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1.0 Introduction 5 

1.0 Introduction 

1.1 Background 

Dillon Consulting Limited was retained by Saleville Limited Partnership to complete an 

Environmental Impact Study (EIS) for the proposed residential development on lands located 

within the Township of Uxbridge and Regional Municipality of Durham. The subject property is 

legally described as Pt 4, 40R17204 in the Township of Uxbridge. The subject property is 

located on the.south side of Elgin Park Drive, and is bound by Wooden Sticks Golf Course to the 

east and south, and Uxbridge Brook and Uxbridge Brook Headwater Wetland Complex to the 

west (Figure 1). 

The subject property is currently a vacant lot in a natural state that provides recreational 

function to the surrounding community. A portion of the subject property is proposed to be 

developed into single-family residences. This EIS was prepared in general conformity with the 

Watershed Development Guidelines, 2015 prepared by the Lake Simcoe Region Conservation 

Authority (LSRCA). This report discusses existing conditions of the natural environment, 

identification of natural heritage features and functions, potential impact identification and 

analysis, responses to impacts, mitigation to preserve and/or restore natural features and 

conclusions and recommendations. 

1.2 Development Proposal 

The proposed Saleville project is a low density, residential development. Access to the 

proposed development will be provided from Elgin Park Drive. The subject property area is 

8.35 ha with a proposed development area of 1.71 ha. The frontage ofthe subject property 

onto Elgin Park Drive is approximately 225 metres. Currently the property is designated as a 

part of the Uxbridge Secondary Plan Area in the Township of Uxbridge Official Plan, 2014. 

1.3 Natural Features of Concern 

The Uxbridge Brook Headwater Wetland Complex Provincially Significant Wetland (PSW) and 

Uxbridge Brook falls within the subject property. The subject property also falls within the Oak 

Ridges Moraine Conservation Plan (ORMCP) boundary and the property is designated as a 

Settlement Area under the ORMCP. The property is designated as an Environmental Constraint 

Area, Natural Hazard Area, Significant Woodland and Wetland on the western portion of the 

subject property, while the eastern portion of the subject property is designated as 

Recreational Mixed Use under the Township of Uxbridge Official Plan (Schedule A, Appendix A) . 
The Uxbridge Brook Headwater Wetland Complex PSW was staked with the Ministry of Natural 

Resources (MNRF) on October 30, 2015. 
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2.0 Municipal and Agency Requirements 7 

2.o Municipal and Agency Requirements -------
2.1 General 

The assessment of the natural features and functions on the subject property was undertaken 

having regard for the requirements of the following legislation, policies, plans, and regulations : 

• Provincial Policy Statement, 2014 

• Fisheries Act, 1985 

• Endangered Species Act, 2007 

• Oak Ridges Moraine Conservation Plan, 2002 

• Greenbelt Plan, 2005 

• Durham Region Official Plan, 2015 

• Durham Region Tree Cutting By-law (2008-027) 

• To'vvnship of Uxbridge Official Plan, 2014 

• Conservation Authorities Act - Ontario Regulation 166/06, 2006 

• Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority Watershed Policies 

• Lake Simcoe Region Uxbridge Brook Watershed Study 

2.2 Provincial Policy Statement 

The Provincial Policy Statement (PPS), 2014 provides overall policy direction on matters of 

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

for appropriate development while protecting resources of provincial interest, public health 

and safety, and the quality of the natural environment. Policies within Section 2.1 of the PPS, 

Natural Heritage, provide for the protection and management of natural heritage resources. 

Policy 2.1.5 and 2.1.4 identifies the following natural heritage features and areas for protection 

from development and site alteration, unless it can be demonstrated that there will be no 

negative impacts on the natural features or their ecological functions: 

Policy 2.1.4 states development and site alteration shall not be permitted in: 

• significant wetlands in Ecoregions 5E, 6E and 7E1; and 

• significant coastal wetlands. 

Policy 2.1.5 states development and site alteration shall not be permitted in: 

• significant wetlands (Provincially Significant) in the Canadian Shield north of Ecoregions 

5E, 6E and 7E; 

• significant woodlands in Ecoregions 6E and 7E; 

• significant valleylands in Ecoregions 6E and 7E; 
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2.0 Municipal and Agency Requirements 8 

• significant wildlife habitat; 

• significant areas of natural and scientific interest; and 

• coastal wetlands in Ecoregions SE, 6E and 7E that are not subject to policy 2.1.4. 

Policy 2.1.8 specifies that development and site alteration shall not be permitted on adjacent 

lands to the natural heritage features and areas identified in policies 2.1.4, 2.1.5, and 2.1.6 

unless the ecological function of the adjacent lands has been evaluated and it has been 

demonstrated that there will be no negative impacts on the natural features or on their 

ecological functions. 

Within the boundaries of the subject property, the natural features prese.nt that are protected 

under Policy 2.1.4 are significant woodlands and wetlands (see Section 3.0 for further details). 

Fisheries Act 

The Uxbridge Brook to the west has been identified as fish habitat by the LSRCA. Fisheries Act 

Authorizations, issued by Fisheries and Oceans Canada (DFO), are now only required for work 

that causes serious harm to fish in waterbodies that are part of or support commercial, 

recreational or Aboriginal fisheries and no longer for the Harmful Alteration, Disruption or 

Destruction (HADD) offish habitat. Serious harm is defined as "the death offish or any 

permanent alteration to, or destruction ot fish habitat". 

The Uxbridge Brook constitutes a waterbody that is part of or supports commercial, 

recreational or Aboriginal fisheries. However, it is not anticipated that the proposed 

development would result in serious harm to fish due to: the relatively small, localized nature 

of the proposed development, proposed buffers and setbacks to the Uxbridge Brook, and 

recommended mitigation measures· for vegetation clearing and erosion and sediment control 

(refer to Section 6.5 of this report), Therefore, an authorization under the Fisheries Act is not 

an anticipated requirement. 

Endangered Species Act, 2007 

With the enactment of the Federal Species at Risk Act (SARA) in 2004, and the Provincial 

Endangered Species Act (ESA) in 2008, Ontario has strong policies in place for the protection 

and recovery of Species at Risk. The ESA protects species and their habitats. When a species is 

listed as endangered or threatened under the ESA, its habitat is afforded protection under the 

Act. 

Discussion regarding Species at Risk findings is provided in Section 4.8. 

2.s Oak Ridges Moraine Conservation Plan 

The Oak Ridges Moraine Protection Act, 2001, was introduced by the Minister of Municipal 

Affairs and Housing in May 2001 and led to the establishment of the Oak Ridges Moraine 

Saleville Limited Partnership 
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2.0 Municipal and Agency Requirements 10 

Section 10A.2.2 "Any proposal for development or site alteration except buildings and 

structures for agricultural, agricultural-related and secondary uses in Major Open Space Areas 

and/or the Greenbelt Natural Heritage System, as permitted by the policies of the Plan, shall 

demonstrate that: 

a) There will no negative effects on key natural heritage or hydrologic features or their 

functions; 

b) Connectivity between key natural heritage or hydrologic features is maintained, or 

where possible, enhanced for the movement of native plants and animals across the 

landscape; 

c) The removal of other natural features not identified as key natural heritage or hydrologic 

features should be avoided. Such features should be incorporated into the planning and 

design of the proposed use wherever possible; and 

d) The disturbed area of any site does not exceed 25 percent, and the impervious surface 

does not exceed 10 percent, of the tot: a/ developable area, except for major recreationai 

uses and aggregate extraction areas". 

2.8 Township of Uxbridge Official Plan 

The Township of Uxbridge Official Plan was consolidated in 2014. The subject property is 

located within the Secondary Plan Area (Appendix A). 

The Township of Uxbridge Official Plan indicates that although lands on the subject property 

have various designations in the OP Schedules that a specific set of designations apply to the 

subject property. This section is discussed below. 

The subject property is subject to a specific clause in the Official Plan, listed below. 

2.3.3.6.2 Lands south of Elgin Park Dr. west and north of Wooden Sticks Golf Course, and east 

of Uxbridge Brook notwithstanding any other policies of this section, the lands in the 

Environmental Constraint Area designation south of Elgin Park Drive, west and north 

of Wooden Sticks Golf Course and east of Uxbridge Brook shall be subject to the 

following policies: 

i) The permitted uses shall be conservation, enhancement and preservation of the 

natural environment and non-obtrusive/passive recreational uses which will have 

minimal impact on the natural features and ecological functions of the area. 

ii) The Township will work with the Region of Durham, the Lake Simcoe 

Conservation Authority and the land owner to determine how the lands will be 

managed for their long term protection, including the potential acquisition of the 

lands by the Township or other public agency. Where the lands are not acquired by a 
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2.0 Municipal and Agency Requirements 12 

With respect to Natural Hazard Areas: 

2.3.2.1 The Natural Hazard Area overlay designation includes those lands that could be unsafe 

for development due to naturally occurring processes such as flooding, erosion susceptibility 

and slope instability. All floodplain areas which have been mapped by the Conservation 

Authority are included in the Natural Hazard Area overlay designation and the floodplain 

boundaries are identified on Schedules "A" and "B" to the Plan. 

2.9 Conservation Authorities Act · 

Ontario Regulation 179/06, made under the authority of Section 28 of the Conservation 

Authorities Act, is intended to ensure public safety and protect property with respect to 

natural hazards and to safeguard watershed health by preventing pollution and destruction of 

sensitive environmental areas such as wetlands, shorelines and watercourses. 

Ontario Regulation 179/06 establishes Regulated Areas where development could be subject 

to flooding, erosion or dynamic beaches, or where interference with wetlands and alterations 

to shorelines and watercourses might have an adverse effect on those environmental 

features. Under Ontario Regulation 179/06, any proposed development, interference or 

alteration within a Regulated Area requires a permit from LSRCA. 

2.10 Lake Simcoe Region Protection Plan 

As part of Ontario's overall strategy to protect and restore the ecological health of the Lake 

Simcoe watershed, the Lake Simcoe Protection Act, 2008 was established. The Act provides 

the authority for the creation of and amendments to the Lake Simcoe Protection Plan (LSPP), 

which was passed in July 2009. In the event of a conflict between a designated policy of the 

LSPP and another provincial plan, the provision that gives the greatest protection to the 

ecological health of the Lake Simcoe Watershed prevails. 

Chapter 6 policies which specifically apply to Settlement Areas include the following: 

6.10-DP Where, in accordance with the policies of the Plan, development or site alteration is 

permitted within 120 metres of the Lake Simcoe shoreline, other lakes in the Lake Simcoe 

watershed, or any permanent or intermittent stream or a wetland, the development or site 

alteration should be integrated with and should not constrain ongoing or planned stewardship 

and remediation efforts. 

6.11-DP Where, in accordance with the policies of this Plan, a proposal for development or site 

alteration is permitted within 30 metres of the Lake Simcoe shoreline, other lakes in the Lake 

Simcoe watershed, or a permanent or intermittent stream or wetland outside of settlement 

areas and the Greenbelt area and Oak Ridges Moraine area, the proposal for development or 

site alteration shall comply with the following where applicable: 

Saleville Limited Partnership 
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2.0 Municipal and Agency Requirements 14 

This limit is based upon a peer review study completed by Fred Johnson that delineated the 

key natural heritage feature to the west ofthe developable area within the subject property. 

This line indicates the appropriate setback from the natural features (wooded feature and 

PSW) to the west and permits development to the east of this line. Please refer to Appendix A 
for full correspondence. 

2.14 Analysis of Significance and Sensitivity 

The significance of natural heritage features has been evaluated based on their size, shape, age, 

degree of disturbance, sensitive species, species diversity, corridor function, adjacent land use 

and protected designated lands (i.e. PSW, ESA). Parameters defining significance criteria 

follow those suggested in the PPS and Natural Heritage Reference Manual (NHRM) (Ontario 

Ministry of Natural Resources 1999), and the Township of Uxbridge Official Plan. Identification 

and evaluation of significance has been augmented by the Significant Wildlife Habitat Technical 

Guide (SWHTG) (Ministry of Natural Resources, 2000), where appropriate. 
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3.o Methodology of Biophysical Inventory 

3.1 Landform Features and Soils 

A background review of Durham Region Soil mapping was conducted to assess soil conditions 

on the subject property. A review of Ontario Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs 

(OMAFRA) soils reports was done to determine soil classification on the property, as discussed 

in Section 4.2. 

3.2 Watercourses 

3.3 

The mapped watercourse features identified within the subject property boundaries (i.e., 

Uxbridge Brook) are far removed from the anticipated development limits and as such, a 

comprehensive aquatic assessment was not completed. A desktop and background 

information review was completed to complement existing data. Furthermore, the proposed 

development is located in an area where there is sufficient existing information to assess the 

health and sensitivity of the watercourse. The aquatic desktop review included the evaluation 

of sources related to fisheries and aquatic habitats such as Fisheries and Oceans Canada (DFO) 

Aquatic Species at Risk mapping and the LSRCA Uxbridge Brook Watershed Study. 

Vegetation 

Botanical surveys were undertaken in mid-July to inventory summer vegetation in conjunction 

with Ecological Land Classification (ELC). Surveys consisted of wandering transects and/or area 

searches to determine the presence, richness and abundance of floral species on the subject 

property. Species nomenclature .was based on the species lists for Ontario maintained by NHIC 

which uses international standards for taxonomy and nomenclature. 

3.3.1 Tree Analysis 

A Tree Analysis of the trees anticipated to be impacted by development was conducted by a 

Dillon biologist on January 21, 2016. Results and further discussion are found in Section 4.4.1 
and Appendix E. 

3.4 Ecological Land Classification 

Ecological Land Classification protocol (Lee et al. 1998) techniques were used to assess 

vegetation communities within the subject property. Where present, vegetation community 

boundaries were determined through the review of aerial photography, and then further 

refined through on-site soil and vegetation studies. Vegetation studies involved identifying the 

dominant species in each vegetation community type based on visual estimates of species 

abundances and biomass. All vegetation communities were identified using second 

Saleville Limited Pat·tnet·ship 
Salevi/le Property- Environmental impact Study ··-? 
~\/ll:iV ) (j .l C:i - - J S- ) 2.1 /~ DILLON 

' · I I 



4.0 Results of Biophysical Inventory 19 

4.a Results of Biophysical Inventory 

4.1 General 

A biophysical inventory of natural features on the subject property was conducted during the 

2015 field season. Through the analysis of data collected to date in the field and from 

secondary source information, a detailed biophysical inventory of natural features located on 

the subject property was available for completing this EIS. 

4.2 Landform Features and Soils 

The subject property is located within two physiographic regions. These regions are the Oak 

Ridges Moraine (ORM) and the Peterborough Drumlin Field (Chapman and Putnam, 1984). 

Approximately SOD metres north of the subject property are clay plains associated with the 

Peterborough Drumlin Field (Chapman and Putnam, 1984). The Peterborough Drumlin Field is 

characterized as a rolling drum!inized till plain. The drumlins are composed of a stone-rich, 

slightly silty to medium grained sand till. The subject property is located in the ORM 

physiographic region and consists of the kame moraines formed during the Late Wisconsin 

glaciation time period (Chapman and Putnam, 1984). The ORM generally rises in elevation 

from east to west peaking in elevation near the community of Uxbridge, as a result of the 

western portion of the moraine receiving earlier and more frequent sedimentary deposition 

than the eastern portion. 

