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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
AMEC Environment & Infrastructure, a Division of AMEC Americas Limited (AMEC) has been 
retained by Eastern Power Limited (Eastern Power) on behalf of Greenfield South Power 
Corporation (project proponent) to complete an Environmental Impact Study for the proposed 
project site for the Green Electron Power Project (the Project). 
 
The Green Electron Power Project, East Site, will be located on the south side of Oil Springs 
Line approximately 0.6 km west of highway #40 and 0.9 km east of Greenfield Road in St. Clair 
Township, Lambton County, Ontario (Figure 1-1). The site has been used for agricultural 
purposes for many years and is presently under cultivation. The East Site is located immediately 
east of Hydro One’s 230 kV transmission corridor for circuit L28C. All of the plant’s electrical 
output is to be delivered to the existing transmission circuit L28C. 
 
1.1 Project Description 
 
The Project involves the construction and operation of a new, clean, natural gas fuelled 
electricity generating plant which will facilitate the replacement of coal-fired power generation in 
Ontario. Under the contract with the Ontario Power Authority, the operating pattern of the power 
plant will likely be primarily during “shoulder” and “peak” electricity demand periods. The peak 
and shoulder demand periods occur typically between morning and evening on summer and 
winter business days. Current projections therefore indicate that the plant will likely run about 
25% of the available hours in a given year. The plant will be able to start-up and reach full load 
within 3 hours of request. 
 
The Project will have a generation capacity of approximately 300 MW and will comprise a gas 
turbogenerator set (nominal capacity of 217 MVA) and a steam turbogenerator set (nominal 
capacity of 157 MVA) configured as a combined cycle power plant to be fueled entirely with 
natural gas. Final configuration and/or sizing of key plant equipment may require adjustment 
during the engineering and procurement phases of the Project. However, the completed plant 
will meet all of the performance obligations to the Ontario Power Authority. Any such 
engineering optimizations would not likely affect the scope or the conclusions of this Natural 
Resources Baseline Report and Environmental Impact Study (EIS). 
 
The proposed Project layout is illustrated in Figure 1-2. 
 
1.2 Study Scope and Rationale 
 
The scope of this report is to prepare a high level technical review of the terrestrial and aquatic 
components of the environment, including critical habitats, significant natural heritage features, 
rare species and Species at Risk (SAR) that require consideration relative to the proposed 
project site development. This technical information will support Greenfield South Power 
Corporation in the preparation of their Environmental Review Report and site planning. As such, 
relative to terrestrial and aquatic natural features, this report includes: 
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 A review of the existing natural environment and species present; 
 

 The identification and assessment of negative environmental effects during the 
construction and operation phases of the Project; 
 

 The development of mitigation and impact management measures for the construction 
and operation phases of the Project; 
 

 The identification and assessment of net residual effects; and 
 

 The identification of potential need for follow-up and/or monitoring, where required. 
 
This assessment has been prepared based on the project description outlined above, the 
preliminary design layout at the time of the assessment, available secondary source 
information, discussions with regulatory agencies, and field reconnaissance completed on 
September 10, 2012 to provide a general confirmation of the status of site conditions relative to 
natural heritage related features and to support the evaluation of available secondary source 
information received. 
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2.0 EXISTING NATURAL ENVIRONMENT 
 
In order to determine the effects from this Project on the environment, it is first necessary to 
understand and characterize the existing environment. The existing natural environment 
assessment is based on a review of secondary source information, consultation with regulatory 
agencies and a site reconnaissance. Sources of information are provided within the relevant 
subsection below.  
 
2.1 General Biophysical Setting 
 
The average annual air temperature in Lambton County, as reported in the City of Sarnia 
between 2000 and 2006, ranges from approximately 8°C and 9°C (Lambton County, 2009). The 
average winter (December to March) air temperatures ranges between -4.2°C and 0.9°C and 
average summer (June to September) temperatures range between 17.2°C and 21.1°C. 
Average precipitation ranges widely from 566 to 1,006 mm per year, with snowfall averaging 
77 to 188 cm per year. 
 
The proposed Project site is located in the Clay Creek subwatershed, which lies within the 
St. Clair River watershed. The Clay Creek subwatershed is located approximately midway 
between Lake Huron and Lake St. Clair and is one of 11 subwatersheds draining to the St. Clair 
River on the Canadian (eastern) side. The Clay Creek subwatershed makes up approximately 
9% of the total watershed area on the eastern side of St. Clair River. 
 
The surficial geology in the area of the proposed Project site is Rannoch Till (silt to clayey silt 
matrix, highly calcareous, clast poor) from the Pleistocene age (MNDM, 1991). Bedrock geology 
in the area of the proposed Project Site is classified as shale of the Port Lambton Group and/or 
Kettle Point Formation, from the Paleozoic era (OGS, 1991). 
 
2.2 Terrestrial Ecosystem 
 
The proposed Project site lies within an area of agricultural land use. Approximately 500 m 
south of the facility footprint is the Clay Creek Woodland (see Section 2.2.1 for details). The 
Project site although substantially cleared of forest vegetation many years ago for agricultural 
use, is located within the Carolinian Forest Region of Ontario. The Carolinian forest region is 
composed on tree species not present anywhere else in Canada, including species such as tulip 
tree (Liriodendron tulipifera), black gum (Nyssa sylvatica), cucumber tree (Magnolia acuminata) 
and sassafras (Sassafras albidum). Other more common tree species in the area include a 
variety of maples, oaks and ashes.  
 
Field surveys were conducted on September 10, 2012. The vegetation on the Project study site 
is composed primarily of cultivated agricultural field. The Clay Creek Woodland ANSI is located 
within the boundaries of the subject property at the south end of the study area (see 
Section 2.2.1 for further details). The agricultural field was planted with wheat and has been 
harvested. Soya bean fields border the wheat field to the north, east and west. Based on the 
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Ecological Classification System for southern Ontario (ELC; Lee et al., 1998), the agricultural 
field does not fall into any known ecosystem type. Based on more recent, but unofficial ELC 
classifications for southern Ontario, the agricultural field is classified as open annual row crop 
(OAGM). Many non-native species are present including common ragweed (Ambrosia 
artemisiifolia), giant ragweed (Ambrosia trifida), bull thistle (Cirsium vulgare), canola 
(Brassica sp.), hairy-goats beard (Tragopogon villosus), common milkweed (Asclepias syriaca), 
burdock (Arctium minus), wild carrot (Daucus carota), white sweet clover (Melilotus alba), quack 
grass (Elymus repens) and common dandelion (Taraxacum officinale).  
 
A small patch dry – moist mineral cultural meadow (CUM1-1) is present at the north end of the 
property and narrow band (~10 m wide) along the length of which is composed primarily of non-
native species similar to those present within the wheat field. Some native species are present 
including Canada goldenrod (Solidago canadensis), narrow-leaved fragrant goldenrod 
(Euthamia graminifolia) and heath aster (Symphyotrichum ericoides). The community is 
associated with an old homestead. A small man-made pond is also present within the cultural 
meadow area. The pond in dominated by broad-leaved cattails (Typha latifolia), lesser 
duckweed (Lemna minor), soft-stemmed bulrush (Schoenoplectus tabernaemontani), black-
girdled bulrush (Scirpus actocinctus) and algae, with some willows (Salix sp.) on the periphery. 
The pond water was very turbid with a substrate consisting of clay. 
 
The ANSI area present at the extreme south end of the property is composed of Swamp Maple 
Mineral Deciduous Swamp Type (SWD 3-3) and Dry - Fresh Oak – Hickory Deciduous Forest 
Type (FOD2-2). As the Project footprint well beyond the 120 m from the ANSI, a species 
inventory was not undertaken. 
 
The vegetation communities of the Project study area are illustrated in Figure 2-1. Photos of the 
terrestrial ecosystem within the Project study area are provided in Appendix A (Photo Record) 
and field notes are provided in Appendix B. 
 
2.2.1 Natural Heritage Features 
 
Based on a review of the Ontario Natural Heritage Information Centre (NHIC), the regionally 
significant Clay Creek Woodland Life Science Area of Natural Scientific Interest (ANSI) is the 
only designated natural heritage feature identified within or adjacent to the Project area (MNR, 
2012). The Clay Creek Woodland ANSI measures approximately 641 ha, of which 
approximately 6.1 ha lies within the southern extent of the property. The ANSI includes 
examples of maple-beech, oak-hickory, silver maple swamp and marsh communities. The ANSI 
has been historically disturbed by extensive grazing, cutting and pipeline construction. Clay 
Creek Woodland ANSI is situated along Clay Creek and the Coyle Drain approximately 250 m 
south of the proposed facility footprint (MNR, 2012). As such, the project will not disturb the 
portion of ANSI within the property boundaries. 
 
MNR’s Land Information Ontario (LIO) database Provincially Significant Wetland (PSW) layer 
indicates that the Clay Creek Woodland ANSI is also part of the Bickford Oak Woods (BOW) 
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Wetland Complex (Figure 2-1). The BOW Wetland Complex encompasses 365 ha of woodland 
area and is the largest privately owned wooded land in Lambton County (Lambton Wildlife 
Incorporated, 2009). The land was purchased by the Nature Conservancy of Canada in 2002 
and turned over to the MNR to operate as a conservation reserve. The BOW Wetland Complex 
is known to support several SAR such as the Shumard Oak (Quercuss humardii), Cerulean 
Warbler (Setophaga cerulea; formerly Dendroica cerulea), Prothonotary Warbler (Protonotaria 
citrea), and possibly Hooded Warbler (Setophaga citrine; formerly Wilsonia citrine). The 
complex is best known as the only site in Canada where swamp cottonwood (Populus 
heterophylla) has been identified (Lambton Wildlife Incorporated, 2009). 
 
Upper Tier Municipality 
 
The proposed Project site is located within the southwestern portion of Lambton County, which 
is the upper tier municipality for the area. The Lambton County Official Plan (County of 
Lambton, 1998) includes a Natural Heritage System map which delineates primary corridors, 
core areas (anchors), linkages, significant natural areas, provincially significant wetlands, and 
other natural features. In addition, an Existing and Potential Natural Heritage Corridors map is 
provided in the Official Plan which illustrates primary and secondary corridors as well as core 
areas (anchors) and linkages. Species use of the corridor is not specified; however, may include 
candidate deer corridor habitat. 
 
The above-noted maps were reviewed for information pertaining to the proposed Project 
site.According to the Natural Heritage System Map, the proposed Project Site, as well as areas 
to the east and west, falls within an area identified as a primary corridor. The Project site is also 
located in an area identified as a Primary corridor on the Existing & Potential Natural Heritage 
Corridors map. 
 
Lower Tier Municipality 
 
The lower tier municipality the Project site is situated in is St. Clair Township. The St. Clair 
Township Official Plan includes Schedule ‘A’ to the Official Plan of St. Clair, which illustrates 
hazard and environmental protection areas. 
 
The proposed Project Site falls within an area designated for Type 3 Industrial uses (large scale 
or heavy industry). The area immediately surrounding Government Drain No. 10, located within 
the proposed Project site limits, is designated environmental protection – hazard lands. 
 
2.2.2 Wildlife and Wildlife Habitat 
 
2.2.2.1 Mammals 
 
To obtain information on mammal species potentially present within the proposed Project site, a 
desktop evaluation of mammals known to occur within the area was undertaken. The main 
desktop evaluation involved a review of the Atlas of the Mammals of Ontario (AMO; Dobbyn, 
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1994). A total of 22 mammal species have been recorded as occurring within the proposed 
Project site. A summary of mammal species and the probability of occurrence within the Project 
site footprint are provided in Table 2-1. 
 

Table 2-1: Summary of Mammal Species occurring in the  
General Vicinity of the Proposed Project Site 

Common Name Scientific Name S-Rank1 
Potential 

Occurrence in 
the Study Area 

Big Brown Bat Eptesicus fuscus S5 -- 
Coyote Canis latrans S5 -- 
Deer Mouse Peromyscus maniculatus S5 -- 
Eastern Chipmunk Tamias striatus S5 -- 
Eastern Cottontail Sylvilagus floridanus S5 -- 
European Hare Lepus europaeus SNA -- 
Gray Squirrel (including gray 
phase and black phase) Sciurus carolinensis S5 -- 

Hoary Bat Lasiurus cinereus S5 -- 
House Mouse Mus musculus SNA Y 
Meadow Vole Microtus pennsylvanicus S5 Y 
Mink Mustela vison S4 -- 
Muskrat Ondatra zibethicus S5 -- 
Norway Rat Rattus norvegicus SNA -- 
Raccoon Procyon lotor S5 Y 
Red Fox Vulpes vulpes S5 Y 
Red Squirrel Tamiasciurus hudsonicus S5 -- 
Striped Skunk Mephitis mephitis S5 -- 
Virginia Opossum Didelphis virginiana S4 -- 
White-footed Mouse Peromyscus leucopus S5 -- 
White-tailed Deer Odocoileus virginianus S5 Y 
Woodchuck Marmota monax S5 -- 

 

 Source: Dobbyn, 1994 
 1 Provincial Rank: S1 - Critically Imperilled; S2 - Imperilled; S3 - Vulnerable; S4 - Apparently Secure; S5 - Secure; SNA - 

Not Applicable (MNR, 2012) 
 

 
No mammal species were observed during the site visit on September 10, 2012. Given the 
Project study area is largely agricultural lands, the likelihood of occurrence is largely restricted 
to those species that are adaptable to habitat limitations and human disturbance. The only 
species likely to use the site are moderate to large size species with large ranges such as 
White-tailed Deer (Odocoileus virginianus), Raccoon (Procyon lotor), Red Fox (Vulpes vulpes) 
and Coyote (Canis latrans). Smaller mammals such as Meadow Vole (Microtus pennsylvanicus) 
and (Mus musculus) may be present in the cultural meadow habitat and old homestead area. 
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2.2.2.2 Birds 
 
To obtain information on bird species potentially present within the proposed Project site, a 
desktop evaluation of breeding birds was undertaken. The main desktop evaluation involved a 
review of the Atlas of the Breeding Birds of Ontario (ABBO; square 17LH83; Cadman et al., 
2007). A total of 91 bird species were recorded in square 17LH83, of which 49 species are 
confirmed to breed in the area, 21 species are probably breeding in the area, and 21 species 
are considered to be possibly breeding in the area. A summary of bird species identified within 
the atlas square and the potential for occurrence within the Project site footprint is provided in 
Table 2-2.  
 

Table 2-2:  Summary of Bird Species occurring within the 10 km2 Block around the  
Proposed Project Site and their Potential for Occurrence within the Proposed Project Site 

Common Name Scientific Name 
Breeding 
Evidence1 

Potential Breeding
Occurrence in the 

Study Area 
Acadian Flycatcher* Empidonax virescens Possible -- 
Alder Flycatcher Empidonax alnorum Possible -- 
American Crow Corvus brachyrhynchos Probable -- 
American Goldfinch Spinus tristis Probable -- 
American Kestrel Falco sparverius Confirmed -- 
American Redstart Setophaga ruticilla Possible -- 
American Robin Turdus migratorius Confirmed -- 
American Woodcock Scolopax minor Probable -- 
Baltimore Oriole Icterus galbula Confirmed -- 
Bank Swallow Riparia riparia Possible -- 
Barn Swallow* Hirundo rustica Confirmed -- 
Belted Kingfisher Ceryle alcyon Possible -- 
Black-billed Cuckoo Coccyzus erythropthalmus Probable -- 
Black-capped Chickadee Poecile atricapillus Confirmed -- 
Blue Jay Cyanocitta cristata Confirmed -- 
Blue or Golden-winged Warbler* Vermivora sp. Possible -- 
Blue-gray Gnatcatcher Polioptila caerulea Confirmed -- 
Blue-winged Warbler Vermivora cyanoptera Probable -- 
Bobolink* Dolichonyx oryzivorus Probable -- 
Brown Creeper Certhia americana Confirmed -- 
Brown Thrasher Toxostoma rufum Probable -- 
Brown-headed Cowbird Molothrus ater Confirmed Y 
Canada Goose Branta canadensis Confirmed -- 
Carolina Wren Thryothorus ludovicianus Possible -- 
Cedar Waxwing Bombycilla cedrorum Confirmed -- 
Cerulean Warbler* Setophaga cerulea Possible -- 
Chipping Sparrow Spizella passerina Confirmed -- 
Cliff Swallow Petrochelidon pyrrhonota Confirmed -- 
Common Grackle Quiscalus quiscula Confirmed -- 
Common Yellowthroat Geothlypis trichas Confirmed -- 
Cooper's Hawk Accipiter cooperii Confirmed -- 
Downy Woodpecker Picoides pubescens Confirmed -- 
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Common Name Scientific Name 
Breeding 
Evidence1 

Potential Breeding
Occurrence in the 

Study Area 
Eastern Bluebird Sialia sialis Confirmed -- 
Eastern Kingbird Tyrannus tyrannus Probable -- 
Eastern Meadowlark* Sturnella magna Probable -- 
Eastern Phoebe Sayornis phoebe  Possible -- 
Eastern Screech-Owl Megascops asio Possible -- 
Eastern Towhee Pipilo erythrophthalmus  Possible -- 
Eastern Wood-Pewee Contopus virens  Probable -- 
European Starling Sturnus vulgaris Confirmed -- 
Field Sparrow Spizella pusilla Confirmed -- 
Gray Catbird Dumetella carolinensis Confirmed -- 
Great Blue Heron Ardea herodias Confirmed -- 
Great Crested Flycatcher Myiarchus crinitus Confirmed -- 
Great Horned Owl Bubo virginianus Possible -- 
Green Heron Butorides virescens Possible -- 
Hairy Woodpecker Picoides villosus Probable -- 
Herring Gull Larus argentatus Possible -- 
Horned Lark Eremophila alpestris Confirmed -- 
House Finch Carpodacus mexicanus Probable -- 
House Wren Troglodytes aedon Confirmed -- 
Indigo Bunting Passerina cyanea Probable -- 
Killdeer Charadrius vociferous Confirmed -- 
Least Flycatcher Empidonax minimus Probable -- 
Mallard Anas platyrhynchos Confirmed -- 
Mourning Dove Zenaida macroura Confirmed -- 
Northern Cardinal Cardinalis cardinalis Confirmed -- 
Northern Flicker Colaptes auratus Confirmed -- 
Northern Rough-winged Swallow Stelgidopteryx serripennis Confirmed -- 
Northern Waterthrush Parkesia noveboracensis Possible -- 
Orchard Oriole Icterus spurius Confirmed -- 
Ovenbird Seiurus aurocapillus Probable -- 
Pileated Woodpecker Dryocopus pileatus Probable -- 
Prothonotary Warbler* Protonotaria citrea Probable -- 
Purple Martin Progne subis Possible -- 
Red-bellied Woodpecker Melanerpes carolinus Confirmed -- 
Red-eyed Vireo Vireo olivaceus Probable -- 
Red-headed Woodpecker* Melanerpes erythrocephalus Probable -- 
Red-tailed Hawk Buteo jamaicensis Confirmed -- 
Red-winged Blackbird Agelaius phoeniceus Confirmed Y 
Rock Pigeon Columba livia Confirmed -- 
Rose-breasted Grosbeak Pheucticus ludovicianus Confirmed -- 
Ruby-throated Hummingbird Archilochus colubris Possible -- 
Savannah Sparrow Passerculus sandwichensis Probable Y 
Scarlet Tanager Piranga olivacea Possible -- 
Song Sparrow Melospiza melodia Confirmed Y 
Spotted Sandpiper Actitis macularia Confirmed -- 
Swamp Sparrow Melospiza georgiana Possible -- 
Tree Swallow Tachycineta bicolor Confirmed -- 
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Common Name Scientific Name 
Breeding 
Evidence1 

Potential Breeding
Occurrence in the 

Study Area 
Tufted Titmouse Baeolophus bicolor Confirmed -- 
Turkey Vulture Cathartes aura Possible -- 
Veery Catharus fuscescens Confirmed -- 
Vesper Sparrow Pooecetes gramineus Possible -- 
Warbling Vireo Vireo gilvus Confirmed -- 
White-breasted Nuthatch Sitta carolinensis Confirmed -- 
Wild Turkey Meleagris gallopavo Confirmed -- 
Willow Flycatcher Empidonax traillii Confirmed -- 
Wood Duck Aix sponsa Confirmed -- 
Wood Thrush Hylocichla mustelina Confirmed -- 
Yellow Warbler Setophaga petechia Confirmed -- 
Yellow-throated Vireo Vireo flavifrons Probable -- 

  

 Source: Cadman et al., 2007 
  1See http://www.birdsontario.org/atlas/codes.jsp?lang=en for information on evidence definitions. 

