valley systems. 

 
2.37 Existing Valley Development 
 

2.37.1 Where buildings or structures (including private access roads) already 
exist on a valley wall or in a valley, replacement may be permitted 
subject to the following criteria: 

a) Best efforts must be undertaken to relocate the existing building 
or structure outside of the valley and associated regulated 
tableland area; 

b) The buildings or structures are of the same size and use, and 
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contain the same number of dwelling units; 
c) The buildings or structures are located no further into the valley or 

closer to a watercourse than the existing building or structure; 
d) If the building or structure is located within the regulatory flood 

plain or within 15 metres of the regulatory flood plain, Policies 
2.22.1, 2.25.1, 2.27.1 will also apply; and, 

e) If the building or structure is located on a valley wall, a professional 
geotechnical engineer must complete a geotechnical study to 
determine the risk of the proposed work. The study will include an 
assessment of the stability of the valley wall, rate of erosion or 
recession of the valley wall, (over a 100-year period), access issues 
and an assessment of the construction and construction technique 
on the valley wall.  The study must be carried out, at a minimum, in 
accordance with the geotechnical documents referenced in Section 
5. The design of any works must ensure that the long-term stability 
of the valley wall is maintained and that no risk to life or property 
damage is anticipated. 

 
2.37.2 Where an existing building or structure already exists on a valley wall or 

in a valley, additions to the existing building or structure, that are minor 
in nature, may be permitted subject to the following criteria: 

a) The addition extends no further into the valley or closer to a 
watercourse than the existing building or structure; 

b) There is no change in land use and no increase in the number of 
dwelling units; 

c) If the building or structure is located within the regulatory flood 
plain or within 15 metres of the regulatory flood plain, Policies 
2.22.2, 2.25.1, 2.27.1 will also apply; and, 

d) If the building or structure is located on a valley wall, a professional 
geotechnical engineer must complete a geotechnical study to 
determine the risk of the proposed work. The study will include an 
assessment of the stability of the valley wall, rate of erosion or 
recession of the valley wall (over a 100-year period), access issues 
and an assessment of the construction and construction technique 
on the valley wall.  The study must be carried out, at a minimum, in 
accordance with the documents referenced in Section 4. The design 
of any works must ensure that the long-term stability of the valley 
wall is maintained and that no risk to life or property damage is 
anticipated. 

 
2.38 Site Specific Policy – Oakville Cultural Hub 
 

The Town of Oakville’s historic downtown area is located adjacent to Sixteen Mile 
Creek where it enters Lake Ontario.  Lands within the downtown are being 
considered by the Town for redevelopment and revitalization as part of the 
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Downtown Cultural Hub study.  The pertinent area being considered is bounded 
by Navy Street to the east, Lakeshore Road to the south, and Sixteen Mile Creek to 
the west and north. 

 
The following policies specific to the subject lands apply: 

2.38.1 The footprints of all replacement buildings are located outside of the 
flood plain limits and relocated to the extent possible on the tablelands 
abutting Navy Street beyond the stable top of bank. 

2.38.2 The footprints of all replacement buildings extend no further into the 
valley or closer to the watercourse than the existing buildings or 
structures. 

2.38.3 Within the erosion hazard, the footprint areas of all replacement 
buildings do not exceed the total footprint areas of the existing 
buildings, plus 50%. 

2.38.4 All residential and commercial spaces are located beyond the stable top 
of bank on the tablelands portion of the site abutting Navy Street. 

2.38.5 Safe access and egress are available. 

2.38.6 Accesses to underground parking structures are located beyond the 
stable top of bank. 

2.38.7 A six-metre access allowance is maintained wherever possible. 

2.38.8 A geotechnical study to determine the risk of any proposed work on the 
valley wall is completed by a professional geotechnical engineer.  The 
study will include an assessment of the stability of the valley wall, rate 
of erosion or recession of the valley wall (over a 100-year period), access 
issues and an assessment of the construction and construction 
technique on the valley wall.  The study must be carried out, at a 
minimum, in accordance with the documents referenced in Section 5 [of 
the Policies and Procedures Guidelines for the Administration of Ontario 
Regulation 162/06, August 11, 2011].  The design of any works must 
ensure that the long-term stability of the valley wall is maintained and 
that no risk to life or property damage is anticipated. 

2.38.9 All non-habitable structures and landscaping for public open space are 
subject to a Conservation Halton permit where construction and/or 
grading and filling in amounts that exceed those indicated in Policy 2.30 
is proposed. 
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WETLANDS 
 
Wetlands provide for natural flood attenuation during storm events and, as such, it is 
important to maintain the hydrologic function of wetlands to assist in minimizing 
flooding impacts downstream. Development setbacks from wetlands are required for 
many of the same reasons as those for valleylands. In addition to providing a buffer to 
the natural feature and its functions, the setback also assists in maintaining the 
hydrologic regime adjacent to the wetland, helps to minimize the potential for 
contamination of the ground water and surface water and provides lands for activities 
such as nesting, resting, feeding and shelter for wetland species. Setbacks from wetlands 
need to be of sufficient size to protect the hydrologic function of the wetland and the 
Critical Function Zone, which is defined as the non-wetland area within which biophysical 
features or attributes directly related to the wetland occur (How Much Habitat is Enough? 
A Framework for Guiding Habitat Rehabilitation in Great Lakes Areas of Concern, Second 
Edition, Environment Canada, 2004). 

 
As outlined in Policy 2.7, a site inspection is required to precisely identify the limit of the 
wetland on site. 

 
It is important to note that Policies 2.39 – 2.40 are specific to hydrologic impacts that 
may be caused by any proposed development. There may be instances where proposed 
development adjacent to a wetland may be permitted under Policies 2.39 – 2.40 (as a 
result of no hydrologic impact to the wetland) however, there may be other natural 
heritage impacts that would cause Conservation Halton to recommend denial of a 
Planning Act, Niagara Escarpment Plan or Parkway Belt West Plan application. See 
Section 3 for additional information. 

 
2.39 Development within 120 metres of Provincially Significant Wetlands and 

wetlands greater than or equal to 2 hectares in size 
 

2.39.1 Within 30 metres 
 

Where buildings and structures already exist within 30 metres of a 
Provincially Significant Wetland or a wetland greater than or equal to 2 
hectares in size, any reconstruction, alteration or additions, may be 
permitted subject to the following: 

a) no new septic systems permitted; 
b) existing septic systems may be replaced provided there are no 

feasible locations available outside of the 30-metre limit and it 
does not encroach any closer to the wetland than the existing 
system; 

c) the reconstruction, alteration or addition does not encroach any 
closer to the wetland than the existing development at its closest 
point; 

d) even if existing development is closer than 15 metres to the 
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wetland, no new development is permitted within 15 metres of the 
wetland; and, 

e) a hydrologic evaluation may be required to determine whether 
there would be a negative impact on the hydrologic functions of 
the wetland as a result of the proposed development. 

 
2.39.2 Where there is an existing lot of record and residential dwelling, in 

existence prior to May 11, 2006, and where no land exists outside of the 
30 metres adjacent to a wetland, pools, decks and non-habitable 
accessory structures may be subject to: 

a) no development permitted within 15 metres of the wetland; 
b) a hydrologic evaluation may be required to determine whether 

there would be a negative impact on the hydrological functions of 
the wetland as a result of the proposed development. 

 
2.39.3 Except as provided for in Policies 2.39.1 and 2.39.2, no new development 

is permitted within 30 metres of a Provincially Significant Wetland or a 
wetland greater than or equal to 2 hectares in size. 

 
2.39.4 Between 30 metres and 120 metres – Building Permit Applications 

 
The following development, between 30 metres and 120 metres of a 
Provincially Significant Wetland or a wetland greater than or equal to 2 
hectares in size, that is  only subject to building permit approvals, is 
subject to Ontario Regulation 162/06 but may be permitted and will only 
require a letter of clearance: 

a) a single-family residential dwelling equal to or less than 500 square 
metres in size; 

b) swimming pools, decks, non-habitable accessory structures to a 
single-family residential dwelling that combined are equal to or 
less than 500 square metres in size; 

c) farm buildings and structures equal to or less than 700 square 
metres in size; 

d) additions to existing residential buildings/structures provided the 
addition does not result in the entire building/structure being 
greater than 500 square metres in size; 

e) additions to existing agricultural buildings/structures provided the 
addition does not result in the entire building/structure being 
greater than 700 square metres in size; 

f) residential septic systems; 
g) ponds less than or equal to 500 square metres in size; and, 
h) landscaping and minor grading associated with (a) – (f). 
 
Best efforts must be made to locate the above uses as far from the 
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wetland as possible in order to minimize the potential impacts to the 
hydrologic functions.  Cumulative impacts will be considered. 

 
2.39.5 Between 30 metres and 120 metres – Permit 

 
Any development, other than those outlined in Policy 2.39.4, proposed 
within 30 metres to 120 metres of a Provincially Significant Wetland or 
a wetland greater than or equal to 2 ha in size, will require a Permit 
pursuant to Ontario Regulation 162/06 and will need to be supported 
by a hydrological evaluation, prepared by qualified professional 
hydrological and hydrogeological engineers (or qualified  
hydrogeologist), that meets the requirements outlined in Section 4. 

 
2.40 Development within 30 metres of a wetland less than 2 hectares in size 
 

2.40.1 Within 15 metres 
 

Where buildings and structures already exist within 15 metres of a 
wetland less than 2 hectares in size, any reconstruction, alteration or 
additions, may be permitted subject to the following: 

a) no new septic systems permitted; 
b) existing septic systems may be replaced provided there are no 

feasible locations available outside of the 15-metre limit and it 
does not encroach any closer to the wetland than the existing 
system; 

c) the reconstruction, alteration or addition does not encroach any 
closer to the wetland than the existing development at its closest 
point; 

d) even if existing development is closer than 7.5 metres to the 
wetland, no new development is permitted within 7.5 metres of the 
wetland; and, 

e) a hydrologic evaluation may be required to determine whether 
there would be a negative impact on the hydrologic functions of 
the wetland as a result of the proposed development as per the 
requirements of Section 5. 

 
2.40.2 Where there is an existing lot of record and residential dwelling, in 

existence prior to May 11, 2006, and where no land exists outside of the 
15 metres adjacent to a wetland, pools, decks and non-habitable 
accessory structures may be permitted subject to: 

a) no development permitted within 7.5 metres of the wetland; 
b) a hydrological evaluation may be required to determine whether 

there will be a negative impact on the hydrologic functions of the 
wetland as per the requirements of Section 5. 
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2.40.3 Except as provided for in Policies 2.40.1 and 2.40.2, no new development 
is permitted within 15 metres of a wetland less than 2 hectares in size. 

 
2.40.4 Between 15 metres and 30 metres – Letter of Clearance 

 
The following development between 15 metres and 30 metres of a 
wetland less than 2 hectares in size, that is only subject to building 
permit approvals, is subject to Ontario Regulation 162/06 but may be 
permitted and will only require a letter of clearance: 

a) a single-family residential dwelling equal to or less than 500 square 
metres in size; 

b) swimming pools, decks, non-habitable accessory structures to a 
single-family residential dwelling that in total are equal to or less 
than 500 square metres in size; 

c) farm buildings and structures equal to or less than 700 square 
metres in size; 

d) additions to existing residential buildings/structures provided the 
addition does not result in the entire building/structure being 
greater than 500 square metres in size; 

e) additions to existing agricultural buildings/structures provided the 
addition does not result in the entire building/structure being 
greater than 700 square metres in size; 

f) residential septic systems; 
g) ponds less than or equal to 500 square metres in size; and, 
h) landscaping and minor grading associated with (a) – (f). 

 
Best efforts must be made to locate the above uses as far from the 
wetland as possible in order to minimize the potential impacts to the 
hydrologic functions. Cumulative impacts will be considered. 

 
2.40.5 Between 15 metres and 30 metres – Permit 

 
Any uses, other than those outlined in Policy 2.40.4, proposed within 15 
metres to 30 metres of a wetland less than 2 hectares in size, will require 
a Permit pursuant to Ontario Regulation 162/06 and will need to be 
supported by a  hydrological evaluation, prepared by professional 
hydrological and hydrogeological engineers (or qualified 
hydrogeologist), that meets the requirements outlined in Section 5. 

 
2.41 Private Access Roads – Wetland Crossing 
 

Where no alternative exists, a crossing of a non-Provincially Significant Wetland 
less than 2 hectares in size, may be considered for approval where the crossing is 
required for access to a residential, commercial or agricultural operation, where no 
access currently exists and where  the crossing will be generally less than 30 metres 
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in length and less than 10 metres in width (footprint), where the wetland is not 
contained within a valley, and provided the crossing is designed to: 

• Provide safe access and egress; 
• Maintain existing hydrologic regime in and adjacent to the wetland; 
• Minimize the impact on flood flows and groundwater movement; and, 
• Account for wildlife movement and habitat. 
 
Compensating wetland, equivalent to the area disturbed by the crossing, must be 
created in close proximity to the crossing and will be incorporated into 
Conservation Halton’s regulated area pursuant to Ontario Regulation 162/06 and 
will be subject to all applicable buffers and setbacks. 
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SHORELINES 
 
The overall position of the Province of Ontario, with respect to shorelines that are 
susceptible to flooding, erosion and dynamic beach hazards, is that development will be 
directed to areas outside of the hazardous lands. In establishing provincial standards for 
defining and delineating shoreline hazards, the Province recognizes that there may be 
some situations where development may be considered within the less hazardous 
portions of the hazardous lands. A combination of three hazards is used to define 
hazardous lands related to the shoreline; flooding hazards, erosion hazards and dynamic 
beach hazards. The farthest combined landward extent of flooding hazards, erosion 
hazards and dynamic beach hazards delineates shoreline hazardous lands. Flooding 
hazards are based on the combined influence of lake levels, shoreline protection works, 
wave uprush and other water related hazards. Erosion hazards are based on the 
combined influence of recession and/or an erosion allowance, a long-term stable slope 
allowance and shoreline protection works. Dynamic beach hazards are based on the 
combined influence of flooding, erosion and a dynamic beach allowance. 

 
The shoreline development setbacks are established based on: shoreline protection 
works; whether sufficient unobstructed land-based maintenance access is provided to and 
along shoreline protection works; appropriate flooding and erosion allowances; and, a 
long-term stable slope allowance. Setback standards are necessary due to a number of 
factors influencing the shoreline including, but not necessarily limited to: the complex 
short and long-term water level variations, waves, currents, morphology, sediment 
transport and shoreline protection structures associated with the shoreline zone; 
emerging coastal engineering science; recession rate data; nearshore down-cutting 
processes; future frequency and severity of storms; and, structure performance, design 
life and long-term maintenance requirements. 
 
2.42 Shoreline Development Setback Standards 
 

The following standards are applied when the engineered development setback is 
determined: 

• 100-year planning horizon for buildings and additions, 
• Erosion allowance based on minimum 0.3m/year average annual recession 

rate for the Lake Ontario shoreline, or as determined through a site-specific 
study as per provincial requirements, 

• Erosion allowance based on minimum 0.2m/year average annual recession 
rate for Hamilton Harbour/Burlington Bay shoreline (excluding areas of fill), 
or as determined through a site-specific study as per provincial requirements, 

• Minimum 20 metre erosion allowance for the Lake Ontario shoreline based 
on 35-year life span for shoreline protection works with unobstructed access, 

• Minimum 13 metre erosion allowance for the Hamilton Harbour/Burlington 
Bay shoreline based on 35-year life span for shoreline protection works with 
unobstructed access, 

• Minimum 5-metre wide, unobstructed, maintenance access to and along 
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shoreline protection works for heavy machinery necessary for regular 
maintenance purposes and to repair/replace shoreline protection works 
should failure occur, 

• Maximum 35-year life span provided for shoreline protection works with 
unobstructed maintenance access, 

• Long-term stable slope, based on existing grades, is assessed by a 
professional engineer, with experience and qualifications in geotechnical 
engineering, and 

• Floodproofing standard based on the cumulative elevation of 100 year 
monthly mean lake level plus 100-year wind setup plus flood allowance for 
wave uprush and other water related hazards. 

 
2.43 Dynamic Beach Hazard 

 
A shoreline beach is an accumulation of detritus material or sediment along lake 
shorelines that has been transported and deposited by waves and currents. The 
sediment composition of a beach may vary from sand, gravel, cobbles or boulders. 
Shoreline beach profiles are physical features that experience constant change. 
Nearshore beach sediment that is readily visible during low wave conditions may 
often be transported offshore during storm events, only to be returned during 
periods of calmer weather. This sediment is deposited by wind and wave action 
landward, nearshore on the sub-aerial portion of the beach and above the water 
on the beach, or in the form of sand dune complexes. As such, shoreline beach 
profiles are “dynamic” in nature, being shaped and re-shaped over a range of time 
scales that extend from hours to decades in response to changing wave, wind and 
water level conditions and to changes in the rate of sediment supply to a particular 
stretch of shoreline. 
 
The factors controlling the dynamic nature of a beach environment are numerous 
and their interaction produces a highly complex set of processes and responses. In 
general terms, beach dynamics reflect the operation of processes such as wave-
generated and wind-generated currents in the lake, transport of beach building 
materials (i.e., sand, gravel) by wind on the sub-aerial part of the beach and dune, 
and the direct action of ice. 
 
The dynamic beach hazard is delineated by the landward limit of the flooding 
hazard plus a 30-metre dynamic beach allowance. In areas where a recessional 
beach is present, an erosion allowance must also be added to the dynamic beach 
hazard limit delineation. Refer to Appendix 1 (f) for an illustration of the dynamic 
beach hazard. The dynamic beach hazard policies are generally not applied where 
beach or dune deposits overlying bedrock are less than 0.3 metres in thickness, 
less than 10 metres in width or extend for less than 100 metres along the shoreline. 
There is one dynamic beach, Burlington Beach, within the jurisdiction of 
Conservation Halton. 
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2.43.1 New Development 
 

2.43.1.1 Boardwalks are permitted only as dune cross overs provided 
there are no negative impacts to the conservation of land 
and/or the natural dynamic beach processes. 