4.3 Watercour:ses 

The subject property is located within the Uxbridge Brook Subwatershed (part of the Lake 

Simcoe watershed), approximately 28 kilometers (km) south of Lake Simcoe and 32 km north 

of Lake Ontario. The Uxbridge Brook subwatershed has a drainage area of 178 km 2 and is 

drained by the Uxbridge Brook, which flows generally in a northerly direction to Pefferlaw 

Brook, and eventually drains into Lake Simcoe. The headwaters originate from discharge 

springs and seepages along the northern flanks of the Oak Ridges Moraine. 

The Uxbridge Brook Watershed Study (LSRCA, 1997) states that during the aquatic evaluation 

of the Uxbridge Brook in 1996, a total of 18 different fish species were documented in the 

Uxbridge Brook including both cold and warmwater species. 

The study (LSRCA, 1997) indicates that the Uxbridge Brook in the vicinity of the subject 

property, is a coolwater system that supports a variety of aquatic life. Species such as Brook 

Trout (Sa/velinusfontnalis), Bluntnose Minnow (Pimepha/es natatus) and Brown Trout (Salmo 

trutta) can be found within the reaches of the Uxbridge Brook. Sensitive species such as Brook 

Trout have been noted as occurring in the cooler headwaters of Uxbridge Brook, while less 

sensitive species such as Sculpin (Cottus sp.) can be found in the warmer southern reaches of 
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4 .0 Results of Biophysical Inventory 21 

Scot's Pine is the dominant species (85% species composition) found within the development 
area as the ecological community within this general area has been identified as a Pine 
Coniferous Forest type. 

The majority of trees were in fair or good condition, while only 4% of trees inventoried were in 

poor condition. 

Detailed tree inventory results, including species, diameter at breast height and tree condition, 

are provided in Appendix E. 

Upon confirmation that the LSRCA and Township are in general agreement with the proposed 

Site Plan and the proposed stormwater management strategy, additional tree inventory will be 

provided in all disturbed areas (i.e. 3:1 sloping areas, emergency access route, and 

LID/stormwater management areas). 

4.5 Ecological Land Classification 

ELC was completed for the subject property on July 23, 2015. A total of 5 ELC communities 

were identified during the ELC exercise. The location, type, and boundaries of natural features 

located within the subject property are shown on Figure 3. None of the vegetation 

communities documented on-site are considered rare in Ontario. Natural vegetation 

communities were classified to nearest ecosite class. 

The dominant community on the property is Dry-fresh Pine Coniferous Forest (FOCM1). Other 

communities found on the property include Dry-Fresh Coniferous Woodland (WOCMl), Dry­

fresh Poplar Deciduous Forest (FODM3), Mixed Forest (FOM) and Deciduous Swamp {SWD). 

Natural communities (e.g. forest) on the subject property have been disturbed due to cultural 

activity and are characterized by the presence of early successional species in some areas. The 

one dominant forest community (FOCMl) dominated by Scot's Pine is found on the eastern 

portion of the subject property. Below is a brief summary of each vegetation community 

located within the subject property. 

4.5.1 Dry-Fresh Pine Coniferous Forest (FOCM1) 

A 4.37 ha potion of this mid-age coniferous forest community is located on the subject 

property and accounts for the majority of the east side of the subject property and east of the 

Fred Johnson Line in the proposed development area. The dominant tree species within the 

canopy layer of this community is Scot's Pine, followed by Green Ash (Fraxinus pennsylvanica). 

Commonly observed species in the sub-canopy and understory include additional Scot's Pine 

occurrences, Alternate-leaved Dogwood (Comus a/ternifolia) and Common Buckthorn 

(Rhamnus cathartica). The ground layer of this community is dominated by Dog-strangling vine 

{Cynanchum rossicum) and Canada Goldenrod (Solidago canadensis canadensis). Other species 

observed within these vegetation layers include Trembling Aspen (Populus tremu/oides), White 

Spruce (Picea g/auca), Thimbleberry (Rubus parviflorus) and Wild Bergamot (Monarda 
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4.0 Results of Biophysical Inventory 22 

fistulosa). Soil samples indicate the communi~y is characterized by clay loam with a moisture 

regime of 2 (dry-fresh). 

4.5.2 Dry-fresh Poplar Deciduous Forest (FODM3) 

A 1.41 ha portion of this mid-age deciduous forest community is located on the subject 

property to the west and south of the proposed development. This community is dominated by 

Large-tooth Aspen (Populus grandidentata) and Sugar Maple (Acer saccharum). Common 

species observed in the sub-canopy and understory include Alternate-leaved Dogwood, and 

Common Buckthorn. Common species observed in the ground layer include Spotted 

Jewelweed (Impatiens capensis), Sensitive Fern (Onoc/ea sensibi/is) and Colt's Foot (Tussilago 

farfara). Other species observed within these vegetation layers include Green Ash, Canada 

Wild Ginger (Asarum canadense) and Blue Cohosh (Caulophyllum giganteum). 

4.5.3 Dry-Fresh Coniferous Woodland (WOCM1) 

A 0.32 ha portion of this woodland community is located on the eastern edge of the subject 

property. Due to the age of this commun ity there are no species found within the canopy layer. 

Species in the sub-canopy and understory included Scot's Pine, Trembling Aspen and Black 

Cherry (Prunus serotina). The ground level is dominated by the non-native European Swallow­

wort or Dog-strangling Vine (Cynanchum rossicum) with some occurrences of Common 

Milkweed (Asclepias syrica) . 
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4.5.4 Mixed Forest (FOM) 

A 0.81 ha portion of this mixed forest community is located on the subject property to the west 

of the proposed development. This community is largely associated with the outer reaches in 

the transitional zone of the Uxbridge Brook Headwater Wetland Complex PSW. The 

Countryside Preserve trail runs to the east of this community in a north south fashion (Figure 

3). The PSW and its form and function are further discussed in Section 4.10. 

4.5.5 Deciduous Swamp (SWD) 

4.6 

A 0.45 ha portion of this deciduous swamp community is located in the northwest corner of 

the subject property. Similar to the Mixed Forest community this swamp community is also 

associated with the Uxbridge Brook Headwater Wetland Complex PSW that occurs in the 

western portion of the property. The PSW and its form and function are further discussed in 

Section 4.10. 

Breeding Bird Survey 

Point counts and area searches were conducted within the subject property as shown on 

Figure 3. One breeding bird survey was conducted on July 8, 2015. During the breeding bird 

survey, thirteen species were observed in or immediately adjacent to the subject property. A 

list of birds and their breeding evidence observed within the subject property during the 2015 

breeding season is documented in Table 1. Based on field observations, 10 species out of 12 

observed showed signs of possible breeding evidence. 3 species out the observed 12 bird 

species are considered area sensitive, while 9 out of the 12 species observed were typical of an 

urban/agricultural setting and common in woodland and edge features. One Species of 

Conservation Concern was observed during field studies and is further discussed in Section 4.8. 

All the of birds observed to date were either displaying signs of "possible" breeding evidence, 

or were, not showing evidence of breeding, as defined by Bird Studies Canada (2001). Possible 

breeding evidence observed across a range of species included: species observed in its 

breeding season and presence of singing males. A background search of the Ontario Breeding 

Bird Atlas was also performed, the results of this exercise are found in Appendix B. 
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TABLE 1: BREEDING BIRD SURVEY RESULTS 

NAME 
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FAMILY l==========r=========i SARA1 ESA2 SRank3 

HIGHEST 

BREEDING 

EVIDENCE 

Corvidae 

Fringillidae 

Turdidae 

Laridae 

Corvidae 

Cardinalidae 

Parulidae 

Vireonidae 

5ittidae 

Laridae 

Turdidae 

Troglodytidae 

Scientific 

1- [ONUS brachyrhynchos 

Cardue/is tristis 

Turdus migratorius 

Poecile atricapil/us 

Cyanocitta cristata 

Passerina cyanea 

I Seiurus aurocapilla 

r Vireo olivaceus 

Sitta canadensis 

Larus delawarensis 

I Hylocichla mustelina 

Troglodytes 
troglodytes 

Common 

American Crow 55B 5 

American Goldfinch 558 F/0 

~ American Robin --- ~ 558 5 

ack-capped Chickadee --;5l 
5 

Blue Jay I 55 5 -

Indigo Bunting I -- 548 5 

Ovenbird 

1 

S4B 5 ---

Red-eyed Vireo 558 5 

Red-breasted Nuthatch 55 5 

Ring-billed Gull I 558 F/0 

Wood Thrush 5C 54B 5 

j Winter Wren 558 5 

1. Federal Species at Risk Act (Source: SARA Public Registry, 2007) 
Special Concern 

Note: END - Endangered, THR - Threatened, SC-

2. Provincial Endangered Species Act (Source: OMNR website, 2007) 
Special Concern 

Note: END- Endangered, THR- Threatened, SC-

3. 
» 

Subnational (Provincial) Rank (Source: OMNR National Heritage Information Centre website, 2007) 

4. 

Sranks - 55 = Very Common; 54= Common; 53 = Rare-Uncommon; 52 = Rare; 51 = Extremely Rare; SNA (SE) = conservation 
status ranking not applicable (exotic), 7 -status uncertain 

Breeding Evidence: Possible Nesting - S = singing male(s) present, or breeding calls heard, in suitable nesting habitat in 
breeding season; Confirmed Nesting - CF =Adult carrying food for young; F/0- species observed flying over the site and not 
within the property 

4.7 Incidental Wildlife Observations 

Incidental wildlife species observed within the subject property to date are listed in Table 2 

below. All of the species listed below are considered common and secure in Ontario. 
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TABLE 2: INCIDENTAL WILDLIFE OBSERVATIONS 

SCIENTIFIC NAME 

Corvus brachyrhynchos I 
Carduelis tristis 

Poeci/e atricapil/us - I 
-~ Setophaga virens 

Cyanocitta cristata 

Picoides pubescens 

Sy/vilagus floridanus 

Regulus satrapa 

Tamiasciurus hudsonicus 

Agelaius phoeniceus 

Bonasa umbel/us 

Sitta carolinensis 

Odocoileus virginianus 

1 
I 
I 

j 

COMMON NAME 

American Crow 

American Goldfinch 

Black-capped Chickadee 

Black-throated Green 
Warbler 

Blue Jay ~ 
Downy Woodpecker 

Eastern Cottontail 

Golden-crowned Kinglet 
--

Red Squirrel 

Red-winged Blackbird 

Ruffed Grouse 

White-breasted Nuthatch 

White-tailed Deer 
-

l 
I 
I 
I 

SRANK 
1 I SARA

2
j 

SSB I I 
SSB I I 
ss 1 

SSB I 

ss -1 
I 

ss 
ss 

SSB I 
ss 

I 
-1 

I I 
ss 
54 

ss L 
ss ~ 

1. Subnational (Provincial) Rank (Source: OMNR National Heritage Information Centre website, 2007) 

2. Federal Species at Risk Act (Source: SARA Public Registry, 2007) 

3 . Provincial Endangered Species Act (Source: OMNR website, 2007) 

4.8 Endangered, Threatened and Rare Species 

A search of the MNRF's NHIC database revealed no occurrence records for Species at Risk 

within a 1 kilometre vicinity of the subject property ( 17P J4983, 17P J4984, 17P J5084 & 

17PJ5083). Additionally, a search of the OBBA data revealed seven occurrence records for 

Species at Risk within a 10 kilometre vicinity of the subject property. The species identified 

through background review and observed in the field are shown in Table 3 below. 

TABLE 3: SPECIES AT RISK WITH THE POTENTIAL TO OCCUR 

SCIENTIFIC COMMON 
SARA 2 , ESA 3 SRANK1 

NAME NAME ! 

Hirundo rustica I Barn Swallow I THR I S4B 

Riparia riparia Bank Swallow THR S4B 

Do/ichonyx 
Bobolink THR S4B 

oryzivorus 

Butternut END END 53 Jug/ans cinerea l 
Cardell ina ~antiHR ! sc S4B 
canadensis Warbler 
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I -- -, 
shrub layer 

I
~HR __ 548 t Hay fields and r N Meadow 

NO 51 Grasslands and N 
croplands 

Sturne/la Eastern 
!J109_!!!!_ Meadowlark 

Colinus Northern END 
virginian us Bobwhite N 

N 

Melanerpes Red-headed THR Gl 548 I Deciduous mature~l y 
erythroceph!!_lus Woodpecker A forest 

Hy/ocichla Wood Thrush C ciduous/coniferous - Y 
mustelina mature forest 

- --

N 

L 
1. Subnational (Provincial) Rank (Source : OMNR National Heritage Information Centre website, 2007) 

2. Federal Species at Risk Act (Source: SARA Public Registry, 2007) 

3. Provincial Endangered Species Act (Source: OMNR website, 2007) 

There is suitable habitat for Red-headed Woodpecker (Melanerpes erythracephalus) within the 

deciduous forest communities that occurs outside the development limits to the west. 

Butternut were observed to the southwest and outside of the proposed deveiopment. Both 

specimens showed signs of canker and one was in poor condition, while the other was dead 

standing. 

One Species of Conservation Concern (SCC), Wood Thrush (Hylocichi/a mustelina) was observed 

during the breeding bird survey on July 8, 2015. This species was heard within the subject 

property within suitable nesting habitat, however no nests or breeding behavior were 

observed. Direct negative impacts are not anticipated to any of the aforementioned species 

due to lack of encroachment into their respective habitats. Negative impacts to birds could be 

avoided by adhering to Migratory Bird Act timing windows for nesting avian species when 

conducting vegetation removal. Refer to Section 5 and 6 for further discussion and details on 

potential negative impacts to breeding bird habitat. 

4.9 Significant Wildlife Habitat 

Guidelines for identifying and confirming significant wildlife habitat are outlined in the NHRM, 

Significant Wildlife Habitat Technical Guide (MNRF, 2015), and the guide's addendum for the 

Ecodistrict 6E (MNRF, 2015) . Provincially rare species with the potential to occur on the subject 

property were previously discussed in Section 4.8. Using the ELC classifications described in 

Section 4.5 and site observations, candidate significant wildlife habitat within the Study Area 

includes the following: 

• Candidate Woodland Area-Sensitive Bird Breeding Habitat- Ovenbird, Black-throated 

Green Warbler and Winter Wren were observed and heard within suitable breeding 

habitat, within and adjacent to the subject property. The contiguous woodland 

surrounding the subject is greater than 30 hectares. 
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• Candidate Amphibian Breeding Habitat (Woodland)- The deciduous swamp associated 

with the PSW on the western portion of the subject property provides suitable habitat 

for woodland amphibian species. 

These potential wildlife habitats are associated with the Uxbridge Brook corridor and 

surrounding wooded areas. There is also potential for wildlife to use Uxbridge Brook as a 

movement corridor to travel between seasonal habitats upstream and downstream, located 

north and south of Elgin Park Drive. 

Field studies to ·evaluate the significance of candidate significant wildlife habitat have not been 

completed, and as such, it will be assumed that these habitats are significant. An assessment of 

potential impacts and mitigation measures is provided in Section 6. 

4.10 Significant Wetlands 

The subject property contains portions of the Provincially Significant Uxbridge Brook 

Headwater Wetland Complex. This feature was staked on October 301
h, 2015 with a MNRF 

wetland biologist and a Dillon biologist. The revised PSW boundary is shown on Figure 2 and 

Figure 4. The development encroaches into this feature due to the requirement of the 

widening of the Countryside Preserve Trail for emergency access only (trail connection). There 

will be no development of lots or houses within the 30 metre PSW buffer. The development 

provides an average distance of 37 metres from the PSW to the edge of the development. At 

the closest point, the trail widening will encroach into a 0.04 hectare PSW buffer area adjacent 

to Elgin Park Drive. The furthest point from the PSW buffer measures 73 metres. 