 * Listed under the provincial Endangered Species Act, 2007 

 
As the field surveys at the Project study area were conducted outside the breeding bird survey 
period, the status of breeding birds could not be determined. Field surveys were conducted on 
September 10, 2012. Several species of birds were flocking in the Project study area including 
House Sparrows (Passer domesticus; ~25 birds), Horned Larks (Eremophila alpestris; 
~60 birds), mourning doves (Zenaida macroura; ~30) and American Goldfinch (Spinus 
tristis; ~10 birds). A single Killdeer and Red-winged Blackbird was also observed. Given the 
limited habitat present, there are only a few species potentially breeding in the Project footprint 
area (Table 2-2). 
 
Eight species identified in the review of the ABBO are listed as SAR under the provincial 
Endangered Species Act (ESA) including Acadian Flycatcher (Empidonax virescens), Barn 
Swallow (Hirundo rustica), Bobolink (Dolichonyx oryzivorus), Cerulean Warbler, Eastern 
Meadowlark (Sayornis phoebe), Golden-winged Warbler (Vermivora chrysoptera), Prothonotary 
Warbler and Red-headed Woodpecker (Melanerpes erythrocephalus). None of these species 
are expected to be present within the Project footprint. Further information on SAR is discussed 
in Section 2.4. 
 
2.2.2.3 Reptiles and Amphibians 
 
A desktop evaluation of amphibians and reptiles was conducted to obtain information on 
species potentially present in the general vicinity of the proposed Project site. The main desktop 
evaluation involved a review of the Ontario Herpetofaunal Summary Atlas (OHSA; Oldham and 
Weller, 2000). A total of 11 amphibian species and seven reptile species were recorded as 
occurring in the general vicinity of the proposed Project site (Table 2-3) and can be anticipated 
to occur where appropriate habitat is available. 
   



Natural Resources Baseline Report and Environmental Impact Study 
Green Electron Power Project – East Site 
Township of St. Clair, Ontario 
November 2012   
 
 

TC121601  Page 12 

Table 2-3: Herpetofauna Recorded in the General Vicinity of the Proposed Project Site 

Name Scientific S-Rank1 
Potential 

Occurrence in 
the Study Area 

Amphibians 
Spotted Salamander Ambystoma maculatum S4 -- 
American Toad Bufo americanus americanus S5 Y 
Gray Treefrog Hyla versicolor S5 -- 
Common Mudpuppy Necturus maculosus S4 -- 

Red-spotted Newt 
Notophthalmus viridescens 
viridescens 

S5 -- 

Northern Red-back Salamander Plethodon cinereus S5 -- 
Spring Peeper Pseudacris crucifer S5 -- 
Western Chorus Frog Pseudacris triseriata pop. 1 S4 -- 
Green Frog Rana clamitans melanota S5 Y 
Northern Leopard Frog Rana pipiens S5 -- 
Wood Frog Rana sylvatica S5 -- 

Reptiles 
Eastern Spiny Softshell* Apalone spinifera S3 -- 
Common Snapping Turtle* Chelydra serpentine S3 -- 
Midland Painted Turtle Chrysemys picta marginata S5 -- 
Blanding’s Turtle Emydoidea blandingii S3 Y 
Five-lined Skink* Plestiodon fasciatus pop. 1 S2 -- 
Brown Snake Storeria dekayi S5 -- 
Butler’s Gartersnake* Thamnophis butleri S2 Y 
Eastern Gartersnake Thamnophis sirtalis sirtalis S5 Y 
Eastern Foxsnake (Carolinian 
population) Pantherophis gloydi pop. 2 S2 Y 

 

 Source:  Oldham and Weller, 2002; MNR, 2012 
 1 Provincial Rank: S1 - Critically Imperilled; S2 - Imperilled; S3 - Vulnerable; S4 - Apparently Secure; S5 - Secure; SNA - 

Not Applicable (Source: MNR, 2012) 

  * Listed under the provincial Endangered Species Act, 2007 
 

 
During the site reconnaissance on September 10, 2012, one green frog was observed on the 
periphery of the small man-made pond. This pond is located in a limited naturalized area 
(adjacent to Government Drain #10) of the otherwise disturbed agricultural fields, with limited 
riparian habitat. This limits potential amphibian and reptile species to narrow areas of remnant 
habitat (i.e., along the drainage ditch itself and outside of the project footprint area, except the 
facility access road crossing). Such species would not be found within the project footprint which 
has largely avoided potential habitat areas by remaining in the disturbed agricultural fields.  
 
Six species identified in the review of the OHSA are listed as SAR under the provincial ESA 
including Eastern Spiny Softshell (Apalone spinifera), common snapping turtle (Chelydra 
serpentine), Blanding’s Turtle (Emydoidea blandingii), Five-lined Skink (Plestiodon fasciatus), 
Eastern Foxsnake (Pantherophis gloydi pop. 2) and Butler’s Gartersnake (Thamnophis butleri). 
Further information on SAR is discussed in Section 2.4. 
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2.3 Aquatic Ecosystem 
 
The proposed Project site is located approximately 3.4 km east from the shore of the St. Clair 
River. It is situated in the St. Clair River watershed and falls under the jurisdiction of the St. Clair 
Region Conservation Authority (SCRCA).The St. Clair River has been designated an Area of 
Concern (AOC) under the United States and Canada Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement 
and triggered the development of comprehensive cleanup plans (Remedial Action Plans or 
RAPs). 
 
An open municipal ditch drain, identified as Government Drain #10, traverses the proposed 
Project site in a northwest to southeast direction. Government Drain #10 originates 
approximately 2.7 km north of the proposed Project Site, and drains to Clay Creek 
approximately 1.8 km southeast of the proposed Project Site. Various other municipal drains in 
the vicinity of the Site drain to Government Drain #10 upstream and downstream of the 
proposed Project Site, prior to its confluence with Clay Creek. Clay Creek drains to the St. Clair 
River approximately 5 km southwest of the proposed Project Site. Clay Creek, Government 
Drain #10 and all other drainage courses near the site are depicted in Figure 2-2. 
 
The Clay Creek subwatershed is 56.65 km2 in area, with 82.7 km of open watercourse, 4.4 km 
of which is natural stream, with the remaining 78.3 km being municipal drains (SCRCA, 
2009).Within the boundaries of the proposed Project Site, Government Drain #10 is classified as 
a Type C drain (permanent flow, warm water, with no sportfish, sensitive species or sensitive 
communities) according to the Department of Fisheries and Oceans (DFO) municipal drain 
classification system (SCRCA, 2009). A small section of Clay Creek directly downstream of the 
confluence of Government Drain #10, is classified as a natural watercourse, with the remaining 
downstream and upstream areas being classified as Type E (warm water, top predators 
present, no channelization within 10 years) (SCRCA, 2009). 
 
Aquatic life within the St. Clair River is diverse with 91 species of resident and migrant fish, with 
at least 46 species utilizing the river for spawning and nursery habitat. The coldwater fish 
community is largely composed of exotic species (Rainbow and Brown Trout, Chinook, Coho 
Salmon and Rainbow Smelt). Important members of the coolwater fish community are Lake 
Sturgeon, Northern Pike, Muskellunge, Walleye and Yellow Perch. The warmwater community 
includes Longnose Gar, Brownfin, Smallmouth Bass, Largemouth Bass, White Bass, Channel 
Catfish, Suckers and several species of minnows and sunfishes (Friends of St. Clair River, 
2010). 
 
One location near White Line on Clay Creek was electrofished by SCRCA in 2000; the sampled 
location was several kilometers downstream of the proposed Project site. Fish species captured 
at this location are included in Table 2-4. Furthermore, in response to AMEC’s request for 
fisheries information, the MNR provided a list of fish species known to be present within the 
Clay Creek system; these species have also been included in Table 2-4. The MNR confirmed 
that Clay Creek is classified as a warmwater watercourse, with low fish and fish habitat 
sensitivity. 
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SCRCA has also collected benthic invertebrate samples at two locations on Clay Creek, one 
near Bickford Line (south of the confluence of Clay Creek with Government Drain #10 and 
approximately 3 km downstream from the Project site), and one near White Line. Nine samples 
were collected between 2002 and 2008, and had an average Hilsonhoff Family Biotic Index 
(FBI) value of 6.87 (range 5.50 to 7.49), which is considered Poor (SCRCA, 2009). 
 

Table 2-4: Clay Creek Fish Species 

Common Name Scientific Name 
Northern Pike 1 Esox lucius 
Pumpkinseed1,2 Lepomis gibbosus 
Green Sunfish1,2 Lepomis cyanellus 
Golden Shiner1 Notemigonus crysoleucas  
Spotfin Shiner1 Cyprinella spiloptera 
White Sucker1,2 Catostomus commersoni 
Central Mudminnow1,2 Umbra limi 
Brown Bullhead 2 Ameiurus nebulosus 
Common Carp 2 Cyprinus carpio carpio 
Bluegill 2 Lepomis macrochirus 
Common Shiner 2 Luxilus cornutus 
Spottail Shiner 2 Notropis hudsonius 
Tadpole Madtom2 Noturus gyrinus 
Fathead Minnow 2 Pimephales promelas 
Black Crappie 2 Pomoxis nigromaculatus  
Freshwater Drum 2 Aplodinotus grunniens 

Source: 1SCRCA, 2009 (St. Clair River Watershed Plan) 
2MNR, 2012 (correspondence, Appendix C) 

 
SCRCA has collected surface water samples at a location near White Line between 2005 and 
2008. All of the water samples exceeded the Interim Provincial Water Quality Objective (PWQO) 
for phosphorus, with the majority more than triple the objective (SCRCA, 2009). All samples had 
chloride concentrations that were well below the Environment Canada guideline for toxicity to 
sensitive species (SCRCA, 2009). Some (13%) of the samples collected exceeded the modified 
Canadian Council of Ministries of the Environment (CCME) Canadian Environmental Quality 
Guidelines for nitrate (SCRCA, 2009). Water samples from Clay Creek had turbidity ranging 
from 5.1 mg/L to 190 mg/L; 34% of the samples had levels above 50 mg/L (SCRCA, 2009). 
 
The East Site was visited on September 10, 2012 by AMEC to confirm secondary source 
information with regard to aquatic features. Specifically, site reconnaissance included 
verification of flow (i.e. permanent or intermittent drainage), infield water quality, and stream 
morphological assessment. Government Drain #10 is within the boundary of the East Site and 
transects the property as it flows from northwest to southeast toward Highway 40. Air 
temperature at the time of the site reconnaissance was 18 °C with sun and partial cloud cover. 
Government Drain #10 was investigated along it’s entirely within the property boundary as 
shown in Figure 2-2. The drain was assessed for morphological and water quality 
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characteristics at three specific and representative locations (GD-1, GD-2 and GD-3) 
(Figure 2-2). These results are provided in Table 2-5. 
 
Infield water quality parameters were recorded and included conductivity, temperature, pH and 
total dissolved solids (TDS). Values for these parameters were 636 µS/cm, 17.1 °C, 7.73 pH 
units and 318 ppm, respectively and generally were characteristic of an agricultural drainage. 
 

Table 2-5: Watercourse and Drainage Feature Morphology 
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Government 
Drain #10 

GD-1 1.80 0.18 3.94 0.89 ND 13.0 Double CSP (1 m) 

Government 
Drain #10 

GD-2 2.49 0.28 4.34 0.99 ND 8.5 CSP (1.23 m) 

Government 
Drain #10 

GD-3 0.33 0.10 3.23 1.12 ND 9.0 none 

 
ND – Not Detectable 
CSP – Corrugated Steel Pipe 

 

Government Drain #10 was assessed at the western property line of the East Site where Alton 
Drain is received through a 0.3 m diameter CSP culvert.At this location, Government Drain #10 
is conveyed under the Canadian National Railway corridor by double 1.0 m diameter CSP 
culverts. Widths and depths of the drain channel are provided in Table 2-5. Substrates at this 
location consist of clay with detritus and leaf litter. Aquatic vegetation included lesser duckweed 
and soft-stem bulrush which provided aquatic cover. Riparian vegetation was dominated by 
willow (Salix sp.), Canada thistle (Circium arvense), goldenrods (Solidago spp.), and common 
milkweed. 
 
GD-2 (Figure 2-2) was located at the existing agricultural crossing of Government Drain #10 on 
the East Site, which is also where the proposed crossing for the project will be situated. The 
existing CSP culvert has a diameter of 1.2 m. No discernable flow was detectable through the 
culvert at the time of the site visit. Ephemeral pools were observed on the upstream (northwest 
side of the culvert with similar vegetation present as described above for GD-1. However, 
downstream of the culvert the channel is choked by European common reed (Phragmites 
australis) and the channel was dry on September 10, 2012. The substrate here was clay with a 
trace of sand and detritus. 
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A small online pond is associated with the drain at this crossing location (Figure 2-2) which may 
provide some retention during higher surface flow periods. The pond had an approximate depth 
of 0.15 to 0.25 m with a maximum bankfull depth of 0.95 m. Lesser duckweed provided aquatic 
vegetative cover and riparian vegetation consisted of broad leaf cattail, black-girdled bulrush, 
willow and smartweed (Polygonam spp.). 
 
The majority of the channel downstream of the crossing location is characterized by a bankfull 
width of 3.0 to 3.5 m with a bankfull depth of 1.05 to 1.12 m and floodprone width of 
approximately 9.0 m. The drain held water in ephemeral pools along this section with substrates 
of clay and detritus and vegetative litter. Riparian vegetation along this section consisted of soft-
stem bulrush, Canada thistle, willow, common milkweed, goldenrod with pockets of European 
common reed. 
 
Site reconnaissance of Government Drain #10 within the sections transecting the East Site 
indicated a permanent feature with intermittent / ephemeral reaches in drought conditions. Site 
reconnaissance confirmed the designation of Government Drain #10 as a Type C Drain under 
the DFO drain classification system. This section of the creek is likely to freeze to bottom in the 
winter therefore providing no overwintering habitat for fish. Project construction and operation 
will not affect fish or fish habitat following proper mitigation measures as described in 
Section 3.0. 

Photos of the terrestrial ecosystem within the Project study area are provided in Appendix A 
(Photo Record) and field notes are provided in Appendix B. 
 
2.4 Species at Risk 
 
SAR are plant or animal species whose individuals or populations are considered Extirpated, 
Endangered, Threatened, or of Special Concern in Canada, as determined by the federal 
Committee on the Status of Endangered Wildlife in Canada (COSEWIC) or the provincial 
Committee on the Status of Species at Risk in Ontario (COSSARO). SAR and any activities 
within their critical habitat are regulated by the federal Species at Risk Act (SARA) and the 
provincial ESA.  
 
In Ontario, the federal SARA only applies on federal lands and defers the responsibility of 
regulating SAR on private lands to the ESA. If a species is listed under the ESA as an 
Extirpated, Endangered or Threatened, Section 9 of the Act prohibits killing, harming, harassing, 
capturing, taking, possessing, collecting, buying, selling, leasing, trading or offering to buy, sell, 
lease or trade a member of the species. Some of these prohibitions also apply to body parts of a 
member of the species, and to things derived from a member of the species. Similarly, if a 
species is listed on the ESA as an Endangered or Threatened, Section 10 of the Act prohibits 
damaging or destroying the habitat of the species. This prohibition also applies to an Extirpated 
species if the species is prescribed by the regulations. The regulations may specifically 
prescribe an area as the habitat of a SAR, but if no habitat regulation is in force with respect to a 
species, "habitat" is defined to mean an area on which the species depends, directly or 
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indirectly, to carry on its life processes. Species listed as Special Concern are not afforded 
protection under Section 9 and 10 of the ESA. 
 
To determine SAR potentially present in the Project study area, a review of the NHIC database 
and wildlife atlases (ABBO, AMO and OHSA) was conducted to establish a list of those SAR 
known to occur in the general vicinity of the Project study area. In addition, the MNR was 
contacted both by the Proponent in early August 2012 and later by AMEC on September 6 
and 10, 2012 and the SCCA was contacted on September 5, 2012 to identify any further 
records not readily accessible through secondary source information searches. Based on 
consultation and the request for natural resource information, the MNR provided a response on 
September 21, 2012. In this correspondence (Appendix C), the MNR noted that four SAR are 
present in the local region of the project site, as follows: 
 

“There is a known occurrence of Butler’s Gartersnake along Greenfield Road between 
the 2 (east and west) sites. The species is known to occur in the general area, therefore 
it has the potential to occur on the subject lands. Butler’s Gartersnake is an endangered 
species that receives both species and habitat protection under the ESA 2007. 
 
Given the presence of PSW and ANSI in adjacent lands, there is also the potential for 
turtle SAR to be present, especially Blanding’s Turtle. 
 
At least half of the property is within the top two abundance categories for Bobolink, 
which means that any suitable habitat present must be protected from damage or 
destruction. Bobolink is a threatened species with both species and habitat protection 
under the ESA 2007. 
 
The area is within regulated habitat for Eastern Foxsnake (Carolinian population) and 
there are known occurrences in an adjacent properties, which means any suitable 
habitat present must be protected from damage and destruction. Eastern Foxsnake is an 
endangered species with both species and habitat protection under the ESA 2007.” 

 
The records in MNR files are based on occurrences of these species within the greater area of 
the project site and reflect presence of the species in the general area. Accordingly, this 
occurrence information is intended to be applied as a guide only and does not necessarily 
confirm or refute the presence of a species at the study site.  
 