2.43.1.2 Non-habitable buildings or structures which, by the nature of 
their use, are required to locate in close proximity to water 
(i.e., docks, boat ramps, non-habitable boathouses) may be 
permitted. Detailed site-specific evaluations with respect to 
erosion, flooding and dynamic beach hazards will be required 
as well as demonstration that there will be no negative impact 
on the conservation of land and natural dynamic beach 
processes. In addition, the ownership of land, where the 
buildings or structures are proposed, must be clearly 
established by the applicant and the applicable landowner(s) 
must sign the Permit application. 

 
2.43.2 Existing Development 

 
2.43.2.1 Repairs, maintenance and interior alterations that do not 

increase the size or change the use of an existing building or 
structure do not require a Permit from Conservation Halton. 

 
2.43.2.2 Buildings and structures, including septic systems, located 

within the dynamic beach hazard, other than those destroyed 
by flooding, erosion and/or dynamic beach hazards, may be 
permitted to be replaced or relocated provided: 

a) There is no reasonable alternative location on the subject 
property to relocate the development such that it is 
outside of the dynamic beach hazard. “Reasonable” is 
assessed based on whether the proposal maximizes the 
lot depth and width available, outside of the dynamic 
beach hazard, based on municipal zoning by-law 
requirements, to maximize the landward siting of the 
development, 

b) The proposed development is of the same size, the same 
use and contains the same number of dwelling units as 
the existing building or structure, and 

c) The design minimizes the impact on natural beach 
processes and shoreline dunes. 

 
2.43.2.3 Except as permitted in Policies 2.43.1 to 2.43.2 inclusive, no 

new development or redevelopment is permitted within 
dynamic beach hazards. 
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2.44 Flooding Hazard 
 

Flooding has historically and repeatedly caused considerable damage along 
shorelines. Shorelines may experience various magnitudes and durations of 
shoreline flooding as the result of a combination of: 

• Higher, lake wide, static water levels due to abnormally high levels of 
precipitation and runoff and the annual lake level fluctuations, 

• Short-term, storm induced wind setups, and 
• Wave action which rushes up the shore and other water related hazards, 

including wave overtopping, ice jamming and piling. 
 
The flooding hazard is determined by the influence of the 100-year flood level plus 
a 15-metre allowance for wave uprush and other water related hazards. Refer to 
Appendix 1 (a) for an illustration of the flooding hazard. 

 
2.44.1 New Development 
 

2.44.1.1 New habitable development, including new habitable major 
additions, may be permitted where it is demonstrated that 
flood free access and egress is available and dry passive 
floodproofing is provided to the minimum floodproofing 
standard. 

2.44.1.2 New habitable minor additions to existing buildings or 
structures may be permitted where it is demonstrated that 
safe access and egress is available based on a maximum depth 
of flooding of 0.3 metres or, at a minimum, access and egress 
is no worse than existing, and dry passive floodproofing is 
provided to the minimum floodproofing standard 

2.44.1.3 Minor, non-habitable, detached accessory structures less than 
or equal to 14m2, will require a Letter of Permission. For all 
applications, the cumulative impacts of multiple accessory 
structures on the subject property will be taken into 
consideration. 

2.44.1.4 Major, non-habitable, detached accessory structures (i.e., 
sheds, gazebos, decks and outdoor pools) greater than 14m2 
may be permitted provided the proposed development 
incorporates dry passive floodproofing or, where acceptable, 
wet floodproofing measures, to the minimum floodproofing 
standard and, depending on the scale of the structure and 
technical review, may only require the issuance of a Letter of 
Permission. For all applications, the cumulative impacts of 
multiple accessory structures on the subject property will be 
taken into consideration. 
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2.44.1.5 Buildings or structures which, by the nature of their use, are 
required to locate in close proximity to water (i.e., docks, boat 
ramps, non-habitable boathouses) may be permitted. 
Detailed site-specific evaluations with respect to erosion, 
flooding and dynamic beach hazards and their impacts on the 
conservation of land and the lake ecosystem will be required. 
In addition, the ownership of land, where the works are 
proposed, must be clearly established by the applicant and 
the applicable landowner(s) must sign the Permit application. 

2.44.1.6 Geothermal infrastructure may be permitted where it can be 
demonstrated that there will be no adverse impact to 
flooding, erosion and/or dynamic beach hazards. In addition, 
the ownership of land, where the geothermal infrastructure is 
proposed, must be clearly established by the applicant and 
the applicable landowner(s) must sign the Permit application. 

 
2.44.2 Existing Development 

 
2.44.2.1 Repairs, maintenance and interior alterations that do not 

increase the size or change the use of an existing building or 
structure do not require a Permit from Conservation Halton. 

2.44.2.2 Buildings and structures, including septic systems, located 
within the flooding hazard, other than those destroyed by 
flooding, erosion and/or dynamic beach hazards, may be 
permitted to be replaced or relocated provided: 

a) There is no reasonable alternative location on the subject 
property to relocate the development such that it is 
outside of the flooding hazard. “Reasonable” is assessed 
based on whether the proposal maximizes the lot depth 
and width available outside of the flooding hazard, based 
on municipal zoning by-law requirements, to maximize the 
landward siting of the development, 

b) The proposed development is of the same use, the same 
size and contains the same number of dwelling units as 
the existing development, 

c) Ingress/egress is the same or better than that which is 
available with the existing development, 

d) The proposed development is protected to the full 
protection work standard, and 

e) The proposed development incorporates floodproofing to 
the minimum floodproofing standard. Dry passive 
floodproofing is the preferred method of floodproofing 
where feasible. 
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2.44.2.3 Except as provided for in Policies 2.44.1 to 2.44.2 inclusive, no 
new development or redevelopment is permitted within 
flooding hazards 

 
2.45 Erosion Hazard 

 
Shorelines undergo a continuous change of form and configuration under the 
action of the natural processes of erosion and sedimentation. The erosion hazard 
is a combination of erosion and slope stability. Erosion is the loss of land due to 
natural processes and human interventions, while slope failures consist of a large 
mass of soil sliding along a planar surface. The erosion process gradually washes 
away the soil by water movement that commonly occurs in the form of wave action, 
rainfall, surface runoff and internal seepage. Other processes such as wind and 
frost may assist in the weathering and transport of soil particles. Along shoreline 
slopes, sustained storms or high lake levels may produce slope failures influenced 
by toe erosion. Slope movement or instability can occur in many ways but is 
generally the result of: 

• Changes in slope configuration (steepness or inclination), 
• Increases in loading on the slope (structures or filling near the crest), 
• Changes in drainage of the soil (heavy rainfall, grading), 
• Loss of vegetation, and/or 
• Erosion of the toe of slope. 
 
The erosion hazard along the Lake Ontario shoreline is determined by a 30-metre 
erosion allowance plus a long-term stable slope allowance.  The 30-metre erosion 
allowance is based on 0.3 metres average erosion rate per year extended over a 
100-year time span. The erosion hazard along the Hamilton Harbour/Burlington 
Bay shoreline is determined by a 20-metre erosion allowance plus a long-term 
stable slope allowance.  The 20-metre erosion allowance is based on 0.2 metres 
average erosion rate per year extended over a 100-year time span. Refer to 
Appendix 1 (b) – (e) for illustrations of the erosion hazard allowance, stable slope 
allowance and Engineered Development Setback. 

 
2.45.1 New Development 

 
2.45.1.1 New habitable development may be permitted where it has 

been demonstrated that the development is not at erosion 
risk over a 100-year period and in accordance with the 
following: 

a) There is no reasonable alternative location on the subject 
property to locate the development such that it is outside 
of the erosion hazard. “Reasonable” is assessed based on 
whether the proposal maximizes the lot depth and width 
available outside of the erosion hazard, based on 
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municipal zoning by-law requirements, to maximize the 
landward siting of the development, and 

b) The proposed development location is outside of the 
erosion hazard or Engineered Development Setback, 
which is determined by the protection works standard plus 
the erosion allowance plus the long-term stable slope 
allowance, as outlined in Policies 2.42 and 2.46. 

2.45.1.2 For those buildings or structures that are located outside of 
the Engineered Development Setback (which consists of the 
protection works standard plus the erosion allowance plus the 
long-term stable slope allowance, as outlined in Policies 3.41 
and 3.48), additions may be permitted where it is 
demonstrated that the development is not at erosion risk over 
a 100 year period and in accordance with the following: 

a) There is no reasonable alternative location on the subject 
property to relocate the development such that it is 
outside of the erosion hazard. “Reasonable” is assessed 
based on whether the proposal maximizes the lot depth 
and width available outside of the erosion hazard, based 
on municipal zoning by-law requirements, to maximize the 
landward siting of the development, and 

b) The proposed development location is outside of the 
Engineered Development Setback, which consists of the 
protection works standard, plus the erosion allowance, 
plus the long-term stable slope allowance, as outlined in 
Policies 2.42 and 2.46. 

2.45.1.3 In the case of a reconstruction and expansion of an existing 
dwelling or commercial/industrial structure, there are some 
situations whereby, due to the small size of the lot or the lot 
configuration, it is not possible to fully remove the dwelling 
from the Engineered Development Setback as outlined in 
Policies 2.42 and 2.45.1.2 (b). Where there is no reasonable 
alternative location on the subject property to relocate the 
development such that it is outside of the Engineered 
Development Setback, development may be permitted within 
the minimum setback provided: 

a) No additional habitable or new commercial/industrial 
development is proposed within the Engineered 
Development Setback as outlined in Policies 2.42 and 
2.45.1.2 (b), 

b) Additional habitable or new commercial/industrial 
development permitted outside of the Engineered 
Development Setback as outlined in Policies 2.42 and 
2.45.1.2 (b) will only be permitted if portions of the 
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existing habitable or commercial/industrial space are 
removed from within the Engineered Development 
Setback. The replacement will be permitted on a 1:2 
basis such that for every one square metre removed from 
within the Engineered Development Setback, two square 
metres may be constructed outside of the Engineered 
Development Setback, and 

c) If an existing building or structure is proposed to remain 
in the Engineered Development Setback an addition to 
that building or structure may be permitted outside of 
the Engineered Development Setback provided the 
addition is less than 30% of the foundation area of the 
existing building or structure. In such cases, the 
requirements of Policy 2.45.1.3 (b) will not apply. 

 
“Reasonable” is assessed based on whether the proposal 
maximizes the lot depth and width available outside of the 
erosion hazard, based on municipal zoning by-law 
requirements, to maximize the landward siting of the 
development. 

 
2.45.1.4 Minor, non-habitable, detached accessory structures less than 

14m2, may be permitted provided: 

a) Safety concerns due to erosion hazards and shoreline 
slope stability are addressed, and 

b) The location of the proposed development does not 
obstruct maintenance access to and along the existing 
shoreline protection works. 

 
Such works will only require the issuance of a Letter of 
Permission. For all applications, the cumulative impacts of 
multiple accessory structures on the subject property will be 
taken into consideration. 

 
2.45.1.5 Major, non-habitable, detached accessory structures (i.e., 

sheds, gazebos, enclosed/indoor swimming pools) greater 
than 14m2 may be permitted provided: 

a) Safety concerns due to erosion hazards and shoreline 
slope stability are addressed; 

b) The location of the proposed development maintains a 
5-metre unobstructed maintenance access to and along 
the existing shoreline protection works, 

c) The proposed development meets the requirements of 
the protection work standard, and 

d) The minimum setback is based on an erosion allowance 
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and long-term stable slope allowance utilizing a 70 year 
planning horizon (i.e., 21 metre erosion allowance with 
no shoreline protection works and 15 metre erosion 
allowance if shoreline protection works are in good 
working order, with unobstructed access, on Lake 
Ontario and 14 metres and 10 metres respectively on 
Hamilton Harbour/Burlington Bay). 

 
Depending on the scale of the structure and the technical 
review required, such works may only require the issuance of 
a Letter of Permission. For all applications, the cumulative 
impacts of multiple accessory structures on the subject 
property will be taken into consideration. 

 
2.45.1.6 Swimming pools and decks may be permitted provided: 

 
a) Safety concerns due to erosion hazards and slope stability 

are addressed, 
b) The location of the proposed development does not 

obstruct maintenance access to and along the existing 
shoreline protection works, 

c) The proposed development meets the requirements of the 
protection work standard, 

d) The development setback is based on an erosion 
allowance and long-term stable slope allowance utilizing 
a 30-year planning horizon (i.e., 9 metre erosion allowance 
with no shoreline protection works on Lake Ontario and 6 
metre erosion allowance for Hamilton Harbour/Burlington 
Bay), and 

e) Alteration to drainage patterns are addressed such that 
slope stability is not affected. 

 
Depending on the technical review required, such works may 
only require the issuance of a Letter of Permission. 

 
2.45.1.7 Buildings or structures (i.e., docks, non-habitable boathouses) 

which, by the nature of their use, are required to locate in 
close proximity to water may be permitted. Detailed site-
specific evaluations with respect to erosion, flooding and 
dynamic beach hazards and their impacts on the conservation 
of land and lake ecosystem will be required.  In addition, the 
ownership of land, where the building or structure is 
proposed, is clearly established by the applicant and the 
applicable landowner(s) must sign the Permit application. 
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2.45.1.8 Geothermal infrastructure may be permitted where it can be 
demonstrated that there will be no adverse impact to the 
flooding, erosion, dynamic beach hazards, pollution or the 
conservation of land. This will include, but not be limited to, a 
demonstration that the infrastructure, below the tableland, is 
below the elevation of the lake bed to ensure no long-term 
risk of exposure to the system. In addition, the ownership of 
land, where the geothermal infrastructure is proposed, must 
be clearly established by the applicant and the applicable 
landowner (s) must sign the Permit application 

 
2.45.2 Existing Development 

 
2.45.2.1 Repairs, maintenance and interior alterations that do not 

increase the size or change the use of an existing building or 
structure do not require a Permit from Conservation Halton. 

2.45.2.2 Buildings and structures, including septic systems, located 
within the erosion hazard, other than those destroyed by 
flooding, erosion and/or dynamic beach hazards, may be 
permitted to be replaced or relocated provided: 

a) There is no reasonable alternative location on the subject 
property to relocate the development such that it is 
outside of the erosion hazard. “Reasonable” is assessed 
based on whether the proposal maximizes the lot depth 
and width available outside of the erosion hazard, based 
on municipal zoning by-law requirements, to maximize the 
landward siting of the development, 

b) The proposed development meets the requirements of the 
protection work standard and access standard to the 
maximum extent possible based on site-specific 
conditions, and 

c) The proposed development is of the same use, the same 
size and contains the same number of dwelling units as 
the existing building or structure. 

 
2.45.2.3 Except as provided for in Policies 2.45.1 to 2.45.2.2 inclusive, 

no new development or redevelopment is permitted within 
erosion hazards. 
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2.46  Shoreline Protection Works  
 

Shoreline protection works are generally defined as a combination of structural 
works with landform modifications designed, and constructed, to address the 
impacts of flooding and other water related hazards and to arrest the landward 
retreat of shorelines due to erosion. The shoreline zone is characterized by a 
complex interaction of short-term and long-term water level variations, waves and 
currents, morphology, sediments and protection structures. An ecosystem 
approach should be incorporated into any shoreline protection works design 
including consideration of natural coastal processes, effectiveness against long-
term erosion, preservation of cobble/shingle beaches and protection/regeneration 
of aquatic and terrestrial habitat. The shoreline protection works design must also 
not negatively impact the neighbouring shoreline. 

 
2.46.1 Where permitted, shoreline protection works may be used to address 

Lake Ontario shoreline flood and erosion hazards where it can be 
demonstrated, to the satisfaction of Conservation Halton, that 

a) The need for, and purpose of, the proposed shoreline protection 
works have been clearly defined and there is no feasible alternative,  

b) The shoreline protection works are designed for the 100-year flood 
level and other water related hazards and according to current 
accepted scientific and coastal engineering principles,  

c) The shoreline protection works are designed, and the installation 
supervised by, a professional engineer with experience and 
qualifications in coastal engineering,  

d) Long-term stable slope allowance based on existing grades is 
assessed by a professional engineer with experience and 
qualifications in geotechnical engineering,  

e) The ownership of land, where the shoreline protection works are 
proposed, is clearly established by the applicant and the applicable 
landowner(s) must sign the permit application,  

f) The design and installation of the shoreline protection works 
provides for a 5-metre unobstructed access to and along the 
shoreline protection works for appropriate equipment and 
machinery for regular maintenance purposes and repair, should 
failure occur,  

g) The shoreline protection works are environmentally sound,  
h) The shoreline protection works will not create new hazards or 

aggravate existing hazards on the subject property, or other 
properties, 

i) The shoreline protection works will not result in an unacceptable 
or cumulative impact on the control of flooding, erosion, dynamic 
beaches, pollution or the conservation of land;  

j) Natural features, ecological functions and hydrologic functions 
contributing to the conservation of land will not be affected, and  
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k) In areas of existing development, shoreline protection works are 
coordinated with adjacent properties. 