It is not anticipated that the minor encroachment in the PSW buffer will have any permanent, 

direct effects. The Countryside Preserve Trail will continue to function and provide a pedestrian 

walkway for recreational purposes. 

Minimum buffers to PSW's are generally 30 metres. Based on a review of the quality of the 

wetland and the level of impact of the proposed development, a 30 metre buffer is sufficient 

for the protection of the wetland. The proposed development exceeds this minimum required 

buffer by an average of 37 metres. 

4.11 Significant Woodlands 

The province delegates the responsibility of defining the evaluation criteria for significant 

woodlands to the local planning authority. Evaluation criteria are generally based on the 

guidelines of the Natural Heritage Reference Manual (NHRM) (i.e., woodland size, ecological 

functions, uncommon characteristics and, economic and social functional values). The 

Township of Uxbridge Official Plan does not explicitly define the criteria for significant 

woodlands, however, the forested community associated with Uxbridge Brook is defined as a 

woodland under the Township of Uxbridge Regional Tree By-law #27-2008. The treed areas 
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within and adjacent to the subject property are delineated on OP Schedule B map in Appendix 
A. 

Thus, with regard to the woodland associated with the Uxbridge Brook, and based on the 

criteria outlined in the NHRM, the woodland feature west of the Fred Johnson Line is 

considered significant because it is greater than 4 ha (> 50 ha) and has proximity to other 

habitats and significant natural features such as the Uxbridge -Brook and Uxbridge Brook 

Headwater Wetland Complex. 

4.12 Ecological Function 

The natural heritage features within the subject property are comprised of several vegetation 

community types. The area east of the Fred Johnson Line is a generally homogeneous 

community dominated by planted and non-native species that provide moderate ecological 

function to the surrounding natural heritage communities. The property is bordered by urban 

land uses such as Elgin Park Drive to the north and Wooden Sticks Golf Course to the east and 

.south, while natural features such as the Uxbridge Brook Headwater Wetland Complex and 

Countryside Preserve Trail lie within and adjacent to the subject property to the west and 

south. 

Uxbridge Brook originates in the Oak Ridges Moraine and outlets to P_efferlaw Brook 8.5 

kilometres south of Lake Simcoe. Uxbridge Brook is considered as an extremely important cold 

and warm water fishery (LSRCA, 1999). Uxbridge Brook supports a natural heritage system that 

includes riparian habitat, woodlands and wetlands located within and adjacent to the subject 

property. Together, they support the various life cycles of wildlife, provide a riparian function 

and provide important fish and wildlife habitat. 

Although the woodlands associated with Uxbridge Brook extend beyond the immediate 

corridor, the vegetation communities within the development envelope provide moderate 

ecological function due to the lack of native vegetation species. In addition, Elgin Park Drive 

bisects the Uxbridge Brook system, and can be considered a barrier to wildlife movement and 

may impact the function of Uxbridge Brook to act as a corridor. The corridor function of the 

subject property is generally limited to the key natural heritage features delineated west of the 

Fred Johnson Line (as per the LSRCA agreement, Appendix A). Given, that the vegetation 

communities provide moderate ecological function, they may act as a significant throughway 

or mechanism of dispersal for species to the west that may be utilizing the habitat within 

Uxbridge Brook. 

Moderate ecological functions provided by natural heritage features within the development 

envelope and east of the Fred Johnson Line subject property include prevention of erosion and 

runoff, facilitating hydrological and nutrient cycling, and improving localized soil, water and air 

quality. At the site level, the treed areas cif the features provide cover, foraging, refuge and 

nesting habitat for urban terrestrial wildlife. 
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5 .0 Impact Assessment 31 

s.o Impact Assessment 
----------------------------------------------------

s.1 Direct Impacts 

The proposed residential development plan as per the Conceptual Draft Plan is shown on 

Figure 4. 

Direct impacts are those that are immediately evident as a result of the development. 

Typically, the adverse effects of direct impacts are most evident during the site preparation 

and construction phase of a development. The potential direct impacts of the proposed 

residential development are: 

• Tree and vegetation removal; 

• Diversion of surface water flows; 

• Sedimentation of natural features; and 

• Loss of and/or disturbance to wildlife and wildlife habitat. 

5.1.1 Potential Impacts to Trees and Vegetation 

The proposed development plan indicates removal of the trees and ground vegetation to 

facilitate the development construction. The Tree Analysis prepared by Dillon concludes that 

in order to facilitate construction of the development, 189 trees will need to be removed. 

Tree removals will be confined to the Dry-fresh Pine Coniferous Forest (FOCM1) and will 

include mostly non-native specimens {161 Scot's Pine and ground cover dominated by Dog­

strangling Vine). Tree removal will be confined to the footprint of the proposed site 

development, and construction limits, which will minimize the impacts to natural cover and 

ecological function. Tree removal will result in a reduction of tree cover, marginal wildlife 

habitat loss, and alteration of soil conditions. These impacts will be mitigated by installing 

native tree plantings, tree and shrub buffer plantings and a naturalized area . Please refer to 

Section 6 for mitigation and enhancement opportunities. 

5.1.2 Diversion of Surface Water Flows 

As discussed in Section 4.3, storm-water flows are currently directed to Uxbridge Brook and 

flow in a northerly fashion off the subject property with an ultimate outle~ to Lake Simcoe. 

Stormwater flows are currently not managed on the subject property. Post-development, 

surface flow from the subject property would be expected to be maintained through the use of 

an integrated storm-water management system which consists of low impact design (LID) 

techniques including rain gardens and dry ponds. Impacts t? flow are expected to be minimal 

and will correspond with storm/rain events. Refer to Section 6 for further information on 

mitigation and enhancement opportunities. 
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s.o Impact Assessment 32 

5. 1.3 Sedimentation of Natural Features 

Potential impacts to natural features are generally associated with sedimentation during 

construction. When soils are exposed for site works (e.g. grading), sediment, if not properly 

controlled, has the potential to travel and discharge within the treed areas or along Uxbridge 

Brook, eventually leading to Lake Simcoe. This potential impact is preventable with the use of 

best construction practices, an erosion and sediment control plan and monitoring of the plan. 

Refer to Section 6 for mitigation and enhancement opportunities. 

5.1.4 Loss of or Disturbance to Wildlife and Wildlife Habitat 

Habitat for flora and fauna is expected to be impacted due to the proposed development 

footprint located within treed community dominated by non-native vegetation. Tree and 

vegetation removal and site disturbance during construction would deter wildlife from using 

natural features. On average, the development is approximately 8 metres away from the Fred 

Johnson Line and tree removal will not occur in any areas to the west of the Line. Post­

construction, loss of wildlife foraging and breeding habitat is expected due to the removal 

select trees and deciduous shrubs. 

The development is located at an average distance of 37 metres from the 30 metre PSW buffer. 

Thus, loss of or disturbance to the wetland and/or amphibian habitat on the subject property 

are not anticipated . Accordingly, wildlife impact mitigation measures have been recommended 

for the subject property in Section 6. 
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s.2 Indirect Impacts 

Indirect impacts are those that do not always manifest in the core development area, but in 

the lands adjacent to the subject property. Indirect impacts can begin in the construction 

phase; however, they can continue post-construction. Potential indirect impacts of the 

proposed development include anthropogenic disturbance and colonization of exotic species. 

5.2.1 Anthropogenic Disturbance 

Disturbance to l~cal wildlife communities due to indirect impacts on th~ lands adjacent to the 

proposed development could result if left unmitigated. Noise, light, vibration and human 

presence are indirect impacts that can adversely influence the population size and breeding 

success of local wildlife. These effects are more pronounced when new development is 

introduced in non-urban areas. The proposed development is within an area with a high 

degree of recreational use presently. The small scale of the development, coupled with the 

separation between the development and more sensitive natural features will minimize the 

anthropogenic disturbance. 

5.2.2 Invasion of Exotic Species 

Physical site disturbance may increase the likelihood that exotic and/or invasive flora species 

will be introduced to the surrounding vegetation communities. Invasive flora can establish in 

disturbed sites more efficiently than native flora and can then encroach into adjacent 

undisturbed areas. This effect can be largely mitigated through the use of native species in 

landscaping plans, in particular it is expected that an improvement to species diversity occurs 

post development due to the homogeneous composition of the eastern portion of the subject 

property. 
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6.o Mitigation and Opportunities for 
Enhancement 

Mitigation involves the avoidance or minimization of developmental impacts through good 

design, construction practices and/or restoration and enhancement activities. The feasibility of 

mitigation options has been evaluated based on the natural features within and adjacent to 

the subject property. The impact assessment of the development plan highlighted four 

potential direct impacts, which include tree and vegetation removal, diversion of surface water 

flows, potential loss of wildlife and wildlife habitat, and sedimentation of natural features. 

A variety of mitigation techniques can be used to minimize or eliminate the above-mentioned 

impacts. These measures include a restoration/compensation planting plan, a wildlife impact 

mitigation plan, a stormwater management plan, low impact development (LID) techniques, an 

erosion and sediment control plan and an environmental monitoring plan. Each mitigation 

measure is introduced below. Detailed mitigation measuies will be finalized in consultation 

with t~e LSRCA and the Township of Uxbridge as part of the preliminary and detailed design of 

the development. 

6.1 Natural Heritage Feature Buffers & Enhancement 

In order to mitigate potential encroachment from residents, as well as the spread of invasive 

species into the adjacent woodland and wetland, vegetated buffers are to be established (refer 

to Figure 4 ). The width of the buffer is 10 metres on the eastern portion of the subject 

property bordering onto Wooden Sticks Golf Course. An average setback distance of at least 8 

metres has been proposed between the limit of development and the Fred Johnson Line on the 

west side of the development envelope. 

In addition to the proposed buffers, a portion of the property has been identified for 

enhancement. This portion of the property is located between the Fred Johnson Line and the 

development and is designated Environmental Constraint Area. Within this area for 

enhancement, native plantings are proposed to further naturalize the area and promote an 

enhanced edge habitat adjacent to the woodland designated Environmental Constraint Area. 
Enhancement would be undertaken to support the adjacent Environmental Constraint Area 
and meets the objectives, as outlined under the Township's Official Plan, for Environmental 

Constraint Area, which the enhancement area is designated (see Section 2.8). 
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Natural Heritage Feature Buffers & Enhancement Planting Plan 

The proposed development plan will require the removal of select trees, shrubs, wildflowers 

and, therefore a Buffer & Enhancement Planting Plan is provided within the Conceptual 

Landscape Plan that will be submitted under separate cover. Compensation plantings of trees 

are generally based on the number of removals required to facilitate construction of the 

development. The exact number of compensation plantings is to be determined once the 

number of trees to be removed is confirmed. The preliminary proposed plantings include: 

• A mix of native deciduous and coniferous; 

• A mix of native low and tall deciduous shrubs; and, 

• A native seed mix recommended by suppliers for enhancement of early successional 

meadow habitats. 

6.3 low Impact Design 

The potential LID techniques that should be utilized include rain gardens, dry ponds and bio­

swales. Quality control for the controlled discharge of storm-water flows could be provided by 

oil/grit separators. Discharge of storm-water flows are to enter the existing 650 mm diameter 

CSP culvert that outlets to Elgin Park Drive. This will minimize the need to re-grade the ditch 

along Elgin Park Drive as well as the requirement for a culvert under the emergency 

access/trail. After discharging into the culvert, storm-water flows will be conveyed via the ditch 

through existing vegetation that would provide further water quality treatment prior to flows 

entering the Uxbridge Brook. As a result of the described SWM plan, storm-water flows are 

not anticipated to have a significant impact on aquatic systems within Uxbridge Brook. 

6.4 Erosion and Sediment Control Plan 

Construction activity, especially operations involving the handling of earthen material, 

increases the availability of sediment for erosion and transport by surface drainage. In order to 

mitigate the adverse environmental impacts caused by the release of sediment-laden runoff 

into receiving watercourses, measures for erosion and sediment control are required. This is an 

important component of land development that plays a large role in the protection of 

downstream watercourses and aquatic habitat. 

Control measures must be selected that are appropriate for the erosion potential of the site 

and it is important that they be implemented and modified on a staged basis to reflect the site 

activities. Furthermore, control measure effectiveness decreases with sediment loading and 

therefore, inspection and maintenance is required. 

As part of detailed design, an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan is to be developed for the 

proposed development that includes (as appropriate): the installation of geotextile silt fences, 
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6.0 Mitigation and Opportunities for Enhancement 37 

rock check dams, ditch checks, temporary sediment ponds, designated topsoil stockpile areas, 

and cut-off swales and ditches to divert surface flows to the appropriate sediment control area. 

The Erosion and Sediment Control Plan is to be prepared for review and approval by the 

Township of Uxbridge prior to any major site works being undertaken. This plan is to address 

phasing, inspection, and monitoring aspects of erosion and sediment control. 

Sediment control devices generally are to remain in place until construction, grading, topsoiling 

and grading are complete. Upon completion of construction works and stabilization of the site, 

siltation control devises are removed as directed by the Township's Engineer. 

6.5 Wildlife Impact Mitigation Plan 

Strategies to mitigate impacts to wildlife prior to and during construction are proposed. These 

may include (but are not limited to): 

• Clearing trees and vegetation outside the breeding bird season (May 1st to July 31st). If 

any vegetation clearing must occur during this period a qualified biologist will conduct 

nest searches prior to clearing; 

• Prior to site disturbance it should be confirmed that migratory birds are not making use 

of the site for nesting. Works should be scheduled in order to conform to the Migratory 

Birds Convention Act (1994) and that no migratory bird nests are not impacted by the 

proposed work; 

• Visual monitoring for wildlife species and avoidance where encountered if possible; and, 

• If necessary, have a qualified biologist monitor construction in the areas of potential 

wildlife habitat. 

6.6 Environmental Monitoring Plan 

The Environmental Monitoring Plan (EMP) would be carried out through the duration of 

construction activities on-site to ensure that the erosion and sediment control (ESC) measures 

operate effectively and to monitor the potential impact, if any, upon the natural environment. 

The duration of construction is defined as the period of time from the beginning of earthworks 

until the site is stabilized . Site stabilization is defined as the point in time when the roads have 

been paved, buildings have been built, lawns have been sodded and restoration plantings have 

been completed . 

The EMP would consist of monitoring the ESC measures and the restoration/compensation 

plantings. ESC measures would be regularly monitored and they will require periodic cleaning 

(e.g. removal of accumulated silt), maintenance and/or re-construction. Inspections of all of 

the erosion and sediment controls on the construction site should be undertaken by a certified 

sediment and erosion control monitor. If damaged control measures are found they should be 

repaired and/or replaced promptly. Site inspection staff and construction managers should 
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6.0 Mitigation and Opportunities for Enhancement 38 

refer to the Erosion and Sediment Control Inspection Guide (2008) prepared by the Greater 

Golden Horseshoe Area Conservation Authorities. This Inspection Guide provides information 

related to the inspection reporting, problem response and proper installation techniques. 

Compensation planting will require periodic monitoring to ensure that they are not impacted 

by adjacent development. Should any impacts be observed, necessary steps will be taken to 

ensure that the impacted vegetation is either restored or replaced. 
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Summary 

A proposal for the development of a residential community has been prepared through this 

application for the property located on Elgin Park Drive and legally described as Pt 4, 40R17204 

in the Township of Uxbridge. This EIS has been prepared due to the proximity of the natural 

heritage features located on and adjacent to the subject property. 