Based on consultation and a review of secondary source information, a total of 16 SAR (plus 
3 rare species) were identified as potentially occurring within the general vicinity of the Project 
study area, including eight bird species, three plant species, no mammal species, one 
amphibian species, six reptile species, and one fish species. Further screening of available 
habitat in the Project area relative to species-specific requirements was undertaken. A summary 
of SAR identified and the potential for occurrence within the Project footprint based on this 
screening is provided in Table 2-6. 
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Based on the habitat present in the Project site area, three SAR were identified as potentially 
occurring, including Butler’s Gartersnake, Eastern Foxsnake and Blanding’s Turtle. None of 
these SAR were incidentally observed during the site reconnaissance on September 10, 2012; 
however, species-specific surveys were not conducted during the site reconnaissance due to 
the seasonal constraints and sub-optimal survey windows. As such, the SAR assessment is 
based on an evaluation of habitat features within the Project study area and the potential for 
SAR occurrence relative to inferred habitat use and species-specific habitat criteria.  
 
Butler's Gartersnake (Threatened) habitat is characteristically in open areas with dense grasses 
near ditches, tall grass prairie, cultural meadows, seasonally dry marshes, or other small bodies 
of water (COSEWIC, 2010). Butler's Gartersnake may be locally abundant in vacant lots in 
urban areas, and may occur within areas partially overgrown by shrubs and trees indicated 
tolerance to anthropogenic landscapes (COSEWIC 2010). The snake is often well concealed in 
dense grass cover with abundant dead vegetation, but may be found under rocks, boards, 
cardboard, and similar debris, and is often associated with old stone foundations, small mammal 
burrows, ant mounds and possibly crayfish burrows for hibernation (COSEWIC, 2010).  
 
The Eastern Foxsnake (Endangered) mainly uses unforested areas, such as old fields, prairies, 
marshes and dune shoreline during the active season (COSEWIC, 2008). Hedgerows bordering 
farm fields and riparian zones along drainage canals are used regularly. In some areas of 
intensive farming, these linear habitat strips likely make up the bulk of habitat available to the 
Eastern Foxsnake (COSEWIC, 2008). Brush piles, table rocks, tree stumps, root systems of 
downed trees, driftwood, and combinations of these features may be used for basking or 
shelter. In winter, Eastern Foxsnakes have been found to hibernate in a variety of both natural 
and anthropogenic features, including limestone bedrock fissures, small mammal burrows, 
bases of utility poles, canals, wells, cisterns, and building foundations. Under Ontario 
Regulation 242/08, the MNR has developed habitat regulations outlining critical habitat 
protection for this species (MNR, 2012). Based on the habitat regulation, protected habitat 
features for this species may be present within the Project study area. As outlined in 
consultation with the MNR, the area “is within regulated habitat for Eastern Foxsnake”. 
 
The Blanding’s Turtle (Threatened) survive in a variety of habitats, making it difficult to define 
critical habitat (COSEWIC, 2005). Blanding’s Turtles are largely aquatic, inhabiting a variety of 
wetland habitats including lakes, permanent and temporary ponds, slow flowing brooks, creeks, 
marshes, river sloughs, marshy meadows, man-made channels, farm fields and coastal areas 
(COSEWIC, 2005). Generally, this species has been observed to prefer eutrophic wetlands that 
are characterized by shallow water with an organic substrate and high density of aquatic 
vegetation (COSEWIC, 2005). Blanding’s Turtles can also spend significant portions of time in 
upland areas, consisting of mixed deciduous or coniferous forest, moving between wetlands 
(COSEWIC, 2005). This species has been observed to travel more than 2.5 km overland to 
nest, and can nest up to 410 m from the nearest water source (COSEWIC, 2005). Despite 
seasonal movements, this species displays strong site fidelity (COSEWIC, 2005). 
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2.4.1 Project Site Assessment - SAR 
 
Relative to a review of vegetation typologies and land use in and adjacent to the Project site, 
and comparison of SAR habitat preferences, the potential for habitat features to support SAR 
was inferred. The majority of the east site is disturbed due to active agricultural land use 
(currently wheat). The annual/regular cultivation of the majority of the Project footprint site and 
associated complete disturbance of the landscape would not provide any sustained potential 
habitat for the noted species that occur in the region. Smaller remnant naturalized features 
remain on the site that have not been disturbed in the recent past. These features provide some 
potential habitat opportunities. 
 
Drain #10 crosses the Project study area, passing through the disturbed agricultural lands. This 
feature provides run-off flow conveyance and does not appear to have been graded in the 
recent past under any drain maintenance program. The drain and the vegetated undisturbed 
banks represent a very narrow band of vegetation (~10 m wide). The drain is naturalized and, 
based on aerial photo interpretation, is contiguous with natural features bordering the site 
including the ANSI to the south, old field conditions to the south and north, and a rail spur area 
north of the Project study area (the rail spur also runs north/south immediately outside the west 
boundary of the site). Accordingly, the drain represents a potential corridor that is linked to a 
system of remnant corridors that contact some of the more significant remaining natural heritage 
features in the region. As such, there is a reasonable assumption that such continuity may 
promote the movement of certain SAR species along this drain (if maintained in a naturalized 
state). It should be noted that the corridor is fragmented by road crossings of the drain and the 
rail spur to the north and by Highway 40 to southeast which may represent some level of 
impediment to wildlife accessing the Project study area from the naturalized features farther 
afield. An existing farming road crosses Drain #10 at the proposed road crossing location. This 
crossing does not appear to represent an impediment to smaller wildlife being able to move 
along the drain corridor.  
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Table 2-6: Species at Risk (SAR) and Rare Species Identified as Potentially occurring within the Project Study Area 

Species Name 

Federal 
Species at 

Risk Ranking 
(SARA)1 

Provincial 
Species at 

Risk Ranking 
(ESA)2

S-Rank3

Preferred Habitat Potential Presence in 
Project Study Area 

Blanding’s Turtle, 
Emydoidea blandingii 
 

Threatened, 
Schedule 1 

Threatened S3 Largely aquatic, inhabiting a variety of 
wetland habitats including lakes, 
permanent and temporary ponds, slow 
flowing brooks, creeks, marshes, river 
sloughs, marshy meadows, man-made 
channels, farm fields and coastal areas. 
Can spend significant portions of time in 
upland areas, consisting of mixed 
deciduous or coniferous forest, moving 
between wetlands. 

Low – Suitable wetland 
habitat absent from the 
project site; potential for 
suitable seasonal corridor 
habitat associated with Drain 
#10, but no linkages to 
suitable habitats identified 
through aerial photo 
interpretation. 

Butler’s Gartersnake, 
Thamnophis butleri 

Threatened, 
Schedule 1 

Threatened S2 Open habitats, such as prairies, dense 
grasslands (often near ditches), cultural 
meadows and old fields, where there are 
small marshes and seasonal wet areas. 
Often locally abundant in vacant lots in 
urban areas. Often associated with old 
stone foundations, small mammal 
burrows, old foundations, ant mounds and 
possibly crayfish burrows for hibernation. 

Moderate – Open old field 
habitats present (1.2 ha), but 
mainly associated with Drain 
#10; large dense grasslands 
absent. Old homestead within 
close proximity to Drain #10 
and within cultural meadow 
habitat. 

Eastern Foxsnake 
(Pantherophis gloydi 
pop. 2) 

Endangered, 
Schedule 1 

Endangered S2 Mainly uses unforested areas, such as 
old fields, prairies, marshes and dune 
shoreline during the active season. 
Hedgerows bordering farm fields and 
riparian zones along drainage canals 
commonly provide suitable habitat and 
serve as movement corridors between 
more contiguous habitat features. In 
some areas of intensive farming, these 
linear habitat strips provide remnant 
habitat features that maintain snake 
populations.  

Moderate – Open old field 
habitats present, but limited 
based on habitat patch size. 
Suitable riparian zones along 
drainage canals present 
(Drain #10). Study area within 
regulated Eastern Foxsnake 
habitat. 
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Species Name 

Federal 
Species at 

Risk Ranking 
(SARA)1 

Provincial 
Species at 

Risk Ranking 
(ESA)2

S-Rank3

Preferred Habitat Potential Presence in 
Project Study Area 

Acadian Flycatcher, 
Empidonax virescens 

Endangered, 
Schedule 1 

Endangered S2S3B Forest interior with large tracts of mature, 
shady, maple-beech forest.  

None – No continuous forest 
with interior habitats present 
within or adjacent to the 
Project study area. 

Barn Swallow, 
Hirundo rustica 

No Status, 
No Schedule 

Threatened S4B Often found feeding in a range of open 
habitats including fields, marshes, 
meadows, and ponds. They primarily use 
man-made structures such as building, 
bridges, and culverts for nesting. 

None – No suitable nesting 
sites (box culverts, bridges) 
present with or adjacent to 
the Project study area. 

Blue or Golden-
winged Warbler, 
Vermivora 
chrysoptera 

Threatened, 
Schedule 1 

Special 
Concern 

S4B Areas of early successional vegetation, 
found primarily on field edges, hydro or 
utility right-of-ways, or recently logged 
areas. 

None – No suitable nesting 
sites present within or 
adjacent to the Project study 
area. 

Bobolink, 
Dolichonyx oryzivorus 

No Status, 
No Schedule 

Threatened S4B Large grasslands, hay fields, weedy 
meadows, and grassy areas 
(unmaintained) 

None – Habitat dominated by 
goldenrods and asters. 
Grasslands habitats limited. 
Small size of Project study 
area prevents suitable 
nesting sites.  

Cerulean Warbler, 
Setophaga cerulean 

Special 
Concern, 
Schedule 1 

Special 
Concern 

S3B Older, second-growth deciduous forests None – No continuous forest 
with interior habitats present 
within or adjacent to the 
Project study area. 

Common Snapping 
Turtle, 
Chelydra serpentine 

Special 
Concern, 
Schedule 1 

Special 
Concern 

S3 Slow-moving water with a soft mud 
bottom and dense aquatic vegetation 
usually in ponds, sloughs, shallow bays or 
river edges and slow streams and 
wetlands.  

None – No suitable habitat 
present such as ponds, 
sloughs or wetlands. Ditches 
unsuitable for hibernation. 

Eastern Meadowlark, 
Sayornis phoebe 

No Status, 
No Schedule 

Threatened S4B Farm fields, grasslands, and wet fields. 
They nest on the ground and sing from 
exposed perches such as treetops, fence 
posts, and utility lines. 

None – No suitable habitat 
large enough to support this 
species throughout cultural 
meadow habitat.  
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Species Name 

Federal 
Species at 

Risk Ranking 
(SARA)1 

Provincial 
Species at 

Risk Ranking 
(ESA)2

S-Rank3

Preferred Habitat Potential Presence in 
Project Study Area 

Eastern Spiny 
Softshell,  
Apalone spinifera 

Threatened, 
Schedule 1 

Threatened S3 This is a highly aquatic species 
associated with lakes and large rivers. It 
rarely ventures far from the shoreline 

None – No suitable habitat 
present within or adjacent to 
the Project study area. 

Five-lined Skink, 
Plestiodon fasciatus 
pop. 1 

Endangered, 
Schedule 1 
(Carolinian 
Population) 

Special 
Concern 

S2 Rocky outcrops, dunes, fields, and 
deciduous forests. This species is 
generally associated with relatively open 
environments that provide a sufficient 
covering of debris for shelter. 

None – No suitable habitat 
present within or adjacent to 
the Project study area. 

Fowler’s Toad, 
Anaxyrus fowleri 

Endangered, 
Schedule 1 

Endangered S2 Sandy beaches along the north shore of 
Lake Erie. 

None – This species is 
confined to sandy beaches 
along the north shore of Lake 
Erie. The last observed 
occurrence of this species in 
the vicinity of the Project area 
was in 1980. 

Hairy Green Sedge, 
Carex hirsutella 

None None S3 Dry, open woods and old fields. None – Suitable habitat for 
this species is not found 
within the study area. There 
are only four (4) know 
occurrences of this species 
within the province. The last 
observed occurrence of this 
species in the vicinity of the 
Project area was in 1986. 

Halberd-leaved 
Tearthumb, 
Persicaria arifolia 

None None S3 Moist woods, swamps, and thickets. None – Suitable habitat for 
this species is not found 
within the study area. The last 
observed occurrence of this 
species in the vicinity of the 
Project area was in 1985. 
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Species Name 

Federal 
Species at 

Risk Ranking 
(SARA)1 

Provincial 
Species at 

Risk Ranking 
(ESA)2

S-Rank3

Preferred Habitat Potential Presence in 
Project Study Area 

Palmate-leaved 
Violet, 
Viola palmate 

None 
 

None S2S3 Upland woodlands, rocky open 
woodlands, wooded slopes, riverbanks 
and thinly wooded bluffs 

None – Suitable habitat for 
this species is not found 
within the study area. The last 
observed occurrence of this 
species in the vicinity of the 
Project area was in 1986. 

Prothonotary 
Warbler, 
Protonotaria citrea 

Endangered, 
Schedule 1 

Endangered S1B Dead trees of flooded woodlands or 
deciduous swamp forests. 

None – No suitable habitat 
present within or adjacent to 
the Project study area. 

Red-headed 
Woodpecker, 
Melanerpes 
erythrocephalus 

Threatened, 
Schedule 1 

Special 
Concern 

S4B Open woodland and woodland edges, 
especially in oak savannahs and riparian 
forests. These habitats contain a higher 
density of dead trees commonly used for 
nesting and perching. 

None – No suitable habitat 
present within or adjacent to 
the Project study area. 

Silver Chub, 
Macrhybopsis 
storeriana 

Special 
Concern, 
Schedule 1 

Special 
Concern 

S2 In southern Ontario, the Silver Chub has 
been found in large lakes and connecting 
rivers, up to 20m in depth. 

None – Suitable habitat for 
this species is not found 
within the study area. The 
NHIC record is inferred to be 
for a reported occurrence in 
the St. Clair River. The last 
observed occurrence of this 
species in the vicinity of the 
Project area was in 1921. 

1 Species at Risk Act (EC, 2012) 
2Species at Risk in Ontario (MNR, 2012) 

 3 Provincial Rank: S1 - Critically Imperilled; S2 - Imperilled; S3 - Vulnerable; S4 - Apparently Secure; S5 - Secure; SNA - Not Applicable, S#B – Breeding season status (MNR, 
2012) 

Endangered: A wildlife species that is facing imminent extirpation or extinction (MNR, 2012) 

Threatened: A wildlife species that is likely to become an endangered species if nothing is done to reverse the factors leading to its extirpation or extinction 

Special concern: A wildlife species that may become a threatened or an endangered species because of a combination of biological characteristics and identified threats 

Note: These species ranges have been identified in the region by the MNR and may or may not exist within the immediate vicinity of the Project area. Shaded species are 
those with the potential to occur within the Project study area.  
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3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS ANALYSIS AND MITIGATION MEASURES 
 

3.1 Construction Phase 
 

3.1.1 Surface Water and Aquatic Habitat, Fish 
 
Predicted Effects 
 
Activities related to the construction of access roads, Project infrastructure and power lines have 
the potential to lead to a temporary increase in surface water turbidity, with an increased risk of 
siltation in adjacent aquatic environments of Government Drain #10 due to runoff during 
construction activities, specifically at or near the on-site crossing. Furthermore, spills and leaks 
during construction could allow contaminated water to enter Government Drain #10.The 
potential for such effects is low if appropriate mitigation and environmental protection planning 
measures are applied consistent with Ontario Provincial Standards. 
 
An existing farm access culvert crossing is present in the proposed location of the access facility 
road crossing of Government Drain #10. If this culvert requires upgrading to accommodate the 
development at the Site, the culvert must be sized according to hydrologic requirements of the 
drainage feature. Based on flow conditions observed during the Site reconnaissance, culvert 
upgrading, if required, could be completed in the dry, using appropriate mitigation measures. 
There is no plan for water taking, process water discharge, or site stormwater discharge relative 
to Government Ditch #10 in association with long-term operation of the facility. Accordingly, 
there are no related planned direct or indirect impacts to the drain or its surface waters during 
facility construction.  
 
Any infrastructure components constructed adjacent to or crossing Government Drain #10 may 
have the potential to impact the aquatic environment of this water conveyance feature and may 
require further consultation with SRCA/DFO and MNR relative to possible upsets or incidents. 
Appropriate mitigation measures pertaining to these components and related to minimization of 
disturbance, prevention of siltation, and spill mitigation/management shall be provided as part of 
the environmental protection planning for the construction phase.  
 
Power cables from the Project will be installed aboveground, as illustrated on Figure 2-2. These 
over-head interconnection lines will be constructed in a westward direction and greater than 
100 m from Government Drain #10. However, for information the DFO Ontario Operational 
Statement Habitat Management Program: Overhead Line Construction is provided in 
Appendix D. This Operational Statement provides measures to protect fish and fish habitat 
when undertaking construction of this type. Although construction of overhead lines does not 
typically require any in-water works, riparian habitat is sensitive to disturbance from overhead 
line construction. Riparian vegetation occurs adjacent to watercourses and directly contributes 
to fish habitat by providing shade (thermal refuge), cover, and provides allochthanous habitat 
and food inputs. The potential and significance of such effects is low if appropriate mitigation 
measures are applied. Collector lines for the proposed project will be constructed outside of the 
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riparian corridors of Government Drain #10 therefore providing no impact to water conveyance 
features. 
 
Mitigation 
 
There are a number of effective mitigation measures to protect downstream fish and fish habitat 
from potential effects during the construction phase of a project. General mitigation measures 
for construction activities in or near to a watercourse include: 
 
 Any in-water work, for example widening of crossing, would be completed within MNR 

timing windows to protect local downstream fish populations during their spawning and 
egg incubation periods. The in-water timing window for construction provided by the 
MNR for Clay Creek is March 15 to June 30; 
 

 All materials and equipment used for the purpose of site preparation and Project 
construction will be operated and stored in a manner that prevents any deleterious 
substance (e.g., petroleum products, silt, etc.) from entering the water: 
o Any stockpiled materials will be stored and stabilized away from the water; 
o Refuelling and maintenance of construction equipment will occur a minimum of 

100 m from a water body;  
o As appropriate, spills will be reported to the MOE Spills Action Centre; 
o Any part of equipment entering the water would be free of fluid leaks and 

externally cleaned/degreased to prevent any deleterious substance from entering 
the water; and 

o Only clean material, free of fine particulate matter would be placed in the water. 
 

 Sediment and erosion control measures would be implemented prior to construction and 
maintained during the construction phase to prevent entry of sediment into the water: 
o Silt fencing and/or barriers would be used along all construction areas adjacent 

to natural areas; 
o No equipment would be permitted to enter any natural areas beyond the silt 

fencing during construction; 
o All sediment and erosion control measures would be inspected at least weekly 

and during and immediately following rainfall events to ensure that they are 
functioning properly and are maintained and/or upgraded as required; 

o Topsoil stockpiles would be sufficiently distant from watercourses to preclude 
sediment inputs due to erosion of stored soil materials; 

o If the sediment and erosion control measures are not functioning properly, no 
further work would occur until the sediment and/or erosion problem is addressed; 

o All disturbed areas of the construction site would be stabilized immediately and 
re-vegetated as soon as conditions allow; and 

o Sediment and erosion control measures would be left in place until all areas of 
the construction site have been stabilized. 
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General mitigation measures for potential culvert crossing work include: 
 
 Construction would be undertaken on days when precipitation is not expected; 

 
 The tracked excavator would be working in the dry when excavating a trench. 