 
2.46.2 Shoreline protection works will only be permitted where the works: 

a) appropriately consider natural coastal processes, including aquatic 
habitat, 

b) are effective against long-term erosion, 
c) preserve cobble beaches and shingle beaches, 
d) protect and regenerate natural features, ecological functions and 

hydrologic functions contributing to the conservation of land, and 
e) do not result in unacceptable adverse environmental impacts to 

adjacent shorelines 

 
2.46.3 Where shoreline protection works exist, the integrity of the shoreline 

protection works may need to be assessed by a professional engineer 
with experience and qualifications in coastal engineering, and any 
recommendations for improvements incorporated into the 
development proposal to improve the effectiveness and integrity of the 
existing shoreline protection works. 
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PLACEMENT OR REMOVAL OF LARGE FILL 
 
2.47 Large Fill 
 

Large fill as defined by Conservation Halton, refers to 200 cubic metres (m3) or 
more of fill (greater than 15-20 standard dump truck loads).  Fill includes excess 
soil.  Excess soil is a term used by the province which means “soil that has been 
excavated, mainly during construction activities, that cannot or will not be reused 
at the site where the soil was excavated and must be moved off site”  Under the 
Ontario Regulation 153/04 (Records of Site Condition – Part XV.1), soil is defined 
as “unconsolidated naturally occurring mineral particles and other naturally 
occurring material resulting from the natural breakdown of rock or organic matter 
by physical, chemical or biological processes that are smaller than 2 millimetres in 
size or that pass the US #10 sieve.” 

 
The importation of clean soil (e.g., those soils that meet Table 1 or Table 2 of the 
Soil, Ground Water and Sediment Standards, Ontario Regulation 153/04) solely for 
the purpose of agricultural soil enrichment are excluded from these policies 
provided that the following can be demonstrated to the satisfaction of 
Conservation Halton:  

a) The depth of the soil placement is minimal (generally less than 20cm in 
depth);  

b) Soil is not placed within 30 metres of Provincially Significant Wetlands or 
wetlands equal to or greater than 2 hectares and lands within 15 metres of a 
non-provincially significant wetland  

c) The soil quality and permeability meet or exceeds in-situ soils and serves to 
equal or better the soil conditions on the subject lands; and,  

d) The activity has no negative impact on the control of flooding, erosion, 
dynamic beaches, pollution or the conservation of land. 

 
Conservation Halton supports soil conservation and the beneficial re-use of excess 
soil in a manner which promotes sustainability and the protection of the 
environment within regulated areas.  Landowners considering the use of excess 
soils for the purpose of agricultural enrichment should contact Conservation 
Halton to discuss their plans in greater detail.  A Letter of Permission may be 
required for soil enrichment of lands within 120 metres of Provincially Significant 
Wetlands or wetlands equal to or greater than 2 hectares and lands within 30 
metres of non-provincially significant wetlands (i.e., other areas as defined in 
Ontario Regulation 162/06).  Agricultural soil enrichment within wetlands, valley 
lands, shorelines adjacent or close to Lake Ontario or other hazardous lands will 
not be supported.  
 
The following policies apply to the placement and dumping of fill and site grading 
in regulated areas not associated with: 
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a) Development applications under the Planning Act;  
b) Fill activities proposed in accordance with a site licence under the Aggregate 

Resources Act; or 
c) Projects under the Ontario Environmental Assessment Act. 
 
Other policies may apply if fill placement is associated with other development 
activities not associated with a), b) or c) above. 
 
The following policies apply to the placement or removal of large fill within 
regulated areas: 

 

2.47.1 The placement of large fill will not be permitted within wetlands, valley 
lands, watercourses, dynamic beaches or other hazardous lands or their 
allowances. 

 
2.47.2 The placement of large fill and grading may be permitted within other 

areas, as defined under Ontario Regulations 162/06, Section 2 (1) (e), 
where it can be demonstrated to the satisfaction of CH that: 

d) the control of flooding, erosion, dynamic beaches, pollution or the 
conservation of land is not negatively impacted during and post-
development; 

e) the risk to public safety is not increased; 
f) there are no adverse environmental impacts on the natural 

shoreline processes of Lake Ontario; 
g) pollution, sedimentation and erosion during and post-

development are avoided; 
h) the proposed receiving site is appropriate for the placement of 

excess soil and the excess soil proposed to be placed on-site meets 
the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change (MOECC) 
Table 1 and 2 standards as outlined in the Soil Ground Water and 
Sediment Standards for Use under Part XV.1 of the Environmental 
Protection Act (Soil Standards); 

i) intrusions on natural features are avoided and no negative impacts 
to natural features or hydrologic or ecological functions will occur; 

j) there are no negative impacts on groundwater quality, quantity, 
flow or functions (recharge or discharge); 

k) a minimum setback of 30 metres from Provincially Significant 
Wetlands and wetlands larger that 2 hectares and a minimum 
setback of 15 metres from all other wetlands is maintained; 

l) the site is graded during the fill operation and stabilized as soon 
as possible subsequent to fill placement and final grading;  

m) the risk of contaminated soils being deposited on the site is 
minimized and addressed in a contingency action plan, as part of 
a Fill Management Plan or equivalent plan; 
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n) permission has been obtained from the Niagara Escarpment 
Commission, if applicable; and, 

o) a qualified professional has carried out weekly compliance 
monitoring during the active fill placement or grading period and 
monthly compliance monitoring thereafter until the final site 
inspection is completed. 
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PUBLIC INFRASTRUCTURE AND RECREATIONAL USES 
 
2.48 Public Infrastructure - Utilities, Trails and Transportation 
 

It is recognized that certain utilities and services such as watermains, storm and 
sanitary sewers, natural gas or oil pipelines, hydro and communication corridors, 
footpaths/trails and transportation links will, from time to time, be required to 
cross hazardous lands, valleylands, wetlands or shorelines.  Such uses will be 
subject to the following criteria: 

a) The need for the project has been demonstrated and there is no reasonable 
alternative; 

b) The area of construction disturbance will be kept to a minimum; 

c) In order to protect and maintain the long-term integrity of valley systems, 
new utility and transportation corridors will be required to locate outside of 
valley and stream corridors, including the regulated tableland area, wherever 
possible; 

d) With the exception of footpaths/trails, crossings of wetlands will only be 
permitted where supported by an Environmental Assessment or equivalent 
comprehensive study as deemed appropriate by Conservation Halton; 

e) Public use footpaths/trails (including boardwalks) may be considered in 
wetlands where proposed for educational and recreational purposes by a 
public agency. Depending on the extent of works and nature of wetlands, an 
Environmental Impact Study or Environmental Assessment may be required; 

f) All works must be constructed in such a manner as to prevent increases in 
flooding and velocities (for range of storm events) on upstream and 
downstream properties; 

g) The construction of pipe or service pipelines must maintain the 
predevelopment configuration of the flood plain and valley walls and 
minimize disturbance to existing vegetation. Directional drilling or boring 
should be utilized for all permanent flowing streams. In addition, storm sewer 
outfalls should be designed to provide adequate protection to watercourse 
embankments; 

h) Stream erosion hazards must be adequately addressed; 

i) Where structures are necessary within the flood plain, the structure should be 
designed so that overtopping or flanking can occur with a minimum amount 
of damage. Major bridges not designed to pass the flooding hazard limit 
conditions should have their approach ramp(s) designed as spillways. Smaller 
footbridges should be securely anchored such that they will not become an 
obstruction at downstream culverts; 

j) Storm sewer outfalls required to be constructed on valley walls greater than 
6 metres in height will normally utilize a drop shaft and tunnel in order to 
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protect the natural integrity of the valley wall; 

k) Habitat connectivity and wildlife movement must be incorporated into the 
planning, design and construction practices of all works. The design practices 
will maintain, and where possible improve or restore, key ecological linkages; 
and, 

l) Requirements of Policies 2.19, 2.21, 2.39, 2.40, 2.42-2.47. 

m) Requirements of Policies 2.22 to 2.28, 2.32 to 2.37 for any buildings. 
 
2.49 Public Parks 
 

It is recognized that on occasion there are significant benefits to society for public 
parks to utilize valleylands, hazardous lands, wetlands and shorelines. 

 
Public park development applications within or adjacent to flooding and erosion 
hazard limits, valleylands and wetlands will be considered subject to the following 
criteria: 

a) Conformity with Provincial legislation, policy and guidelines and Regional 
and Municipal Official Plans; 

b) With the exception of footpaths/trails, crossings of wetlands will only be 
permitted where supported by an Environmental Assessment or equivalent 
comprehensive study. Footpaths/trails (including boardwalks) may be 
considered in wetlands where proposed for educational and recreational 
purposes. Depending on the extent of works and nature of wetlands, an 
Environmental Impact Study or Environmental Assessment may be required; 

c) Policy 2.19 will apply to all watercourse and flood plain alterations. 
Channelization and/or watercourse realignments will normally not be 
permitted to facilitate park design. Where site specific erosion control may 
be permitted, soft engineering (bio- engineering) is the preferred approach 
and should be based on a fluvial geomorphic review of the watercourse. 
Where structural measures are required, these should be combined with 
watercourse crossings or other suitable sites; 

d) Policies 2.22 to 2.29 will apply to all existing building and structures located 
within the flooding or erosion hazard limits and associated setbacks, other 
than those exempted by (e), however, the requirement for an on-title 
agreement may be waived; 

e) Access roads/trails, grassed playing fields, (playground equipment, enclosed 
buildings with a footprint smaller than 20 square metres, open structures such 
as picnic pavilions, gazebos, etc., and other similar structures/infrastructure, 
will be considered within the flooding hazard limit where it can be shown 
that: i. Hazards (i.e. flooding, erosion, bank instability) can be safely 
addressed; ii. There will be no danger to public health and safety; 

f) Approved revegetation plan and no net loss of natural vegetation; 
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g) Policy 2.37 will apply to all existing valley and valley wall development. 

h) Watercourse crossings shall be minimized and designed in accordance with 
Policies 2.19 – 2.20. Access to the valley corridor for watercourse crossings 
shall be minimized and designed to take advantage of existing impacted or 
open areas on the valley slope (i.e., agriculture, farm access points, etc.); 

i) Fish habitat and riparian areas shall be maintained and enhanced; 

j) All new development must be set back from the top or the toe of a valley 
slope in accordance with Policies 2.35.3 and 2.36.3 with the exception of 
access routes and lookouts. Lookouts will be considered at the top of valleys 
subject to ensuring that the long-term stability of the valley wall is maintained 
and that there will be no adverse environmental impacts to existing natural 
features and wildlife. A net environmental benefit will be encouraged; 

k) For any development adjacent to the shoreline of Lake Ontario or Hamilton 
Harbour, the requirements of Policies 2.42 – 2.47 must be met. 

 
2.50 Golf Courses 
 

a) Golf course development (tees, greens, fairways, carry-overs, structures, etc.) 
is not permitted within flooding and erosion hazard limits, valleylands, 
watercourses or wetlands, except as provided for within the specific 
subsections of Policy 2.50. 

b) All grading, servicing, structures, greens, tees and fairways shall be set back a 
minimum of 15 metres from the stable top of bank of valley of major valley 
systems, a minimum of 7.5 metres from the stable top of bank of minor valley 
systems, a minimum 15 metres from the limit of non-Provincially Significant 
Wetlands less than 2 hectares in size and a minimum of 30 metres from the 
limit of a Provincially Significant Wetlands and wetlands greater than or equal 
to 2 hectares in size. These setbacks may increase based on the results of a 
comprehensive Environmental Impact Study, including a hydrologic 
evaluation. 

c) Proposals to alter the flood plain will only be considered in areas outside of 
valley features and where all criteria of Policy 2.19 can be met. 

d) Watercourse crossings shall be minimized and designed in accordance with 
Policies 2.19 – 2.20.  Access to the valley corridor for watercourse crossings 
shall be minimized and designed to take advantage of existing impacted or 
open areas on the valley slope (i.e., agriculture, farm access points, etc.). 

e) Fish habitat and riparian areas shall be maintained and enhanced. 
Channelization and/or watercourse realignments will not be permitted to 
facilitate a new golf course design and/or for the purpose of protecting future 
golf course infrastructure. Where site-specific erosion control may be 
permitted, soft engineering (bio-engineering) is the preferred approach and 
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should be based on a fluvial geomorphic review of the watercourse. Where 
structural measures are required, these should be combined with watercourse 
crossings or other suitable sites. 

f) A comprehensive hydrogeological and/or hydrological study will be required 
to demonstrate that the proposed development and any associated water 
taking will not negatively impact upon the quality and quantity of surface and 
ground water and its relationship to fish habitat, wetlands, watercourses, etc. 
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Section 3 
 

Conservation Halton Land Use Planning Policies 
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Land Use Planning Policies 
 
The following information describes the basis for Conservation Halton’s program 
of plan input and review.  It explains Conservation Halton’s role at the Provincial 
and Local levels, and provides a description of the policies, procedures, technical 
analysis and standards that apply to the planning functions.  The policies contained 
within this document should not be read in isolation of one another.  Rather, they 
should be read in their entirety and the appropriate range of policies should be 
applied to each situation.6 
 
3.1 General 
 

3.1.1 Planning applications circulated by a municipality or Provincial agency 
prior to May 11, 2006 will be reviewed pursuant to the regulation in 
existence at that time (Ontario Regulation 150/90) and its associated 
policy document (Policies, Procedures and Guidelines for the 
Administration of Ontario Regulation 150/90 – Fill, Construction and 
Alteration to Watercourses October 1999). 
 

3.1.2 If a planning file has been inactive for over five years and is reactivated 
by the applicant after the Minister approves Conservation Halton’s 
revised regulation, staff will review the application based on the current 
regulation and policy document. 
 

3.1.3 Conservation Halton staff will work with municipal watershed partners 
to include natural heritage features and natural hazard areas within 
appropriate Official Plan and zoning by-law designations to ensure no 
new development or site alteration occurs that would be contrary to 
Provincial or Conservation Halton policy. 
 

3.1.4 Lot line setbacks adjacent to natural heritage features and natural hazard 
limits have not historically been achieved in rural areas due to the lack 
of connectivity of public agency ownership.  In conjunction with Policies 
3.2.3, 3.3.2 and 3.4.4, staff will continue to recommend that the natural 
features/hazards and the appropriate lot line setbacks be placed in 
public ownership as part of any development application.  In those cases 
where the natural feature(s)/hazard will remain in private ownership (in 
rural areas) it is important to limit the number of lots which have 
ownership of the natural feature(s)/hazard and to ensure that the proper 
Official Plan and zoning designations are applied by the municipality to 

 
6 Conservation Halton land use policies have not been updated since 2006.  There have been several 
changes to provincial policies and plans since that time.  The most recent policies and plans prevail. 
Updates to Conservation Halton’s land use policies will be made to reflect recent legislative changes to 
the Planning Act and other legislation as well as updates to Memoranda of Understanding with member 
municipalities for advisory and technical services related to land use planning. 



72 

 
 

 

 

protect the features and functions of the area.  Restrictive easements, 
on-title agreements and landowner information brochures may also be 
recommended to ensure the landowners are aware of the protected 
area(s) on their property. 
 

3.1.5 An Environmental Impact Study (EIS) will be required to confirm that the 
proposed development and/or site alteration will not have a negative 
impact on the natural heritage features and functions and that the 
minimum setbacks identified in this document are adequate to protect 
the natural heritage features and functions.  This is a requirement of the 
Provincial Policy Statement (2005), Policy 2.1 Natural Heritage, and many 
of the local municipal Official Plans.  Section 3.6 of this document 
identifies various situations in which an EIS may be required.  Staff 
strongly recommend that the applicant consult with Conservation 
Halton as early in the process as possible as Environmental Impact 
Studies may require four season inventories of the natural heritage 
feature/function. 
 

3.1.6 When reviewing severance applications, staff will recommend a 
minimum of 0.6 hectares of upland area outside of the regulated area 
(riverine systems) and outside of the vegetation protection zone 
(wetlands) for locating all buildings, structures and septic tile beds 
(primary and reserve).  This minimum land area is usually sufficient to 
accommodate a single residential dwelling and septic system.  There 
may be instances, due to the configuration of the property or the size of 
the proposed dwelling, where 0.6 hectares is not sufficient. 
 

3.1.7 When reviewing severance applications, staff will recommend that no 
new lots be created that would necessitate a new crossing of a 
valleyland, wetland, watercourse or flooding and erosion hazard limit to 
access a building envelope. 
 

3.1.8 As part of Conservation Halton’s conditions of approval for planning 
applications on-going monitoring of stormwater management facilities 
or natural heritage features and functions may be required. 
 

3.1.9 Should Conservation Halton staff recommend denial of a planning 
application or building permit the applicant will be informed in writing 
and advised that the Resource Planning/Water Management Advisory 
Committee will consider the recommendation at their next scheduled 
meeting.7  The applicant will be given an opportunity to address the 
Committee. 

 
7 The Resource Planning/Water Management Advisory Committee no longer exists.  Recommendations 
from Conservation Halton staff on planning applications are submitted directly to the municipality and 
appropriate Regional municipality. 
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3.1.10 Should Conservation Halton staff wish to formally appeal a decision 

made by a Municipal Council or a Committee of Adjustment to the 
Ontario Municipal Board based on the requirements of the Provincial 
Policy Statement and these guidelines, that appeal should be taken to 
the next Board of Directors meeting to seek the formal endorsement of 
the Board. 
 

3.2 Flooding and Erosion Hazard Limits 
 

Conservation Halton’s flooding and erosion hazard policies are described 
within Section 2 of this document.  These reflect the policies contained in the 
Provincial Policy Statement and Ontario Regulation 162/06 related to 
hazardous lands adjacent to river and stream systems and the Lake Ontario 
shoreline. 

 
3.2.1 With the exception of Policies 2.32 – 2.34, Conservation Halton utilizes 

the One Zone Concept for flood plain management wherein the entire 
flood plain is considered the floodway. 

 
3.2.2 Through the review of planning applications, staff will work with the 

applicant and watershed municipalities to ensure no new development, 
including lot creation, or site alteration is permitted within the flooding 
and erosion hazard limits, that would be contrary to the Provincial Policy 
Statement and/or Conservation Halton regulatory policies. For major 
valley systems, a minimum lot line setback of 15 metres from the greater 
of the limit of the flooding and erosion hazard limit. For minor valley 
systems a minimum lot line setback of 7.5 metres from the greater of 
the limit of the flooding and erosion hazard limit will be recommended. 