Through field studies conducted to date, dominant tree species found on the property were 

Scot's Pine and most were in good or fair condition. 

Wildlife common to the urban environment have been documented on the subject property 

and are likely to continue to use this area. However, significant natural heritage features are 

found on the subject property and are associated with the Uxbridge Brook corridor, and the 

Uxbridge Brook Headwater Wetland Complex PSW to the west and south, that provide 

significant wildlife habitat for a number of species. 

The proposed development will require removal of trees and vegetation on a portion of the 

subject property. However, the removal of 189 trees within the subject property is not 

anticipated to impact the adjacent significant natural features, as these trees are primarily 

non-native and the area will be enhanced and naturalized using native tree and shrub plantings. 

Additionally, a developable limit line (Fred Johnson Line, Figure 4) which delineates adjacent 

natural heritage features was agreed upon by LSRCA and the Township of Uxbridge that 

permits development to the east of line. A comprehensive buffer planting plan will be 

developed, which will assist in mitigating potential impacts as previously described in this 

report. To prevent sedimentation of natural features, an erosion and sediment control plan 

will be developed to ensure the natural features located in proximity to the proposed 

development are not adversely affected as a result of construction activities. In addition, a 

stormwater management plan will be developed to maintain existing surface water run-off 

patterns. An environmental monitoring plan is recommended during construction to monitor 

impacts on the natural environment and ensure mitigation measures are implemented. 

With the implementation of the above noted measures, the proposed plan can meet the 

requirement for natural heritage protection of the Township of Uxbridge, the Region of 

Durham and the Province of Ontario. 
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The Regional 
Municipality . 
!>f Dui'ham · 

. . 
. Planning De.partment 

605 RQSSLAND ROAD E 
4™ FLOOR 
PO 130.X 623 
WHITBY ON . L 1 N 6A3 
.CANADA 
9,0,5-668-~711 . 
Fax: 905-666-6208 
E-mail : 'planning@ · · 
region.durham.on .ca 

www.region;d.urham .on.ca . 

A.L Georgieff; MCIP, RPP 
Commi~ioner of Planning 

.. 
· "Se~9~;~~[Jence 

torlJ_fff(.~'f.J/!1iilltles" . 
~ = \•~";:~~~···: :: 

'May7, 2007 

A~ex .Grant, MCIP, RP.P. 
Chief Administrative bfficer 
Township of Uxbridge 
·51 toronto.$treet South 
P.O. Box 190 

· Uxbridge, Ontario 
L9P 1T1 

Deat Mr. Grant: 

RECEIVI;D 

~iAY 0 9 2001. . . . 

Re: Post Circula~ion Comments 

.. 
. .•. 

,.. Resolution of D.eferral 1 to Amendment 19 to the Towns hip of . 
·uxbridge Official· Plan · 
Our File No.: OPA 19f39-0Q9 

.Our review of the recommendations includ~d in report #OS 64-06 ·. · · 
perta!n.ing to the .Uxbridge Urba·n_Area SecondarY Plan, Deferral Area 1 is 
. now compiete. A humber of i~sues.'hcive been identified th~t mu~t be 
.addressed prior to approva1 by the Region~ Accoroingly, attached to this 
correspondence are modifications· to·the Township's :proposed policies 'that · 

·~re ne~f?Ssary to ensure conformity with Provincial and Regional policy. ·. 

·Prior to our pre·senting. the approval to Regiohal Planning Committee. and 
Council, we .request the Township's concurrence With the necessary · 
.modifications. ln·the event that Council does not concur with the propos.ed · 
change~ we respectfu)ly request the reason be expressed. Oneewe have 
received Council's response, we will be in a position to present this matter 
for a decision. 

One. of the key jssues identified· is, the extent to which ~he Oak Ridges. 
-Moraine ·Implementation Guidelines ·apply .. Although the Guidelines form 
the basis for processing the Regional Official Plan Amendm~nt arid 
resolving the deferral (i.e~ defining the.urbaf! bound.aryan9the intemalland· 
use. designations), this amendment-process can nothavE3 the effect pf 
"grandf~theririg" subseqllent applications from the Oak Ridges Moraine 
Conservation .Ad. As such, once the .deferral is resolv.ed, the site will be 
subject.to the Oak Ridges Moraine· conserv~tiori Act and the."Settlement 

·:Area'~ policies of the Oak Ridges Moraine .Gonservatioh Plan ·(ORMCP), . . . . . . 

Through our discussion with·the Township's planning consultant, .there has 
been a eoncern raised that the conformity of subsequent applications with. 
the dRMCP could result in a building envelope.thatwould be unsuitable for 
development. .In this regard, it is important to note that there is .consensus 

·* N:\StrategicPB\Policy\Env iron~~RI~@fs Moraine\1999-009\post·circ letter· 04-20o7.doc 
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'between the Township· of Uxbrldge,·-tj,~ Lake Simcqe R~gion co'ris~rvation 
f\uthority· (LSRCA}- ~fld tlie ·~egion .. of Durh~m 'that the p~r r~vi~w study 
un·dertaken·by Fr~d Johnson ·ad~quat~ly. delin~ated -the keyn~turar· 

· · heritage featu~e for thi~ site; eff~~ively defining tr~· ouilc;iing :er;~'velope: As · 
. .. su_qh •. the· Township, · in · oon~Liltatjon with the.l$RCA .. wiil cJetermineany · . . 

. furth~r settjacks that may 9'e ne~ssar,i, · iri .~ccor9ance with the' . ' 
.· reqt,airements.oftlie.ORMCR·($ection 21.(4). and_ (4))··.and t~e R~gional 
Official Plan· ($ecti~n ·:14.4:1 0), thro~gh the local. appr.oval -proeess. 

Ft:~.~he~;: the cbnjment~. provi~e- ~y ~he LS~~A identify requi;~me~ts t~ b~ . 
· sf:ltisfied pric:>r to tlie d_evelopl'flentof the ·site . . Aitho·ygh these: requirements·· ·, 

.. ... ar~· not ·being included as OffiCial· Plan policy, it is important that·the .. . . 
· · T ownship.work with ·the Conservation Authority to ensure ·that their ·. 

.requirements.are·satisfied:at the appropi:iate:tim~ . · · 

. · ·w~ ;~_o·k forwar9· to T ~wns~i~· Co~ricil's -resot4tion Qn the: co~tents 9f.this .. 
. · correspondence~ .. If, you :have any _qu~stions, or r$q'l1ire ·further clarjfication, 

piea·se contaCt Lori. Riviere, Project Planner, at 905-668-4113, extension. 
z57i.. · . ·. · .. · · · . .: · . . . 

. \ 

-<(/~~-< .. . .. ~ -. :··. . _.. . . ' .. ~ -· . :·· . , . ~- ·. 
Nestor Chornobay, ,MCI.P, , RPP 

· Director, Strategic Planning · · 

. · 
• • I-" 

c:c .. : 'Don Given, Malone GiVen Parsons . . 
.. . Janet ~c)ng·, Lake Simcoe Region .Gonserilation Authority 
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Proposed Modifications- Resolution of Deferral1 to Amendment 19 to the 
Township of Uxbridge Official Plan 

The proposed modifications are as follows: 

1. Section 2.3.3.5 ii): 

Delete the reference to the "Oak Ridges Moraine Implementation Guidelines" 
so that the section reads as follows: 

ii. "The Township will work with the Region of Durham, the Lake Simcoe 
Consmvation Authority and the land owner to determine how the lands 
will be managed for their long term protection, including the potential 
acquisition of the lands by the Township or other public agency. 
Where the lands are not acquired by a public agency, the Township 
shall seek the long term protection of the lands through the use of 
stewardship or other agreement." 

Once the deferral is resolved, the site will be subject to the Oak Ridges 
Moraine Conservation Act and "Settlement Area" policies of the Oak Ridges 
Moraine Conservation Plan (ORMCP), as such it is not appropriate to 
reference the "Oak Ridges Moraine Implementation Guidelines", which are no 
longer in use by the Province. Further, it appears that the Official Plan policy 
for the "Forest Area" designation is to provide for the long-term protection of 
the remaining woodlot, while the primary purpose of the Implementation 
Guidelines was to guide how development may occur. 

2. Section 2.5.24.3.1 i) a): 

Include the reference to the Durham Regional Official Plan, so that the section 
reads as follows: 

a) "The application satisfies the requirements of Section 2.3.5.3 of this 
Plan and the relevant policies of the Durham Regional Official Plan 
with respect to development applications in the Oak Ridges Moraine 
Area;" 

The reference to the Regional Official Plan should remain to ensure that all 
relevant Official Plan policies are considered when an application is being 
reviewed. 

3. Section 2.5.34.3.1 i) e): 

Delete the reference to the Oak Ridges Moraine Implementation Guidelines, 
so that the section reads as follows: 

N:\Strategie PB\Poliey\Environmentai\Oak Ridges Moraine\1999-009\post eire letter- 04-2007.doc 
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e) "The appropriate siting, design, construction and management 
requirements have been estab/ish.ed and are reflected in the 
proposed development based on the submissions of the following 
studies to the satisfaction of the Township and Conservation · 
Authority: 

• a landform conservation plan that demonstrates how the proposed 
development will be sited, designed, constructed and managed to 
minimize changes to grading and landfonn character on site both 
during and after construction; · 

• a woodland management plan that demonstrates how the 
proposed development will be sited, designed constructed and 
managed to maximize the protection of woodlands on site both 
during and after construction; 

• an erosion, sedimentation and stonnwater management plan that 
demonstrates how the proposed development will be sited, 
designed, constructed and managed to minimize the reduction in 
recharge, water quality and off site impacts both during and after 
construction." 

Again, once the deferral is resolved, the site will be subject to the Oak Ridges 
Moraine Conservation Act and "Settlement Area" policies of the ORMCP, as 
such it is not appropriate to reference the "Oak Ridges Moraine Implementation 
Guidelines", which are no longer in use by the Province. 

Additionally, there are proposed modifications to Schedules A and B outlined 
below: 

4. Schedule A: 

The urban boundary for the southern portion of the site should be consistent 
with the property boundary and extend east to the existing urban boundary. 

This proposed modification is consistent with correspondence from Township 
staff in October 2006, suggesting that it would be more appropriate to have 
the urban boundary expansion based on the property boundary. 

5. Schedules A and B: 

The additional "Forest Area" on the southern part of the property should align 
with the urban boundary to the south. 

As requested by the Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority. 

N:\Strategie PB\Poliey\Environmentai\Oak Ridges Moraine\1999-009\post eire letter- 04-2007.doe 
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Februaey 14,2007 

Ms. Lori Riviere 
Rc,ion of Durham 
P .0. :Box 623 
Whitby~ ON LlN 6A3 

oear Ms Riviere: 

FEB 2 1 2007 
A TTl=~.' l:•t:'N r ~,.,s:- 1 r-~ 11) 

,__......;;;....:r::A-1-=-~c~gl--.. ·· ~--~ 
RE: Rtpoul Oftieial Plu Am~~~t ""::'"-:--.~-----...J 

To'Wilshqa ofUSbriclge Official Plan Deferral! 
Salnflle"Property 
Part Lot 27, Coneenioll ,. 
tf)'ft'Mbip gf Uxbddce 

·Staff of the Lake ·Simcoe Region Conservation Authority has received your 
c~culatiori r~qucstiq comments ~n this application. The Region is proposing to 
amend its Offtcial Plan at the reqUest of the Township of Uxbridge to eXpand the 
Urban Boundary to resolve a defemh.o the Township of Uxbridge Official Plan 
Amendmenc 19. Approval would re.sult in· establishing an Official Plan designation 
and poli!!ics for the subject lands in the To'WftShip and Regional documents, resolving 
the deferral. · 

·We have rc~ewed theteport prepared by Frederick Johnson. Enviroscape Consulting 
. Services. September 9, 2006. w~ do DOt have a copy of the LGL information refetrcd 

to in that letter, includin& a record of the top of bank staking undertaken, as well as 
the Oold~r Associates infonnation. We would appreciate a eopy of these documents 
for our records. . 
The Jolmso:o Tecommcndation for a. potential development area is based on the 
Potential Development area identified by Michalski Nielsen, Natural Heritage 
Evaluation, October 2004, figure 4. The issue of'bu:ft'cr and development within this 
area will need to be funhcr assessed wUh site specific plans. The top of bank will 
need to be co:nfinued \Vith. a dcvelopmcm proposal and as a minimum the limit of 
development will need to be 10 metres· from this edge. 

The deUneation of this area is based on an evaluation under the Oak Ridges Moraine 
hnplcmentation·Guidelines. ·Since the Amendment 19, the Oak Ridges Moraine 
Conservation Plan bas been ·adopted by the Province and changes to me Planning Act 
have been made. Mov.ing· forward. we do not beH~ve it is appropriate to assess future 
proposals on dated. guideline~ Current legislation, plans and policies should be used. 
This incl.udes Provincial.Policy Statement policies relevant to a. site specific 
development 

We consider the Johnson review to have delineated me key natural heritage featU.te as 
def.ined in the ORMCP for this site and development would not extend beyond this 
limit. It is our interptetation of the Johnson review that the minimum vegetation 
protection zone of 30 metres anticipated by the OR.MCP may not be necessary and 

Page 1 of4 
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would be further defined with a site specific proposal and development of a. woodland 
management plan,. gradin~. erosion. and sediment eon1rol plans. We believe the .. 
gradin& and site layout for a proposal should be supponed b)' a natural herita;e 
evaluation dlat includes: 

1. an ·inventory for provincially or regionally endangered or threatened species, 
or watezshed rare species; 

2. · description of wooc:1lands fc&IW'e.s and tbnctions that may be affected by the 
development. Should more than three years elapses from the previous breeding 
bird swvey •. then a. new survey should be undertaken to determine the current 
breeding funtion and to add tO the inventOr)' for endangered Ol' thteatcncd 
species; 

3. mapping of these species and areas: 
4. . mitisation measures that will maintain or enhance the significant woodlan~ 

including provision of an appropriate b~; 

'

......_,. 
-......_:< 

~- an overall strategy to address the loss of woodlands in the development areat 
includi~ compensation measures and potontial for protecting and integrating 
waodlan~ ~to the fmal design; and 

6. mitigation measures for provincially or regionally endangered or threatened 
species, or watershed rare species. 

I 
I 

l 
l • ._/ 

' . 

. ' 

With respect to Tlle Johnson review of Oroundwater R.esourccs, a water balance and . 
appropriate mitigation measures will need to·be provided with the site specific 
proposal to demonstrate that recharge will be protected or enhanced. 

Thus our comments on lhe proposed text modifications 10 Officis.i Plan Amendment 
19 are as follows. · 

l. 2.5 .24 .3.1 d), we note that the Landform guidelines for the ORMCP, 
recommend a. contour interval of2 metres or less and would suggest that this 
be used rather tlum 2.5 metres if a number is to be referenced. 

2. 

3. 

. . . 
2.S.24.3.1e) first bullet, we do not believe policy 30(13) under the OR.MCP is 
more stringent than the Implementation Guidelines. We would recommend . 
deleting the last sentence and adding to the end of the first sentence for clarity 
reference to section 30(13) ofthc ORMCP. 

2.S.24.3.le} second bullet. we recommend deleting the second sentcne~ and 
· substituting the following: 

'The woodland manageme~t plan v.ill be based oo a natural hel"itagc 
evaluation thar includes: 

·. 