 
 Topsoil stockpiles would be reasonably distant from watercourses to preclude sediment 

inputs due to erosion of stored soil materials. 
 

 Water crossings would be backfilled with substrate material that is consistent with the 
existing substrate size and texture and would remain in/under the crossing. 
 

 The water crossing bed and bank areas would be rehabilitated to pre-excavation 
condition. 
 

 Materials such as sand bags, straw bales, geotextile filters, and/or pumps would be 
readily available on-site so that the crossing can be completed in the dry in case of 
unexpected stream flow. 
 

 An Environmental Monitor (or designate) would be on-site during construction of 
watercourse crossings to ensure compliance with specifications and site plans. In 
particular, the Construction Contractor would ensure that pre-construction preparation is 
completed prior to commencement of in-stream work and that bank, bed, and floodplain 
conditions are restored to pre-construction conditions following completion of any 
construction activities. 

 
Additional mitigation measures would be required in order to temporarily isolate the work area if 
work was completed at a time when water is present in the drain, as detailed below: 
 
 Coffer dams (e.g., aqua-dams, sand bags, concrete blocks, steel or wood wall, clean 

riprap, sheet pile or other appropriate designs) can be used to separate the in-water 
work site from flowing water.  
 

 If riprap or sand bags are used, clean, washed material would be used to build the berm. 
The berm face would consist of clean, washed granular material that is adequately sized 
(i.e., moderate sized rip rap and not sand or gravel) to hold the berm in place during 
construction. Material to build the berms would not be taken from below the high water 
mark; 
 

 Coffer dams would be designed to accommodate any expected high flows of the 
watercourse during the construction period. 

 
 Before starting construction, fish would be salvaged from behind the coffer dam and 

returned to an area immediately upstream of the isolated area. Salvage operations must 
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consist of techniques that successfully target the species and size classes of fish that 
inhabit the watercourse reach. 

 Accumulated sediment would be removed (ensuring that the original bed of the 
watercourse is not excavated) from behind the coffer dam before its removal; 
 

 The original channel bottom gradient and substrate would be restored after coffer dam 
removal. 
 

 Water from dewatered areas would be treated or diverted into a vegetated area or 
settling basin to remove suspended solids and prevent sediment and other deleterious 
substances from entering the watercourse. 
 

 Coffer dams would be removed in a downstream to upstream sequence to allow gradual 
re-introduction of water to the dewatered area and prevent excessive suspension of silt 
or other bed material. 
 

 Pump intakes would be sized and adequately screened to prevent debris blockage and 
fish mortality (refer to the DFO Freshwater Intake End-of-Pipe Fish Screen Guidelines)/ 
 

 The pumping system would be sized to accommodate any expected high flows of the 
watercourse during the construction period. Back-up pumps would be kept on site in 
case of pump failure. 
 

 The pump would be discharged to a grassed area to allow water to re-enter the 
watercourse only after it has been filtered through vegetation to prevent silt deposition. If 
no suitable areas exist, a filter bag would be place on the outlet to filter the water prior to 
re-entry into the watercourse. 
 

 Work would not be completed during flood stage flows or during times when heavy 
precipitation is occurring or is expected. 
 

 The work must be carried out in such a way as to prevent sediment or debris from 
entering natural watercourses as outlined in a Sediment Control Plan. 

 
Significance of Environmental Effects 
 
If mitigation measures prescribed above are implemented, the potential for significant adverse 
effects to surface water from construction activities is low. 
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3.1.2 Plant Communities, General Wildlife, Habitat 
 
Predicted Effects 
 
Effects of the construction activities within the site on plant communities, general or common 
wildlife habitat and wildlife species will be generally limited due to the limited wildlife habitat over 
the entire property and the potential absence of significant wildlife species on-site.  
 
The amount and type of habitat and/or land use affected within the proposed project site 
boundaries and within the facility footprint is provided below and shown in Figure 2-1. 
 

Habitat Affected Works and Activities 
Area within Property 

Boundaries (ha) 
Approximate Area 

Affected (ha) 
Proposed Project Site 

Agricultural Land (OAGM) Plant footprint 30.0 2.1 
Woodland (FOD2-2 and 
SWD3-3) Plant footprint 5.3 0 

Herbaceous Area (buffer 
around drainage feature 
and area at north 
perimeter) (CUM1-1) 

Plant footprint 1.2 <0.1 

Man-made pond Plant footprint <0.1 0 
Total Habitat (Agricultural, Woodland, Old Field, 
Pond) 

36.5 2.1 

 

 
The entire facility footprint will be situated on regularly disturbed and cultivated agricultural 
cropland which provides minimal to no wildlife habitat opportunities. The ANSI and PSW are 
located 500 m and 250 m from the closest project component, respectively and as such are not 
predicted to be affected by Project activities. 
 
Specific impacts to wildlife and wildlife habitat include: 
 
 Potential for contamination caused from construction equipment malfunction; 
 Potential localized dust generation, soil erosion and sedimentation; and 
 Potential sensory disturbance to wildlife due to noise from heavy machinery and 

construction activities occurring adjacent to the potential habitat areas. 
 
Overall, effects on wildlife and wildlife habitat are considered to be low as the construction of the 
facility does not cause or introduce any new habitat fragmentation or barriers to wildlife 
migration. 
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Mitigation 
 

Specific mitigation measures have been developed to minimize and/or avoid significant adverse 
environmental effects. Key mitigation measures include the following: 
 
 Prior to construction the outer limits of the construction area will be staked and marked 

to ensure that contractors remain within the temporary construction areas. 
 

 Construct silt fencing to keep wildlife out of Project footprint. Avoid use of silt fencing 
with nylon mesh netting reinforcing the regular, woven plastic strand material. Large-
bodied snakes become entangled in this mesh and perish. 
 

 The silt-fencing barriers will be regularly monitored and properly maintained during and 
following construction until soils in the construction area are re-stabilized with vegetation 
or the area has been returned to pre-disturbance conditions, after which they will be 
removed. 
 

 Comply with the Migratory Bird Convention Act (MBCA) regulations and guidelines for 
vegetation clearing recommended by Environment Canada. In order to minimize the 
potential for incidental take of nesting migratory birds, vegetation clearing and any 
proposed work activities in migratory bird habitat will be undertaken outside of the active 
breeding season. Clearing is to be avoided from May 1 to August 1 for this project 
location. If clearing (or other work) in migratory bird habitat is required during the nesting 
season, a nest survey should be conducted by a qualified avian biologist immediately 
(i.e., within 2 days) prior to commencement of the works to identify and locate active 
nests of species covered by the MBCA. A mitigation plan (which may include 
establishing appropriate buffers around active nests) should then be developed to 
address any potential impacts on migratory birds or their active nests, and should be 
reviewed by Environment Canada prior to implementation. 
 

 Minimize as much as possible any disturbance to existing vegetation. 
 

 Ensure hazardous substances, if required, are stored, handled and applied in 
accordance with local regulations and in a manner which prevents release to the 
environment. 
 

 Any hazardous substances stored within the laydown areas will be property contained to 
prevent its release into the environment. 
 

 Ensure a contingency plan is developed and implemented in the event of an accidental 
spill from construction vehicle, machinery or equipment. 
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 Limit the duration and timing of work activity as much as possible. Conduct construction 
activities during daylight hours to avoid potential effects of artificial night lighting and 
noise. 

 
Significance of Environmental Effects 
 
Due to the unspecialized nature of existing conditions at the proposed project site and 
avoidance of potential wildlife habitat, construction activities will have insignificant adverse 
effects on wildlife and wildlife habitat.  
 
Summary of Effects, Mitigation Measures and Net Effects 
 
The Project is committed to the implementation of all mitigation and impact management 
measures outlined in this report. A summary of these measures related to the construction 
phase of the Project is presented in Table 3-1. 
 
3.1.3 Species at Risk 
 
Based on the September 10, 2012 field investigation of the Project site conditions and existing 
environment, it has been determined that three SAR may potentially be present in the Project 
study area based on available habitat including Butler’s Gartersnake, Eastern Foxsnake and 
Blanding’s Turtle. The Butler’s Gartersnake and Eastern Foxsnake were determined to have a 
moderate probability of occurrence based on the presence of habitat (Drain #10), whereas the 
Blanding’s Turtle was determined to have a low probability of occurrence based on the absence 
of nearby suitable wetland habitat (only minor and seasonal potential along Drain #10). As such, 
precautions to protect individuals and their habitats should be considered in the project planning 
for the site and associated construction implementation. It is noted that the project development 
footprint is outside the area along this drainage ditch, with the exception of the facility access 
road crossing. The facility access road crossing has been located at an existing farm crossing to 
minimize disturbance to the drainage ditch. 
 
Predicted Effects 
 
Effects of the construction activities on SAR are expected to be minimal; however, the extent 
and use of potential SAR habitat is unknown and could not be determined at the time of this 
study. Potential impacts to SAR may include: 
 
 Minor habitat loss or disruption due to construction activities; and 

 
 Road mortality along the access road to the facility during construction and particularly at 

the Government Drain #10 crossing location. 
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Mitigation 
 
Prior to construction, the MNR should be consulted again by the proponent for potential 
guidance and to determine the appropriate course of any action required relative to process 
requirements and any additional mitigation measures to those identified below that may be 
appropriate relative to the potential presence of SAR in the Project study area. On the basis of 
inferred habitat use and the assumption of potential SAR presence on site as noted previously, 
the following specific mitigation measures that may be considered for the minimization and/or 
avoidance of significant adverse environmental effects during construction include: 
 
 During construction, construct silt fencing to keep wildlife out of Project footprint. Avoid 

use of silt fencing with nylon mesh netting reinforcing the regular, woven plastic strand 
material. Large-bodied snakes become entangled in this mesh and perish. 
 

 Routine surveillance could be conducted to ensure that there is no SAR present at the 
work site. Identification material for potential SAR should be provided to construction 
contractors. 
 

 Those working on the project shall alert the Project Manager if any SAR or those thought 
to be SAR are observed at the work site. 
 

 Should a SAR be encountered at any time during the Project, work shall be stopped in 
the vicinity of the individual until the SAR can retreat to a safe distance or until measures 
can be implemented to avoid destruction, injury, or interference with the species, its 
residence and/or its habitat.  
 

 Should any species designated as “Threatened” or “Endangered” be encountered during 
the progress of construction within the study area, MNR will be contacted immediately to 
determine any requirements pursuant to the ESA 2007. 

 
It should be noted that the measures provided are based on general mitigation measures for 
SAR. Mitigation measures may be subject to change based on consultation with the MNR. 
 
Significance of Environmental Effects 
 
Overall, there is a low potential for residual effects if mitigation measures are applied. 
Continuing consultation with the MNR is required. Further species-specific considerations may 
be required, depending on the outcome of consultation with the MNR. Further information is 
provided in Section 4.0 (Follow-up and Monitoring). 
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Summary of Effects, Mitigation Measures and Net Effects 
 
The Project is committed to the implementation of all mitigation and impact management 
measures outlined in this report. A summary of possible mitigation measures related to the 
construction phase of the Project is presented in Table 3-1. 
 
3.2 Operation Phase 

 
3.2.1 Surface Water and Aquatic Habitat, Fish 
 
Predicted Effects 
 
The overall approach to stormwater management is to allow undeveloped Project Site areas to 
drain naturally but to allow all stormwater from developed areas to be captured in catch basins 
and directed to the cooling tower where it will be consumed as process water, thereby 
displacing municipal water that would otherwise be needed to make up losses. As such, 
increased surface drainage due to increased impervious surfaces during operation is expected 
to be negligible. 
 
The potential exists for leaks and spills of machinery lubricants and other products used on site 
for portable equipment/machinery during operation and maintenance. However, the risk of leaks 
and spills to the environment is expected to be low through the use of safe handling and 
reporting procedures. A protocol to minimize spills/leaks and their impact to the environment will 
be provided in the Emergency Response Plan. Routine inspection of Project construction sites 
and operations and maintenance infrastructure will be carried out to ensure continued use and 
function of best management practices, mitigation measures and spill control and prevention 
measures. Proper storage and management of materials and maintenance fluids can greatly 
reduce the potential for accidental spills and/or leaks. As such, spills and leaks would not be 
expected to enter Government Drain #10 and effects to surface water and aquatic habitat is not 
expected. 
 
Culvert maintenance, including the removal of accumulated debris (logs, garbage, sediment, 
etc) may be required in order to maintain efficient passage of water and fish through the culvert 
structure. Culvert maintenance activities can affect fish and fish habitat by the removal of woody 
debris that provides cover for fish, by flooding and/or scouring due to removal of blockages too 
quickly, and by erosion and sedimentation caused by the use of construction equipment on 
watercourse banks. However, if culvert maintenance is carried out in accordance with DFO 
Operational Statement Culvert Maintenance, the potential for effects to surface water and 
aquatic habitat is low. 
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Table 3-1: Summary of Impacts, Mitigation and Net Effects – Construction 

Potential Impacts Mitigation/Impact Management Net Effect
Surface Water and Aquatic Habitat, Fish 

 Increased sediment loading to 
Government Drain #10 

 Implementation of erosion and sediment control plan 
including dewatering plan 

 Re-vegetation of disturbed surfaces immediately after 
completion of construction work 

 

Minor, very localized effect and 
temporary 

 Accidental spills of oil, fuel, and 
lubricants 

 Fuels, oils, chemicals, and other hazardous substances to be 
provided with secondary containment 

 Establish emergency clean-up protocols in the event of an 
accidental spill 

 Ongoing environmental inspection during construction 

Minor, very localized effect and 
temporary 

 Impact to fish and fish habitat in 
Government Drain #10 due to 
replacement of culvert for access 
road 

 Work to be completed in the dry 
 Re-vegetation of disturbed surfaces immediately after 

completion of construction work 

Minor, very localized effect and 
temporary 

 Construction of overhead power 
lines 

 Follow mitigation measures outlined in DFO Operational 
Statement Habitat Management Program: Overhead Line 
Construction (Appendix D) 

Minor, very localized effect expected 
to be outside of riparian corridors and 
temporary duration 

Plant Communities, Wildlife and Wildlife Habitat 
 Removal of 2.1 ha of agricultural 

land and <0.1 ha of cultural 
meadow as a result of the facility 
footprint 

 Clear delineation of construction area 
 Construction and regular monitoring of silt-fencing for a 

wildlife barrier 

Minor, very localized effect 

 Harm to wildlife within the 
Project footprint 

 Minimize disturbance to existing vegetation and clearing of 
vegetation for access purposes 

Minor, very localized effect and 
temporary 

 Disruption of nesting birds 
 

 Comply with the MBCA regulations. Conduct vegetation 
clearing outside the active breeding season (May 1 to 
August 1) 

Minor, very localized effect 
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Potential Impacts Mitigation/Impact Management Net Effect
 Potential for contamination from 

use of construction equipment 
through accidental spills and/or 
leaks 

 Ensure safe storage and handling of hazardous substances 
with a contingency plan available for implementation in case 
of accidental spill 

Minor, very localized effect and 
temporary 

 Localized dust generation, soil 
erosion and sedimentation 

 Regularly monitor and maintained silt fencing Minor, very localized effect and 
temporary 

Species at Risk 
 Minor habitat loss, disruption 

and/or mortality due to 
construction activities 

 During construction, construct silt fencing to keep wildlife out 
of Project footprint. Avoid use of silt fencing with nylon mesh 
netting reinforcing the regular, woven plastic strand material. 
Large-bodied snakes become entangled in this mesh and 
perish. 

 Routine surveillance could be conducted to ensure that there 
is no SAR present at the work site. Identification material for 
potential SAR should be provided to construction contractors. 

 Those working on the project shall alert the Project Manager 
if any SAR or those thought to be SAR are observed at the 
work site. 

 Should a SAR be encountered at any time during the Project, 
work shall be stopped in the vicinity of the individual until the 
SAR can retreat to a safe distance or until measures can be 
implemented to avoid destruction, injury, or interference with 
the species, its residence and/or its habitat.  

 Should any species designated as “Threatened” or 
“Endangered” be encountered during the progress of 
construction within the study area, MNR will be contacted 
immediately to determine any requirements pursuant to the 
ESA 2007. 

Minor, very localized effect 
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It is assumed that that sanitary sewage for the plant will discharged to an approved sanitary 
septic field on site. It is assumed that location and design criteria of the septic field will meet 
provincial standards thereby negating an effect to localized groundwater and Government 
Drain #10. 
 
Water for the purposes of plant processes as well as sanitary will be taken by the proponent 
under existing water taking permits from one of two sources: 
 
 Municipal Water Supply (LAWSS supplies St. Clair Township); and 
 CF-Terra Industries. 
 
Assessment of these options is ongoing, however, after installation of infrastructure to deliver 
water from these sources to the site, potential effects due to water taking are expected to be 
negligible. Mitigation, best management practices and monitoring associated with water taking 
from these sources will be met under existing permits and future agreements. 
 
The process wastewater from the site will be generated from Cooling Tower Blowdown 
(containing demineralizer treatment water effluent, heat exchanger cooling, condenser effluent, 
HRSG blowdown, CT evaporator cooler effluent), plant utility service water, minor flows from 
HRSG and CTG drains and the oil-water separator treating process areas and floor drains. 
 
Quantity of effluent from the facility is estimated to be up to 1.23 m3 per minute at 30oC for a 
5-cycle cooling tower operation and up to 0.53 m3 per minute at 30oC for an 11-cycle cooling 
tower operation. Water quality of the effluent has been provided by Eastern Power under 
separate cover and indicated a number of constituents (including temperature, phosphorus, 
cadmium, copper and zinc) that potentially will not meet Provincial Water Quality Objectives 
(PWQO). 
 
It was noted that the process discharges will be from a facility that will be a “Peaking Plant” and 
thus not operate on a continuous 24-hour basis. The discharge to any receiver from the facility 
will not be continuous. 
 
A provincial Environmental Compliance Approval (ECA) is required for any direct treated water 
discharge to the environment. The ECA would cover the effluents described above plus any 
stormwater pond discharge. 
 
Three options for discharge to the environment are currently under consideration and discussion 
with the MOE. They include: 
 
 Discharge to the St. Clair municipal sewage treatment system; 
 Discharge to the CF-Terra Industries outlet channel; and 
 Discharge to the St. Clair River. 
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Further assessment with regard to potential impacts and possible mitigation will be necessary 
as part of additional environmental impact studies once the preferred option is identified. 
 
Mitigation 
 
Standard mitigation with respect to reducing effect of spill and leaks include: 
 
 All materials and equipment used for the purpose of site preparation and Project 

construction will be operated and stored in a manner that prevents any deleterious 
substance (e.g., petroleum products, silt, etc.) from entering the water: 
o Any stockpiled materials will be stored and stabilized away from the water; 
o Refuelling and maintenance of construction equipment will occur a minimum of 

100 m from a water body;  
o As appropriate, spills will be reported to the MOE Spills Action Centre; 
o Any part of equipment entering the water would be free of fluid leaks and 

externally cleaned/degreased to prevent any deleterious substance from entering 
the water. 