 
3.2.3 Conservation Halton will recommend to municipalities, through the 

provision of conditions of draft plan approval, that applications for a 
plan of subdivision adjacent to flooding and erosion hazards, be 
required to include protection of the flooding and erosion hazards and 
adjacent tableland in perpetuity through dedication to a public agency.  
However, there may be other acceptable methods to ensure that these 
areas are protected by a public agency.  

 
3.2.4 The creation of new lots that contain the flooding and erosion hazard 

limit is not supported.  There may be instances where an applicant 
wishes to have a lot addition to add property from a neighbouring lot 
onto their own which contains a flooding hazard. Staff will generally not 
object to such a lot addition provided the following criteria are met: 

a) both existing lots currently contain a portion of the flooding and 
erosion hazard limit; 
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b) the lot addition will not necessitate or encourage any new or 
upgraded crossings of the flooding and erosion hazard limit for 
access/egress purposes; and, 

c)  existing crossings are sufficient for the intended land use. 
 
3.3 Valleylands 

 
3.3.1 Conservation Halton’s regulatory valleylands policies are described 

within Section 2 of this document. These reflect the policies contained 
in the Provincial Policy Statement and Ontario Regulation 162/06 related 
to hazardous lands adjacent to river and stream systems.  Policy 3.6.5 
within this document outlines additional policies with respect to 
significant valleylands and the Provincial Policy Statement. 
 

3.3.2 Through the review of planning applications, staff will work with the 
applicant and watershed municipalities to ensure no new development, 
including lot creation, or site alteration is permitted within valleylands 
and the associated erosion hazard limits that would be contrary to the 
Provincial Policy Statement and/or Conservation Halton policies.  Where 
the flooding hazard limit is contained within the valley, the lot line 
setbacks are a minimum of 15 metres from the greater of the physical 
or stable top of bank adjacent to major valley systems and 7.5 metres 
from the greater of the physical or stable top of bank adjacent to minor 
valley systems.  Conservation Halton will recommend to municipalities, 
through the provision of conditions of draft plan approval, that 
applications for a plan of subdivision adjacent to valleylands, be 
required to include protection of the valleyland and adjacent tableland 
in perpetuity. It is Conservation Halton’s preference that this be done 
through dedication to the municipality however there may be other 
acceptable methods to ensure that these areas are protected by a public 
agency. 
 

3.4 Wetlands 
 
Conservation Halton’s wetlands policies are described within Section 2 of 
this document.  These reflect the policies contained in the Provincial Policy 
Statement and Ontario Regulation 162/06 related to wetlands and 
interference with wetlands. 

 
3.4.1 Policies 2.39 – 2.41 within Section 2 of this document outline the 

requirements for development adjacent to wetlands. It is important to 
note that Policies 2.39 - 2.41 are specific to the impact that a proposed 
development may have on the hydrologic function of the wetland. There 
may be instances where proposed development or site alteration 
adjacent to a wetland may be permitted under Conservation Halton’s 
regulations (as a result of no impact to the hydrologic function of the 



75 

 
 

 

 

wetland) however, there may be other natural heritage impacts that 
would cause Conservation Halton to recommend denial of a Planning 
Act, Niagara Escarpment Plan or Parkway Belt West Plan application. 
 

3.4.2 As per Policies 2.39.3 and 2.40.3, a minimum vegetation protection zone 
of 30 metres from the limit of a Provincially Significant Wetland or a 
wetland greater than or equal to 2 hectares in size and 15 metres from 
the limit of a wetland less than 2 hectares in size is required. In addition 
to the hydrologic evaluation that may be required as part of a Permit 
application, an Environmental Impact Study (EIS) may also be required 
to determine whether the minimum setback is sufficient. No buildings, 
structures or septic systems are permitted within this setback, except as 
outlined in Policies 2.39.1, 2.39.2, 2.40.1 and 2.40.2. It is the intention 
that this setback be left in a natural self-sustaining vegetated state, in 
public ownership wherever possible, in order to achieve the greatest 
benefit to the natural heritage system. 
 

3.4.3 Through the review of planning applications staff will work with the 
applicant  and watershed municipalities to ensure no new development, 
including lot creation, or site alteration is permitted within or adjacent 
to wetlands that would be contrary to the  Provincial Policy Statement 
and/or Conservation Halton’s regulatory policies.  This will involve a 
minimum lot line setback of 30 metres from the limit of a Provincially 
Significant Wetland or wetland greater than 2 hectares in size and a 
minimum lot line setback of 15 metres from the limit of a wetland less 
than 2 hectares in size. Greater setbacks may be required as per 
Provincial or municipal policy. 
 

3.4.4 Conservation Halton will recommend to municipalities, through the 
provision of conditions of draft plan approval, that applications for a 
plan of subdivision adjacent to wetland areas, be required to include 
protection of the wetland and adjacent tableland in perpetuity by a 
public agency. However, there may be other acceptable methods to 
ensure that these areas are protected by a public agency. 
 

3.4.5 The creation of new lots that contain Provincially Significant Wetlands is 
not supported.  There may be instances where an applicant wishes to 
have a lot addition to add property from a neighbouring lot onto their 
own which contains a wetland may be supported provided the following 
criteria are met. 

a) both existing lots currently contain a portion of the wetland. 
b) the lot addition will not necessitate or encourage any new 

crossings or upgraded crossings of the wetland for access/egress 
purposes. 

c) existing crossings are sufficient for the intended land use.  
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3.5 Golf Courses 
 
In addition to the regulatory policies contained within Section 2 of this 
document, the following outlines land use planning policies that 
Conservation Halton will utilize when reviewing applications for golf 
courses: 

a) No encroachment into wetlands, valleylands, flood plains or meander belt 
allowances will be permitted.  

b) An Environmental Impact Study must be prepared to demonstrate no 
negative impacts to significant wetlands, significant habitat of endangered 
species and threatened species, significant woodlands, significant valleylands, 
significant wildlife habitat, significant areas of natural and scientific interest 
and fish habitat. Other natural heritage features, including corridors, linkages, 
cultural vegetation communities, hedgerows and swales should also be 
addressed in the Environmental Impact Study and incorporated into the 
design and landscaping of the golf course.  

c) Surface water quality and quantity must not be adversely impacted as a result 
of golf course development. Post-development flows must be maintained at 
pre-development levels. A Best Management Practice (BMP) plan must also 
be submitted in concert with stormwater management proposals outlining 
appropriate mitigative BMPs.  

d) Riparian vegetation along stream banks must be retained, enhanced and/or 
established. Riparian vegetation zones will be defined in accordance with the 
system type (i.e., coldwater, warmwater). Riparian vegetation zones must be 
left in a natural self-sustaining condition (i.e. golf course holes must be 
designed to be parallel to watercourse/valleylands rather than crossing 
them).  

e) Ponds incorporated into the golf course design must be off-line and use a 
bottom draw. Any ponds should be included in the stormwater management 
plan and should be designed to enhance water quality. Ponds used for 
irrigation purposes must not impact negatively on the hydraulic gradient of 
local upwellings and may have to be lined in areas of coldwater fish habitat.  

f) The site must be designed to maximize the capture of stormwater runoff for 
irrigation purposes prior to the consideration of water-taking structures 
within a watercourse.  

g) Sanitary servicing for the golf course should tie into existing municipal 
services, where possible. Where private sanitary services are proposed they 
must be located outside of the regulated areas.  

h) Erosion and sediment control measures to address all aspects of construction 
(i.e., grading, crossings, buildings, etc.).  

i) All disturbed sites shall be restored and a tree/vegetation salvage and 
transplant plan should be prepared for on-site transplant of trees where 
appropriate.  
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j) Many golf courses are now working towards qualifying for the Audubon 
Program. Conservation Halton supports this, and equivalent, environmental 
programs.  
 

3.6 Provincial Policy Statement 
 

The natural hazards and significant wetlands/coastal wetlands policies within the 
Provincial Policy Statement are generally covered by the above noted planning 
policies and the policies as outlined in Section 2 of this document. Additional 
information is provided below with respect to wetlands.8 
 
Pursuant to the Memoranda of Understanding between Conservation Halton and 
its various municipal partners, Conservation Halton staff provide peer review 
comments with respect to several other aspects of the Natural Heritage, Natural 
Hazards and Mineral Aggregate Resources sections of the Provincial Policy 
Statement. The following outlines the basis for comments pertaining to plan 
input and review. 
 
3.6.1 Significant Wetlands and Coastal Wetlands 

 
Policy 2.1.3 (b) and (c) of the Provincial Policy Statement state that 
development and site alteration shall not be permitted in significant 
wetlands or significant coastal wetlands.  A coastal wetland is defined as 
any wetland that is located on one of the Great Lakes or their connecting 
channels or any other wetland that is on a tributary to the Great Lakes 
and lies, either wholly or in part, downstream of a line located two (2) 
kilometres upstream of the 1:100 year floodline (plus wave run-up) of 
the large water body to which the tributary is connected.  
 
Policy 2.1.6 of the Provincial Policy Statement further states that 
development and site alteration will not be permitted on adjacent lands 
to significant wetlands or significant coastal wetlands unless the 
ecological function of the adjacent lands has been evaluated and it has 
been demonstrated that there will be no negative impacts on the natural 
features or on their ecological functions.  As such, an Environmental 
Impact Study will be required for any planning applications within 120 
metres of a significant wetland/coastal wetland. 

 
3.6.2 Significant Habitat of Endangered Species and Threatened Species 

 
Policy 2.1.3 (a) of the Provincial Policy Statement states that 
development and site alteration shall not be permitted within significant 

 
8 The Provincial Policy Statement was updated in 2020.  Therefore, references in this document may be 
inaccurate and will be corrected through an upcoming revision of Conservation Halton’s land use planning 
policies.  The text of the current Provincial Policy Statement prevails. 
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habitat of endangered species or threatened species. In addition, 
development and site alteration shall not be permitted on lands 
adjacent to this habitat unless the ecological function of the adjacent 
lands has been evaluated and it has been demonstrated that there will 
be no negative impacts on the natural features or on their ecological 
functions (PPS, Policy 2.1.6).  The Ministry of Natural Resources (and 
Forestry) Natural Heritage Reference Manual (1999) considers adjacent 
lands to be within 50 metres.  As such, an Environmental Impact Study 
will be required for any planning applications within 50 metres of this 
habitat.  Provincial and/or Federal Recovery Strategies are under 
development for various species.  Conservation Halton staff will refer to 
these strategies and associated species experts when providing 
comments. 
 

3.6.3 Fish Habitat 
 
Policy 2.1.5 of the Provincial Policy Statement states that development 
and site alteration shall not be permitted in fish habitat except in 
accordance with Provincial and Federal requirements. The Ministry of 
Natural Resources (and Forestry) Natural Heritage Reference Manual 
(1999) does not recommend a specific width for adjacent lands.  Rather, 
it states that the extent of adjacent lands on which development or site 
alteration may affect fish habitat depends on numerous factors 
including the nature of development or site alterations, the sensitivity of 
fish habitat potentially affected and local site conditions (e.g., vegetative 
cover, slope, soils).  Policy 2.1.6 of the Provincial Policy Statement states 
that development and site alteration shall not be permitted on lands 
adjacent to fish habitat unless the ecological function of the adjacent 
lands has been evaluated and it has been demonstrated that there will 
be no negative impacts on the natural features or on their ecological 
functions.  As such, an Environmental Impact Study will be required for 
development and site alteration within (as permitted by provincial and 
federal requirements) and adjacent to fish habitat. 
 
Refer to Section 1.3.1 for details pertaining to Conservation Halton’s 
Level II agreement with Fisheries and Oceans Canada (DFO).  Staff will 
endeavour to advise applicants to contact the Ontario Ministry of 
Natural Resources (and Forestry) (MNRF) for requirements as they 
pertain to the Lakes and Rivers Improvement Act and/or the Public Lands 
Act however, it is ultimately the applicant’s responsibility to consult with 
all appropriate government agencies.  
 
Although some existing subwatershed studies within Conservation 
Halton’s watershed recommend the construction of on-line stormwater 
management facilities, staff will not recommend approval of any further 
subwatershed studies that incorporate on-line stormwater management 
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facilities due to their impact to fish and fish habitat unless it is in 
accordance with Provincial and Federal requirements, as per Policy 2.1.5 
of the Provincial Policy Statement, and meets the criteria in Policy 
3.23.5.2 of Conservation Halton’s policy document. 
 

3.6.4 Significant Woodlands 
 
Policies 2.1.4 (b) and 2.1.6 of the Provincial Policy Statement state that 
development and site alteration shall not be permitted within or 
adjacent to significant woodlands south and east of the Canadian Shield 
unless it has been demonstrated that there will be no negative impacts 
on the natural features or their ecological functions.  The Ministry of 
Natural Resources (and Forestry) Natural Heritage Reference Manual 
(1999) provides parameters for identifying significant woodlands and 
considers adjacent lands to be within 50 metres.  As such, an 
Environmental Impact Study will be required for planning applications 
within or adjacent to significant woodlands.  In keeping with the 
Provincial Policy Statement, staff will work with watershed municipalities 
to ensure significant woodlands are identified in Official Plans and 
zoning by-laws and designated in appropriate Greenlands and 
Conservation Management zones.9  In the absence of an up-to-date 
subwatershed study (approved by Conservation Halton), a minimum 10 
metre development and site alteration setback from dripline, to be 
confirmed through an Environmental Impact Study, will be 
recommended outside of the Greenbelt Plan Area and the Niagara 
Escarpment Plan Area. Within the Greenbelt Plan Area and Niagara 
Escarpment Plan Area a minimum 30 metre vegetated protection zone 
will be recommended as per the policies of the Greenbelt Plan. 
 

3.6.5 Significant Valleylands 
 

Policies 2.1.4 (c) and 2.1.6 of the Provincial Policy Statement states that 
development and site alteration shall not be permitted within or 
adjacent to significant valleylands south and east of the Canadian Shield 
unless it has been demonstrated that there will be no negative impacts 
on the natural features or their ecological functions. All valleylands 
within Conservation Halton’s watershed are regulated pursuant to 
Ontario Regulation 162/06. As such, most are afforded some level of 
protection from development and site alteration.  
 
The Ministry of Natural Resources (and Forestry) Natural Heritage 
Reference Manual (1999) provides parameters for identifying significant 

 
9 The terminology in municipal Official Plans has changed as per the direction in the current Provincial 
Policy Statement.  Official plans generally designate significant natural heritage features in the broader 
context of a Natural Heritage System. 
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valleylands and considers adjacent lands to be within 50 metres. As such, 
an Environmental Impact Study will be required for planning 
applications within or adjacent to significant valleylands. In keeping with 
the Provincial Policy Statement, staff will work with watershed 
municipalities to ensure significant valleylands are identified in Official 
Plans and zoning by-laws and designated in appropriate Greenlands and 
Conservation Management zones. 
 

3.6.6 Significant Wildlife Habitat 
 
Policies 2.1.4 (d) and 2.1.6 of the Provincial Policy Statement states that 
development and site alteration shall not be permitted within or 
adjacent to significant wildlife habitat unless it has been demonstrated 
there will be no negative impacts on the natural features or their 
ecological functions.  The Ministry of Natural Resources (and Forestry) 
has prepared a guide entitled Significant Wildlife Habitat Technical 
Guide (October 2000) that provides parameters for identifying 
significant wildlife habitat and adjacent lands.  As such, an 
Environmental Impact Study will be required for planning applications 
within or adjacent to significant wildlife habitat as specified within the 
technical guidelines.  In keeping with the Provincial Policy Statement, 
staff will work with watershed municipalities to ensure significant wildlife 
habitat is identified in Official Plans and zoning by-laws and designated 
in appropriate Greenlands and Conservation Management zones. 
 

3.6.7 Significant Areas of Natural and Scientific Interest 
 
Policies 2.1.4 (e) and 2.1.6 of the Provincial Policy Statement states that 
development and site alteration shall not be permitted within or 
adjacent to areas of natural and scientific interest (ANSI) unless it has 
been demonstrated there will be no negative impacts on the natural 
features or their ecological functions. The Ministry of Natural Resources 
(and Forestry) Natural Heritage Reference Manual (1999) considers 
adjacent lands to be within 50 metres. As such, an Environmental Impact 
Study will be required for planning applications within or adjacent to 
ANSIs. The Ministry of Natural Resources (and Forestry) identifies ANSIs. 
Staff will work with watershed municipalities to ensure Areas of Natural 
and Scientific Interest are identified in Official Plans and zoning by-laws 
and designated in appropriate Greenlands and Conservation 
Management zones. 
 

3.6.8 Diversity and Connectivity 
 
Policy 2.1.2 of the Provincial Policy Statement states that the diversity 
and connectivity of natural features in an area, and the long-term 
ecological function and biodiversity of natural heritage systems, should 
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be maintained, restored or, where possible, improved, recognizing 
linkages between and among natural heritage features and areas, 
surface water features and ground water features. Through the 
preparation of Watershed and Subwatershed Studies and through the 
review of land use planning applications, Conservation Halton strives to 
ensure that those linkages necessary to the functioning of the natural 
heritage system are identified for protection and enhancement. 
 

3.6.9 Sensitive Ground Water Features 
 
Policy 2.2 of the Provincial Policy Statement provides direction with 
respect to groundwater features. Specifically, Policy 2.2.2 states that 
development and site alteration shall be restricted in or near sensitive 
surface water features and sensitive ground water features such that 
these features and their related hydrologic functions will be protected, 
improved or restored.  Staff of Conservation Halton review relevant 
Watershed/Subwatershed Studies and Aquifer Management Plans when 
determining whether an application has been made in or near sensitive 
ground water features.  If information is not available, the applicant may 
be required to prepare a hydrologic/hydrogeological study. 
 