MAR-16-2007 12:14 9066666209 97Y. P.03 
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a. an inventory for provincially or regionally endangered or threatened 
species. or watershed rare species; 

b. dtstription of woodlands that may·be affected by the development; 
c. mapping of these spceics and areas; 
d. mitigation measures that wiU maintain or enhance the :lignificant 

woodland. incl\\diug provision of an appropriate buffer; 
e. an overall $o.'ategy to address lhe loss of woodlands in lhe developm~t 

area, i11eluding compeDsad.on mea.sures and potentiAl for protecting 
and integrating woodlands into the final design; an.d 

4. 

s. 

f. mitigation measures for provincially or regionally endangered or 
threatened species, or wate.."Shed rare species. For e-ndangered and 
threatened species. proposed mitigation measures will need to be 
approved by the ·Ministty of Natural Resources. • 

2.S.24.3.le} third bullet, we recommend deleting the seeond sentence and 
: substituting: 

'this will include provision of a water balance and. midgadon measures to 
maintain the Q.uali'l.Y and q,ut.n1i't)' of recharge to the groundwater system, 
provide stormwater quality control to meet as & miaimum &hanced criteria, 
and provide stormwa.ter ~uantity control to prcdeveloptnent conditions Cor the 
1:2 to 1 ~ 100 year stonn events. • 

We·request that a policy be included Uidicatlnl that the top of bank will be 
confirmed at the time of a development application and that all development 
will be a minimum· distance of 10 meues from the top of bank. 

6. It may be appropriate to include a statement clarif)'in& 'that 'the boundary of the 
key natural heritagc.feature has· been established by the Forest Asea 
designation. · 

6~ review of the schedules proposed we have the following comments. 

Tovm Official'Plan Amendment ~chedulc ''A71
: 

1. 

MAR-15-2007 · 12:14 

Due to the scale it is difficult for us to confirm lha.t the westerly and southerly 
limit of the Itecreational Mixed Usc Area (RMUA) retlecu the boundaJY·of 
the potential development 31'~ While the basis ofthe Forest Area extending 
. across the Wooden Sticks Golf Course (Private Open Space(Oolf))) ts not 
e~tirely Cleai. we believe the: southerly limit of·the RMUA designation wou}d 
follow the current limit of lhe forest Area at the south end. 

9056666208 96Y. P.04 
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2. The westerly limit of the RMUA defilles the shape otthe area, and this limit 
should be no greater than lSO metres from the east proposed Urban Boundary 
limit at the road and. no grCDter than 70 metres ftom the Urban Boundary limit 
where it meets the Forest Area. 

3. There should be Forest Area west of1hc RMUA to the old Urban Boundary. 

Town Official Plan Amendment Schedule "8": 

I . Upon. review of the airphoto for the site and Michalski Neilsen Figure 4, we 
believe it is more rcpre.scnutive T.O ROt delete the Forest Area at the south-west 
part ofthe site. 

2. We believo·it is more ~presentative to eXtend the Add. "Forest Atca., at the 
south edae such that the boundary is an extension of the south boundary of the 

·. existing FoTeSt Are& to the cast. 

.R.e8ionat Official Plan Amc:ndment Schedule "A2": 

1. ·We no1e that the south limit of the Urban Bo\Ulciary Area does not coincide 
with the Town limit. They should coincicSc. 

2. We have no concerns wilh the Urban Boundaly iucluding lands sou.th of the 
RMOA limit provided that the M~or·OpCl\ Space desipation. over the 
cmresponding Forest Designation in tho Town Official Plen. has the .same 
policy d.ireciion as the Majot Open Space-Oak Ridges Moraine. 

· ·w c have no fUrlbtr concerns with including proposed designations' in the Town and 
Region ·Official Plans with incorporation of' these comments. Please advise this office 
of any decision on Ibis application. · 

Please contact me if you have any queslions. Please reference the above file numbers 
in future corresp~ndence. 

JW/cn 
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RESULTS OF THE ONTARIO BREEDING BIRD ATLAS REVIEW 

FAMILY I SCIENTIFIC NAME 
I 

SYNONYM(S) 

I 

Tyrannidae 
Empidonax 

alnorum 

Corvidae 
Corvus 

1 brachyrhynchos 

Fringillidae Carduelis tristis 

Falconidae 1 Falco sparverius . 

Parulidae 
Setophaga 

ruticilla 

Turdidae 
Turd us 

migratorius 

Scolopacidae Scolopax minor 

lcteridae Icterus galbula 

Hirundinidae Riparia riparia 

Hirundinidae Hirundo rustica 

Strigidae Strix varia 

Megaceryle 
Alcedinidae 

alcyon 

Parulidae Mniotilta varia 
Dendroica 

caerulescens 

Cuculidae 
Coccyzus 

erythropthalmus 

Paridae 
Poecile 

atricapillus 

Parulidae Setophaga Dendroica 

Saleville Limited Partnership 
Sa/eville Property- Environmental Impact Study 
rv'ia v 2016-15-2274 

I FEDERAL SA IRA I 
COMMON NAME I 

I REGISTRY STATUS 

Alder Flycatcher 

American Crow 

American 

Goldfinch 

. American Kestrel I 
American 

Redstart 

American Robin 

American 

Woodcock 

Baltimore Oriole I 

Bank Swallow 

Barn Swallow 

Barred Owl 

I 
Belted Kingfisher 

Black-and-white 

Warbler 

Black-billed 

Cuckoo 

Black-capped 

Chickadee 

Black-throated 

~ 

B Species Lists B -7 

ONTARIO ESA PROVINCIAL 

SPECIES AT RISK CONSERVATION 
SQUARE# 

I 17PJ 49 
LIST STATUS I RANK(SRANK)) 

SSB • 

SSB • 

SSB • 
54 • 

SSB • 

SSB • 
54B • 
54B • 

THR 54B • 
THR 54B • 

55 • 
S4B • 

SSB • 

SSB • 
55 • 

SSB • 

DILLON 
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FAMILY 

Parulidae 

Corvidae 

lcteridae 

Accipitridae 

Certhiidae 

Mimidae 

lcteridae 

Anatidae 

Parulidae 

Bombycillidae 

Parulidae 

Emberizidae 

Hirundinidae 

lcteridae 

SCIENTIFIC NAME SYNONYM(S) 

caerulescens caerulescens 
I 

I Setophaga virens Dendroica virens 

Cyanocitta 
cristata 

Dolichonyx 
oryzivorus 

I Buteo p/atypterus 

Certhia 
americana 

1 

Toxostoma rufum I 

Molothrus ater I 

Branta 
canadensis 

Cardellina 
canadensis 

Bombycil/a 
cedrorum 

Wilsonia 
canadensis 

Setophaga Dendroica 
pensy/vanica pensy/vonica 

I Spizella posserina ! 
1 Petrochelidon 

pyrrhonoto 

Quiscolus 
quiscula 

Saleville Limited Partnership 
Salevil/e Property -Environmental Impact Study 
May 2016- 15-2274 

I I ONTARIO ESA 
' I FEDERAL SARA I 

I COMMON NAME j ! SPECIES AT RISK 

: : REGISTRY STATUS I LIST STATUS 

Blue Warbler 

Black-throated 
Green Warbler 

Blue Jay 

Bobolink 

Broad-winged 
Hawk 

Brown Creeper 

Brown Thrasher i 

Brown-headed 
Cowbird 

Canada Goose 

Canada Warbler 

Cedar Waxwing 

Chestnut-sided 
Warbler 

I 

·Chipping Sparrow I 

Cliff Swallow 

I 

Common Grackle I 

THR 

THR sc 

-
B Species Lists B -8 

PROVINCIAL 

CONSERVATION 

RANK (SRANK)) 

SSB 

ss 

S4B 

SSB 

SSB 

S4B 

54B 

ss 

S4B 

SSB 

SSB 

SSB 

S4B 

SSB 

SQUARE# 

17PJ49 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
• 
• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
• 
• 

• 
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FAMILY I SCIENTIFIC NAME SYNONYM(S) 

Corvidae Corvus corax 

Parulidae I Geothlypis trichas I 
Scolopacidae Calidris alpina 

Turdidae Siafia sialis 

Tyrannidae 
Tyrannus 
tyrannus 

lcteridae 
I 

Sturnella magna 

Tyrannidae I Sayornis phoebe I 
Strigidae I M . egascops as1o 

Emberizidae I Pipilo 
erythrophthalmus1 

Tyrannidae Contopus virens 

Sturnidae 
1 

Sturnus vulgaris 

Emberizidae I Spizella pusilla 
i 

I 
Regulidae Regulus satrapa 

Emberizidae 
Ammodramus 
savanna rum 

Mimidae 
Dumetella 

carolinensis 

Tyrannidae 
Myiarchus 

crinitus 

Strigidae Bubo virginianus 

Saleville Limited Partnership 
Saleville Property - Environmental Impact Study 
May 2016- 15-2274 

B Species Lists B -9 

I ONTARIO ESA I PROVINCIAL 
FEDERAL SARA SQUARE# 

COMMON NAME I SPECIES AT RISK CONSERVATION 
REGISTRY STATUS 

RANK (SRANK)) 
17PJ49 

LIST STATUS 

I Common Raven 55 • 
Common 

SSB 
Yellowthroat • 

Dun lin S4B,SSN • 
Eastern Bluebird 1 SSB • 
Eastern Kingbird 548 • 

Eastern 
Meadowlark 

THR S4B • 
Eastern Phoebe 558 • 
Eastern Screech-

54 
Owl • 

Eastern Towhee S4B • 
Eastern Wood- sc S4B • pewee 

European Starling SNA • 
Field Sparrow S4B • 

Golden-crowned 
Kinglet 

SSB • 
Grasshopper sc 

Sparrow 
S4B • 

Gray Catbird 548 • 
Great Crested 

S4B 
Flycatcher • 

Great Horned 54 • 

DILLON 
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FAMILY I SCIENTIFIC NAME SYNONYM{S) 

Ardeidae 
Butorides 

virescens 

Picidae Picoides villosus 

Anatidae 
Lophodytes 
cucul/atus 

Alaudidae 
Eremophila 

alpestris 

Fringillidae 
Carpodacus 
mexican us 

Passeridae 
Passer 

domestic us 

Troglodytidae 
Troglodytes 

aedon 

Cardinalidae Passerina cyanea 

Charadriidae 
Charadrius 
vociferus 

Tyrannidae 
Empidonax 

minimus 

Strigidae Asia otus 

Parulidae 
Setophaga Dendroica 
magnolia magnolia 

Anatidae 
An as 

platyrhynchos 

Columbidae 
Zenaida 

macroura 

Saleville limited Partnership 
Saleville Property - Environmental Impact Study 
May 2016 -15-2274 

B Species Lists 8 -10 

FEDERAL SARA I ONTARIOESA PROVINCIAL 

I COMMON NAME SPECIES AT RISK CONSERVATION 
SQUARE# 

REGISTRY STATUS 17PJ49 
LIST STATUS RANK{SRANK)) 

Owl 

Green Heron S4B • 
Hairy ss • Woodpecker 

Hooded 
SSB,SSN • Merganser 

Horned lark SSB • 

House Finch SNA • 

House Sparrow SNA • 

House Wren SSB • 
Indigo Bunting S4B • 

Killdeer SSB,SSN • 

least Flycatcher S4B • 
. long-eared Owl 54 • 
!Magnolia Warbler SSB • 

Mallard ss • 

Mourning Dove 55 • 

DILLON 
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I SCIENTIFIC NAME 
I FEDERAL SARA 

FAMILY SYNONYM(S) COMMON NAME 
REGISTRY STATUS 

I I 

Parulidae 
Geothlypis Mourning 

philadelphia Warbler 

Parulidae 
Oreothlypis 

Nashville Warbler 1 
ruficapil/a 

Odontophoridae 
Colin us Northern 

END 
virginian us Bobwhite 

Cardinalidae 
Cardinalis 

Northern Cardinal 
card ina/is 

Picidae [ Colaptes auratus ! ; Northern Flicker I 

Accipitridae Accipiter gentilis 
Northern 
Goshawk 

Accipitridae Circus cyaneus Northern Harrier I 
Anatidae Anasacuta I Northern Pintail I 

Hirundinidae 
Stelgidopteryx Northern Rough- I 

serripennis winged Swallow 

Parulidae 
Parkesia Northern 

noveboracensis Waterthrush 

Pandionidae Pandion haliaetus l Osprey 

Parulidae 
Seiurus 

Ovenbird 
aurocapilla 

Picidae 
Oryocopus Pileated 

pileotus Woodpecker 

Fringillidae Carduelis pinus Pine Siskin 

Parulidae Setophaga pinus . Dendroica pinus 
1 

Pine Warbler 

Fringillidae 
Carpodacus 
purpureus 

Sittidae ! Sitta canadensis ! 
• I 

Saleville limited Partnership 
Saleville Property - Environmental Impact Study 
May 2016- 15-2274 

Purple Finch 

Red-breasted 

B Species lists B -11 

ONTARIOESA PROVINCIAL 
SQUARE# 

SPECIES AT RISK CONSERVATION 

RANK{SRANK)) 
17PJ49 

LIST STATUS 

S4B • 

SSB • 

END S1 • 
ss • 

S4B • 
54 • 

S4B • 
ss • 

S4B • 
SSB • 
SSB • 
54B • 

ss • 
548 • 
SSB • 
548 • 
ss • 
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FAMILY I SCIENTIFIC NAME SYNONYM(S) 

Vireonidae I Vireo olivaceus 

Picidae 
Melanerpes 

1 erythrocephalus 1 

Accipitridae Buteo lineatus 

Accipitridae [Buteo jamaicensis [ 

lcteridae 
Agelaius 

phoeniceus 

Phasianidae 
Phasianus 
colchicus 

Columbidae Columba Iivia 

Cardinalidae 
Pheucticus 

ludovicianus 

Trochilidae 
Archilochus 

colubris 

Phasianidae i Bonasa umbel/us : 

Emberizidae I 
Passercu/us 

sandwichensis 

Accipitridae I A . . . 
1 cctptter stnatus 

Emberizidae 
Melospiza 
melodia 

I 
Scolopacidae !Actitis macularius I 

Emberizidae 
Melospiza 
georgiana 

Saleville Limited Partnership 
Saleville Property- Environmental Impact Study 
!\/lay Z02.G -- 1.5-2 274 

B Species Lists B -12· 

ONTARIOESA PROVINCIAL 
FEDERAL SARA 

SPECIES AT RISK 
SQUARE# 

COMMON NAME I CONSERVATION 
REGISTRY STATUS 1 17PJ49 

I LIST STATUS RANK(SRANK)) 

Nuthatch 

Red-eyed Vireo S5B • 
Red-headed 

THR sc S4B • Woodpecker 

Red-shouldered 
S4B • Hawk 

Red-tailed Hawk ! 55 • 
Red-winged 

Blackbird 
S4 • 

Ring-necked 

Pheasant 
SNA • 

Rock Pigeon SNA • 
Rose-breasted 

S4B • Grosbeak 

Ruby-throated 

Hummingbird 
S5B • 

Ruffed Grouse 54 • 
Savannah 

S4B • Sparrow 

Sharp-shinned 

Hawk 
55 • 

Song Sparrow 55~ • 
Spotted 

Sandpiper 
55 • 

Swamp Sparrow : S5B • 
I 

DILLON 
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FAMILY I SCIENTIFIC NAME I SYNONYM{S) 