 
Mitigation measures required for compliance with the DFO Operational Statement Culvert 
Maintenance include: 
 
 Use of existing trails, road or cut lines to avoid disturbance to riparian vegetation; 

 
 Removal of as little riparian vegetation as possible; 

 
 Except for in emergency or total blockage conditions, complete culvert maintenance 

activities in appropriate timing windows in order to avoid disruption during sensitive fish 
life stages; 
 

 Use of erosion and sediment control measures; 
 

 Remove only accumulated materials necessary to that which is necessary to allow 
culvert function and fish passage and do so slowly; 
 

 Operate machinery from land only; 
 

 Stabilize waste materials removed from the site; and 
 

 Re-vegetate disturbed areas. 
 
Significance of the Effects  
 
The effects of Project operation on fish and fish habitat are considered to be insignificant if all 
appropriate mitigation measures are applied. 
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3.2.2 Plant Communities, Wildlife, Habitat 
 
Predicted Effects  
 
During normal plant operation, minimal interactions are anticipated between the plant and the 
terrestrial habitats that could have an adverse effect. It is expected that on-site habitat values 
and plant and wildlife species diversity will remain unchanged over time. Relative to wildlife, 
potential effects of the Project during operation are predicted to be minimal. Potential effects 
include sensory disturbance to wildlife (birds, bats, amphibians) due to noise and light from plant 
operations. 
 
Mitigation 
 
No mitigative measures are required relative to terrestrial habitats, as the plant operation is not 
expected to have any adverse effects on these environment features. Mitigation measures to 
minimize potential impacts to wildlife include: 
 
 Where appropriate, limit plant maintenance to daytime hours; 

 
 Limiting facility lighting to only where it is required for safety and security reasons; 

 
 Use “full cut-off” lighting to direct the light to where it is needed (minimizing sky glow); 

 
 Use switches to limit duration where possible (exterior stairwells, stacks, and towers); 

and 
 

 Where applicable, use high pressure sodium lighting in order to provide a less damaging 
spectra of light for wildlife. 

 
To maximize potential beneficial effects, any on-site landscape features should be maintained in 
accordance with a site-specific landscape management plan. The plan will define: 
 
 Mowing regimes; 
 Management of woody vegetation; 
 Management of invasive species; 
 Desirable plant species lists; and 
 Pest management practices. 
 

The overall objective will be to limit intensive maintenance practices to any ornamental plantings 
and turf areas associated with the power plant’s site entrance, administration building, parking 
and amenity areas. All other landscape features should be permitted to develop into extensive 
near-natural vegetation communities and habitat structures. Maintenance intensity for the 
woodlots at the perimeter of the study area should be minimal allowing for natural succession 
towards and growth of the existing tree stands.  
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Significance of the Effects  
 
Due to the unspecialized existing conditions at the proposed Project site, operation activities will 
have insignificant adverse effects on wildlife and wildlife habitat if mitigation measures are 
applied.  
 
Summary of Effects, Mitigation Measures and Net Effects 
 
The Project is committed to the implementation of all mitigation and impact management 
measures outlined in this report. A summary of these measures related to the operation phase 
of the Project is presented in Table 3-2.  
 
3.2.3 Species at Risk 
 
Based on the September 10, 2012 field investigation of the Project site conditions and existing 
environment, it has been determined that three SAR (Butler’s Gartersnake, Eastern Foxsnake 
and Blanding’s Turtle) have a moderate probability of occurrence in the Project study area. 
Special consideration and precautions to ensure the safety of these protected species (and any 
other SAR that may be found at the Project site) is required during operation. 
 
Predicted Effects  
 
Effects of the operation on SAR are expected to be minimal; however, the extent and use of 
potential SAR habitat is unknown and could not be determined at the time of this study. 
Potential impacts to SAR may include road mortality along the access road to the plant, 
particularly at the watercourse crossing. 
 
Mitigation 
 
Specific mitigation measures have been developed to minimize and/or avoid significant adverse 
environmental effects. Key mitigation measures during operation include the following: 
 
 Provide culvert sizing and configuration at Government #10 Drain crossing by the 

access road that considers the maintenance of safe and unobstructed movement for 
Butler’s Gartersnake, Eastern Foxsnake and Blanding’s Turtle through this potential 
wildlife corridor;  
 

 Consideration of a permanent snake fence along the access road at the Government#10 
crossing location to maintain any snake movements in the drain channel and to avoid 
their access onto the travelled road surface (requires confirmation by MNR pending 
further discussions). 
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 Should any species designated as “Threatened” or “Endangered” be encountered during 
the progress of operation within the study area, MNR will be contacted immediately to 
determine any requirements pursuant to the ESA 2007.  

 
Significance of Environmental Effects 
 
Overall, there is a low potential for residual effect if mitigation measures are applied. Further 
consultation with MNR will provide guidance with respect to process and mitigation 
requirements relative to potential SAR within the Project study area. Further information is 
provided in Section 4.0 (Follow-up and Monitoring). 
 
Summary of Effects, Mitigation Measures and Net Effects 
 
The Project is committed to the implementation of all mitigation and impact management 
measures outlined in this report. A summary of these measures related to the operation phase 
of the Project is presented in Table 3-2.  
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Table 3-2 Summary of Impacts, Mitigation and Net Effects – Operation 

Potential Impacts Mitigation/Impact Management Net Effect 
Surface Water and Aquatic Habitat, Fish 

 Surface water quality 
impairment  

 Fuels, oils, chemicals, and other hazardous substances to be 
provided with secondary containment 

 Establish emergency clean-up protocols in the event of an 
accidental spill 

 Any spilled or leaked materials within developed area of the 
Project Site would enter catchbasins and be directed to the cooling 
tower to be used as process water, and therefore would not enter 
watercourses in the vicinity of the Project Site 

Minor, localized effect and temporary 

 Increase in stormwater 
run off volumes 

Stormwater from developed areas of site (impervious surfaces) will be 
captured in catch basins and directed to cooling tower where it will be 
consumed as process water.Increased surface drainage is not 
expected. 

Minor, localized effect and temporary 

 Water quality 
impairments in 
receiving stormwater 
drains as a result of 
accidental spills of 
fuels, lubricants and 
other liquids 

 Project to develop and implement Environmental Management 
Plan  

 All sanitary waste water to be collected and directed for treatment 
to on-site treatment system 

 Process waste water management system will have: 
o Dechlorination system 
o Oil/water separator 
o Recycling of boiler blowdown and effluent from oil-water 

separator 
o Temperature treatment in man-made Terra canal system  
o Monitoring of effluent flow and quality 

 Application of water treatment products that do not persist and do 
not bio-accumulate 

 Stormwater discharge volumes within pre-development levels 
 Secondary containment for hazardous materials storage 
 Development and implementation of a spill response plan in the 

event of a spill 

Minor effect; concentrations are non-
toxic to aquatic biota; there is no 
immediate discharge to significant fish 
habitat (Government Drain #10 is Type 
C Drain characterized as warmwater 
no sensitive species and therefore low 
risk) 

 Effluent discharge to 
aquatic environment, 
concentrations above 

 Meet existing permit and best management practices for effluent 
discharge and assimilative capacities upon decision of preferred 
option for receiving water 

Further assessment necessary 
depending on preferred option 
selected 
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Potential Impacts Mitigation/Impact Management Net Effect 
PWQO 

 Disruption of aquatic 
habitat due to culvert 
maintenance activities  

Culvert maintenance to be carried out in accordance with DFO 
Operational Statement (Appendix D) 

Minor, localized effect and temporary 
on a Type C Drain (low risk) 

Plant Communities, Wildlife, Habitat 
 Potential effects 

include sensory 
disturbance to wildlife 
(birds, bats, 
amphibians) due to 
noise and light from 
plant operations. 

 Where appropriate, limit plant maintenance to daytime hours; 
 Limiting facility lighting to only where it is required for safety and 

security reasons; 
 Use “full cut-off” lighting to direct the light to where it is needed 

(minimizing sky glow); 
 Use switches to limit duration where possible (exterior stairwells, 

stacks, and towers); and 
 Where applicable, use high pressure sodium lighting in order to 

provide a less damaging spectra of light for wildlife. 

Minor, very localized effect and 
temporary 

Species at Risk 
 Road mortality along 

the access road to the 
plant, particularly at the 
watercourse crossing. 

 Provide culvert sizing and configuration at Government #10 Drain 
crossing by the access road that considers the maintenance of 
safe and unobstructed movement for Butler’s Gartersnake, 
Eastern Foxsnake and Blanding’s Turtle through this potential 
wildlife corridor;  

 Consideration of a permanent snake fence along the access road 
at the Government#10 crossing location to maintain any snake 
movements in the drain channel and to avoid their access onto the 
travelled road surface (requires confirmation by MNR pending 
further discussions). 

 Should any species designated as “Threatened” or “Endangered” 
be encountered during the progress of operation within the study 
area, MNR will be contacted immediately to determine any 
requirements pursuant to the ESA 2007.  

Minor, very localized effect 
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4.0 FOLLOW-UP AND MONITORING PROGRAM 

Construction monitoring may be required to determine the effectiveness of mitigation measures 
relative to erosion and sedimentation related effects on aquatic ecosystems. Such monitoring 
will be undertaken consistent with environmental management and protection planning 
procedures for the site. 

Monitoring associated with site construction and operations will be consistent with any 
conditions of permits and approvals received during the project planning, detail design and 
construction phases.  

Relative to the seasonal limitations represented by the timing of the field reconnaissance 
observations undertaken in support of this document, and with the potential presence of SAR 
therefore determined on the basis of MNR Regional records and inferred habitat use through 
the evaluation of site-specific habitat features within and adjacent to the project site, it is 
recognized that further consultation with the MNR will be required. Eastern Power will continue 
to consult with MNR to gain further direction relative to any technical and process requirements 
under ESA (2007), and to obtain guidance on any appropriate mitigation measures that may be 
required during construction and operation phases of the Project. Consultation should be 
consistent with the planning review process, as outlined in the MNR consultation (Appendix C). 
Any further SAR specific monitoring requirements will be determined through the consultation 
process. 
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5.0 AGENCY CONSULTATION 

As part of the EIS preparation and to facilitate detailed design development, consultation with 
provincial and municipal agencies was undertaken in September 2012 to ascertain concerns or 
comments related the Project. Agencies consulted include the Ontario Ministry of Natural 
Resources (MNR – Aylmer District), and the St. Clair Region Conservation Authority (SCRCA). 
A response was received from the SCRCA and the MNR. Copies of all correspondence are 
included in Appendix C. 
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6.0 CONCLUSION 
 
Based on field reconnaissance investigations conducted on September 10, 2012 and a review 
of available background information, the overall environmental effects of the Project with respect 
to the terrestrial and aquatic components are expected to be minimal with the proper 
implementation of proposed mitigation measures. The Project development has been designed 
in consideration of avoidance of natural heritage related features with disturbance occurring on 
actively cultivated agricultural crop lands. Minor disturbance in naturalized areas are related to 
access road development and transmission connections which can be accommodated with 
appropriate standard construction and operational mitigation measures.  
 
Consultation will continue with MNR to gain further direction relative to any technical and 
process requirements under ESA (2007), and to obtain guidance on any appropriate SAR 
mitigation measures that may be required during construction and operation phases of the 
Project.  
 
This report has been developed based on information gathered during site reconnaissance, as 
per the scope of work for the project, and based on the proposed Project footprint at the time of 
the report. Should changes to the Project footprint significantly alter potential impacts to the 
Project, revisions to this EIS may be required. Natural heritage based information made 
available through consultation with regulatory agencies and database searches are limited to 
the currency of the data.  
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Photo 1:  Looking downstream (southeast) on 

Government Drain #10 at CN Rail ROW and 

confluence with Alton Drain (GD‐1). 

Photo 2:  Looking upstream on Government Drain 

#10 at double CSP culverts conveying water through 

CN Rail ROW. 

Photo 3:  Looking downstream (southeast) at 

Government Drain #10 at existing agricultural 

crossing with CSP culvert. 

Photo 4:  Looking upstream on Government Drain 

#10 near GD‐3 with dense channel vegetation. 



 

 
Client / Project September 2012 
Eastern Power Limited        TC121601 
Green Electron Power Project – East Site  
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Photo 7:  West facing view of small man‐made pond.  Photo 8:  South facing view of the old field cultural 

meadow. 

Photo 5:  Northward facing view of the Project 

study area 

Photo 6:  Southward facing view of the wheat 

field. The ANSI and PSW can be seen in the 

distance. 
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AMEC Environment & Infrastructure
a division of AMEC Americas Limited
160 Traders Blvd. East, Suite 110
Mississauga, Ontario
CANADA L4Z 3K7
Tel +1 (905) 568-2929
Fax +1 (905) 568-1686
www.amec.com Page 1 of 2

September 5, 2012

St. Clair Region Conservation Authority
205 Mill Pond Cres.
Strathroy, Ontario
N7G 3P9

Attention:  Ms. Michelle Fletcher

Re: Environmental Impact Study
Eastern Power Limited - New Natural Gas-fired Combined Cycle Electricity
Generating Facility
Oil Springs Line, St. Clair Township

AMEC Environment & Infrastructure (AMEC) has been retained to undertake work on behalf of
Eastern Power Limited on the above-noted Project to address both terrestrial and aquatic
natural science issues. The Project involves the construction and operation of a new, clean,
natural gas fuelled electricity generating plant which will facilitate the replacement of coal-fired
power generation in Ontario.

There are two potential locations under review for this Project (see attached project location
plan):
East Site: on the south side of Oil Springs Line, approximately 0.6 km west of highway #40

and 0.9 km east of Greenfield Road (see Fig. 2.1 - Site Map). This site is on
vacant industrially zoned land, in an overall area that is designated for heavy
industrial uses. The site has been used for agricultural purposes for many years
and is presently under cultivation.

West Site: on the north side of Oil Springs Line, approximately 1.3 km west of Highway 40
(see attached plan).

Based on a review of the SCRCA’s St. Clair River Tributaries Watershed Plan, Government
Drain #10 flows through the East Site and drains to Clay Creek; and Bowens Creek and
Hawkins Drain flow along the west and south sides of the West Site, respectively. It is further
understood that Government Drain #10 is classified as a Type C drain (warm water, no top
predators), that Bowens Creek is a natural watercourse, and that Hawkins Drain has not been
classified.

Request

AMEC would like to take this opportunity to inquire if you hold any additional information on
these locations, such as:
 new or updated aquatic fish habitat mapping or classifications,
 new or updated fish community data,
 SAR location information; and
 terrestrial ELC (preference for shapefile access).

http://www.amec.com/
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We are planning field reconnaissance for the week of September 10th to confirm existing data
and to collect additional detailed information.  We are requesting a response as early as
possible to aid in identifying any gaps in existing documentation in order to augment our
scheduled field investigations. Equally, we would be pleased to know if you have any issues
relating to the proposed development of this site that you would like to draw to our attention.

If you have any questions, please contact the undersigned. Thank you for your assistance in
this matter.

Kind Regards,

Tracy Wolowidnek, B.Sc.
Environmental Scientist

AMEC Earth and Environmental,
A division of AMEC Americas Limited
Tel: (905) 687-6616
Fax: (905) 687-6620
Email:

Attachment: Figure:  Project Location Plan

<Original signed by>

<Email address removed>
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AMEC Environment & Infrastructure 
a division of AMEC Americas Limited 
160 Traders Blvd. East, Suite 110 
Mississauga, Ontario 
CANADA L4Z 3K7 
Tel +1 (905) 568-2929 
Fax +1 (905) 568-1686 
www.amec.com                Page 1 of 2 

September 6, 2012  
 

Ministry of Natural Resources 
615 John Street North 
Aylmer, ON  
N5H 2S8 
 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
Re:  Environmental Impact Study  

Eastern Power Limited - New Natural Gas-fired Combined Cycle Electricity 
Generating Facility 
Oil Springs Line, St. Clair Township  
 

AMEC Environment & Infrastructure (AMEC) has been retained to undertake work on behalf of 
Eastern Power Limited on the above-noted Project to address both terrestrial and aquatic 
natural science issues.  The Project involves the construction and operation of a new, clean, 
natural gas fuelled electricity generating plant which will facilitate the replacement of coal-fired 
power generation in Ontario.   
 
There are two potential locations under review for this Project (see attached project location 
plan): 
East Site:   on the south side of Oil Springs Line, approximately 0.6 km west of highway #40 

and 0.9 km east of Greenfield Road (see attached plan). This site is on vacant 
industrially zoned land, in an overall area that is designated for heavy industrial 
uses. The site has been used for agricultural purposes for many years and is 
presently under cultivation.  

West Site:   on the north side of Oil Springs Line, approximately 1.3 km west of Highway 40 
(see attached plan).   

 
AMEC has conducted a review of the Natural Heritage Information Centre and the St. Clair 
Region Conservation Authority has been contacted regarding SAR in the vicinity of the 
proposed project sites.  
 
AMEC would like to take this opportunity to inquire if you hold any additional information on 
these locations, such as: 

 natural heritage features; 
 wildlife and plant federal species at risk (SARA and COSEWIC); 
 provincial species at risk (SARO); and  
 any species with a provincial rank of S1-S3 

 



 

Page 2 of 2 

 

We are planning field reconnaissance for the week of September 10, 2012 to confirm existing 
data and to collect additional detailed information. We are requesting a response as early as 
possible to aid in identifying any gaps in existing documentation in order to augment our 
scheduled field investigations. Equally, we would be pleased to know if you have any issues 
relating to the proposed development of this site that you would like to draw to our attention.   
 
If you have any questions, please contact the undersigned. Thank you for your assistance in 
this matter. 
 
Kind Regards, 
 

 
 
Erin Hellinga, B.Sc. 
Environmental Technician  
 
AMEC Environment & Infrastructure, 
A division of AMEC Americas Limited 
Tel: (905) 568-2929  
Fax: (905) 568-1686 
Email: 
 
Attachment: Figure:  Project Location Plan 
 
 
c.c.: Jeff Balsdon, AMEC 

<Email address removed>

<Original signed by>
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AMEC Environment & Infrastructure
a division of AMEC Americas Limited
160 Traders Blvd. East, Suite 110
Mississauga, Ontario
CANADA L4Z 3K7
Tel +1 (905) 568-2929
Fax +1 (905) 568-1686
www.amec.com Page 1 of 2

September 10, 2012

Ministry of Natural Resources
615 John Street North
Aylmer, ON
N5H 2S8

Attention:  Mr Ben Hindmarsh
Senior Fish & Wildlife Technical Specialist

Re: Environmental Impact Study
Eastern Power Limited - New Natural Gas-fired Combined Cycle Electricity
Generating Facility
Oil Springs Line, St. Clair Township

Dear Mr. Hindmarsh:

AMEC Environment & Infrastructure (AMEC) has been retained to undertake work on behalf of
Eastern Power Limited on the above-noted Project to address both terrestrial and aquatic
natural science issues. The Project involves the construction and operation of a new, clean,
natural gas fuelled electricity generating plant which will facilitate the replacement of coal-fired
power generation in Ontario.