3.6.10 Hazardous Sites 
 
Conservation Halton provides peer review to the City of Hamilton, under 
the Memorandum of Understanding, for hazardous geology. Policy 3.1 
of the Provincial Policy Statement provides direction with respect to 
natural hazards (hazardous lands and hazardous sites).  Hazardous 
geology is included within “hazardous sites” and includes unstable soils 
(sensitive marine clays [leda], organic soils) or unstable bedrock (karst 
topography).   Karst topography has been found in the City of Hamilton 
along the Niagara Escarpment within Conservation Halton’s watershed. 
The Ministry of Natural Resources’ (and Forestry) Understanding Natural 
Hazards (2001) guide provides direction with respect to these policies 
within the Provincial Policy Statement and Conservation Halton will 
utilize these guidelines when reviewing applications that may be 
proposed within or near hazardous sites. 
 

3.6.11 Aggregates, Petroleum and Wayside Pits 
 
Conservation Halton provides peer review to the City of Hamilton, under 
the Memorandum of Understanding, for Mineral Aggregates, Petroleum 
Resources and Wayside Pits. Policy 2.5 of the Provincial Policy Statement 
states that mineral aggregate resources shall be protected for long term 
use. Under the Memorandum of Understanding, Conservation Halton 
provides the plan review (i.e., identifies the resource) however, technical 
clearance of any required reports remains with the Ministry of Natural 
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Resources and Forestry. Conservation Halton staff will consult the 
available aggregates mapping provided by the Ministry of Natural 
Resources and Forestry when providing comments. 
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Section 4 
 

Guidelines for the Administration of Ontario Regulation 162/06 
and 

Land Use Planning Review 
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Additional Guidelines and Information Requirements 

 
Watershed management is constantly evolving and from time to time guidelines are 
developed or adopted for use by Conservation Halton.  In addition, reference is made to 
other legislation that must be considered in the review of any works proposed for 
permission under Ontario Regulation 162/06.  A up-to-date listing of additional 
guidelines that should be referred to when submitting a permit or planning application 
is available on the Conservation Halton website at www.conservationhalton.ca 
 

http://www.conservationhalton.ca/
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Section 5 
 

Definitions 
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Definitions 

 
Definitions  
 
“access and egress” means methods or procedures to ensure safe vehicular and 
pedestrian movement, and access for the maintenance and repair of protection works, 
during times of flooding hazards, erosion hazards and/or other water-related hazards. 
 
“access standard“ means a method or procedure to ensure safe vehicular and pedestrian 
movement, and access for the maintenance and repair of protection works, during times 
of flooding, erosion and other water related hazards.  
 
“accepted engineering principles” refers to those principles, methods and procedures 
that are used and applied in current coastal and hydraulic engineering practice and have 
been reviewed and accepted by Conservation Halton. 
 
“accepted geotechnical principles” refers to those principles, methods and procedures 
involving slope stability analysis which are used and applied in current geotechnical 
practice and have been reviewed and approved by Conservation Halton. 
 
“accepted scientific principles” refers to those principles, methods and procedures 
which are used and applied in disciplines such as geology, geomorphology, botany and 
zoology and applied to the study of coastal processes, vegetation, wildlife and fisheries 
and have been reviewed and approved by Conservation Halton. 
 
“adjacent lands” means those lands contiguous to a specific natural heritage feature or 
area where it is likely that development or site alteration would have a negative impact 
on the feature or area.  The extent of the adjacent lands may be recommended by the 
Province or based on municipal approaches which achieve the same objectives. 
 
“adverse environmental impacts” as it pertains to the shorelines means those physical, 
biological and environmental changes which are of long-term duration, where the rate of 
recovery is low, where there is a high potential for direct and/or indirect effects and/or 
where the area is considered to be critical habitat or of critical significance to the 
protection, management and enhancement of the shoreline ecosystem. 
 
“agricultural uses” means the growing of crops, including nursery and horticultural 
crops; raising of livestock; raising of other animals for food, fur or fibre, including poultry 
and fish; aquaculture; apiaries; agro-forestry; maple syrup production; and associated on-
farm buildings and structures, including accommodation for full-time farm labour when 
the size and nature of the operation requires additional employment. 
 
 
“apparent valley” or a confined valley means a valley that is greater than or equal to 
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two (2) metres in depth. 
 
“areas of natural and scientific interest (ANSI)” means areas of land and water 
containing natural landscapes or features that have been identified as having life science 
or earth science values related to protection, scientific study or education. 
 
“coastal wetland” means (a) any wetland that is located on one of the Great Lakes or 
their connecting channels; or (b) any other wetland that is on a tributary to any of the 
above-specified water bodies and lies, either wholly or in part, downstream of a line 
located 2 kilometres upstream of the 1:100 year floodline (plus wave run-up) of the large 
water body to which the tributary is connected. 
 
“coldwater watercourse” means a watercourse, whether permanent, intermittent or 
ephemeral, which supports or contributes to the support of fish habitat or species 
associated with coldwater, such as salmonids, sculpins, coldwater benthic invertebrates, 
or acts as a production zone for anadramous species, or has thermal characteristics of a 
coldwater stream.  Coldwater species that are best adapted prefer or usually occur at 
water temperatures less than 19 ºC. 
 
“comprehensive study” means a detailed study that fully assesses existing conditions 
and the potential impacts of proposed development with respect to, at a minimum, 
hydrology, hydraulics, hydrogeology, fluvial processes, erosion, slope stability and the 
natural environment (including, but not limited to, ecological functions).   
 
“confined system” means where the watercourse is located within a valley corridor, 
either with or without a flood plain, and is confined by valley walls.  The watercourse may 
be located at the toe of the valley slope, in close proximity to the toe of the valley slope 
(less than 15 metres) or removed from the toe of the valley slope (more than 15 metres).  
The watercourse can contain perennial, intermittent or ephemeral flows and may range 
in channel configuration, from seepage and natural springs to detectable channels 
(Understanding Natural Hazards, MNR, 2001).  Within Conservation Halton’s watershed, 
all valleys greater than or equal to 2 metres in height are considered confined systems.   
 
“coolwater watercourse” means a watercourse, whether permanent, intermittent or 
ephemeral, which supports or contributes to the support of fish habitat or species 
associated with coolwater, such as pearl dace, redside dace, coolwater benthic 
invertebrates, or has thermal characteristics of a coolwater stream as designated by the 
Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry (MNRF).  Coolwater species that are best 
adapted prefer or usually occur at water temperatures between 19-25 ºC. 
 
“development”, as it pertains to the Planning Act, Provincial Policy Statement, Greenbelt 
Plan and Conservation Halton Land Use Planning Policies (Section 4) means the creation 
of a new lot; a change in land use; or the construction of buildings and structures,  
requiring approval under the Planning Act, but does not include: (a) activities that create 
or maintain infrastructure authorized under an environmental assessment process; (b) 
works subject to the Drainage Act. 
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“development”, as it pertains to the Conservation Authorities Act, means: 

a) the construction, reconstruction, erection or placing of a building or structure of any 
kind, 

b) 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, 

c) site grading, or 
d) the temporary or permanent placing, dumping or removal of any material, 

originating on the site or elsewhere. 
 
“dry floodproofing” means those specific measures taken to reduce or eliminate the 
potential for flood hazards to damage a building or structure by isolating a building or 
appliance from flood waters (normally applies to habitable buildings or additions).   
 
“dwelling unit” means one or more habitable rooms, occupied or capable of being 
occupied as an independent and separate housekeeping establishment, in which separate 
kitchen and sanitary facilities are provided for the exclusive use of the occupants. 
 
“dynamic beach hazard” means areas of inherently unstable accumulations of shoreline 
sediments along the Great Lakes – St. Lawrence River System and large inland lakes, as 
identified by Provincial standards, as amended from time to time.  The dynamic beach 
hazard limit consists of the flooding hazard limit plus a dynamic beach allowance. 
 
“ecological function” means the natural processes, products or services that living and 
non-living environments provide or perform within or between species, ecosystems and 
landscapes.  These may include hydrological, biological, physical, chemical and socio-
economic interactions. 
 
“endangered species” means a species that is listed or categorized as an ‘Endangered 
Species’ on the Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry’s (MNRF) official 
species at risk list or on the COSEWIC list of endangered species, as updated and 
amended from time to time. 
 
“environmentally sound”  as it pertains to the shoreline policies means those principles, 
methods and procedures involved in addressing the protection and enhancement of the 
shoreline ecosystem which are used in disciplines such as geology, geomorphology, 
botany and zoology and applied in the study of coastal processes, vegetation, wildlife 
and aquatic habitat resource management and have been reviewed and approved by the 
Conservation Halton. 
 
“erosion hazards” means the loss of land, due to human or natural processes, that poses 
a threat to life and property.  The erosion hazard limit is determined using considerations 
that include the 100 year erosion rate (the average annual rate of recession extended over 
a one hundred year time span), an allowance for slope stability, and an erosion access 
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allowance. 
 
“fish” as defined in the Fisheries Act, includes (a) parts of fish, (b) shellfish, crustaceans, 
marine animals and any parts of shellfish, crustaceans or marine animals and (c) the eggs, 
sperm, spawn, larvae, spat and juvenile stages of fish, shellfish, crustaceans and marine 
animals.  
 
“fish habitat” as defined in the Fisheries Act, means the spawning grounds and nursery, 
rearing, food supply, and migration areas on which fish depend directly or indirectly in 
order to carry out their life processes.  Fish habitat is comprised of those physical, 
chemical and biological attributes of the environment which are required by fish to carry 
out their life processes (e.g., spawning, nursery, rearing, feeding, overwintering, 
migration).  It consists of those environments that directly or indirectly support fish stocks 
or fish populations that sustain, or have the potential to sustain, subsistence, commercial 
or recreational fishing activities.  These guidelines can be applied to habitat which 
although not directly supporting fish, provides nutrients and/or food supply to adjacent 
or downstream habitat or contribute to water quality for fish. 
 
“flood fringe” for river, stream and small inland lake systems, means the outer portion 
of the flood plain between the floodway and the flooding hazard limit.  Depths and 
velocities of flooding are generally less severe in the flood fringe than those experienced 
in the floodway. 
 
“flood plain” means the area, usually low lands, adjoining a watercourse, which has been 
or may be subject to flooding hazards.  
 
“flood plain alteration” means activities, such as filling, grading and excavation, that 
would change the landform and natural vegetative characteristics of a site located within 
the flood plain.  
 
“flooding hazards” means the inundation, under conditions specified below, of areas 
adjacent to a shoreline or a river or stream system and not ordinarily covered by water: 
 
(a) Along the shorelines of the Great Lakes – St. Lawrence River system and large inland 

lakes, the flooding hazard limit is based on the one-hundred-year flood level plus 
an allowance for wave uprush and other water-related hazards; 

(b) Along river, stream and small inland lake systems, the flooding hazard limit is the 
greater of: 
1. the flood resulting from the rainfall actually experienced during a major storm 

such as the Hurricane Hazel storm (1954) transposed over a specific watershed 
and combined with the local conditions, where evidence suggests that the 
storm event could have potentially occurred over watersheds in the general 
area; 

2. the one-hundred-year flood; and, 
3. a flood which is greater than 1, or 2, which was actually experienced in a 

particular watershed or portion thereof as a result of ice jams and which has 
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been approved as the standard for that specific area by the Minister of Natural 
Resources 
except where the use of the one-hundred-year flood or the actually 
experienced event has been approved by the Minister of Natural Resources as 
the standard for a specific watershed (where the past history of flooding 
supports the lowering of the standard). 

 
“floodway” means the portion of the flood plain where development and site alteration 
would cause a danger to public health and safety or property damage.   
 

Where the one-zone concept is applied, the floodway is the entire contiguous flood 
plain. 

 
Where the two zone concept is applied, the floodway is the contiguous inner portion 
of the flood plain, representing that area required for the safe passage of flood flow 
and/or that area where flood depths and/or velocities are considered to be such that 
they pose a potential threat to life and/or property damage.  Where the two zone 
concept applies, the outer portion of the flood plain is called the flood fringe. 

 
“floodproofing standard” means the combination of measures incorporated into the 
basic design and/or construction of buildings, structures, or properties to reduce or 
eliminate flooding hazards, wave uprush and other water-related hazards along the 
shorelines of the Great Lakes – St. Lawrence River system and large inland lakes, and 
flooding hazards along river, stream and small inland lake systems. 
 
“Great Lakes – St. Lawrence River System” means the major water system consisting 
of Lakes Superior, Huron, St. Clair, Erie and Ontario and their connecting channels, and 
the St. Lawrence River within the boundaries of the Province of Ontario. 
 
“ground water feature” refers to water-related features in the earth’s subsurface, 
including recharge/discharge areas, water tables, aquifers and unsaturated zones that can 
be defined by surface and subsurface hydrogeologic investigations.  
 
“hazardous land” means land that could be unsafe for development because of naturally 
occurring processes associated with flooding, erosion, dynamic beaches or unstable soil 
or bedrock. 
 
“hazardous sites” means property or lands that could be unsafe for development and 
site alteration due to naturally occurring hazards.  These may include unstable soils 
(sensitive marine clays [leda], organic soils) or unstable bedrock (karst topography). 
 
“hydrologically sensitive feature” includes permanent and intermittent streams, 
wetlands, seepage areas and springs. 
 
“hydrologic function” means the functions of the hydrological cycle that include the 
occurrence, circulation, distribution and chemical and physical properties of water on the 
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surface of the land, in the soil and underlying rocks, and in the atmosphere, and water’s 
interaction with the environment including its relation to living things. 
 
“large fill” refers to 200 cubic metres (m3) or more of fill (greater than 15-20 standard 
dump truck loads). 
 
“long term stable slope” as it pertains to the shoreline means the stable angle derived 
by geotechnical investigation or, in the absence of an approved geotechnical study, 3:1 
slope angle projected from the toe of slope (5:1 for sandy soils). 
 
“major additions” as it relates to development within the shoreline flooding hazard, 
means construction that is greater than 50% of the foundation area of the existing 
structure and as it relates to development within the shoreline erosion hazard, means 
construction that is greater than 50% of the foundation area of the existing structure 
located within the erosion hazard.  
 
“major, non-habitable detached accessory structures” as it relates to development 
within shoreline hazards, means non-habitable buildings or structures that do not qualify 
as minor non-habitable accessory structures and are not connected by any means to a 
habitable structure. 
 
“major valley system” means the valley systems associated with Grindstone, Bronte or 
Sixteen Mile Creeks, including all tributaries.  
 
“meander belt allowance” means the setback that keeps development from being 
affected by river and stream meandering (this includes allowance for the 100-year erosion 
rate). 
 
“minimum floodproofing standard” as it relates to shoreline hazards, development is 
to be protected from flooding, as a minimum, to an elevation equal to the sum of the 100 
year monthly mean lake level plus the 100 year wind setup plus a flood allowance for 
wave uprush and other water related hazards.  
 
“minor additions” means: 

a) an addition to an existing building or structure (habitable or non-habitable) which 
does not exceed 50% of the total floor area and does not exceed 50% of the building 
or structure’s footprint area that is located within the flood plain.  Existing non-
habitable space will not be considered in the determination of permissible habitable 
footprint/floor area;  

b) no increase in the number of dwelling units; and, 
c) in the case of multiple additions, all additions since the inception of this policy (1982) 

combined must be equal to or less than 50%. 
d) as it relates to development within the shoreline flooding hazard, means 

construction that is 50% or less of the foundation area of the existing structure and 
as it relates to development within the shoreline erosion hazard, means construction 



92 

 
 

 

 

that is 30% or less of the foundation area of the existing structure located within the 
erosion hazard. 

 
“minor, non-habitable detached accessory structures” as it relates to development 
within shoreline hazards, means non-habitable, moveable structures with no utilities and 
a maximum size of 14m2 that is not connected by any means to a habitable structure.  
 
“minor valley system” means all valley systems within Conservation Halton’s jurisdiction 
other than those associated with Grindstone, Bronte and Sixteen Mile Creeks. 
 
“natural heritage features and areas” means features and areas, including significant 
wetlands, significant coastal wetlands, fish habitat, significant woodlands, significant 
valleylands, significant habitat of endangered species and threatened species, significant 
wildlife habitat, and significant areas of natural and scientific interest, which are important 
for their environmental and social values as a legacy of the natural landscapes of an area. 
 
“natural heritage system” means a system made up of natural heritage features and 
areas, linked by natural corridors which are necessary to maintain biological and 
geological diversity, natural functions, viable populations of indigenous species and 
ecosystems.  These systems can include lands that have been restored and areas with the 
potential to be restored to a natural state. 
 
“negative impacts” means: 

(a) in regard to policy 2.2 of the PPS, degradation to the quality and quantity of water, 
sensitive surface water features and sensitive ground water features and their related 
hydrologic functions, due to single, multiple or successive development or site 
alteration activities; 

(b) in regard to fish habitat, the harmful alteration, disruption or destruction of fish 
habitat, except where, in conjunction with the appropriate authorities, it has been 
authorized under the Fisheries Act, using the guiding principle of no net loss of 
productive capacity; and 

(c) in regard to other natural heritage features and areas, degradation that threatens 
the health and integrity of the natural features or ecological functions for which an 
area is identified due to single, multiple or successive development or site alteration 
activities. 

 
“non-apparent valley” means a valley that is less than two (2) metres in depth. 
 
“one hundred year flood” means that flood, based on an analysis of precipitation, snow 
melt, or a combination thereof, having a return period of 100 years on average, or having 
a 1% chance of occurring or being exceeded in any given year. 
 