Hirundinidae 
Tachycineta 

bicolor 

cathartidae Cathartes aura 

Scolopacidae 
Bartramia 
long icauda 

Turdidae 
Catharus 

fuscescens 

Emberizidae 
Pooecetes 
gramineus 

Vireonidae Vireo gilvus 

I 
Sittidae I Sitta carolinensis 

Emberizidae 
Zonotrichia 

a/bicollis 

Phasianidae 
Meleagris 
gallopavo 

Scolopacidae Gallinago delicata l 

I Troglodytes 
Troglodytidae I 

I troglodytes 

Anatidae I Aix sponsa 

Turdidae 
Hylocichla 
mustelina 

Parulidae 
Setophaga 
petechia 

Picidae 
Sphyrapicus 

varius 

Cuculidae Coccyzus 

Saleville Limited Partnersh ip 
Saleville Property - Environmental Impact Study 
May 2016- 15-2274 

B Species Lists 8 -13 

I ONTARIOESA I PROVINCIAL 
FEDERAL SARA I SQUARE# 

COMMON NAME I SPECIES AT RISK I CONSERVATION I REGISTRY STATUS 17PJ49 
LIST STATUS RANK {SRANK)) 

Tree Swallow S4B • 
Turkey Vulture SSB • 

Upland Sandpiper! 548 • 
Veery 548 • 

Vesper Sparrow S48 • 
Warbling Vireo SSB • 
White-breasted ss • Nuthatch 

White-throated 
SSB • Sparrow 

Wild Turkey ss • 
Wilson's Snipe SSB • 
Winter Wren S58 • 
Wood Duck ss • 

Wood Thrush sc S4B • 

Yellow Warbler SSB • 
Yellow-bellied 

SSB • Sapsucker 

Yellow-billed 548 • 

DILLON 



FAMILY I SCIENTIFIC NAME I SYNONYM(S) COMMON NAME 

I 

american us Cuckoo 

Parulidae 
Setophaga Yellow-rumped 
coronata Warbler 

I ONTARIO ESA 
FEDERAL SARA I SPECIES AT RISK 

REGISTRY STATUS 
LIST STATUS 

B Species lists 8 -14 

PROVINCIAL 

CONSERVATION 

RANK(SRANK)) 

SSB 

SQUARE# 

17PJ49 

• 
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COMPILED PLANT SPECIES LIST 

I FEDERAl SARA 
SCIENTIFIC NAME I COMMON NAMES 

REGISTRY STATUS 

Comus Alternate-leaved 
alternifolia Dogwood 

Tilia americana 
American 
Basswood 

Malussp. Applesp. 

Symphyotrichum 
sp. Aster sp. 

Geumsp. Avens sp. 

Bromus inermis Awnless Brome 

Abies ba/samea Balsam Fir 

Fraxinus nigra 
I 

Black Ash I 
Rudbeckia hirta 

I 

I slack-eyed Susan var. hirta 

Elymus hystrix I Bottlebrush Grass 

Pteridium 
aquifinum Bracken Fern 

Aralia hispida 
Bristly 

Sarsaparilla 

Juglans cinerea Butternut END 

Solidago 
canadensis var. Canada 
canadensis Goldenrod 

Asarum Canada Wild-
canadense ginger 

Hypericum Canadian St. 
canadense John's-wort 

Tussilago farfara Colt's-foot 

Saleville Limited Partnership 
Saleville Property - Environmental Impact Study 
May 2016- 15-2274 

----; 
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B Species lists 83 

ONTARIO ESA PROVINCIAL 
COEFFICIENT COEFFICIENT 

SPECIES AT RISK CONSERVATION OBSERVED IN SITE 
CONSERVATION WETNESS 

LIST STATUS RANK (SRANK) 

S5 6 5 
• 

55 4 3 • 
• 

• 
• 

SNA 5 • 
55 5 -3 • 
54 7 -4 • 
su 0 3 

• 
55 5 5 • 
55 2 3 

• 
55 8 5 • 

END 53? 6 2 • 

55 1 3 

• 
55 6 5 

• 

54? 8 -3 
• 

SNA 3 • 

DILLON 
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FEDERAL SARA 
SCIENTIFIC NAME I COMMON NAMES 

REGISTRY STATUS 

Malus pumila Common Apple 

Rhamnus Common 
cathartica Buckthorn 

Asclepias syriaca 
Common 
Milkweed 

Erigeron 
hyssopifolius Daisy Fleabane 

Dianthus armeria I Deptford Pink 

Betula papyrifera 1 White Birch 

Pinus strobus 
Eastern White 

Pine 

Urtica dioica ssp. European 
dioica Stinging Nettle 

Cynanchum European 
rossicum Swallow-wort 

Equisetum 
arvense Field Horsetail 

Lotus corniculatus l 
Garden Bird's-

foot Trefoil 

Caulophyllum I Giant Blue 
giganteum Cohosh 

Solidago Goldenrod sp. 

Fraxinus 
pennsylvanica Green Ash 

Polygonatum Hairy Solomon's 
pubescens Seal 

Populus Large-tooth 
grandidentata Aspen 

Saleville Limited Partnership 
Sale ville Property- Environmental Impact Study 
Mav Z016- 15-2274 

B Species Lists B 4 

ONTARIO ESA PROVINCIAL 
COEFFICIENT COEFFICIENT I OBSERVED IN SITE SPECIES AT RISK CONSERVATION 

LIST STATUS RANK (SRANK) 
CONSERVATION WETNESS I 

SNA 5 • 
SNA 3 

• 
55 0 5 • 
55 10 -3 

• 
SNA 5 • 
55 2 2 • 
55 4 3 • 

SNA -1 
• 

SNA 5 
• 

55 0 0 
• 

SNA 1 • 

54? 6 5 
• 

55 1 3 • 
54 3 -3 

• 
S5 5 5 

• 
55 5 3 

• 

DILLON 



FEDERAL SARA 
SCIENTIFIC NAME COMMON NAMES 

REGISTRY STATUS 

Actaea rubra Red Baneberry 

Acerrubrum Red Maple 

Trillium erectum Red Trillium 

Pinus sylvestris Scotch Pine 

Onoclea sensibilis t Sensitive Fern 

Circaea alpina 
Small Enchanter's 

Nightshade 

Impatiens Spotted 
capensis Jewelweed 

Acer saccharum Sugar Maple 

Parthenocissus 
inserta • Thicket Creeper 

Rubus parviflorus 1 Thimbleberry 

Populus I 
tremuloides , Trembling Aspen 

Vicio crocco Tufted Vetch 

Viola sp. Violet sp. 

Agemtina 1 
oltissimo White Snakeroot 

Picea glauco I White Spruce 

Monarda 
fistu/osa var. 

fistulas a Wild Bergamot 

Prunus serotina I Wild Black Cherry ! 
I 

Daucus carota Wild Carrot 

Rubus Wild Red 
sachalinensis var. I Raspberry 

Saleville limited Partnership 
Saleville Property - Environmental Impact Study 
May 2016- 15-2274 

B Species lists 8 5 

ONTARIO ESA PROVINCIAL 
COEFFICIENT COEFFICIENT 

SPECIES AT RISK CONSERVATION I OBSERVED IN SITE 

LIST STATUS RANK (SRANK) 
CONSERVATION WETNESS 

55 5 5 • 
55 4 0 • 
55 6 1 • 

SNA 5 • 
55 4 -3 • 
55 6 -3 • 
55 4 -3 

• 
55 4 3 • 
55 3 3 

• 
54 7 2 • 
55 2 0 

• 
SNA 5 • 

• 

55 5 3 
• 

55 6 3 • 
I 

55 6 3 

• 
55 3 3 • 

SNA 5 • 
55 0 -2 

• 

~ 
DILLON 
(t);-....:S{ I.TI'C 
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I 
FEDERAL SARA 

SCIENTIFIC NAME COMMON NAMES j R S I EGISTRY TATUS I 

sachalinensis I 
Aralia nudicaulis I Wild Sarsaparilla 

Salix species Willow Species 

Agrimonia striata 
Woodland 
Agrimony 

Solidago 
flexicaulis Zigzag Goldenrod 

Saleville limited Partnership 
Saleville Property - Environmental Impact Study 
May 2016- 15-2274 

ONTARIO ESA 

SPECIES AT RISK 

LIST STATUS 

B Species Lists B 6 

PROVINCIAL 
COEFFICIENT COEFFICIENT I 

CONSERVATION J OBSERVED IN SITE 

RANK (SRANK) 
CONSERVATION WETNESS 

S5 4 3 • 
0 0 • 

54? • 
$5 6 3 

• 
Avg. 4.5 Total 56 

#>6 2 

%>6 3.7% 

DILI...ON 



Appendix D 
Photo Plate and ELC Field Sheets 

Saleville Limited Partnership 
Sa/eville Property 
May 2016-15-2274 

E-1 

DILLON 
L< . L l 



Saleville Property, Township of Uxbridee 
Environmental Impact Study 

Photograph 1 

July 23, 2015 

Looking east 
from eastern 
edge of 
property onto 
Wooden Stick 
Golf Course. 

Photograph 2 

July 23, 2015 

FODM3-1 Dry­
Fresh Poplar 
Deciduous 
Forest 



Saleville Property, Township of Uxbridge 
Environmental Impact Study 

Photograph 3 

July 23, 2015 

WOCM1-
Dry-Fresh 
Coniferous 
Woodland 
Ecosite 

Photograph 4 

July 23, 2015 

WOCM1-
Dry-Fresh 
Coniferous 
Woodland 
Ecosite 



Saleville Property, Township of Uxbridge 
Environmental Impact Study 

Photograph 5 

July 23, 2015 

FOCMl- Dry­
Fresh Pine 
Coniferous 
Forest 



'1 -
1 

ELC SITE: 

COMMUNITY 
DESCRIPTION & 

CLASSIFICATION UTMZ: 