There are two potential locations under review for this Project. Both of these potential Project
Sites are on vacant industrial-zoned land, in an overall area that is designated for heavy
industrial uses. Both sites have been used for agricultural purposes for many years. The Site
locations and associated water features are as follows (see attached project location plan):

East Site: on the south side of Oil Springs Line, approximately 0.6 km west of Highway 40
and 0.9 km east of Greenfield Road. Government Drain No 10 bisects this Site,
and drains to Clay Creek, which drains to St. Clair River.

West Site: on the north side of Oil Springs Line, approximately 1.3 km west of Highway 40.
Bowens Creek runs just outside the west boundary of this Site, and Hawkins
Drain flows between the Site and Oil Springs Line and drains to Bowens Creek
near the southwest corner of the Site. Bowens Creek drains directly to St. Clair
River.

AMEC has conducted a review of the Natural Heritage Information Centre and the St. Clair
Region Conservation Authority has been contacted regarding natural heritage information
available for the vicinity of the proposed Project Sites.

AMEC would like to take this opportunity to inquire if you hold any additional information specific
to fish and fish habitat in these watersheds, such as:

• Waterbody type – thermal regime (e.g. cold water, warm water);
• Habitat information/locations;
• Fish species present (including species at risk information);

http://www.amec.com/
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• OMNR fisheries management objectives;
• OMNR interpretation of fish and fish habitat and sensitivity within the general area of
the project Sites (high, moderate, low); and
• In water timing windows.

We are planning field reconnaissance for the week of September 10, 2012 to confirm existing
data and to collect additional information. We are requesting a response as early as possible to
aid in identifying any gaps in existing documentation in order to augment our scheduled field
investigations. Equally, we would be pleased to know if you have any issues relating to the
proposed development of this site that you would like to draw to our attention.

If you have any questions, please contact the undersigned. Thank you for your assistance in
this matter.

Kind Regards,

Tracy Wolowidnek, B.Sc.
Environmental Scientist

AMEC Earth and Environmental,
A division of AMEC Americas Limited
Tel: (905) 687-6616
Fax: (905) 687-6620
Email:

Attachment: Figure:  Project Location Plan

c.c.: Jason Dietrich, AMEC

<Original signed by>

<Email address removed>
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September 6, 2012  
 

Tanya Taylor 
NHIC Information Analyst 
300 Water Street, 2nd Floor, North Tower 
P.O. Box 7000 
Peterborough, ON K9J 8M5 
 
 
Attention: Ms. Tanya Taylor 
 
Re:  Environmental Impact Study  

Eastern Power Limited - New Natural Gas-fired Combined Cycle Electricity 
Generating Facility 
Oil Springs Line, St. Clair Township  
 

AMEC Environment & Infrastructure (AMEC) has been retained to undertake work on behalf of 
Eastern Power Limited on the above-noted Project to address both terrestrial and aquatic 
natural science issues.  The Project involves the construction and operation of a new, clean, 
natural gas fuelled electricity generating plant which will facilitate the replacement of coal-fired 
power generation in Ontario.   
 
There are two potential locations under review for this Project (see attached project location 
plan): 
East Site:   on the south side of Oil Springs Line, approximately 0.6 km west of highway #40 

and 0.9 km east of Greenfield Road (see attached plan). This site is on vacant 
industrially zoned land, in an overall area that is designated for heavy industrial 
uses. The site has been used for agricultural purposes for many years and is 
presently under cultivation.  

West Site:   on the north side of Oil Springs Line, approximately 1.3 km west of Highway 40 
(see attached plan).   

 
AMEC has conducted a review of the Natural Heritage Information Centre and the St. Clair 
Region Conservation Authority has been contacted regarding SAR in the vicinity of the 
proposed project sites.  
 
AMEC would like to take this opportunity to inquire if you hold any additional information on 
these locations, such as: 

 natural heritage features; 
 wildlife and plant federal species at risk (SARA and COSEWIC); 
 provincial species at risk (SARO); and  
 any species with a provincial rank of S1-S3 
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We are planning field reconnaissance for the week of September 10, 2012 to confirm existing 
data and to collect additional detailed information. We are requesting a response as early as 
possible to aid in identifying any gaps in existing documentation in order to augment our 
scheduled field investigations. Equally, we would be pleased to know if you have any issues 
relating to the proposed development of this site that you would like to draw to our attention.   
 
If you have any questions, please contact the undersigned. Thank you for your assistance in 
this matter. 
 
Kind Regards, 
 

 
Erin Hellinga, B.Sc. 
Environmental Technician  
 
AMEC Environment & Infrastructure, 
A division of AMEC Americas Limited 
Tel: (905) 568-2929  
Fax: (905) 568-1686 
Email: 
 
Attachment: Figure:  Project Location Plan 
 
 
c.c.: Jeff Balsdon, AMEC 
 

<Email address removed>

<Original signed by>
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Hellinga, Erin

From: Chris Durand [cdurand@scrca.on.ca]
Sent: Thursday, September 06, 2012 9:55 AM
To: Wolowidnek, Tracy
Cc: Michelle Fletcher
Subject: FW: Information Request

Hi Tracy, I was forwarded your request from Michelle Fletcher… 
 
The SCRCA acknowledges your request for information for the Eastern Power project but unfortunately, much of what you 
are requesting is either not in our possession or simply does not exist.  Please see below my comments on the data you 
are looking for. 

new or updated aquatic fish habitat mapping or classifications, - DFO Drain classification map 
new or updated fish community data, - fish community data… we have 1 e-fish site on Clay Creek 
SAR location information; and – please refer to the MNR/NHIC 
terrestrial ELC (preference for shapefile access). – no ELC mapping exists for this study area 
 
As with all requests for background information for EA’s, if you wish the SCRCA to undertake a search and retrieval of all 
datasets (ie. regulated areas, natural heritage features, sampling locations (fish, benthic, water quality)) that may be 
available for your study area, our fee for service as approved by our Board of Directors is listed below: 
 

Technical Report Review and/or Background Data Collection (*plus applicable taxes)

     
Report Review and Background Data Collection  

    

Minor (scoped, small area, potential low impact)  

   a)  Provision of Background Information  $300.00 

   b)  Report Review – detailed review and provision of comments for Final Reports ie. scoped EIS, 
geotech, coastal 

$300.00 

Major (large study area, potential high impact) **  

   a)  Provision of Background Information  $500.00‐$1000.00

   b)  Report Review – detailed review and provision of comments for Final Reports ie. Comprehensive 
EIS, floodline, coastal fully developed dynamic beach)

$500.00‐$1000.00

**Authority staff reserve the right to charge technical report review fees over the above noted fees for 
complex projects or reports covering one or more issues.  Costs will be related to multiple technical 
report reviews, multiple meetings, etc   Director and GM to approve fee.

 

 
If you wish the SCRCA to proceed in retrieval and provision of this information, please forward the fee with your 
request.  Please allow up to 2 weeks for a response. 
 
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. 
 
Regards, 
 
Chris Durand, IT / GIS Specialist 
___________________________________________ 
St. Clair Region Conservation Authority 
205 Mill Pond Cres.,  Strathroy, ON   N7G 3P9 
Tel.: 519‐245‐3710    Fax.: 519‐245‐3348 
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Attention: 
Privileged/Confidential Information may be contained in this message. Disclosure to any person other than the named recipient is unauthorized. If you are not the intended 
recipient, please delete all copies of this information and kindly notify the sender by reply email. Opinions, conclusions and other information in this message that do not relate 
to the official business of the SCRCA shall be understood as neither given nor endorsed by it. The SCRCA reserves the right to monitor all e‐mail communications through its 
networks. Thank you. 
 
 
 

From: Wolowidnek, Tracy [mailto:tracy.shute@amec.com]  
Sent: September-05-12 4:41 PM 
To
Subject: Information Request 
 
Hi Michelle: 
 
Please find attached an information request for an Environmental Impact Study AMEC is preparing for a new natural gas‐
fired combined cycle electricity generating facility, proposed for one of two sites on Oil Springs Line, in St. Clair 
Township.   
 
AMEC is completing the natural heritage component of the EA for this project on behalf of Eastern Power.  We have 
been given very short deadlines for this project, and anticipate a field visit early next week followed by completion of a 
draft report (Eastern Power) late next week.  As such we would greatly appreciate your earliest response to this 
request.  I have already obtained a copy of the St. Clair River Tributaries Watershed Plan from your website, and am just 
looking for any additional/updated information that may be available. 
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or require any further information on this project. 
 
Thank you,   
 
Tracy Wolowidnek, B.Sc. 
Environmental Scientist  
AMEC 
Environment & Infrastructure  
3300 Merrittville Hwy, Unit 5, Thorold, Ontario  L2V 4Y6  Canada 
Tel (905) 687-6616, fax (905) 687-6620 
Mobile/cell (905) 380-3699 
tracy.wolowidnek@amec.com 
amec.com 
 
Business sustainability starts here... AMEC is committed to reducing its carbon footprint. 

 

 

The information contained in this e-mail is intended only for the individual or entity to whom it is addressed. 
Its contents (including any attachments) may contain confidential and/or privileged information. 
If you are not an intended recipient you must not use, disclose, disseminate, copy or print its contents. 
If you receive this e-mail in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete and destroy the message. 

<Email address removed>
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Wolowidnek, Tracy

From: Nelson, Michael (MNR) [Michael.Nelson@ontario.ca]
Sent: Thursday, September 13, 2012 2:24 PM
To: Wolowidnek, Tracy
Cc: McCloskey, Amanda (MNR); Dietrich, Jason P; Walker, Korey (MNR)
Subject: RE: Information Request
Attachments: 2012-09-12 Fisheries Background Request.doc

Hello Tracy,

Please find attached the fisheries background request. Please note that Amanda McCloskey, Aylmer District
Planner, should be used as a point person for contacting the District with any planning related matters.

Michael Nelson
Ministry of Natural Resources
Tel: 

From: Wolowidnek, Tracy [mailto:tracy.shute@amec.com]
Sent: Wednesday, September 12, 2012 2:13 PM
To: Nelson, Michael (MNR)
Cc: Hindmarsh, Ben (MNR); Dietrich, Jason P
Subject: RE: Information Request

Hello Mike;

Just to follow-up on the voicemail I left you a few minutes ago, we would really appreciate any information you could
provide us for the proposed project sites detailed in the attached information request. We apologize for asking for this
with such short notice; we would really like to have as much background information as possible in order to complete
our report. If you require any further information, please let me know.

I can be reached by cell phone at  or by email.

Thanks in advance,

Tracy Wolowidnek, B.Sc.
Environmental Scientist
AMEC
Environment & Infrastructure
3300 Merrittville Hwy, Unit 5, Thorold, Ontario L2V 4Y6 Canada
Tel (905) 687-6616, fax (905) 687-6620
Mobile/cell (905) 380-3699
tracy.wolowidnek@amec.com
amec.com

Business sustainability starts here... AMEC is committed to reducing its carbon footprint.

From: Hindmarsh, Ben (MNR) [mailto:Ben.Hindmarsh@ontario.ca]
Sent: Monday, September 10, 2012 8:13 AM
To: Wolowidnek, Tracy; Nelson, Michael (MNR)
Subject: FW: Information Request

Hello Tracy,

Lambton County is handled by our Chatham area office. By copy, I’ll ask Mike Nelson to respond.

Thanks,
Ben Hindmarsh
_________________________________
Ben Hindmarsh
Sr. Fish and Wildlife Technical Specialist
Ministry of Natural Resources
615 John St. N.

<Personal information removed>

<Personal information removed>
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Aylmer, Ontario N5H 2S8
Tel: (519) 773-4711
Fax: (519) 773-9014
Email: ben.hindmarsh@ontario.ca

From: Wolowidnek, Tracy [mailto:tracy.shute@amec.com]
Sent: September 9, 2012 9:51 AM
To: Hindmarsh, Ben (MNR)
Cc: Dietrich, Jason P
Subject: Information Request

Hello Ben;

Please find attached a fish and fish habitat information request for an Environmental Impact Study AMEC is
preparing for a new natural gas-fired combined cycle electricity generating facility, proposed for one of two
sites on Oil Springs Line, in St. Clair Township.

AMEC is completing the natural heritage component of the EA for this project on behalf of Eastern Power. We
have been given very short deadlines for this project, and anticipate a field visit early during the week of
September 10th followed by completion of a draft report (Eastern Power) later in the week. As such we would
greatly appreciate your earliest response to this request. I will follow up with you by phone early in the week
to discuss this request.

Please let me know if you have any questions or require any further information on this project.

Thank you,

Tracy Wolowidnek, B.Sc.
Environmental Scientist
AMEC
Environment & Infrastructure
3300 Merrittville Hwy, Unit 5, Thorold, Ontario L2V 4Y6 Canada
Tel (905) 687-6616, fax (905) 687-6620
Mobile/cell (905) 380-3699
tracy.wolowidnek@amec.com
amec.com

Business sustainability starts here... AMEC is committed to reducing its carbon footprint.

The information contained in this e-mail is intended only for the individual or entity to whom it is addressed.
Its contents (including any attachments) may contain confidential and/or privileged information.
If you are not an intended recipient you must not use, disclose, disseminate, copy or print its contents.
If you receive this e-mail in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete and destroy the message.

The information contained in this e-mail is intended only for the individual or entity to whom it is addressed.
Its contents (including any attachments) may contain confidential and/or privileged information.
If you are not an intended recipient you must not use, disclose, disseminate, copy or print its contents.
If you receive this e-mail in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete and destroy the message.



Project Title
Environmental Impact Study
Eastern Power Limited - New Natural Gas-fired Combined Cycle Electricity
Generating Facility
Oil Springs Line, St. Clair Township

MNR Reviewer: Michael Nelson, Chatham Area Office

Date Review Completed: September 12, 2012

Waterbody
Name and
location (GPS
coordinates &
Google Earth
map)

Watercourse
classification
(i.e.
warmwater,
coldwater)

Habitat
information/
locations (fish
passage
barriers, known
spawning
habitats etc.)

Historical data on fish
species present, including
whether the subject
waterbody(s) at the
Highway 401/40
Interchange are considered
to support any vulnerable,
threatened or endangered
aquatic species

MNR
fisheries
management
objectives, if
applicable

MNR
interpretation of
fish and fish
habitat sensitivity
(scale of high,
moderate, low or
unknown as per
DFO’s Risk
Management
Framework

In-water timing
windows for
construction

Clay Creek Warmwater None known brown bullhead, white sucker,
common carp, green sunfish,
bluefill, common shiner,
spottail shiner, tadpole
madtom, fathead minnow,
black crappie, central
mudminnow, pumpkinseed,
freshwater drum.

Low March 15 to
June 30

Bowen’s Creek Warmwater None known rock bass, mottled sculpin,
pumpkinseed, bluegill,
smallmouth bass, white
perch, emerald shiner,
spottail shiner, spotfin shiner,
rainbow smelt, yellow perch,
fathead minnow, creek chub,
brook silverside.

Low March 15 to
June 30
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Hellinga, Erin

From: McCloskey, Amanda (MNR) [Amanda.McCloskey@ontario.ca]
Sent: Friday, September 21, 2012 1:14 PM
To: hvogt@easternpower.on.ca; Hellinga, Erin; Wolowidnek, Tracy
Cc: Walker, Korey (MNR); Nelson, Michael (MNR); Jong, Catherine (MNR); McCloskey, Amanda 

(MNR); Emery, Mark (MNR)
Subject: Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening and Review and Information Request
Attachments: MNR Alymer information request.pdf; FW: Information Request; 2012-09-12 Fisheries 

Background Request.doc

Hi Erin, Tracy and Monika, 
 
Thank you for your Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening and Environmental Review and 
requests for information for a proposed natural gas fuelled electricity generating facility in St. Clair Township. 
The MNR understand that this project is subject to the Ontario Ministry of Environment’s environmental 
assessment requirements for electricity projects. We also understand that there are two potential locations 
under review for this Project. 
 
 East Site: on the south side of Oil Springs Line, approximately 0.6 km west of Highway 40 and 0.9 km 

east of Greenfield Road. Government Drain No 10 bisects this Site, and drains to Clay Creek, which 
drains to St. Clair River. 

 
 West Site: on the north side of Oil Springs Line, approximately 1.3 km west of Highway 40. Bowens 

Creek runs just outside the west boundary of this Site, and Hawkins Drain flows between the Site and 
Oil Springs Line and drains to Bowens Creek near the southwest corner of the Site. Bowens Creek 
drains directly to St. Clair River. 

 
The MNR has reviewed both sites and would like to provide the following information. 
 
Species at Risk  
The Species at Risk in Ontario (SARO) List is Ontario Regulation 230/08 issued under the Endangered Species 
Act, 2007. The Endangered Species Act, 2007 (ESA) came into force on June 30, 2008 and provides both 
individual protection (section 9) and habitat protection (section 10) to species listed as endangered or 
threatened on the SARO List. The current SARO List, issued under the ESA 2007, can be found on e‐laws 
(http://www.e‐laws.gov.on.ca/navigation?file=home&lang=en). If an activity or project will result in adverse 
effects to species and/or habitat protected under the ESA, an authorization under the ESA would be required 
to avoid contravening the act. Please note that authorizations are not guaranteed and that the review 
timelines for Authorization Request Packages can be several months.  Site‐specific investigation within and 
adjacent to the study area may find additional species and/or habitat location on or adjacent to the site.   
 
An initial ESA Screening has been completed and there are several known occurrences of Species at Risk in 
area. 
 
General (both sites): 
 There is a known occurrence of Butler’s Gartersnake along Greenfield Road between the 2 sites. The 

species is known to occur in the general area, therefore it has the potential to occur on the subject 
lands. Butler’s Gartersnake is an endangered species that receives both species and habitat protection 
under the ESA 2007.  
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 Given the presence of PSW and ANSI in adjacent lands, there is also the potential for turtle SAR to be 

present, especially Blanding’s Turtle. 
 
West Site 
 At least half of the property is within the top two abundance categories for Bobolink, which means that 

any suitable habitat present must be protected from damage or destruction. Bobolink is a threatened 
species with both species and habitat protection under the ESA 2007.  

 
 There are known occurrences of Barn Swallow within 1 km of the property, which is a threatened 

species that receives both species and habitat protection. 
 
East Site 
 At least half of the property is within the top two abundance categories for Bobolink, which means that 

any suitable habitat present must be protected from damage or destruction. Bobolink is a threatened 
species with both species and habitat protection under the ESA 2007.  

 
 The area is within regulated habitat for Eastern Foxsnake (Carolinian population) and there are known 

occurrences in an adjacent properties, which means any suitable habitat present must be protected 
from damage and destruction. Eastern Foxsnake is an endangered species with both species and 
habitat protection under the ESA 2007. 