“one hundred year flood level” means, for the shorelines of the Great Lakes, the peak 
instantaneous stillwater level, resulting from combinations of mean monthly lake levels 
and wind setups, which has a 1% chance of being equaled or exceeded in any given year. 
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“one zone concept” means that the flood plain, as defined by the appropriate flood 
standard (i.e. the regulatory storm), will consist of one zone. 
 
“other water-related hazards” means water-associated phenomena other than flooding 
hazards and wave uprush which act on shorelines.  This includes, but is not limited to ship 
generated waves, ice piling and ice jamming. 
 
“on-title agreement” means a legal agreement between the owner and the Halton 
Region Conservation Authority that is registered on title of the lands. 
 
“permissible addition allowance” is the size of an addition permitted under 
Conservation Halton’s policies. 
 
“pollution” means any deleterious physical substance or other contaminant that has the 
potential to be generated by development in an area to which a regulation made under 
clause (1)(c) of Section 28 of the Conservation Authorities Act applies. 
 
“protection work standard” means the combination of non-structural or structural 
works and allowances for slope stability and flooding/erosion to reduce the damages 
caused by flooding, erosion, and other water related hazards, and to allow access for their 
maintenance and repair.  
 
As it relates to shoreline hazards means:  

• the installation of protection works should be combined with: 
o a 30 metre hazard allowance (or as determined by a study using accepted 

scientific and engineering principles) plus 
o an allowance for stable slope (3:1 or as determined by a study using accepted 

geotechnical principles) 
• the design and installation of protection works be such that access to the protection 

works by heavy machinery, for regular maintenance purposes and/or to repair the 
protection works should failure occur, is not prevented or obstructed. 

 
“quality and quantity of water” is measured by indicators such as minimum base flow, 
depth to water table, aquifer pressure, oxygen levels, suspended solids, temperature, 
bacteria, nutrients and hazardous contaminants, and hydrologic regime. 
 
“redevelopment” means the creation of new units, uses or lots on previously developed 
land in existing communities, including brownfield sites. 
 
“Regional Storm” means the rainfall event and soil conditions existing during Hurricane 
Hazel that occurred within the Humber River watershed in Toronto in 1954, transposed 
over a specific watershed and combined with local conditions. 
 
“regulatory storm” means the greater of the Regional Storm or the 100-year storm 
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utilized for a particular area. 
 
“replaced” involves the removal of an existing structure and a new structure for same 
use and of same size or smaller erected  
 
“riparian rights” means the common law rights of owners of property along a river or 
shore or other bodies of water.  These rights include, stated generally, the right to make 
reasonable use of the water flowing past their land. 
 
“river, stream and small inland lake systems” means all watercourses, rivers, streams 
and small inland lakes or waterbodies that have a measurable or predictable response to 
a single runoff event. 
 
“self-sustaining vegetation” means vegetation dominated by plants that can grow and 
persist without direct human management, protection or tending. 
 
“sensitive” in regard to surface water features and ground water features, means areas 
that are particularly susceptible to impacts from activities or events including, but not 
limited to, water withdrawals, and additions of pollutants. 
 
“shoreline protection works” means the combination of non-structural or structural 
works and allowances for slope stability and flooding, erosion and/or dynamic beach 
hazards to reduce the damages caused by flooding, erosion and/or other water related 
hazards, and to allow access for their maintenance and repair.  
 
“significant” means: 

(a) in regard to wetlands, coastal wetlands and areas of natural and scientific interest, 
an area identified as provincially significant by the Ontario Ministry of Natural 
Resources and Forestry (MNRF) using evaluation procedures established by the 
Province, as amended from time to time; 

(b) in regard to the habitat of endangered species and threatened species, means the 
habitat, as approved by the Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry 
(MNRF), that is necessary for the maintenance, survival, and/or the recovery of 
naturally occurring or reintroduced populations of endangered species or 
threatened species, and where those areas of occurrence are occupied or habitually 
occupied by the species during all or any part(s) of its life cycle; 

(c) in regard to woodlands, an area which is ecologically important in terms of features 
such as species composition, age of trees and stand history; functionally important 
due to its contribution to the broader landscape because of its location, size or due 
to the amount of forest cover in the planning area; or economically important due 
to site quality, species, composition, or past management history; 

(d) in regard to other natural heritage features and areas, ecologically important in 
terms of features, functions, representation or amount, and contributing to the 
quality and diversity of an identifiable geographic area or natural heritage system. 
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Criteria for determining significance for the resources identified in sections (c) and (d) are 
recommended by the Province, but municipal approaches that achieve or exceed the 
same objective may also be used.  While some significant resources may already be 
identified and inventoried by official sources, the significance of others can only be 
determined after evaluation. 
 
“site alteration” means activities, such as grading, excavation and the placement of fill, 
that would change the landform and natural vegetative characteristics of a site.  
 
“Special Policy Area” means an area within a community that has historically existed in 
the flood plain and where site-specific policies, approved by both the Ministers of Natural 
Resources and Municipal Affairs and Housing, are intended to provide for the continued 
viability of existing uses (which are generally on a small scale) and address the significant 
social and economic hardships to the community that would result from strict adherence 
to provincial policies concerning development.  The criteria and procedures for approval 
are established by the Province.  A Special Policy Area is not intended to allow for new or 
intensified development or site alteration, if a community has feasible opportunities for 
development outside the flood plain. 
 
“special concern species” means a species with characteristics that make it sensitive to 
human activity or natural events, as designated by the Ontario Ministry of Natural 
Resources and Forestry (MNRF) and/or Environment Canada. 
 
“stable top of bank” as it pertains to valleylands means, 

(a) the physical top of bank where the existing slope is stable and not impacted by toe 
erosion; or, 

(b) is defined by the toe erosion allowance plus the stable slope allowance where the 
existing slope is unstable and/or is impacted by toe erosion; 

 
“stable top of bank” as it pertains to shorelines means a horizontal allowance measured 
landward from the toe of the bank equivalent to 3 times the height of the bank (e.g., 
difference in elevation between the top of the first lakeward break in slope and the toe 
of the bank, which may not be above or below the water level). 
 
“stage-storage-discharge relationship” means the relationship of flood storage and 
flood elevation values at various flood flow rates within a particular watercourse/flood 
plain reach. This relationship is used as a factor to determine whether the hydraulic 
function of the flood plain is preserved. 
 
“surface water feature” refers to water-related features on the earth’s surface, including 
headwaters, rivers, stream channels, inland lakes, seepage areas, recharge/discharge 
areas, springs, wetlands, and associated riparian lands that can be defined by their soil 
moisture, soil type, vegetation or topographic characteristics. 
 
“thermal impacts/pollution” means the impairment of water quality through 
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temperature increase or decrease. Changes in temperature can also effect species 
composition of plants, insects and fish in a water body. 
 
“threatened species” means a species that is at risk of becoming endangered in Ontario 
and/or Canada if limiting factors are not reversed, as designated by the Ontario Ministry 
of Natural Resources and Forestry (MNRF) and/or Environment Canada. 
 
“toe of slope” means the lowest point on a slope, where the surface gradient changes 
from relatively shallow to relatively steep. 
 
“top of bank” means the point of the slope where the downward inclination of the land 
begins, or the upward inclination of the land levels off.  This point is situated at a higher 
topographic elevation of land than the remainder of the slope.  There may be situations 
where there are interruptions in the valley slope by plateau (terrace) areas. 
 
“two zone concept” means that the flood plain, as defined by the appropriate flood 
standard (see flooding hazards), will consist of two zones – the floodway and the flood 
fringe. 
 
“unconfined system” means those systems where the watercourse is not located within 
a valley corridor with discernable slopes, but relatively flat to gently rolling plains and is 
not confined by valley walls.  The watercourse can contain perennial, intermittent or 
ephemeral flows and may range in channel configuration, from seepage and natural 
springs to detectable channels.  Within Conservation Halton’s watershed, all valleys less 
than 2 metres in height are considered unconfined systems.   
 
“valleys” and “valleylands” means depressional features associated with a river or 
stream, whether or not they contain a watercourse.  
 
“vulnerable” as it pertains to Policy 2.2 of the PPS means surface and groundwater that 
can be easily changed or impacted by activities or events, either by virtue of their vicinity 
to such activities or events or by permissive pathways between such activities and the 
surface and/or groundwater. 
 
“warmwater watercourse” means a watercourse, whether permanent, intermittent or 
ephemeral, which supports or contributes to the support of fish habitat or species 
associated with warmwater such as carp, bass, warmwater benthics invertebrates, or have 
thermal characteristics of a warmwater stream as designated by the Ministry of Natural 
Resources and Forestry (MNRF).  Warmwater species that are best adapted prefer or 
usually occur at water temperatures greater than 25 ºC. 
 
“warmwater forage/baitfish watercourse” means watercourses with a thermal regime 
suited for warmwater fish which are lacking warmwater sportfish, but contain any 
combination of minnow species classified as baitfish by the Ministry of Natural Resources 
and Forestry (MNRF).  Typically, these can include blacknose dace, creek chub, common 
shiner, bluntnose minnow or other species. 
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“warmwater sportfish watercourse” means a watercourse with a thermal regime suited 
for warmwater fish which contain any combination of smallmouth bass, largemouth bass, 
northern pike, walleye, yellow perch or panfish. 
 
“watercourse” means an identifiable depression in the ground in which a flow of water 
regularly or continuously occurs. 
 
“watershed” means an area that is drained by a watercourse and its tributaries.  
 
“wave uprush” means the rush of water up onto a shoreline or structure following the 
breaking of a wave; the limit of wave uprush is the point of furthest landward rush of 
water onto the shoreline. 
 
“wet floodproofing” means those specific measures taken to reduce or eliminate the 
potential for flood hazards to damage a building or structure by allowing water to enter 
a building with mechanisms to prevent structural damage (normally applies to non-
habitable structures). 
 
“wetland”, as it pertains to the Planning Act, the Provincial Policy Statement, the 
Greenbelt Plan and Conservation Halton’s Land Use Planning Policies (Section 4), means 
lands that are seasonally or permanently covered by shallow water, as well as lands where 
the water table is close to or at the surface. In either case the presence of abundant water 
has caused the formation of hydric soils and has favoured the dominance of either 
hydrophytic plants or water tolerant plants.  The four major types of wetlands are swamps, 
marshes, bogs and fens. 
 
“wetland”, as it pertains to the Conservation Authorities Act, means land that, 

a) is seasonally or permanently covered by shallow water or has a water table close to 
or at its surface, 

b) directly contributes to the hydrological function of a watershed through connection 
with a surface watercourse, 

c) has hydric soils, the formation of which has been caused by the presence of 
abundant water, and, 

d) has vegetation dominated by hydrophytic plants or water tolerant plants, the 
dominance of which has been favoured by the presence of abundant water, 

but does not include periodically soaked or wet land that is used for agricultural purposes 
and no longer exhibits a wetland characteristic referred to in clause c) or d).  
 
“wildlife” means all wild mammals, birds, reptiles, amphibians, fish, invertebrates, plants, 
fungi, algae, bacteria and other wild organisms. 
 
“wildlife habitat” means areas where plants, animals and other organisms live, and find 
adequate amounts of food, water, shelter and space needed to sustain their populations.  
Specific wildlife habitats of concern may include areas where species concentrate at a 
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vulnerable point in their annual or life cycle; and areas which are important to migratory 
or non-migratory species. Wildlife habitat includes fish habitat. 
 
“woodlands” means treed areas that provide environmental and economic benefits to 
both the private landowner and the general public, such as erosion prevention, 
hydrological and nutrient cycling, provision of clean air and the long-term storage of 
carbon, provision of wildlife habitat, outdoor recreational opportunities, and the 
sustainable harvest of a wide range of woodland products.  Woodlands include treed 
areas, woodlots or forested areas and vary in their level of significance at the local, 
regional and provincial levels. 
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Appendix 1 

 
Shoreline Flooding, Erosion and Dynamic Beach Hazards 

 
a) Shoreline Flooding Hazard and Allowance 

 

 
 

b) Shoreline Erosion Hazard and Allowance 
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Appendix 1 (Continued) 
 

Shoreline Flooding, Erosion and Dynamic Beach Hazards 
 

c) Shoreline Erosion Hazard and Development Setback 
(No Shoreline Protection) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

d) Shoreline Erosion Hazard and Development Setback 
(Shoreline Protection and 5 Metre Access to and along shoreline) 
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Appendix 1 (Continued) 
 

Shoreline Flooding, Erosion and Dynamic Beach Hazards 
 

e) Shoreline Erosion Hazard and “Engineered” Development Setback 
(as Determined by Engineering Studies with 5 Metre Access to and along shoreline) 

 
f) Burlington Beach Dynamic Beach Hazard 
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Appendix 2 
 

Valley Erosion Hazards – Stable Slopes 
 

Erosion Hazard –Apparent (Confined) Valleys with Stable Slopes 
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Appendix 3 
 

Valley Erosion Hazards – Stable Toe of Slope 
 

Riverine Erosion Hazard – Apparent (Confined) Valleys with Stable Toe of Slope 
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Appendix 4 
 

Valley Erosion Hazards - Toe Erosion 
 

Riverine Erosion Hazard –Apparent Valleys with Active or Potential Toe Erosion 
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Appendix 5 
 

Unconfined Valley Hazards 
 

No Apparent (Unconfined) Valley (Meander Belt) 
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Appendix 6 
 

Valley Flooding Hazard 
 

Riverine Flooding Hazard – One-Zone Policy Area 
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Appendix 7 
 

Millgrove Flood Fringe 
 

Site Specific Millgrove Flood Fringe 
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Appendix 8 
 

Wetlands and Other Areas 
 

a) Profile View 
 

 

b) Plan View 
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Appendix 9 
 

Types of Ponds and Riparian Buffers 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



 
REPORT TO: Conservation Halton Board of Directors 
 
REPORT NO: # CHBD 09 20 08 
 
FROM:  Marnie Piggot, Director Finance 
  
DATE:   November 26, 2020    
   
SUBJECT:  Budget Variance Report for the Period Ended September 30, 2020 and            
 2020 Projected Year End Amounts  
 
  
 
Recommendation 

 
THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors approves funding from the Watershed 
Management Capital Reserve for 50% of Milton Channel Repairs capital project costs in the 
event provincial capital funding is not approved;  
 
And 
 
THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors approves the President & CEO be authorized to 
complete the renewal or repayment of the loan with the Hamilton Community Foundation with 
potential repayment funded by a transfer from the Debt Financing Charges Reserve of up to 
$325,000; 
 
And 
 
THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors receives for information the Staff report dated 
November 26, 2020 on the Budget Variance Report for the Period Ended September 30, 2020 
and 2020 Projected Year End Amounts. 
 
 
Executive Summary  
 
Attached are financial schedules related to the Budget Variance Report for the period ended 
September 30, 2020 as follows: 
 

• Budget Variance Report Financial Appendix  

• Capital Project Summary 

• Reserve Continuity 
 
Based on the financial results to date and the projected amounts for the remainder of the year an 
overall operating surplus for 2020 of $1,298,480 is projected.  The increased surplus is a continued 
improvement from the projected overall surplus of $927,867 at the end of July and a significant 
increase from the estimated deficit projected in April of $1.3 to $1.6 million for 2020.  
 



 
The projected operating surplus details are summarized in the table below. The table includes a 
comparison to the 2020 budget amounts for Watershed Management and Support Services (WMSS) 
and the Conservation Areas.   
 

 
 
The projected operating surplus of $534,850 in WMSS programs can be attributed to an increase in 
planning and permit revenue, cost savings related to staff vacancies and overall reductions in 
discretionary expenses resulting from the implementation of COVID cost mitigation measures. Initial 
projections assumed planning and permit revenue would decline during the pandemic. The number of 
planning and permit applications in 2020 are tracking slightly less than the prior year though there are 
more technical and other reviews contributing to the increase in revenue received. The 2020 
projected planning and permit revenue is anticipated to significantly exceed 2019 revenue though still 
projected to be slightly lower than the 2020 budget amount.  
 
The projected operating surplus of $763,630 in the Conservation Areas is tied to both the introduction 
of the reservation system and an increase in the overall number of visitors to our parks. Park revenue 
is still anticipated to be less than the 2020 budget amount by almost $2.4 million. The loss in 
projected revenue can be attributed to the park closures for two months and the reduction in park 
programs that can be reasonably offered during the pandemic. Staff have conservatively estimated 
the projected revenue from park entry fees, annual passes, Christmas Town, and Kelso/Glen Eden 
ski operations for the remainder of the year. The projected park revenue shortfall of $2.4M is 
anticipated to be offset through a reduction of full time and part time staffing costs and lower park 
operating expenditures. 
 
Details of the 2020 operating surplus, projected amounts and budget variances are included in the 
notes contained on the Budget Variance Report Financial Appendix.   
 
Report 
 
In mid March, the Province of Ontario declared an emergency order as a result of COVID-19 that 
forced Conservation Halton to temporarily close the parks and directly impacted other Conservation 
Halton programs. The potential financial impact of the provincial order depending on the length of the 

PROJECTED $ PROJECTED %

YTD 2020 2020 VARIANCE VARIANCE ACTUAL

ACTUAL PROJECTED BUDGET OVER (UNDER) OVER (UNDER) December 31

Program Sept 30, 2020 BUDGET BUDGET 2019

WATERSHED MANAGEMENT & 

SUPPORT SERVICES (WMSS)

Revenue 12,150,138         15,250,305        16,489,074       (1,238,769) (7.5%) 14,895,130       

Expenses 9,867,210           14,715,455        16,489,074       (1,773,619) (10.8%) 14,222,969       

Operating Surplus 2,282,928           534,850              -                     534,850                (100.0%) 672,162            

CONSERVATION AREAS

Revenue 10,246,356         11,576,600        13,992,489       (2,415,889) (17.3%) 14,821,494       

Expenses 7,700,300           10,812,970        13,024,078       (2,211,108) (17.0%) 14,055,281       

Operating Surplus 2,546,056           763,630              968,411            (204,781) (21.1%) 766,213            

Total Operating Surplus $4,828,984 $1,298,480 $968,411 $330,069 34.1% $1,438,375



 
closure could have led to a large financial deficit for Conservation Halton. In April, staff initial 
estimates projected a deficit in the range of $1.3M to $1.6M for 2020. This deficit assumed all park 
operations and revenue generating activities would be on hold for several months.  
 