POLYGON DESCRIPTION 

SYSTEM SUBSTRATE TOPOGRAPHIC HISTORY PLANT FORM COMMUNITY 
FEATURE 

(~RRESTRIAL G ORGANIC 

~~~ ~RAL r=o;., r GwETLANo ~;NERAL SOIL 
RIVERINE PONO 

OTTOMLAND TURAL FLO-'ll~'& I. VI> RIVER 
G AQUATIC G PARENT MIN. TERRACE 

""""" 1010 
STREJ,M 

'AlLE'r SLOPE FORi! MARSH 
G ACIDIC BEDRK ABLEI.A/'o11 l.Jcll€11 SWAMP 

G BASIC BEDRK r~ ~~ 
BRYOPI<'>'TE FEN 
OEOllUOUS • BOG 

G CARB BEDRK TALUS itlf,OO" IF£ROU5 ~REN SITE CREVICE I CAVE COVER UIIED &DOW 
ALVAR > PIWRlE 

~OPEN WATER 
ROCKLAND 

~:Us ~ ~v~~tvl BEACH/BAR SHAU.OW WATER SAND DUNE WO<lOI..A-<lD SURFICIAL DEP. BLUFF FOF!F.ST BEDROCK G TREED PLAJITATIOH 

STAND fl( IN: 

I SPECIES IN ORDER OF DECREASING DOMINANCE (up to 4 sp) 
LAYER HT CVR (»MUCH GREATER THAN; >GREATER THAN; "ABOUT EQUAL TO) 

1 CANOPY \ p~~ 
2 SUB-CANOPY 

3 UNDERSTOREY l \?1"'-oJ~._. ( >:? IbY!vlv-r.. ·=- l'r'\A15.......r 
4 GRD.LAYER 4 ~sv~ s..-,\ ;ca.v!. >~ n~il\....c.. 
HTCODES: 1 • >25m 2 a 1D<HTs25m 3 = 2<tn':d0 m 4a 1<HTs2m 5 = O , S<HT:~; 1 m 8 = 02<HT,o.s m 7 = HT<0.2m 

CVR CODES G= NONE 1• 0% < CVR < 10% Z• 10 < CVR' 25% 3• 25 < CVR ' 60% (• CVR > 60% 

ISlAND COMPOSITION: I 
_ BA: 

)siZECLASSANALYSIS: <10 I R. l 10-24 l u i 25-50 I vi >50 

STANDING SNAGS: 

DEADFALL I LOGS: 

ABUNDANCE CODES: N =NONE R• RARE 0 =OCCASIONAL A=ABUNDANT 

COMM.AGE: 

SOil ANAL VSIS · 
TEXTURE: DEPTH TO MOTTLES I GLEY lg = IG= 
MOISTURE: DEPTH OF ORGo61NICS: (em) 

HOMOGENEOUS I VARIABLE DEPTH TO BEDROCK: (em) 

COMMUNITY CLASSIFICATION· ELC CODE 

COMMUNITY CLASS: 

COMMUNITY SERIES: 

ECOSilE: 

VEGETATION TYPE: 
R;e; oC(b ~ , 

'.\) .'v - ~y .·s\.... ""';-x< .,\ ~c..v 
H61'-'~J 

INCLUSION 

COMPLEX 

Notes: 

ELC 
STAND 

CHARACTERISTICS 

TREE TALLY BY SPECIES: 

PRISM FACTOR c=i 
SPECIES TALLY 1 

TOTAL 

BASAL AREA (BA 

DEAD 

STAND COMPOSmON: 

COMMUNITY PROFILE DIAGRAM _," ~ 
1\,-...~ 

S'ovt"L.. -

\l.o S1~ l..r 
rf'tll"'-~"'~ 
'>I!.~ .... (,O "~ 

SITE: 

POLYGON: 

DATE: 

SURVEYORISl: 

TALLY2 TALLY 3 TALLY4 TALLY 6 TOTAL 
REL. 
AVG 

100 



ELC 
SOILS ONTARIO 

PIA pp Dr Position 

2 

SOIL 

lEXTURE l HORIZON 

TEXTURE 

COUll sE FRAGMENTS 

B lEXTURE 

co URSE FRAGMENTS 

c TEXTURE 

OURSE FRAGMENTS 

" 
EfFECTM lElmJR£ 

URFACE STONINESS 

URFACE ROCKINESS 

DE PTH TO I OF 

MOTTLES 

GLEY 

BEDROCK 

WATER TABLE 

CAROOHATES 

EPTH OF ORGANICS 

PORE SIZE OISC 11 

PORE SIZE DISC ~2 

MOISTURE REGIME 

SOIL SURVEY MAP I 
LEGEND CLASS 

Aspect 

1 

SITE: 

POLYGONt 

DATE: 

SURVEYORfSl: 

Slope UlM 
% Type Class z EASTING NORTHING 

- '-- - -
2 3 4 5 

·'\, 
~ 

" '\ 
'"' '\.\ '\', 

~ 
1\ 

' '\\ 
\ 
\ 

\ 
\ 

ELC 
SITE: St:, I e v1T'-<.- E_<; 
POLYGON: \~ I (lo 

PLANT ? 7.../ n7 J I c;-SPECIES DATE: 

LIST SURVEYOR(S): .,..)...,.;\A 
LAYERS. 1 • CANOPY 2 • SUS-CANOPY 3 • UNDERSTOREY 4 =GROUND (GRD.J LAYER 

ABUNDANCE CODES· R- RARE 0 c OCCASIONAL A= ABUNDANT D a: DOMINANT -
LAYER LAYER 

SPECIES CODE COL. SPECIES CODE COL. 
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 

\, ()~""us,, I Rl2. J)SV A 
r) Olltfl·y (., l'l..Q. kScf.s,., r- 0 

~ r114e:Lt l ,..ec.l ~ .. "" \t 
p,'(c. d"' l<'~':'l..-/t-. 12, 
~fV"'-Sc r <;dt l't" ~ V\. f2.. 

Ql\..\h...., \ htNvrce;.../ ~ 
(cw..~~ ;...,., '(l_ 

'VfCI'c.....-..,.._ _ 2.. 
lqlu(~1'"'0.- fl. 

Lc:rhxc-1"" 0 

AA'<o.J fft.'-..~ . rt 

. ( {\ r>-\~ut\Jl 

'Ur'OI.M~ A 

Page .?. ... of .J .. 



ELC SITE: 

POLYGON: 

MANAGEMENT/ DATE: 

DISTURBANCE SURVEYOR(S): 

DISTURBANCE I EXTENT 0 1 2 

TIME SINCE LOGGING > 30VRS 16·30YRS 6·16YRS 

INTENSITY OF LOGGING NOM: FUEL WOOD SELECTIVE 

EXTENT OF !.OGG!NG NONE lOCAl WIDESPREAD 

SUGAR BUSH OPERATIONS NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXJE"!.T Of OPFRAJ.IQNS N_QNE LOCAL \I\IIDESPREAD 

GAPS IN FOREST CANOPY NONE SMAll INTERMEDIATE 

EXTENT OF GAPS NQNE LOC.AL WIDESPREAD 

LIVESTOCK (GRAZING) NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTI'NT OF I !VESTOC!< NONE LOCAL 'HDESPREAO 

ALIEN SPECIES NONE OCCASIONAL ABUNDANT 

EXTENT OF 4l1EN SPECIES NON~ LQCA!... WIDEru'R.Ei>JJ 

PLANTING (PLANTATION) NONE OCCASIONAL ABUNDANT 

EXTENT OF PL.ANTIN(; NONE LOCAL WIDESPREAD 

TRACKS AND TRAILS NONE FAINT TRAILS WELL MARKED 

EXTENT QF T!IA.CKS/TRAJU! NONE LO(;A~ WIDESPR~D 

DUMPING (RUBBISH) NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTENT OF DIIMP!NG NQNE !....QCAL WDE~PREAD 

EARTH DISPLACEMENT NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTENT OF DISPLACEMENT NONE LOCAL WIDESPREAD 

RECREATIONAL USE NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTENT OF RECR. USE NONE LOCAL WIDESPREAD 

NOISE NONE SLIGHT MODERATE 

EXTENT Of N,n!SE NONE LOCAL YIIIOESPREAD 

DISEASE/DEATH OF TREES NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTENT OF DISEASE I DEATH NONE LOCAL WDESPREAD 

WIND THROW (BLOW DOWN) NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

E_l{TE._I"T OF WIND TH~OW NONE bQC_AL V\I'IDE~PREAD 

BROWSE (e.g. DEER) NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTENT QF BROWSE NONE LOCAL \MDESPREAD 

BEAVER ACTIVITY NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTENT OF BEAVER NONE LOCAL WIDESPREAD 

FLOODING (pools & puddling) NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

.EXTENT OF FLOO!llNG NONE L_OCA~ VVIDESPREAD 

FIRE NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTENT OF FIFU; NONE LOCAL WIDESPREAD 

ICE DAMAGE NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTENT OF ICE DAMAGE NONE LOCAL VoiDESPREAO 

OTHER .. ............ ... . NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTENT NONE LOCAL WIDESPREAD 

3 SCOREt 

0 ·&YEARS 

DIAMETER liMIT 

""X.HNl!IVJ; 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

flAR~ 
#J~VE\ 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

(DoMINANT_) 

~xTE~VE-) 

DOMINANT 

EXTENSIVE 

TRACKS OR 

EXTENSIVE 

HEAVY 

aTEN..SI\fE 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

INTENSE 

E:.XTENSIVE 

HEAVY 

EXTEHSIVE 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

HEAVY 

.E_XTE~SI\fE.. 

HEAVY 

EXTENSNE 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

t INTENSITY x EXTENT = SCORE 

ELC 
SITE: SA lc.. vt ~ L u 
POLYGON: l c.._£ 1\7 
DATE: ?.. 1 I u/ I I s-

WILDLIFE SURVEYOR(S): ..)'-" H 
STARTiiME:0<'f 1 30 I END TIME: I 2 • "'' 

TEMP {"C): l S'"" I CLOUD (10th): 0 I WIND: 1. [ PRECIPITATION: ~ 
CONDITIONS: 

POTENTIAIL WILDLIFE HABITAT: 

VERNAL POOLS SNAGS 

HIBERNACULA FALLEN LOGS 

SPECIES I.IST: 

TY SF'. CODE EV NOTES # TY SP.CODE EV NOTES 

FAUNAL TYPE CODES (TY): 
B ~BIRD M =MAMMAL H = HERPETOFAUNA L =LEPIDOPTERA F = FISH 0 ~OTHER 

EVIDENCE CODES (EV): 
BREEDING EIIRD- POSSIBLE: 

SH =SUITABLE HABITAT SM = SINGING MALE 

BREEDING EIIRD • PROBABLE: 
T = TEP.RITORY 
A= ANXIETY BEHAVIOUR 

BREEDING BIRD· CONFIRMED: 
DO= DISTRACTION 
NE=EGGS 
AE = NEST ENTRY 

OTHER WIUILIFE EVIDENCE: 
DB = OBSERVED 
DP = DISTINCTIVE PARTS 
TKaTRACKS 
51= OTHER SIGNS (specify) 

D= DISPLAY 
N ~ NEST BUILDING 

NU = USED NEST 
NY=YOUNG 

VO =VOCALIZATION 
HO =HOUSE/DEN 
FE= FEEDING EVIDENCE 

P=PAIR 
V =VISITING NEST 

FY = Fl-£DGED YOUNG 
FS ~ Fil_DDIFAECAL SACK 

CA= CARCASS 
FY =EGGS OR YOUNG 
SC=SCAT 

# 

'SJ 
Page ••••• of •••••• 



,--

ELC SITE: S"' I'-..,.., II -t:.. I POLYGON: L 

COMMUNITY 
SURVEYOR{S): lo~~jo 7/ I s-ITIME: 

stanj lO:oC.> 

DESCRIPTION & JV'H finlsnl 11 ·~oo 
CLASSIFICATION UTMZ: IUTME: IUTMN: 

POLYGON DESCRIPTION 

SYSTEM SUBSTRATE TOPOGRAPHIC HISTORY PLANT FORM COMMUNITY 
FEATURE 

(~~ARESfRW G ORGANIC ~ t.>CU5TTIIIUO ~ATURAL G PLANKTON 8LAKE 
'l.i_)ueAALSOIL 

RJIIERmE G SUBMERGED POND 
W~l.AND oono ... I.NIO G CULTURAL ~ FLO,I\TII-(<l-LVD. G RIVER 

• GAOUATIC "6 PI\RS'l'r M•~- TEilRACE GAAII!lNOlD G STREAM 

~~PE fORB §MIIRSH G ACIDIC BEDRK. 

~~= 
SWAM~ 

G BASIC BEDRK 
L UPVINO = FEN 
F GBoG 

G CARB. BEDRK. ~TI-lUS I)"! COO<FEROUS G BARREN 
SITE ~ cii!Mce ' C-'IIE COVER IG MlXED r EAOOW ~ ALV_AA PMIRIE 

gOPENWATER 
~ROci(Wil) GoPEN THICKET 

SHALLOW WATER g ~CHIBIIR ~~~0 &.\NO DUriS ~RUB SURFICIAL DEP. 
EII.III'F ~REST BEDROCK EED l't..i\Hrt.-l'fOtj 

STAND llESCI ~IPTlC IN· 

r 
SPECIES IN ORDER OF DECREASING DOMINANCE {up to 4 sp) 

LAYER HT CVR (>> MUCH GREATER THAN; >GREATER THAN; =ABOUT EQUAL TO) 

1 CANOPY L.f C)Lb.r../ L...--1'/l'L--f :z. POV1v~. 
2 SUB-CANOPY 3 -/);- ~-./ h---L. -; 5'--"-<./ '--<.J7 I L ' 
3 UNDERSTOREY a '(~ ... "' tA I J-
4 GRD.LAYER 'a. .,..\...__..(..../-:. 'bSV "> Col...<!.-,~ 

·-HTCODES: 

CVRCODES 

1=>25m %a104fTdSm 3=2<-HT.i. 10m 4=1<HTJ:2m 5=r0,5<HT.s1m 6=0.2<HT.s0.5m 7aHT<0,2m 

0= NONE 1= 0% < CVR! 10% 2= 10 < CVR:: 25% 3= 25 < CVR!: 60% 4= CVR;:. 60% I STAND COMPOSITION: 

I ~IZE CLASS ANALYSIS: 

STANDING SNAGS: 

ABUNDANCE CODES: N =NONE R =RARE 0 =OCCASIONAL A= ABUNDANT 

COMM.AGE: 

SOil ANALYSIS 

TEXTURE: DEPTH TO MOTTLES I GLEY 19 = IG= 

MOISTURE: DEPTH OF ORGANICS: (em) 

HOMOGENEOUS I VARIABLE DEPTH TO BEDROCK: (em) 

COMMUNITY CLASSIFICATION· ELC CODE 

COMMUNITY CLASS: 

COMMUNITY SERIES: 

ECOSITE: 

" 1 

VEGETATION TYPE: 
~ry- lYe~~ ~ v~ •v-v lfO?lV\ 3- I 
\:>~' , .Ave~ ~<)f-

INCLUSION 

COMPLEX 

Notes: 

ELC SITE: 

POLYGON: 

STAND DATE: 

CHARACTERISTICS SURVEYORISI: 

TREE TALLY BY SPECIES: 

PRISM FACTOR c==] 
SPECIES TALLY 1 TALLY 2 TALLY 3 TALLY 4 TALLY 5 TOTAL 

REL. 
AVG 

" 

TOTAL 100 

BASAL AREA (BA) 

DEAD 

STANO COMPOSITION: 

COMMUNITY PROFILE DIAGRAM 



2 

4 

5 

A 

8 

c 

ELC 
SOILS ONTARIO 

PIA pp Dr Position Aspect 

lA ~ ") 4 ~~ 

SOIL 1 
TEXTURE ' HORIZON 

Pr 1 u. 
~ 

> 
~(} 

c 
t; 

~ 

TEXTURE. 
LV~S 

OURSE FRAGMENTS () 
TEXTURE 

~v~S{ 
cou RSE FRAGMENTS 0 

TEXTURE- S! 
OURSE FRAGMENTS 0 -
EFFECTNE TEXTURE ~; 

URFACE STONINESS 0 
URFACE ROC1<1HESS 0 

SITE: 

POLYGON: 

DATE: 

SURVEYOR(S): 

Slope UTM 
% T}'Pe Class z EASTING NORTHING 

S_ e 

.. -
2 3 4 5 

DEPTH TO/OF 

MOffiES qq ~ 
GlEY q~~ 

BEDROCK ~~~ 
WATER TABLE 'f'1'"1 
CARBONATES "\,9 

OEf'TH OF OROANICS -
PORE SIZE DISC 11 

PORE SIZE DISC 12 

MOISTURE REGIME -s 
SOILSURVEYMAP ~----~-----,------,r-----y-------1 

LEGEND CLASS L_ ____ _L ______ L_ ____ _L ______ L_ ____ ~ 

v 
{ 

ELC 
SITE: ~ltevYVk.. 
POLYGON: 'Z. 

PLANT -z.. > I en 1 ·,_c-SPECIES DATE: 

LIST SURVEYOR(S): 
I ,)\...../11 

LAYERS. 1 8 CANOPY 2 =SUB-CANOPY 3 • UNDERSTOREV 4 • GROUND (GRD.) LAYER 

AeUNDANCE CODES· R =RARE 0- OCCASIONAL A • A8UNDIINT D =DOMINANT -
LAYER LAVER 

SPECIES CODE COL. SPECIES CODE COL. 
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 

~\'11/C..rz-. IO ~5V QA 
~/ '-J (.{~J l-r£ _ ~ ,-tel \,~-.k. ~,..__, 

' T 
)vt"c./ Mc--41_(,..- () ..... IAj~c:/ I• A 

--..-
lrt {?N\Avf ~ \-,lve- coi..~L. CJ 

1.,ll b.!M(... tt lfL .Stikj,...o" \ <;,c ~ 'i~ . f. 
C(\{.L.IA_ fN-x":~:. "'- }t<,k.r :S:II • It 

I. __, s .. 1'-,i 511. ICt G-1 __ ...,·swv ~ 

~)r •(.'""" 0 I .n le, -I- .-.c, , f.. 
wl-~t-t. \sirtl... '(l y1 12. I n.. L , --• - .:;.1'1 . 

Ql\. ,,< J I '(t Y. c; - ~c:\~ ~«IJ• t 
<l . 1 lv< r i'-'l ~ L 1 nl(,v.,....... <; 11 (L 

\tlq!_...._ <;O • !2 
0)N"fcl... ~ (l.. 

(~~ l} 0 ~.q,.~(,.(.,<..-.. ~ iL 
(/,~~\M(~ ~ 't-fL wl.-·J'(... 5'-'t&ol.u.. ~ 0 

J.\.-,tl.t ~<J! cJ (L i---'11.~rs,~i lt... tt. 

)l, t\?11 (., l~vft.-.- (c. p A 
rf (,"" (~ ,-y:; b} 0 