 
It should be noted that this is an initial project screening for SAR and the absence of an element occurrence 
does not indicate the absence of species. The province has not been surveyed comprehensively for the 
presence or absence of SAR, and MNR data relies on observers to report sightings of SAR. Consequently, the 
presence of element occurrences is useful to flag the presence of SAR within the project location and 
surrounding area, but is not an appropriate tool to determine whether a species or habitat is present at the 
local (property‐scale) level.  
 
It is important to note that changes may occur in both species and habitat protection which could affect 
whether proposed projects may have adverse effects of SAR. The ESA applies to species listed on the SARO List 
(www.mnr.gov.on.ca/en/Business/Species/2ColumnSubPage/246809.html). The Committee on the Status of 
Species in Ontario (COSSARO) meets regularly to evaluate species for listing and / or re‐evaluate species 
already listed. As a result, species designations may change, which could in turn change the level of protection 
they receive under the ESA. Also, habitat protection provisions for a species may change (i.e. if a species‐
specific habitat regulation comes into effect). The regulation would prescribe the area as the habitat of the 
species. 
 
Provincially Significant Wetlands 
The Bickford Oak Woods Provincially Significant Wetland Complex could be on the subject lands or within the 
adjacent lands of the East Site however it is hard to tell based on the scale of the mapping provided. Please let 
me know if you would like a copy of the Bickford Oak Woods, wetland evaluation file. 
 
Significant wildlife habitat 
Significant wildlife habitat may be present on the subject lands.  Please consult the Significant Wildlife Habitat 
Technical Guide, (OMNR, 2000).  Significant wildlife habitat is identified by planning authorities using the 
criteria and processes recommend in the Significant Wildlife Habitat Technical Guide (OMNR, 2000). Link to 
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the guide: http://www.mnr.gov.on.ca/en/Business/FW/Publication/MNR_E001285P.html  The Natural 
Heritage Reference Manual (please see below) also provides guidance in section 9.0.   
 
ANSI 
The Clay Creek Woodland Regionally Significant Area of Natural and Scientific Interest is either on the subject 
lands or within the adjacent lands to the East Site, based on the scale of the mapping provided it is difficult to 
determine. 
 
Fisheries 
Please find attached the fisheries background request. 
 
Petroleum Well 
Please note that our records show a number of known petroleum wells in the area. It appears as though there 
is an abandoned (plugged) well on or adjacent to the East Site. Additional well information may be obtained 
from the Ontario Oil, Gas and Salt Resources Library website www.ogsrlibrary.com.  It is recommended that 
the definitions and terminology guides on the website be referenced in order to understand the petroleum 
well data and any implications it may have with respect to development on the site.  Building structures 
directly on top of abandoned (plugged) wells is not recommended as they may still pose potential hazards.  
 
The proponent should be advised that MNR can not guarantee the accuracy of the data in these records 
as some of the information is historical and may be inaccurate or incomplete. Also, please note that the 
wells retrieved in this search reflect only known wells. Other wells may exist in the project area for which we 
do not have a record. 
 
Please Note for future requests: 
We ask that proponents/ consultants visit the Natural Heritage Information Centre (NHIC) Biodiversity 
Explorer and Land Information Ontario to gather natural heritage information on the site of interest prior to 
submitting a request an information through MNR. In future submissions to the district, please provide with 
the results of your search efforts/ the information obtained from NHIC and LIO, as well as, information on the 
following, a description of the location of the proposed project (including a map), a description of the project 
and what it entails, expected timelines associated with the project and identify what planning process you are 
in. We will review the information provided and MNR will provide any additional information we may have at 
the district. 
 
Natural Heritage Information Centre (NHIC) compiles, maintains and distributes information on species at risk, 
natural species, plant communities and spaces of conservation concern in Ontario. This information is stored 
in a spatial database used for tracking this information and can be located: 
http://nhic.mnr.gov.on.ca/nhic_.cfm  This is a web‐based GIS map function, that you can use to zoom in on 
the subject lands and download recorded information.  NHIC is not complete, as data always exists outside of 
databases, but it gives an idea of where to start.    
  
Land Information Ontario (LIO) manages geographic information for use in maps and Geographic Information 
Systems (GIS). LIO has a web‐accessible data warehouse that contains more than 250 different layers of 
geographic data. The data ranges from the location of underground wells to satellite imagery. LIO can be 
reached at (705) 755‐1878. You can also access the general user version online at: 
http://www.mnr.gov.on.ca/en/Business/LIO/index.html 
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Also in the future if you are requesting general natural heritage information or specific SAR information but 
the project is related to a planning file please send the information request directly to me. If the request is SAR 
specific and not tied to a planning file please use the ESAScreeningRequest.AylmerDistrict@ontario.ca. 
 
If you have any questions regarding the information provided above please let me know. 
 
Thanks, 
 
Amanda McCloskey 
District Planner 
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Fisheries and Oceans Canada 
Ontario Operational Statement 

Version 1.0
ONTARIO IN-WATER CONSTRUCTION TIMING
WINDOW GUIDELINES FOR THE PROTECTION
OF FISH AND FISH HABITAT
Restricted activity timing windows are just one of many
measures used to protect fish and fish habitat when carrying out
a work or undertaking in or around water.  Be sure to follow all of
the measures outlined in the Operational Statements to avoid
negative impacts to fish habitat.

Restricted activity timing windows are applied to protect fish
from impacts of works or undertakings in and around water
during spawning migrations and other critical life history stages.
In Ontario, the Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR) has the
responsibility for setting timing window guidelines.  These
guidelines are determined on a case by case basis according to
the species of fish in the water body, whether those fish spawn
in the spring or fall, and whether the water body is located in the
Northwest, Northeast or Southern Region of Ontario.  

The timing windows in Table 1 identify periods when no in-water
work is allowed, except with permission (see measure #5) and
the implementation of protective measures.

Note that the restricted activity timing windows below only
apply to projects completed using an Operational Statement.
Timing windows identified on Conservation Authority permits,
MNR work permits or DFO Fisheries Act authorizations may
differ and take precedence.

1. Determine the fish species living in the water body where you
wish to do work.  Consult your Ontario Ministry of Natural
Resources, Conservation Authority, Parks Canada (if the project
is located within an area under its jurisdiction, including the
Trent-Severn Waterway and Rideau Canal), or Fisheries and
Oceans Canada (DFO) office.

2. Determine if the water body is located in the Northwest,
Northeast or Southern Region of Ontario according to Figure 1. 

3. Use Table 1 to determine the in-water restricted activity
timing windows according to the location of the waterbody
and all of the species of fish found within that waterbody
(spring or fall spawners).

4. For water bodies with more than one species, the most
restrictive timing windows should be combined for all species
present (e.g. for a water body with both walleye and bass in
Southern Region, the combined timing window should be:
Mar. 15 to July 15).

5. If the intended work cannot be conducted outside of the
timing windows below, please contact your local
Conservation Authority, DFO or Parks Canada office (if the
project is located within an area under its jurisdiction), as
appropriate, for other options.  

TIMING WINDOWS

How To Determine Timing Windows

Figure 1: 
Ontario’s Northwest, Northeast and Southern Region
boundaries for determining application of restricted activity
timing windows.
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Spawning Period Fish Species Northwest Region Northeast Region Southern Region

Spring Walleye Apr. 1 to June 20 Apr.1 to June 20 Mar. 15 to May 31
Northern Pike Apr. 1 to June 15 Apr. 1 to June 15 Mar. 15 to May 31
Lake Sturgeon May 1 to June 30 May 1 to July 15 May 1 to June 30
Muskellunge May 1 to July 15 May 15 to July 15 Mar. 15 to May 31
Large/Smallmouth Bass May 15 to July 15 May 15 to July 15 May 1 to July 15
Rainbow Trout Apr. 1 to June 15 Apr. 1 to June 15 Mar. 15 to June 15
Other/Unknown Spring Apr. 1 to June 15 Apr. 1 to June 15 Mar. 15 to July 15
Spawning Species

Fall Lake Trout Sept. 1 to May 31 Sept. 1 to May 31 Oct. 1 to May 31
Brook Trout Sept. 1 to June 15 Sept. 1 to June 15 Oct. 1 to May 31
Pacific Salmon Sept. 1 to June 15 Sept. 1 to June 15 Sept. 15 to May 31
Lake Whitefish Sept. 15 to May 31 Sept. 15 to May 15 Oct. 15 to May 31
Lake Herring Oct. 1 to May 31 Oct. 1 to May 31 Oct. 15 to May 31
Other/Unknown Fall Sept. 1 to June 15 Sept. 1 to June 15 Oct. 1 to May 31
Spawning Species

Table 1: 
Restricted Activity timing windows for the protection of spawning fish and developing eggs and fry.  Dates represent
the period of time when NO in-water work should occur.  Regional boundaries are shown in Figure 1.

DFO/2007-1329
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This Operational Statement (Version 3.0) may be updated as required by Fisheries and Oceans Canada.  It is your responsibility to use the most recent version.  Please refer to the Operational
Statements web site at http://www.dfo-mpo.gc.ca/oceans-habitat/habitat/modernizing-moderniser/epmp-pmpe/index_e.asp to ensure that a more recent version has not been released. 

FISHERIES AND OCEANS CANADA OFFICES IN ONTARIO

Southern Ontario District

Burlington 
Fisheries and Oceans Canada
3027 Harvester Road, Suite 304
P.O. Box 85060
Burlington, ON L7R 4K3
Telephone: (905) 639-0188
Fax: (905) 639-3549
Email: ReferralsBurlington@DFO-MPO.GC.CA

London
Fisheries and Oceans Canada
73 Meg Drive
London, ON N6E 2V2
Telephone: (519) 668-2722
Fax: (519) 668-1772
Email: ReferralsLondon@DFO-MPO.GC.CA

Eastern Ontario District

Peterborough
Fisheries and Oceans Canada
501 Towerhill Road, Unit 102
Peterborough, ON K9H 7S3
Telephone: (705) 750-0269
Fax: (705) 750-4016
Email: ReferralsPeterborough@DFO-MPO.GC.CA

Prescott 
Fisheries and Oceans Canada
401 King Street West
Prescott, ON K0E 1T0
Telephone: (613) 925-2865
Fax: (613) 925-2245
Email: ReferralsPrescott@DFO-MPO.GC.CA

Northern Ontario District

Parry Sound
Fisheries and Oceans Canada
28 Waubeek Street
Parry Sound, ON P2A 1B9
Telephone: (705) 746-2196
Fax: (705) 746-4820
Email: ReferralsParrySound@DFO-MPO.GC.CA

Sudbury and Sault Ste. Marie
Fisheries and Oceans Canada
1500 Paris Street, Unit 11
Sudbury, ON P3E 3B8
Telephone: (705) 522-2816
Fax: (705) 522-6421
Email: ReferralsSudbury@DFO-MPO.GC.CA

Thunder Bay and Kenora
Fisheries and Oceans Canada
Thunder Bay Office
100 Main Street, Suite 425
Thunder Bay, ON P7B 6R9
Telephone: (807) 346-8118
Fax: (807) 346-8545
Email: ReferralsThunderBay@DFO-MPO.GC.CA  

Aussi disponible en français

http://www.dfo-mpo.gc.ca/oceans-habitat/habitat/
modernizing-moderniser/epmp-pmpe/index_f.asp
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Fisheries and Oceans Canada 
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Version 3.0

Culvert maintenance is undertaken to extend the life of the
structure and to ensure that it functions as designed, thus
ensuring public safety and safe fish passage.  Culvert
maintenance includes the removal of accumulated debris (e.g.,
logs, boulders, garbage, ice build-up) that prevents the efficient
passage of water and fish through the structure.  Culvert
maintenance may also include the reinforcement of eroding inlets
and outlets, but does not include the replacement of damaged or
destroyed bevel ends. Culverts requiring regular maintenance
should be considered for future remediation via redesign or
reinstallation.

Culvert maintenance activities can affect fish and fish habitat by
the removal of woody debris that is important for cover and food
production, by causing flooding and excessive stream scouring if
blockages are removed too quickly, excessive erosion and
sedimentation from the use of equipment along the stream bank,
and disruption of critical fish life stages. Replacement of eroded
rock armouring can alter flows and fish movement patterns if
done excessively. 

Fisheries and Oceans Canada (DFO) is responsible for protecting
fish and fish habitat across Canada.  Under the Fisheries Act no
one may carry out a work or undertaking that will cause the
harmful alteration, disruption or destruction (HADD) of fish
habitat unless it has been authorized by DFO.  By following the
conditions and measures set out below you will be in compliance
with subsection 35(1) of the Fisheries Act.  

The purpose of this Operational Statement is to describe the
conditions under which it is applicable to your project and the
measures to incorporate into your project in order to avoid
negative impacts to fish habitat. You may proceed with your
culvert maintenance project without a DFO review when you
meet the following conditions:

• the work does not include realigning the watercourse,
installing a culvert liner or support struts, replacing
damaged or destroyed bevels ends, or extending/replacing
the existing culvert, 

• explosives are not used to remove debris,
• the work does not include any dredging, infilling (e.g., filling

scour pools) or excavation of the channel upstream or
downstream of the culvert, and

• you incorporate the Measures to Protect Fish and Fish
Habitat when Maintaining Culverts listed below in this
Operational Statement.

If you cannot meet all of the conditions listed above and cannot
incorporate all of the measures listed below then your project
may result in a violation of subsection 35(1) of the Fisheries Act
and you could be subject to enforcement action.  In this case,
you should contact your Conservation Authority, or the DFO

office in your area (see Ontario DFO office list) or Parks Canada 
if the project is located within its jurisdiction, including the Trent-
Severn Waterway and the Rideau Canal, if you wish to obtain an
opinion on the possible options you should consider to avoid
contravention of the Fisheries Act. For activities carried out under
the Crown Forest Sustainability Act, the requirements of this
Operational Statement are addressed through an existing
agreement and the Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources is the
first point of contact.

You are required to respect all municipal, provincial or
federal legislation that applies to the work being carried out
in relation to this Operational Statement.  The activities
undertaken in this Operational Statement must also comply with
the Species at Risk Act (www.sararegistry.gc.ca). If you have
questions regarding this Operational Statement, please contact
one of the agencies listed above.

We ask that you notify DFO, preferably 10 working days before
starting your work by filling out and sending the Ontario
Operational Statement notification form (www.dfo-mpo.gc.ca/
regions/central/habitat/os-eo/prov-terr/index_e.htm) to the
DFO office in your area.  This information is requested in order to
evaluate the effectiveness of the work carried out in relation to
this Operational Statement.

Measures to Protect Fish and Fish Habitat
when Maintaining Culverts

1. Use existing trails, roads, or cut lines wherever possible to
avoid disturbance to the riparian vegetation.

2. While this Operational Statement does not cover the clearing of
riparian vegetation, the removal of select plants may be
required. This removal should be kept to a minimum.

3. Unless accumulated material (i.e., branches, stumps, other
woody materials, garbage, ice build-up, etc.) is preventing the
passage of water and/or fish through the structure, time
material and debris removal to prevent disruption to sensitive
fish life stages by adhering to appropriate fisheries timing
windows (see the Ontario In-Water Construction Timing
Windows).  Any proposal to conduct such work under ice-
covered conditions, with the exception of ice build-up removal,
requires prior review by your Conservation Authority, DFO, or
Parks Canada office, as appropriate.

4. Emergency debris removal using hand tools or machinery
(e.g., backhoe) can be carried out at any time of year.
Emergencies include situations where carrying out the project

CULVERT MAINTENANCE



immediately is in the interest of preventing damage to 
property or the environment, or is in the interest of public 
health or safety.  Your local Conservation Authority, DFO,
or Parks Canada office, as appropriate, is to be notified 
immediately.  You should follow all other measures to the 
greatest extent possible.

5. Install effective sediment and erosion control measures
before starting work to prevent sediment from entering the
watercourse.  Inspect them regularly during the course of
construction and make all necessary repairs if any damage
occurs.

6. Limit the removal of accumulated material (i.e., branches,
stumps, other woody materials, garbage, etc.) to the area
within the culvert, immediately upstream of the culvert and
to that which is necessary to maintain culvert function and
fish passage.

7. Remove accumulated material and debris slowly to allow
clean water to pass, to prevent downstream flooding and
reduce the amount of sediment-laden water going
downstream.  Gradual dewatering will also reduce the
potential for stranding fish in upstream areas.

7.1. A separate Operational Statement exists for the
removal of beaver dams and associated debris and it
applies to dams that are not directly connected or
immediately adjacent to the culvert structure.  

8. Operate machinery on land (from outside of the water) and
in a manner that minimizes disturbance to the banks of the
watercourse.

8.1. Machinery is to arrive on site in a clean condition and
is to be maintained free of fluid leaks.

8.2. Wash, refuel and service machinery and store fuel
and other materials for the machinery away from the
water to prevent any deleterious substance from
entering the water.

8.3. Keep an emergency spill kit on site in case of fluid
leaks or spills from machinery.

8.4. Restore banks to original condition if any disturbance
occurs.

9. If replacement rock reinforcement/armouring is required to
stabilize eroding inlets and outlets, the following measures
should be incorporated:

9.1. Place appropriately-sized, clean rocks into the
eroding area.

9.2. Do not obtain rocks from below the ordinary high
water mark (see definition below) of any water body.

9.3. Avoid the use of rock that is acid-generating. Also
avoid the use of rock that fractures and breaks down
quickly when exposed to the elements.

9.4. Install rock at a similar slope to maintain a uniform
stream bank and natural stream alignment.

9.5. Ensure rock does not interfere with fish passage or
constrict the channel width.

9.6. If any in-water work is involved, adhere to fisheries
timing windows, as outlined in Measure 3 above.

10. Stabilize any waste materials removed from the work site
to prevent them from entering the watercourse.  This could
include covering spoil piles with biodegradable mats or
tarps or planting them with grass or shrubs.

11. Vegetate any disturbed areas by planting and seeding
preferably with native trees, shrubs or grasses and cover such
areas with mulch to prevent erosion and to help seeds
germinate.  If there is insufficient time remaining in the growing
season, the site should be stabilized (e.g., cover exposed
areas with erosion control blankets to keep the soil in place
and prevent erosion) and vegetated the following spring.

11.1. Maintain effective sediment and erosion control
measures until re-vegetation of the disturbed areas
is achieved.

Definition: 

Ordinary high water mark – The usual or average level to
which a body of water rises at its highest point and remains for
sufficient time so as to change the characteristics of the land.
In flowing waters (rivers, streams) this refers to the “active
channel/bank-full level” which is often the 1:2 year flood flow
return level.  In inland lakes, wetlands or marine environments it
refers to those parts of the water body bed and banks that are
frequently flooded by water so as to leave a mark on the land
and where the natural vegetation changes from predominately
aquatic vegetation to terrestrial vegetation (excepting water
tolerant species).  For reservoirs this refers to normal high
operating levels (Full Supply Level).

For the Great Lakes this refers to the 80th percentile elevation
above chart datum as described in DFO’s Fish Habitat and
Determining the High Water Mark on Lakes.



FISHERIES AND OCEANS CANADA OFFICES IN ONTARIO
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Overhead lines are constructed for electrical or telecommunication
transmission across many watercourses that range in size from
small streams and ponds to large rivers, lakes and reservoirs. This
Operational Statement applies to selective removal of vegetation
along the right-of-way to provide for installation and safe operation
of overhead lines, and passage of equipment and materials across
the water body. 