To reduce a potential operating deficit, staff implemented cost mitigation measures to control 
spending across Conservation Halton which included: reducing spending on non-essential services 
and centralized approval for larger expenses that remain in place today.  Further measures included 
the difficult decision to temporarily lay off some staff and put a hiring freeze in place for all non-
essential positions.  Staff continue to monitor 2020 actual revenue and expenses for all programs.  
 
Staff reopened the parks in late May with the stage 1 opening plan announced by the Province 
through the implementation of a park reservation point of sale system.  The reservation system 
ensured the parks opened in a responsible manner with planned physical distancing of park visitors. 
Staff have continued efforts to increase potential park visitation and programs, sought ways to 
optimize planning and permit revenue and reduce expenditures that has resulted in the improved 
financial position.   
 
Park staff continue to plan for the delivery of programs that Conservation Halton can safely offer park 
visitors with consideration of the associated program delivery costs including the for the upcoming 
winter ski season.  
 
The 2020 operating surplus will be transferred to the respective WMSS and Parks reserves in the 
2020 year-end report.  These reserves would be available to offset any potential program revenue 
shortfalls in 2021 that may be impacted by COVID.  
 
Capital Program 
 
Attached is the capital program summary financial appendix that includes current capital projects, the 
respective approved project budget, life to date costs and the budget remaining to be spent. As of 
September 30, 2020, life to date capital expenses are $13,540,131 or approximately 75% of the total 
capital budget. The Kelso Dam capital project represents 46% and final site restoration work was 
completed in July with some minimal project management costs remaining.  Capital project costs are 
not anticipated to exceed the budget amounts. 
 
Approval was received in May from the Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry (MNRF) for Water 
and Erosion Control Infrastructure (WECI) funding for 2020-2021 for dams and channels 
infrastructure.  These capital projects are generally funded 50% provincially and 50% municipally.  
WECI Provincial funding was not confirmed in 2019 or 2020 for 50% of the costs for the 2019 budget 
Milton Channel Slab replacements with estimated costs of $255,927.   
 
Staff were made aware in the summer that some of the Milton channel slabs have cracked further. A 
consultant was engaged to confirm that the slab repairs were not considered urgent and to ensure 
there was no impact or risk for public safety.  Project staff have consulted with MNRF staff and 
confirmed WECI funding for 2020 is not available. The consulting, monitoring and fencing costs 
incurred to date of less than $20,000 can be accommodated through the operating budget savings.  
This capital project will be applied for in the next WECI application round in early 2021.  The 
remaining 50% of this project was approved to be funded by debt financing through Halton Region.  If 
funding is needed prior to potential WECI approval or is not approved in 2021, staff are 



 
recommending that 50% of the costs be funded by a transfer from the Water Management Capital 
Reserve for up to the 50% provincial portion.   
 
Hamilton Community Foundation Loan 
 
A loan of $858,000 was received through the Hamilton Community Foundation in December 2015 for 
the acquisition of land in the Conservation Halton watershed and part of the Cootes to Escarpment 
Eco Park system.  The Conservation Halton Foundation assisted with several donations over the last 
five years towards the repayment of the loan.  The loan will mature on November 30, 2020 and has a 
balance at September 30 of approximately $325,000.  The Hamilton Community Foundation has 
indicated willingness to renew the loan for the almost 8-year term that would be required to repay the 
loan at a reduced interest rate of 2.95%.  There are also enough funds in the Debt Financing Charges 
Reserve to repay the loan upon maturity.  Staff are recommending that the President & CEO be 
authorized to complete the loan renewal or loan repayment funded by the reserve transfer of up to 
$325,000. 
 
Impact on Strategic Goals 
This report supports the Metamorphosis strategic theme of Striving for service excellence and 
efficiency. This theme is supported by the objective to provide clear financial data and analysis to 
support informed strategic and operational decision-making for budget development and long-term 
planning. 
 
Financial Impact 
The report outlines the financial impacts of the Budget Variance Report for the period ended 
September 30, 2020 and 2020 projected year end surplus amounts. 
 

 
Signed & respectfully submitted:                                          Approved for circulation:  
      

 
 

Marnie Piggot            Hassaan Basit 
Director, Finance                                                                       President & CEO/Secretary-Treasurer 

 
 
 

Lawrence Wagner 
Senior Director, Corporate Services 
 
FOR QUESTIONS ON CONTENT:  Marnie Piggot, Director, Finance; 905-336-1158, ext. 2240; 

mpiggot@hrca.on.ca 
 

mailto:mpiggot@hrca.on.ca


Conservation Halton
Budget Variance Report Financial Appendix
For the Period Ended Sept 30, 2020

NOTES
 ACTUAL YTD Sept 

30, 2020 
 PROJECTED 

2020  2020 BUDGET 

 $ VARIANCE 
OVER / (UNDER) 

BUDGET 

% VARIANCE 
OVER / (UNDER) 

BUDGET

WATERSHED MANAGEMENT & SUPPORT SERVICES (WMSS)

CORPORATE SERVICES

Expenditures
Salaries and Benefits 1 2,315,796              3,171,773             3,394,802             (223,029) (6.6%)
Total Materials & Supplies and Purchased Services 2 671,605                 945,426                1,025,335             (79,909) (7.8%)
Debt Financing Charges 3 68,937                   699,011                649,011                50,000                 7.7%
Transfer to Reserves - State of Good Repair Levy -                         464,200                464,200                -                       0.0%

Total Expenditures 3,056,338              5,280,410             5,533,348             (252,938) (4.6%)

Revenue
Program & Other Revenue 4 267,579                 235,967                100,000                135,967                136.0%
Municipal Funding 6,979,059              9,341,072             9,305,409             35,663                 0.4%
Chargeback Recoveries 1 528,069                 602,949                797,149                (194,200) (24.4%)
Reserve Funding -                         -                        10,000                  (10,000) (100.0%)

Total Revenues 7,774,707              10,179,988           10,212,558           (32,570) (0.3%)

TOTAL CORPORATE SERVICES 4,718,369              4,899,578             4,679,210             220,368                4.7%

Notes:

1. Salaries and benefits are projected to be lower than the budget amount due to staff vacancies and temporary reductions in staffing in Corporate Service departments. The staff 
recovery chargeback to the Conservation Areas will be reduced as a result of the staffing reductions and during the park closure period.

2. Materials & Purchased Services are projected to be lower than the 2020 budget amount for anticipated reduced discretionary expenses including program supplies and consulting.

4. Program & Other Revenue increase of $135,967 is related to revenue not included in the 2020 budget for 1) donation received designated for a payment on the land acquistion loan; 2) 
anticipated insurance recovery for a loss claim and 3) employment grant recoveries for contract staff.

3. Debt financing charges are projected to exceed the budget by $50,000 for an additional payment to the Hamilton Community Foundation on the  land acquistion loan funded by a 
donation received through the Conservation Halton Foundation.



Conservation Halton
Budget Variance Report Financial Appendix
For the Period Ended Sept 30, 2020

NOTES
 ACTUAL YTD Sept 

30, 2020 
 PROJECTED 

2020  2020 BUDGET 

 $ VARIANCE 
OVER / (UNDER) 

BUDGET 

% VARIANCE 
OVER / (UNDER) 

BUDGET

CORPORATE COMPLIANCE

Expenditures
Salaries and Benefits 389,903                 528,483                540,115                (11,632) (2.2%)
Total Materials & Supplies and Purchased Services 5 158,664                 178,566                164,500                14,066                 8.6%

Total Expenditures 548,567                 707,049                704,615                2,434                   0.3%

Revenue
Program & Other Revenue 2,338                     2,338                    -                        2,338                   0.0%
Chargeback Recoveries 6 132,669                 143,600                176,900                (33,300) (18.8%)

Total Revenues 135,007                 145,938                176,900                (30,962) (17.5%)

TOTAL CORPORATE COMPLIANCE (413,560) (561,111) (527,715) (33,396) 6.3%

Notes:

6. The staff recovery chargeback to the Conservation Areas will be reduced as a result of the temporary staffing reductions and during the park closure period.
5. Materials & Purchased Services are projected to be lower than the 2020 budget amount for anticipated reduced legal and consulting fees.



Conservation Halton
Budget Variance Report Financial Appendix
For the Period Ended Sept 30, 2020

NOTES
 ACTUAL YTD Sept 

30, 2020 
 PROJECTED 

2020  2020 BUDGET 

 $ VARIANCE 
OVER / (UNDER) 

BUDGET 

% VARIANCE 
OVER / (UNDER) 

BUDGET

FLOOD FORECASTING & OPERATIONS

Expenditures
Salaries and Benefits 290,215                 376,989                391,797                (14,808) (3.8%)
Total Materials & Supplies and Purchased Services 7 45,164                   133,051                145,000                (11,949) (8.2%)

Total Expenditures 335,379                 510,040                536,797                (26,757) (5.0%)

Revenue
Program & Other Revenue -                         -                        -                        -                       0.0%
Provincial Funding 156,864                 156,864                159,034                (2,170) (1.4%)
Chargeback Recoveries 26,352                   28,000                  -                        28,000                 0.0%

Total Revenues 8 183,216                 184,864                159,034                25,830                 16.2%

TOTAL FLOOD FORECASTING & OPERATIONS (152,163) (325,176) (377,763) 52,587                 (13.9%)

Notes:
7. Materials & Purchased Services are projected to be lower than the budget for anticipated savings in program supplies and consulting fees.
8. The staff recovery chargeback to capital projects is estimated to exceed the budget amount in this department based on revised capital project work and staff changes.



Conservation Halton
Budget Variance Report Financial Appendix
For the Period Ended Sept 30, 2020

NOTES
 ACTUAL YTD Sept 

30, 2020 
 PROJECTED 

2020  2020 BUDGET 

 $ VARIANCE 
OVER / (UNDER) 

BUDGET 

% VARIANCE 
OVER / (UNDER) 

BUDGET

PLANNING & WATERSHED MANAGEMENT

Expenditures
Salaries and Benefits 9 2,903,347              3,895,316             4,353,545             (458,229) (10.5%)
Total Materials & Supplies and Purchased Services 10 189,490                 448,653                479,794                (31,141) (6.5%)

Total Expenditures 3,092,838              4,343,970             4,833,339             (489,369) (10.1%)

Revenue
Program & Other Revenue 11 2,155,135              2,427,030             2,554,100             (127,070) (5.0%)
Provincial Funding 182,851                 243,999                255,545                (11,546) (4.5%)
Other Municipal Funding 343,625                 459,551                488,003                (28,452) (5.8%)
Chargeback Recoveries 12 52,373                   53,000                  131,200                (78,200) (59.6%)

Total Revenues 2,733,985              3,183,579             3,428,848             (245,269) (7.2%)

TOTAL PLANNING & WATERSHED MANAGEMENT (358,852) (1,160,391) (1,404,491) 244,100                (17.4%)

Notes:
9. Salaries and benefits are projected to be lower than the budget amount due to staff vacancies and temporary reductions in staffing in Planning & Watershed Management, Regional 
Infrastructure Team (RIT) and Source Protection.

10. Materials & Purchased Services are projected to be lower than the 2020 budget amount for estimated staff travel, program supplies and consulting fees.

11. Estimated planning and permit fees are projected to be slightly lower than the budget amount. The 2020 budget for planning and permit fees was set too high based on historical 
actual amounts and has been reduced in the 2021 preliminary budget.  

12. The staff recovery chargeback to capital projects is estimated to be less than the budget amount in this department based on revised capital project work and staff changes.



Conservation Halton
Budget Variance Report Financial Appendix
For the Period Ended Sept 30, 2020

NOTES
 ACTUAL YTD Sept 

30, 2020 
 PROJECTED 

2020  2020 BUDGET 

 $ VARIANCE 
OVER / (UNDER) 

BUDGET 

% VARIANCE 
OVER / (UNDER) 

BUDGET

SCIENCE & PARTNERSHIPS (S & P)

Expenditures
Salaries and Benefits 13 782,229                 1,121,993             1,280,071             (158,078) (12.3%)
Total Materials & Supplies and Purchased Services 14 36,321                   72,485                  124,777                (52,292) (41.9%)

Total Expenditures 818,550                 1,194,478             1,404,848             (210,370) (15.0%)

Revenue
Program & Other Revenue 15 1,526                     1,526                    76,040                  (74,514) (98.0%)
Provincial Grant Funding 16 60,000                   81,250                  -                        81,250                 0.0%
Other Municipal Funding 104,701                 105,000                105,000                -                       0.0%
Federal Funding 16 41,250                   123,750                168,750                (45,000) (26.7%)
Chargeback Recoveries 15 83,341                   113,060                157,330                (44,270) (28.1%)
Reserve Funding 17 -                         -                        17,500                  (17,500) (100.0%)

Total Revenues 290,818                 424,586                524,620                (100,034) (19.1%)

TOTAL SCIENCE & PARTNERSHIPS (527,732) (769,893) (880,228) 110,335                (12.5%)

Notes:

16. A provincial grant was received for the Hamilton Harbour Remedial Action Plan (HHRAP) that was not included in budget that will result in a lower Federal funding contribution.
17. Reserve funding is not anticipated to be required with reduced Stewardship operating expenses.

13. Salaries and benefits are projected to be lower than the budget amount due to staff vacancies and temporary reductions in staffing in Ecology and Stewardship.
14. Materials & Supplies and Purchased Services expenses are projected to have savings with with reduced field work and Partnership Project work.
15. Program & Other Revenue and Chargeback Recoveries are estimated to decrease as a result of temporary staffing reductions and reduced field and project work.



Conservation Halton
Budget Variance Report Financial Appendix
For the Period Ended Sept 30, 2020

NOTES
 ACTUAL YTD Sept 

30, 2020 
 PROJECTED 

2020  2020 BUDGET 

 $ VARIANCE 
OVER / (UNDER) 

BUDGET 

% VARIANCE 
OVER / (UNDER) 

BUDGET

PROJECT MANAGEMENT OFFICE

Expenditures
Salaries and Benefits 19 617,418                 861,995                739,248                122,747                16.6%
Total Materials & Supplies and Purchased Services 18 95,758                   151,222                217,165                (65,943) (30.4%)
Transfer to Reserves -                         11,388                  11,388                  -                       0.0%

Total Expenditures 713,176                 1,024,605             967,801                56,804                 5.9%

Revenue
Program & Other Revenue 21,101                   33,401                  25,560                  7,841                   30.7%
Chargeback Recoveries 205,701                 245,155                294,524                (49,369) (16.8%)

Total Revenues 19 226,802                 278,556                320,084                (41,528) (13.0%)

TOTAL PROJECT MANAGEMENT OFFICE (486,374) (746,049) (647,717) (98,332) 15.2%

Notes:

19. Program & Other Revenue and Chargeback Recoveries are estimated to be less than the budget as a result of Restoration temporary staffing reductions and reduced field and project 
work.

18. Materials & Purchased Services are projected to be lower than the 2020 budget amount for anticipated reduced discretionary expenses for Restoration program supplies and facility 
maintenance.



Conservation Halton
Budget Variance Report Financial Appendix
For the Period Ended Sept 30, 2020

NOTES
 ACTUAL YTD Sept 

30, 2020 
 PROJECTED 

2020  2020 BUDGET 

 $ VARIANCE 
OVER / (UNDER) 

BUDGET 

% VARIANCE 
OVER / (UNDER) 

BUDGET

OPERATIONS

Expenditures
Salaries and Benefits 21 716,533                 972,387                1,016,957             (44,570) (4.4%)
Chargeback - Parks staff support 20 41,544                   67,200                  55,400                  11,800                 21.3%
Total Materials & Supplies and Purchased Services 21 133,229                 204,260                372,739                (168,479) (45.2%)

Total Expenditures 891,306                 1,243,847             1,445,096             (201,249) (13.9%)

Revenue
Program & Other Revenue 21 83,903                   72,844                  133,000                (60,156) (45.2%)
Provincial Grants 93,750                   125,000                125,000                -                       0.0%
Other Municipal Funding 22 32,577                   33,613                  62,000                  (28,387) (45.8%)
Chargeback Recoveries 21 186,443                 210,282                283,800                (73,518) (25.9%)

Total Revenues 396,673                 441,739                603,800                (162,061) (26.8%)

TOTAL OPERATIONS (494,633) (802,108) (841,296) 39,188                 (4.7%)

Notes:

22. Other municipal funding is estimated to be less than the budget for reduced property management services provided at Halton Region Agreement Forests.

20. Increased operation staff support costs by Conservation Areas staff.

21. Projected reduction in material materials and supplies with deferral of tree planting program and grants to 2021.  Property management and vehicle maintenance expenses and 
Chargeback Recoveries are also estimated to be lower with temporary staffing reductions.



Conservation Halton
Budget Variance Report Financial Appendix
For the Period Ended Sept 30, 2020

NOTES
 ACTUAL YTD Sept 

30, 2020 
 PROJECTED 

2020  2020 BUDGET 

 $ VARIANCE 
OVER / (UNDER) 

BUDGET 

% VARIANCE 
OVER / (UNDER) 

BUDGET

PARTNERSHIP PROJECTS - SCIENCE & PARTNERSHIPS AND 
PROJECT MANAGEMENT OFFICE

Expenditures
Salaries and Benefits 195,645                 195,645                374,549                (178,904) (47.8%)
Total Materials & Supplies and Purchased Services 215,411                 215,411                688,681                (473,270) (68.7%)

Total Expenditures 23 411,057                 411,057                1,063,230             (652,174) (61.3%)

Revenue
Program Revenue 193,708                 195,833                809,765                (613,932) (75.8%)
Provincial Grants 103,913                 103,913                98,903                  5,010                   5.1%
Other Municipal Funding 2,364                     2,364                    -                        2,364                   0.0%
Federal Funding 108,945                 108,946                154,562                (45,616) (29.5%)

Total Revenues 23 408,930                 411,057                1,063,230             (652,174) (61.3%)

(2,127) -                        -                        -                       0.0%

Notes:

TOTAL WMSS REVENUE 12,150,138            15,250,306           16,489,074           (1,238,768) (7.5%)

TOTAL WMSS EXPENDITURES 9,867,211              14,715,456           16,489,074           (1,773,618) (10.8%)

TOTAL 2,282,927              534,850                -                        534,850                0.0%

23. Partnership project costs are fully funded by related project grants and other funding. A decrease in Partnership Projects costs and funding is expected based on a temporary pause in 
project and field work in the spring with staff vacancies and temporary staff reductions resulting in a matching reduction in project funding.



Conservation Halton
Budget Variance Report Financial Appendix
For the Period Ended Sept 30, 2020

NOTES
 ACTUAL YTD Sept 

30, 2020 
 PROJECTED 

2020  2020 BUDGET 

 $ VARIANCE 
OVER / (UNDER) 

BUDGET 

% VARIANCE 
OVER / (UNDER) 

BUDGET

CONSERVATION AREAS

Expenditures
Salaries and Benefits 24 4,700,373              6,620,924             7,826,076             (1,205,152) (15.4%)
Total Materials & Supplies and Purchased Services 25 2,177,086              3,268,247             4,004,602             (736,355) (18.4%)
Chargeback - WMSS Support Services to Parks 26 822,841                 923,800                1,193,400             (269,600) (22.6%)

Total Expenditures 7,700,300              10,812,970           13,024,078           (2,211,108) (17.0%)

Revenue
Program Revenue 27 10,281,509            11,104,367           13,452,180           (2,347,813) (17.5%)
Other Revenue 9,487                     85,787                  65,000                  20,787                 32.0%
Municipal Funding 28 (86,184) 319,246                404,909                (85,663) (21.2%)
Reserve Funding (Outreach) -                         -                        15,000                  (15,000) (100.0%)
Chargeback - Parks to WMSS 29 41,544                   67,200                  55,400                  11,800                 21.3%

Total Revenues 10,246,356            11,576,600           13,992,489           (2,415,889) (17.3%)

TOTAL - TRANSFER TO (FROM) CONSERVATION AREA 
RESERVES 2,546,056              763,630                968,411                (204,781) (21.1%)

Notes:

27.  Park program revenue is estimated to be lower due to the parks being closed for two months and potential lower visitation and annual pass sales for the remainder of the year. 

28. Municipal funding for the Outreach education program will be lower with temporary staffing reductions as a result of COVID impacts on program delivery and will be reallocated to 
other WMSS programs 

24. Salaries and benefits are projected to be lower than the budget amount due to staff vacancies and temporary reductions in full time and part time staff positions.
25. Materials & Purchased Services are estimated to be less than the 2020 budget amount for anticipated reduced discretionary expenses for park program supplies, maintenance, 

26. The staff recovery chargeback to the Conservation Areas has been assumed to be reduced as a result of WMSS staff vacancies and temporary staffing reductions and during the park 
closure period.

29. Increased operation staff support costs by Conservation Areas staff.



Budget Budget Total Prior Years 2020 Life to Date Project
Prior 2020 Increase Capital Capital Capital Capital Budget to be 

Capital Project Description Years Budget (Decrease) Budget Costs Costs Costs Unspent Closed Capital Project Funding
Watershed Management & Support Services (WMSS)
Kelso Dam - Rehabilitation Repairs $8,365,000 $8,365,000 $7,882,829 $470,758 $8,353,587 $11,413 NDMP; MNRF; Mun. Debt Fin. 
Hilton Falls Dam Diversion Phase 1 (2019) $90,000 90,000           $21,732 8,257             29,989           60,011            Closed 50% MNRF; 50% Reserve
Public Safety Plan Implementation $72,000 72,000           $13,187 15,897           29,084           42,916            Closed 50% MNRF; 50% Reserve
Hilton Falls Road Surface Upgrade $0 84,430              (84,430)      -                      $0 -                      -                       Closed 50% MNRF; 50% Reserve
Hilton Falls Dam Phase 2 $0 825,084            (825,084)   -                      $0 -                      -                       Closed 50% MNRF; 50% Reserve
Milton Channel Repairs $255,927 255,927         $0 -                      255,927          50% MNRF; 50% Reserve
Freeman Pond Flood Attenuation Assessment $25,000 (25,000)      -                      $0 -                      -                       Closed 50% MNRF; 50% Reserve
Hilton Falls Dam Construction Phase 1 (2020) 220,000     220,000         $0 26,700           26,700           193,300          50% MNRF; 50% Reserve
Hilton Falls Dam Safety Repairs & Electrical Upgrades 150,000     150,000         $0 23,467           23,467           126,533          50% MNRF; 50% Reserve
Morrison Wedgewood Channel Spill 106,121            (6,121)        100,000         $0 7,602             7,602             92,398            50% MNRF; 50% Debt Financing
Scotch Block Dam Safety Repairs 246,738            53,262       300,000         $0 12,440           12,440           287,560          50% MNRF; 50% Debt Financing
Kelso Dam Safety Repairs 110,000     110,000         $0 33,818           33,818           76,182            50% MNRF; 50% Reserve
Kelso Dam Lift Gates and Hoists Refurbishment 120,000     120,000         $0 -                      120,000          50% MNRF; 50% Reserve
Channel Replacement Design 50,000              50,000           $0 5,730             5,730             44,270            50% MNRF; 50% Reserve
Asset Management Plan $100,000 100,000         $59,220 39,987           99,207           793                  Reserve; Municipal
Emerald Ash Borer 2019 $1,154,000 1,154,000      $1,088,061 1,088,061     65,939            Municipal - EAB; Lumber sales
Emerald Ash Borer 2020 862,243            862,243         $0 725,820         725,820         136,423          Municipal - EAB; Lumber sales
Flood Forecasting & Warning $74,534 115,000            49,960       239,494         $0 121,606         121,606         117,888          Municipal
Floodplain Mapping - 2018 (Grindstone) $466,626 466,626         $395,429 33,946           429,375         37,251            50% Federal NDMP; 50% Municipal
Floodplain Mapping - 2019 (Urban Milton; Morrison-Wedgewood) $466,626 466,626         $278,006 174,048         452,054         14,572            50% Federal NDMP; 50% Municipal
Floodplain Mapping - 2020 330,000            330,000         $0 -                      330,000          Other Municipal - Halton Region
Watershed Planning / Municipal Natural Assets Inititative $10,000 25,000              35,000           $3,500 31,500           35,000           -                       Municipal
Watershed Database Management System $75,000 75,000           $31,731 31,731           43,269            Municipal
Administration Office Renovations $129,000 252,000            381,000         $44,042 104,821         148,863         232,137          Reserves
Operations Centre Capacity Study 100,000            100,000         $0 -                      100,000          Reserves
Information Technology & Digital Transformation - WMSS $179,961 199,000            378,961         $0 44,110           44,110           334,851          Municipal
Website Upgrade 100,000            100,000         $0 -                      100,000          Municipal; Reserves 
Payroll System Upgrade - Phase 1 & 2 $89,500 89,500           $69,736 69,736           19,764            Municipal; Reserves 
Great Plains upgrades $35,000 25,000              60,000           $0 -                      60,000            Municipal
Ortho Imagery $60,000 60,000           $10,446 10,446           49,554            Municipal
Lidar Imagery 40,000              40,000           $0 -                      40,000            Municipal
Program rates & fees review $60,000 60,000           $59,038 59,038           962                  Municipal
Vehicle and Equipment Replacements- WMSS $0 194,339            194,339         $0 151,127         151,127         43,212            Reserve
Forest Management $73,689 73,689           $60,689 60,689           13,000            Municipal
Land Management 15,000       15,000           $0 3,918             3,918             11,082            Reserve 
Giant's Rib Geopark $100,000 100,000            200,000         $0 -                      200,000          Other funding
Clappison & Waterdown Woods 25,000              25,000           $0 -                      25,000            Municipal
Glenorchy $15,151 15,151           $0 -                      15,151            Other and Reserve 
Speyside Weir Removal $31,500 32,000              63,500           $0 -                      63,500            Reserve
Conservation Areas Facility & Infrastructure:
Kelso/Glen Eden/Parks - Master Plan $140,000 140,000         $98,358 98,358           41,642            Reserve
Kelso/Glen Eden - Water/Wastewater Servicing (Dev. Contr'n) $704,035 704,035         $622,140 622,140         81,895            Dev. Contribution funding
Kelso & Crawford Lake Visitor Centres (Dev. Contr'n Works) $375,000 250,000            625,000         $51,893 89,463           141,356         483,644          Dev. Contribution funding
Kelso/Glen Eden - Ski/Snowboarding Capital Expenditures $0 100,000            100,000         $0 -                      100,000          Reserve
Facility and Infrastructure Major Maintenance $20,000 330,000            135,000     485,000         $0 317,787         317,787         167,213          Reserve
Foundation Funded Capital Projects $0 100,000            100,000         $0 -                      100,000          CH Foundation
Information Technology Insfrastructure - Conservation Areas $0 75,000              100,000     175,000         $0 14,201           14,201           160,799          Reserve
PCI Compliance $235,000 235,000         $175,007 175,007         59,993            Reserve 95%; Municipal 5%
Vehicle and Equipment replacements - Conservation Areas $0 165,556            165,556         $0 118,084         118,084         47,472            Reserve
Total Capital Projects $13,402,549 $4,732,511 $12,587 $18,147,647 $10,965,043 $2,575,088 $13,540,131 $4,607,516

CONSERVATION HALTON
CAPITAL PROJECT SUMMARY FINANCIAL APPENDIX

AS AT SEPTEMBER 30 2020



Projected
Reserve Reserve Reserve

2020 Budget & Reserve Balances Transfers Balances
Previously Transfer Prior to Approved Dec. 31, 2020

Reserve Approved Adjustment Transfers  Nov. 26, 2020 incl. Transfers
Balances Reserve Sept. 30, 2020 to be Board to be 

Jan.1, 2020 Transfers Projection Approved Meeting Approved

Watershed Management & Support Services

Vehicle and equipment 914,422 (194,339)             720,083 720,083
(102,000)             

Building - State of Good Repair 264,293 100,000 262,293 262,293

Building 480,128 (250,000)             230,128 230,128
Watershed Management Capital - (348,571)             
Municipal Funds 601,333 339,200               591,962 591,962
Watershed Management Capital - 
Self Generated Funds 390,909 390,909 390,909

Watershed Management & Support Services
Stabilization 793,193 793,193 793,193

Debt Financing Charges 472,670 472,670 (325,000)            147,670

Digital Transformation 250,000 250,000 250,000

Legal - Planning & Watershed Management 258,891 258,891 258,891

Legal - Corporate 200,000 200,000 200,000

Water Festival 188,911 (30,000)               15,000             173,911 173,911

Land Securement 34,537 25,000                 59,537 59,537

Property Management 95,040 (15,000)               80,040 80,040

Stewardship and restoration 390,511 (48,112)               27,500             369,899 369,899

Conservation Areas
(955,556)             

Capital 2,715,883 968,411               (204,781)          2,523,957 2,523,957

Revenue Stabilization 1,000,568 1,000,568 1,000,568

Total Reserves $9,051,289 (510,967)$           (162,281)$        8,378,041$      (325,000)$          8,053,041$         

CONSERVATION HALTON
Reserve Continuity
September 30, 2020

Name of Reserve



 
REPORT TO: Conservation Halton Board of Directors 
 
REPORT NO: # CHBD 09 20 10 
 
FROM:  Barbara J. Veale, Director, Planning and Watershed Management 
  
DATE:   November 26, 2020    
   
SUBJECT:  National Disaster Mitigation Program Application for  

Flood Hazard Mapping - Tuck, Shoreacres, Appleby and Sheldon Creeks  
 
  
 
Recommendation 

 
THAT the Conservation Halton Board of Directors supports an application for federal funding 
under the National Disaster Mitigation Program to develop flood hazard mapping for Tuck, 
Shoreacres, Appleby and Sheldon Creeks. 
 
Executive Summary  
 
The Federal Government’s National Disaster Mitigation Program (NDMP) funds up to 50% of eligible 
project costs for approved flood mitigation projects.  Conservation Halton staff propose applying to the 
NDMP to support flood hazard mapping for the Tuck, Shoreacres, Appleby and Sheldon Creek 
watersheds, leveraging $475,000 of municipal funding from Floodplain Mapping Program capital 
budget to cover study costs related to the technical study and associated consultation.     
 
Applications to this program are due to the Province by December 1, 2020 and require a resolution of 
support from the Conservation Halton Board of Directors.  As such, Conservation Halton staff 
respectfully request Board endorsement of this report and resolution.  Letters of support from the 
Region of Halton, City of Burlington and Town of Oakville are also required and staff are working with 
our partners to secure these letters. 
 
Flood hazard mapping identifies the boundaries of actual or potential floods, and to determine the 
specific impacts of flood events on people, structures, and assets.  Flood hazard maps serve as 
critical decision-making tools in land use planning, and may also support flood mitigation, emergency 
management and public awareness. 
 
Report 
 
National Disaster Mitigation Program (NDMP) 
 
The NDMP is a federal program supporting the government’s commitment to build safer and more 
resilient communities, to address rising flood risks and costs, and build the foundation for informed 
mitigation investments that could reduce, or even negate, the effects of flood events in Canada.  The 
program funds up to 50% of eligible project costs for approved projects.  As part of the final Program 
intake, Canada has budgeted $20 million dollars in funding for non-structural flood mitigation works, 
including flood mapping and flood mitigation planning and design.  Ontario coordinates program 



 
access for municipal governments, public agencies (including conservation authorities) and the 
private sector. 
 
The deadline for grant applications is December 1, 2020, and eligible project work must be completed 
between April 1st, 2021 and March 31st, 2022 
 
Importance of Floodplain Mapping 
 
The Federal Floodplain Mapping Framework (Version 1.0) published by Natural Resources Canada 
and Public Safety Canada (2017), indicates that current floodplain mapping is important to determine 
the boundaries of actual or potential floods to identify the specific impacts of flood events on people, 
structures and assets.  Updated maps within Conservation Halton’s watershed are necessary and 
important for the purposes of emergency management, delineation of natural hazards for planning, 
identification of flood vulnerable structures and roads, impact assessments and corresponding flood 
remediation strategies for flood vulnerable areas.  Updated mapping will also support and expedite 
reviews for development planning and permitting. 
 
Status of Conservation Halton’s Floodplain Mapping 
 
The majority of Conservation Halton’s (CH’s) floodplain mapping was completed through the Flood 
Damage Reduction Program (FDRP) in the 1980’s.  Subsequently, floodplain mapping was updated 
for portions of our jurisdiction, primarily in preparation for urban growth or through site specific 
projects. 
 
In 2018, CH’s Floodplain Mapping Program started working with our municipal partners and other 
stakeholders to update floodplain maps on a watershed scale using current and state-of-the-art tools.  
Approximately 15% of our mapping has now been updated (Grindstone Creek and portions of Sixteen 
Mile Creek). 
 
Tuck, Shoreacres, Appleby and Sheldon Creek Floodplain Mapping Project 
 
Comprehensive flood hazard mapping was last prepared for these four watersheds in the 1990s by 
the City of Burlington and the Town of Oakville.  Since then, there have been technological 
advancements in data acquisition, modeling software, and mapping products, which will allow for a 
more accurate delineation of the flood hazard and improve our understanding of the flood risk. 
 
CH staff have developed a preliminary cost estimate to complete the required engineering studies, 
and consultation.  The budget has been based on using external engineering consultants in 
partnership with CH staff.  The scope of work will include the preparation of new hydrologic and GIS-
based hydraulic (1-Dimensional and 2-Dimensional) models, delineation of updated flood lines and 
preparation of all associated reports and flood hazard mapping products.  CH staff will be responsible 
for managing external engineering consultants and will provide project support through in-house 
expertise and extensive watershed specific knowledge.   Our level of involvement will serve to ensure 
quality and consistency across all watersheds and will assist in reducing overall engineering 
consulting fees.  The estimated study cost includes one CH staff person. 

 
 
 



 
Impact on Strategic Goals 
 
This report supports the Metamorphosis strategic theme of Taking care of our growing communities. 
 
The Tuck, Shoreacres, Appleby and Sheldon Creek Floodplain Mapping project supports 
Conservation Halton’s strategic direction to update aerial and floodplain mapping technology to 
improve the accuracy of information regarding floodplain hazards and to work with municipalities to 
update our database of flood vulnerable areas within our watershed. 
 
 
Financial Impact 
 
Project expenditures ($475,000) fall within the planned floodplain mapping budget and award of the 
matching grant would result in cost savings.   
 
 
Signed & respectfully submitted:                                               Approved for circulation:  
      
 

  
Barbara Veale, PhD, MCIP, RPP                                          Hassaan Basit 
Director, Planning and Watershed Management                  President & CEO, Secretary-Treasurer 
 
FOR QUESTIONS ON CONTENT:  Amy Mayes, P.Eng., Coordinator, Floodplain Mapping 
 amayes@hrca.on.ca 905.336.1158 x 2302 
 

mailto:amayes@hrca.on.ca