Although fish habitat occurs throughout a water system, it is the
riparian habitat that is most sensitive to overhead line
construction.  Riparian vegetation occurs adjacent to the
watercourse and directly contributes to fish habitat by providing
shade, cover, and spawning and food production areas.  It is
important to design and build your overhead line project to meet
your needs while also protecting riparian areas. Potential impacts
to fish and fish habitat include excessive loss of riparian
vegetation, erosion and sedimentation resulting from bank
disturbance and loss of plant root systems, rutting and
compaction of stream substrate at crossing sites, and disruption
of sensitive fish life stages.          

Fisheries and Oceans Canada (DFO) is responsible for protecting
fish and fish habitat across Canada.  Under the Fisheries Act no
one may carry out a work or undertaking that will cause the
harmful alteration, disruption or destruction (HADD) of fish
habitat unless it has been authorized by DFO. By following the
conditions and measures set out below you will be in compliance
with subsection 35(1) of the Fisheries Act.

The purpose of this Operational Statement is to describe the
conditions under which it is applicable to your project and the
measures to incorporate into your project in order to avoid
negative impacts to fish habitat. You may proceed with your
overhead line project without a DFO review when you meet the
following conditions:

• it does not require the construction or placement of any
temporary or permanent structures (e.g. islands, poles, crib
works, etc.) below the ordinary high water mark (HWM) (see
definition below), and

• you incorporate the Measures to Protect Fish and Fish Habitat
when Constructing Overhead Lines listed below in this
Operational Statement.

If you cannot meet all of the conditions listed above and cannot
incorporate all of the measures listed below then your project
may result in a violation of subsection 35(1) of the Fisheries Act
and you could be subject to enforcement action.  In this case,

you should contact your Conservation Authority, or the DFO
office in your area (see Ontario DFO office list) or Parks Canada if
the project is located within its jurisdiction, including the Trent-
Severn Waterway and the Rideau Canal, if you wish to obtain an
opinion on the possible options you should consider to avoid
contravention of the Fisheries Act.

You are required to respect all municipal, provincial or
federal legislation that applies to the work being carried out
in relation to this Operational Statement. The activities
undertaken in this Operational Statement must also comply with
the Species at Risk Act (www.sararegistry.gc.ca).  If you have
questions regarding this Operational Statement, please contact
one of the agencies listed above.

We ask that you notify DFO, preferably 10 working days before
starting your work by filling out and sending the Ontario
Operational Statement notification form (www.dfo-mpo.gc.ca/
regions/central/habitat/os-eo/prov-terr/index_e.htm) to the
DFO office in your area.  This information is requested in order to
evaluate the effectiveness of the work carried out in relation to
this Operational Statement.

Measures to Protect Fish and Fish Habitat
when Constructing Overhead Lines

1. Installing overhead lines under frozen conditions is
preferable in all situations.  On wet terrains (e.g., bogs),
lines should be installed under frozen conditions, where
possible, or using aerial methods (i.e., helicopter).

2. Design and construct approaches so that they are
perpendicular to the watercourse wherever possible to
minimize loss or disturbance to riparian vegetation.

3. Avoid building structures on meander bends, braided
streams, alluvial fans, active floodplains or any other area
that is inherently unstable and may result in erosion and
scouring of the stream bed or overhead line structures.  

3.1. Wherever possible, locate all temporary or permanent
structures, such as poles, sufficiently above the HWM
to prevent erosion. 

4. While this Operational Statement does not cover the clearing
of riparian vegetation, the removal of select plants may be
necessary to accommodate the overhead line.  This removal

OVERHEAD LINE 
CONSTRUCTION
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should be kept to a minimum and within the road or utility right-of-
way.

5. Machinery fording the watercourse to bring equipment
required for construction to the opposite side is limited to a
one-time event (over and back) and should occur only if an
existing crossing at another location is not available or
practical to use. A Temporary Stream Crossing Operational
Statement is also available.

5.1. If minor rutting is likely to occur, stream bank and
bed protection methods (e.g., swamp mats, pads)
should be used provided they do not constrict flows
or block fish passage.

5.2. Grading of the stream banks for the approaches
should not occur.  

5.3. If the stream bed and banks are steep and highly
erodible (e.g., dominated by organic materials and
silts) and erosion and degradation is likely to occur
as a result of equipment fording, then a temporary
crossing structure or other practice should be used
to protect these areas. 

5.4. Time the one-time fording to prevent disruption to
sensitive fish life stages by adhering to appropriate
fisheries timing windows (see the Ontario In-Water
Construction Timing Windows).

5.5. Fording should occur under low flow conditions and
not when flows are elevated due to local rain events
or seasonal flooding. 

6. Operate machinery on land and in a manner that minimizes
disturbance to the banks of the watercourse.

6.1. Machinery is to arrive on site in a clean condition
and is to be maintained free of fluid leaks.

6.2. Wash, refuel and service machinery and store fuel
and other materials for the machinery away from the
water to prevent any deleterious substance from
entering the water.

6.3. Keep an emergency spill kit on site in case of fluid
leaks or spills from machinery.

6.4. Restore banks to original condition if any
disturbance occurs.

7. Install effective sediment and erosion control measures
before starting work to prevent entry of sediment into the
watercourse.  Inspect them regularly during the course of
construction and make all necessary repairs if any damage
occurs.

7.1. Avoid work during wet, rainy conditions or use
alternative techniques such as aerial methods (i.e.,
helicopter) to install overhead lines.

8. Stabilize any waste materials removed from the work site
to prevent them from entering the watercourse.  This could
include covering spoil piles with biodegradable mats or
tarps or planting them with grass or shrubs.

9. Vegetate any disturbed areas by planting and seeding
preferably with native trees, shrubs or grasses and cover
such areas with mulch to prevent erosion and to help
seeds germinate.  If there is insufficient time remaining in
the growing season, the site should be stabilized (e.g.,

cover exposed areas with erosion control blankets to keep the
soil in place and prevent erosion) and vegetated the following
spring.

9.1. Maintain effective sediment and erosion control
measures until re-vegetation of disturbed areas is
achieved.

Definition: 

Ordinary high water mark (HWM) – The usual or average level
to which a body of water rises at its highest point and remains
for sufficient time so as to change the characteristics of the
land.  In flowing waters (rivers, streams) this refers to the “active
channel/bank-full level” which is often the 1:2 year flood flow
return level.  In inland lakes, wetlands or marine environments it
refers to those parts of the water body bed and banks that are
frequently flooded by water so as to leave a mark on the land
and where the natural vegetation changes from predominately
aquatic vegetation to terrestrial vegetation (excepting water
tolerant species).  For reservoirs this refers to normal high
operating levels (Full Supply Level).

For the Great Lakes this refers to the 80th percentile elevation
above chart datum as described in DFO’s Fish Habitat and
Determining the High Water Mark on Lakes.
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For the purpose of this Operational Statement, the term “Isolated
Crossing” means a temporary stream crossing technique that
allows work (e.g., trenched pipeline or cable installation) to be
carried out “in-the-dry” while diverting the natural flow around
the site during construction.  These types of open trenched
crossings are isolated using flume or dam and pump
techniques (see Pipeline Associated Watercrossings, 2005 at
http://www.capp.ca/default.asp?V_DOC_ID=763&PubID=96717).
The term “Dry Open-cut Stream Crossing” means a temporary
stream crossing work (e.g., trenched pipeline or cable
installation) that is carried out during a period when the entire
stream width is seasonally dry or is frozen to the bottom.

The risks to fish and fish habitat associated with isolated open
cut stream crossings include the potential for direct damage to
substrates, release of excessive sediments, loss of riparian habitat,
stranding of fish in dewatered areas, impingement/entrainment of
fish at pump intakes, and disruption of essential fish movement
patterns.   Similarly, dry open-cut stream crossings pose a risk to
fish and fish habitat due to potential harmful alteration of
substrates, loss of riparian habitat, and release of excessive
sediment once stream flows resume. 

The order of preference for carrying out a cable or pipeline
stream crossing, in order to protect fish and fish habitat, is: a)
punch or bore crossing (see Punch & Bore Crossings Operational
Statement); b) high-pressure directional drill crossing (see High-
Pressure Directional Drilling Operational Statement); c) dry open-
cut crossing; and d) isolated open-cut crossing. This order must
be balanced with practical considerations at the site.

Fisheries and Oceans Canada (DFO) is responsible for protecting
fish and fish habitat across Canada.  Under the Fisheries Act no
one may carry out a work or undertaking that will cause the
harmful alteration, disruption or destruction (HADD) of fish
habitat unless it has been authorized by DFO.  By following the
conditions and measures set out below you will be in compliance
with subsection 35(1) of the Fisheries Act.

The purpose of this Operational Statement is to describe the
conditions under which it is applicable to your project and the
measures to incorporate into your project in order to avoid
negative impacts to fish habitat.  You may proceed with your
isolated or dry open-cut stream crossing project without a DFO
review when you meet the following conditions:

• if working within the Thames River, Sydenham River, Ausable
River, Grand River, or Maitland River, you have contacted
your Conservation Authority or local DFO Office (see Ontario

DFO office list) to ensure that your project will not impact
Schedule I mussel species at risk under the federal Species
at Risk Act (SARA), before proceeding,

• for dry, open-cut crossings the watercourse is dry or frozen
completely to the bottom at the site,

• for isolated crossings, the channel width of the watercourse
at the crossing site is less than 5 meters from ordinary high
water mark to ordinary high water mark (HWM) (see
definition below), 

• the isolated crossing does not involve the construction or use
of an off-stream diversion channel, or the use of earthen dams, 

• the isolated crossing ensures that all natural upstream flows
are conveyed downstream during construction, with no
change in quality or quantity,

• the site does not occur at a stream location involving known
fish spawning habitat, particularly if it is dependent on
groundwater upwelling, 

• the use of explosives is not required to complete the
crossing, and 

• you incorporate the Measures to Protect Fish and Fish
Habitat when Carrying Out an Isolated or Dry Open-cut
Stream Crossing listed below.

If you cannot meet all of the conditions listed above and cannot
incorporate all of the measures listed below then your project
may result in a violation of subsection 35(1) of the Fisheries Act
and you could be subject to enforcement action.  In this case,
you should contact your Conservation Authority, or the DFO
office in your area (see Ontario DFO office list) or Parks Canada if
the project is located within its jurisdiction, including the Trent-
Severn Waterway and the Rideau Canal, if you wish to obtain an
opinion on the possible options you should consider to avoid
contravention of the Fisheries Act.  

You are required to respect all municipal, provincial and
federal legislation that applies to the work being carried
out in relation to this Operational Statement. The activities
undertaken in this Operational Statement must also comply
with SARA (www.sararegistry.gc.ca).  If you have questions
regarding this Operational Statement, please contact one of
the agencies listed above.   

We ask that you notify DFO, preferably 10 working days before
starting your work, by filling out and sending the Ontario
Operational Statement notification form (www.dfo-mpo.gc.ca/
regions/central/habitat/os-eo/prov-terr/index_e.htm) to the
DFO office in your area.  This information is requested in order
to evaluate the effectiveness of the work carried out in relation
to this Operational Statement.

ISOLATED OR DRY OPEN-CUT
STREAM CROSSINGS
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Measures to Protect Fish and
Fish Habitat when Carrying Out an Isolated

or Dry Open-Cut Stream Crossing

1. Use existing trails, roads or cut lines wherever possible, as
access routes to avoid disturbance to the riparian
vegetation.

2. Locate crossings at straight sections of the stream,
perpendicular to the banks, whenever possible.  Avoid
crossing on meander bends, braided streams, alluvial fans,
active floodplains or any other area that is inherently
unstable and may result in the erosion and scouring of the
stream bed.

3. Complete the crossing in a manner that minimizes the
duration of instream work.

4. Construction should be avoided during unusually wet, rainy
or winter thaw conditions.

5. While this Operational Statement does not cover the
clearing of riparian vegetation, the removal of select plants
may be necessary to access the construction site.  This
removal should be kept to a minimum and within the utility
right-of-way.

6. Machinery fording a flowing watercourse to bring
equipment required for construction to the opposite side is
limited to a one-time event (over and back) and is to occur
only if an existing crossing at another location is not
available or practical to use. Operational Statements are
also available for Ice Bridges and Snow Fills, Clear-Span
Bridges, and Temporary Stream Crossing.

6.1. If minor rutting is likely to occur, stream bank and 
bed protection methods (e.g., swamp mats, pads) 
should be used provided they do not constrict flows 
or block fish passage.

6.2. Grading of the stream banks for the approaches 
should not occur.

6.3. If the stream bed and banks are steep and highly 
erodible (e.g., dominated by organic materials and 
silts) and erosion and degradation is likely to occur 
as a result of equipment fording, then a temporary 
crossing structure or other practice should be used 
to protect these areas.

6.4. Time the one-time fording to prevent disruption to 
sensitive fish life stages by adhering to appropriate 
fisheries timing windows (see the Ontario In-Water 
Construction Timing Windows).

6.5. Fording should occur under low flow conditions and 
not when flows are elevated due to local rain events 
or seasonal flooding. 

7. Operate machinery in a manner that minimizes disturbance
to the watercourse bed and banks. 

7.1. Protect entrances at machinery access points
(e.g., using swamp mats) and establish single site 
entry and exit.

7.2. Machinery is to arrive on site in a clean condition 
and is to be maintained free of fluid leaks.

7.3. Wash, refuel and service machinery and store fuel 
and other materials for the machinery away from the 
water to prevent deleterious substances from 
entering the water.

7.4. Keep an emergency spill kit on site in case of fluid 
leaks or spills from machinery.

8. Install effective sediment and erosion control measures
before starting work to prevent entry of sediment into the
watercourse.  Inspect them regularly during the course of
construction and make all necessary repairs if any damage
occurs.  

9. Stabilize any waste materials removed from the work site,
above the HWM, to prevent them from entering the
watercourse.  This could include covering spoil piles with
biodegradable mats or tarps or planting them with grass or
shrubs.

10. Vegetate any disturbed areas by planting and seeding
preferably with native trees, shrubs or grasses and cover
such areas with mulch to prevent soil erosion and to help
seeds germinate.  If there is insufficient time remaining in
the growing season, the site should be stabilized (e.g.,
cover exposed areas with erosion control blankets to keep
the soil in place and prevent erosion) and vegetated the
following spring.

10.1. Maintain effective sediment and erosion control 
measures until re-vegetation of disturbed areas
is achieved.

Measures to Protect Fish and Fish Habitat
when Carrying Out an Isolated Crossing

Temporary isolation is used to allow work “in-the-dry” while
maintaining the natural downstream flow by installing dams
up and downstream of the site and conveying all of the natural
upstream flow into a flume, or pumping it around the isolated
area.  In addition to measures 1 to 10, the following measures
should be carried out when conducting an isolated stream
crossing:

11. Time isolated crossings to protect sensitive fish life stages
by adhering to fisheries timing windows (see Measure 6.4).

12. Use dams made of non-earthen material, such as water-
inflated portable dams, pea gravel bags, concrete blocks,
steel or wood wall, clean rock, sheet pile or other
appropriate designs, to separate the dewatered work site
from flowing water.

12.1. If granular material is used to build dams, use
clean or washed material that is adequately sized 
(i.e., moderately sized rock and not sand or gravel) 
to withstand anticipated flows during the construction.  
If necessary, line the outside face of dams with heavy 
poly-plastic to make them impermeable to water.   
Material to build these dams should not be taken
from below the HWM of any water body.

12.2. Design dams to accommodate any expected high 
flows of the watercourse during the construction 
period.
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13. Before dewatering, rescue any fish from within the isolated
area and return them safely immediately downstream of the
worksite.

13.1. You will require a permit from DFO to relocate any 
aquatic species that are listed as either endangered 
or threatened under SARA.  Please contact your 
Conservation Authority or the DFO office in your 
area to determine if an aquatic species at risk is in 
the vicinity of your project and, if appropriate, use 
the DFO website at www.dfo-mpo.gc.ca/species-
especes /permits/sarapermits_e.asp to apply
for a permit.

14. Pump sediment laden dewatering discharge into a
vegetated area or settling basin, and prevent sediment and
other deleterious substances from entering any water body.

15. Remove accumulated sediment and excess spoil from the
isolated area before removing dams.

16. Stabilize the streambed and restore the original channel
shape, bottom gradient and substrate to pre-construction
condition before removing dams.

17. Ensure banks are stabilized, restored to original shape,
adequately protected from erosion and re-vegetated,
preferably with native species.

18. If rock is used to stabilize banks, it should be clean, free of
fine materials, and of sufficient size to resist displacement
during peak flood events.  The rock should be placed at
the original stream bank grade to ensure there is no infilling
or narrowing of the watercourse.

19. Gradually remove the downstream dam first, to equalize
water levels inside and outside of the isolated area and to
allow suspended sediments to settle.

20. During the final removal of dams, restore the original channel
shape, bottom gradient and substrate at these locations.

21. Pumped Diversion
Pumped diversions are used to divert water around the
isolated area to maintain natural downstream flows and
prevent upstream ponding.  

21.1. Ensure intakes are operated in a manner that 
prevents streambed disturbance and fish mortality. 
Guidelines to determine the appropriate mesh size 
for intake screens may be obtained from DFO
(e.g., Freshwater Intake End-of-Pipe Fish Screen 
Guideline (1995), available at www.dfo-mpo.gc.ca/ 
Library/223669.pdf).

21.2. Ensure the pumping system is sized to accommodate 
any expected high flows of the watercourse during 
the construction period.  Pumps should be monitored 
at all times, and back-up pumps should be readily 
available on-site in case of pump failure.

21.3. Protect pump discharge area(s) to prevent
erosion and the release of suspended sediments 
downstream, and remove this material when the 
works have been completed.

Measures to Protect Fish and Fish Habitat when
Carrying Out a Dry Open-Cut Stream Crossing

In addition to measures 1 to 10, the following measures should
be carried out when conducting a dry open-cut stream crossing:

22. Stabilize the streambed and restore the original channel
shape, bottom gradient and substrate to pre-construction
condition. 

23. Ensure banks are stabilized, restored to original shape,
adequately protected from erosion and re-vegetated,
preferably with native species.

Definition:

Ordinary high water mark (HWM) - The usual or average level
to which a body of water rises at its highest point and remains
for sufficient time so as to change the characteristics of the
land.  In flowing waters (rivers, streams) this refers to the “active
channel/bank-full level” which is often the 1:2 year flood flow
return level.  In inland lakes, wetlands or marine environments it
refers to those parts of the water body bed and banks that are
frequently flooded by water so as to leave a mark on the land
and where the natural vegetation changes from predominately
aquatic vegetation to terrestrial vegetation (excepting water
tolerant species).  For reservoirs this refers to normal high
operating levels (Full Supply Level).

For the Great Lakes this refers to the 80th percentile elevation
above chart datum as described in DFO’s Fish Habitat and
Determining the High Water Mark on Lakes.
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