r<-/1·,."" l Vtl J1U, ~l if~ \ rz. 
Ur·1 \-1) . . ~ . ' (L ) .~,~ "'~ rH '-- . 

(c.~~ .. ru's ...,~ ,...,L l.k 'll 
h VI{ 1 f1t.L_ c;u,.. . 0 

~s~~~ Itt I./ 

13\1\l- (&\~~( ~~s<~v~t-, r~-ert" re-~rh~- wu ~-y.:...·nage .. f...of. ..... . 

i)"~n L- l~ (... \-1'<.-L 1 t. { w.__. - J-t-~ p( , 



ELC SITE: 

POLYGON: 

MANAGEMENT/ DATE: 

DISTURBANCE SURVEYOR(S): 

DISTURBANCE I EXTENT 0 1 2 

TIME SINCE LOGGING > 30YRS 15-30YRS 6-15VRS 

INTENSITY OF LOGGING NONE FUEL WOOD sELEcnve. 

EXTENT OF LOGGING NONE LOCAL WIDESPREAD 

SUGAR BUSH OPERATIONS NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTENT OF OPERAT!ON_5 NONE l.OCAl. W!..DESP_~ 

GAPS IN FOREST CANOPY NONE C·~ INTERMEDIATE 

EXTENT OF GAPS NONE _(LocAL/ WIDESPREAD 

LIVESTOCK (GRAZING) NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

E)CTE.NT OF '-!\!ESTOCK NO!>!f lOC!'J •. \M..l'l.f:SPB.f_AJ) 

ALIEN SPECIES NONE OCCASIONAL ~BUN DAN,) 

EXTENT OF ALIEN SPECIES NONE LOCAL ~DESPREAD) 

PLANTING (PLANTATION) NONE OCCASIONAL ABUNDANT 

El(TE_NT OF PLANTING. NONE lOCAl \MQESPAEAO 

TRACKS AND TRAILS NONE FAINT TRAILS WELL MARKED 

El(TE_"'T OF TRACKS!T!!Al!.S NONE t\,ocAL":> WIDESPREAD 

DUMPING (RUBBISH) NONE ~ MODERATE 

.EXTENT OF D!l_MP!NG NONE. .r:6c•t. J \'\!IDES!'~_f_A.J) 

EARTH DISPLACEMENT NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTENT OF DISPLACEM_ENT NONE LOCAL NOESPREAD 

RECREATIONAL USE NONE LIGHT ~D~ 
EXTENT OF RECR. USE NONE loCAL ) v.IDESPREAD 

NOISE NONE SLIGHT MODERATE 

Fl(TENT OF NO!SE NQNE LOCAl WIDESPREAD 

DISEASE/DEATH OF TREES NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTE.IIIT Of D!SE.J\.SI'! DEATH NONE LOCAL WDlESPREAD 

WIND THROW (BLOW DOWN) NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTENT OF WIND THROW NONE LOCAL V>IDESP~EAD 

BROWSE (e.g. DEER) NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXT.E!H OF B_F{QWS£ NONE LOC~L WIDESPREAD 

BEAVER ACTIVITY NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTENT OF BEAVER NONE LOCAL WIDESPREAD 

FLOODING (pools & puddling) NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

E_l(TE.NT OF FLOODING NONE LQCA!.._ YIIIDESPF:EAD 

FIRE NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTENT OF FIRE NONE LOCAL WIDlESPREAD 

ICE DAMAGE NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTENT OF ICE DAMAGE NONE LOCAL WIDESPREAD 

OTHER ..... .... .. ..... .. NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTENT NONE LOCAL WIDESPREAD 

3 SCOREt 

0-5YEARS 

DlAMETER UW r 

EXTENSIVE 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

LARGE 

EXTENSIVE 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

DOMINANT 

EXTENSIVE 

DOMINANT 

E_l(TENSI\!E 

T~S~ 
EXTENSIVE 

HEAVY 

E.~TENll!!!E 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

INTENSE 

EXTENSIVE 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVI;, 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

t INTENSITY x EXTENT= SCORE 

ELC 
SITE: _:>.p, I ' v Ill (_ 
POLYGON: '2 
DATE: '"2 -~ I~ 7 I J <:; 

WILDLIFE SURVEYOR(S): 'hv H 
START TIME:/(}:~ 1 sNDTIMs; 1\:oD 

TEMP ("C): ~~ 1 cLouD (10th): n 1 wiND: 3 1 PRECIPITATioN: ~ 
CONDITIONS: 

POTENTIAL WILDLIFE HABITAT: 

VERNAL POOLS SNAGS 

HIBERNACULA FALLEN LOGS 

SPECIES LIST: 

TY SP.CODE EV NOTES # TY SP.CODE EV NOTES 

" f!(t i-1 vo \ 

!:1 J1t-wJl vn 

FAUNAL TYPE CODES (TY): 
B = BIRD M ~ MAMMAL H = HERPETOFAUNA L = LEPIDOPTERA F = FISH 0 = OTHER 

EVIDENCE CODES (EV): 
BREEDING BIR.D- POSSIBLE: 

SH =SUITABLE HABITAT SM = SINGING MALE 

BREEDING BIR.D- PROBABLE: 
T =TERRITORY 
A= ANXIE.TY BEHAVIOUR 

BREEDING BIR.D - CONFIRMED: 
DD = DISTRACTION 
NE=EGGS 
AE = NEST ENTRY 

OTHER WILDLIFE EVIDENCE: 
OB = OBSERVED 
DP = DISTINCTIVE PARTS 
TK=TRACKS 
51 c OTHER SIGNS (specify) 

D=DISPLAY 
N =NEST BUILDING 

NU c USED NEST 
NY=YOUNG 

VO =VOCALIZATION 
HO = HOUSE/DEN 
FE= FEEDING EVIDENCE 

P= PAIR 
V = VISITING NEST 

FY = FLEDGED YOUNG 
FS = FOOD/FAECAL SACK 

CA=CARCASS 
FY = EGGS OR YOUNG 
SC=SCAT 

# 
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ELC SITE: _5 a_ I~ VI{ I.<_ !POLYGON: ·-s 
COMMUNITY SURVEYOR($): _) "\..../\,-! jor~(o7f t~ I TIME: slart l \\:;.'\() 

DESCRIPTION & fomsh l \ Z, : (IQ 
CLASSIFICATION UTMZ; IUTME; IUTMN: 

POLYGON DESCRIPTION 

SYSTEM SUBSTRATE TOPOGRAPHIC HISTORY PLANT FORM COMMUNITY 
FEATURE 

~RRESTRIAL G ORGANIC ~ LACUSTRINE ~TURAL GPW<KTON §~o RIVERINE G SVBMERGEO 
GWETLAND G MINERAL SOIL ~ BOTTOMLAND G CULTURAL @ ~lOATl~VD 

~~ 
GAoUATIC G PARENT MIN. ~TERRACE GAAt.,IUOI.l) 

G ACIDIC BEDRK 
~ VALLEY SLOPE FOIUI IJ/IR.SH 
~TABLELAND LIC>tCN ~M{Jl 

G BASIC BEORK t~t. "~~ ~ BRYOPI <YTE 
:r~nUOlJS 

(3 CARB. BEDRK. TALUS ~;EI>OUS IIAAREN 
SITE CREVICE I CAVE COVER u MtXEO l.ll;I'OOW 

ALVAR l'AAIR:E 

§OPEN WATER 
ROCKLAND GoPEN ~~ §BEACH/BAR SHALLOW WATER SAND DUNE GsHRUB OOOlAI40 SURFICIAL OEP 

G BEDROCK BLUFF ~REED 
~. 

~110N 

STAND DESCI !IPTIC IN' 

I SPECIES IN ORDER OF DECREASING DOMINANCE (up to 4 sp) 
LAYER HT CVR (»MUCH GREATER THAN; >GREATER THAN: • ABOUT EQUAL TO) 

1 CANOPY 3 X111tv.S\.{ \ ':::>""/ ?,h....,c;;t-\-:=- roo\21. IS.:, 
2 SUB-CANOPY ~ .~1"'-vsv I'~> p<:f" lc:.r- s 0 . 
3 UNDERSTOREY ~ r CYfV'\ q \ +- = !2-~.,.~, -+- ~ ~ •""-"".,. 'i I 
4 GRD. LAYER L.{ ~ :sv·> So\fcc-""\ '::>":::> ')\,.;"""-1..1<: I?DrA--f 

HT CODES: 1=>25m 2z10<HT"'25m l=2<HTs10m 4=1<HT:t2m 5=0.5<HTs1m 15•0.2<HT.c0,5m 7=HT<0.2m 

CVR CODES a= NONE 1= 0% < CVR, 10"4 2• 10 < CVR , 25'4 l• 25 < CVR , 60% 4• CVR > 60% 

'

STANO COMPOSITION: I 
. BA: 

lslzEcLAssANALYsls: lf'LI <1o I Al 1o-24 2s-so I ul >so 

STANDING SNAGS: 

DEADFALL I LOGS: 

ABUNDANCE CODES: N =NONE R ~ RARE 0 =OCCASIONAL A= ABUNDANT 

COMM.AGE . 

SOIL ANALYSIS: 
TEXTURE: DEPTH TO MOTILES I GLEY 19 = IG= 
MOISTURE: DEPTH OF ORGANICS: (em) 

HOMOGENEOUS I VARIABLE DEPTH TO BEDROCK: (em) 

COMMUNITY CLASSIFICATION: ELC CODE 

COMMUNITY CLAS~: 

COMMUNITY SERIES: 
- <. 

ECOSITE: 'Pfl.l ~ R"'"' \"' l "'<- ~~~· f-.,.6\-- fOCM I 

VEGETATION TYPE: 

INCLUSION 

COMPLEX 

Notes: 

ELC 
SITE: 

POLYGON: 

STAND DATE: 

CHARACTERISTICS SURVEYORISI: 

TREE TALLY BY SPECIES: 

PRISM FACTOR CJ 
SPECIE:S TALLY 1 TALLY 2 TALLY 3 TALLY 4 TALLY 6 TOTAL REL. 

AVG 

TOTAL 100 

BASAL AREA (BA) 

DEAD 

STAND COMPOSITION: 

COMMUNITY I'ROFILE DIAGRAM 

( Cl/vt-·-.-.Jlv.z ) ~Wvt£-v./fcr} 
5t7LJ.-<"""'- re-col. . 

~s} h\.--
~ r ,_ h,:,. t,~ c~ .s 
h, vx- \,/)~c.. Cru-4... . 

~· s ~ 0-fe.A-.- \..-._..-, VL e;.._ s ;~L.r 

5 rtA--A l"t.r ~-r ~ ~ · fcJL~ se.'- l ..... /1 \o ,\.-...... 

~. ~s 
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4 

5 

c 

ELC 
SOILS ONTARIO 

PiA pp Dr Position Aspect 

SOIL 1 
TEXTURE ' HORIZON 

\ 
TEXTURE 

OURSE FRAGMENTS 

TrnURE 

CURSE FRAGMENTS 

TEXTuRE 

SITE: 

POLYGON: 

DATE: 

SURVEYOR($ I: 

Slope UTM 

% Type Class z EASTING NORTHING 

- - - -
2 3 4 5 

' 

"' "' " \ 
1'\ 

cou RSE FRAGMENTS \. 

DE 

EFFECTIVE TEXTURE \ 
URFACE STONINESS \ 
URFACE ROCKINESS \ 
PTHTO/Of \ 

MOTTLES 1\ 
GI.EY \ 

BEDROCK \ 
WATER TABLE \ 
CARBONATES \ 

EI'TH OF ORGANICS \ 
PORE SIZE DISC 11 \ 
PORE SIZE OISC 12 

MOISTURE REOIME 

SOILSURVEYMAP ~------,------,------.-----.,.--------1 
LEGEND CLASS 

~----~~------L-------L-------L-------~ 

ELC 
SITE: ;)qlc..Vlllt; 
POLYGON: ~~ 

PLANT 
'l3/o71 is-SPECIES DATE: 

LIST SURVEYORIS): .,)W~ 
LAYERS: 1 • CANOPY 2 • SUB.CANOPY 3 • UNDERSTOREY 4 • GROUND (GRD.I LAYER 

ABUNDANCE CODES• R • RARE 0 =OCCASIONAL A- ABUNDANT D • DOMINANT -
LAYER LAYER 

SPECIES COD£ COL. SPECIES CODe COL, 
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 

~!/)1 ... 1 b b 0 h.<;V J!\ 
V>1'1A1 J ~1--f IR (<. "-"l~~c~........_t (?_ 

t3 .. \~"""..... t-, y (Z ~wktdY\ Ill.. 

Or.nv c. r--c-.. t A.,,...\-.,""u Q. 
{)P. -

l{ L c I c... IL Scll;(C....-... A 
-o;;T 

't?ti1'1uth- L a.. !Jn W.nV..LA.- (2-

~,L·~A~L (l_ Q. 

\MJ:i I vs u1 . .p._ 
,-(?'\ ~~( 'll.. 
~'IIAI"'- . .. 
CCWV\ G\ I~ 0 
t~~e..t 0 

IL/'M)h_\,~. 0 
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ELC SITE: 

POLYGON: 

MANAGEMENT/ DATE: 

DISTURBANCE SURVEYOR(S): 

DISTURBANCE I EXTENT 0 1 2 

TIME SINCE LOGGING > 30 YRS 1!ii ·30 YRS 5·15YRS 

lNTENSITY OF LOGGING NONE FUEL WOOD SELECTIVE 

J;.lfTE_NI Qf l.OGG!NG !!Q_N_E_ lOCAl IMDESPREAD 

SUGAR BUSH OPERATIONS NONE UGHT MODERATE 

E)(T_ENT OF OP,E_RA T!ONS ]II OM; LOCAL WIDESPREAD 

GAPS IN FOREST CANOPY NONE SMALL \M"ERMWIA~ 

EXTENT OF GAPS NONE lOCAL p;"oESPR~ 

LIVESTOCK (GRAZING) NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTENT OF LIVESTOCK NONE LOCAL IMDESPREAD 

ALIEN SPECIES NONE OCCASIONAL ABUNDANT 

EXTENT Of ALIEN SPECIES t,!ON....f LOCAL WIDESPREAD 

PLANTING (PLANTATION) NONE OCCASIONAL ABUNDANT 

EXTENT OF PLANTING NONE LOCAl WD~PR_EAg_ 

TRACKS AND TRAILS NONE FAINT TRAILS WELL MARKED 

EXTENT OF TRACKSrTRAILS NONE (CecAL~ WIDESPREAD 

DUMPING (RUBBISH) NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTENT OF !)!JMPING NPN.E_ LOCAL WIDESPREAD 

EARTH DISPLACEMENT NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTENT OF DISPLACEMENT NONE LOCI\!. "i!PEBPJ!.E.l.O 

RECREATIONAL USE NONE @!!}) MODERATE 

EXTENT OF RECR. USE NONE /CO® WI.DESPfi_E_A.O 

NOISE NONE SUGHT MODeRATE 

EXTENT OF NOISE NONE LOCAL !MllE!IP!!EA!l 

DISEASE/DEATH OF TREES NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTE.NT OF D!S.E.4.S.E I DEATH NONE LOCAL WIDESPREAD 

WIND THROW (BLOW DOWN) NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTENT OF WINO THROW NONE LOCAL WIDESPRE.A..D 

BROWSE (e.g. DEER) NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTENT OF BROWSE NONE LOCAL NOESPREAD 

BEAVER ACTIVlTY NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTENT OF BEAVER NONE LOCAL WIDESPREAD 

FLOODING (pools & puddling) NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXT,E_NT OF FlOODlt-.!G NONE LOCAL WIDESPREAD 

FIRE NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTENT OF FIRJO NON_E LOCAL WIDESPREAD 

ICE DAMAGE NONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTENT OF ICE DAMAGE NONE LOCAL WIDESPREAD 

OTHER ····· .... ..... .. HONE LIGHT MODERATE 

EXTENT NONE LOCAL WIDESPREAD 

3 SCOREt 

0 • 5 YEARS 

DIA ... ETER UMIT 

ElCTENSIVE 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

LAROE 

EXTENSIVE 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

~ 
{xTENSIVF) 

DOMINANT 

EXTENSWE 

~b<.s~ 
EiTENSIVE 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

INTENSE II 
EXTENSIVE II 

HEAVY 

E'KTENSNE 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

HEAVY 

E~lEN§!Vo 

HEAVY 

el(TE..NSII/E 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

HEAVY 

EXTENSIVE 

t INTENSITY x EXTENT" SCORE 

-
ELC 

SITE: St< lc. vil l <... 
POLYGON: J 
DATE: l?. / o7 liS 

WILDLIFE SURVEYOR(S): ~'-""" START TIME: ) \ . ](..) I ENonME: l ~:oo 

TEMP ("C): IS" I CLOUD (10th): 0 I WIND: 3 I PRECIPITATION: ~ 

CONDITIONS: 

POTENTIAL WILDLIFE HABITAT: 

VERNAL POOLS v' SNAGS L lS"'C~.o- bait 
HIBERNACULA FALLEN LOGS 

SPECIES LIST: 

lY SP.CODE EV NOTES # lY SP. CODE EV NOTES 

~ ltk '---~'· V6 
<!> ~LH~ vo 

FAUNAL lYPE CODES (lY): 
B = BIRD M ~ MAMMAL H : HERPETOFAUNA L " LEPIDOPTERA F = FISH 0 a OTHER 

EVIDENCE CODES (EV): 
BREEDING BIRD- POSSIBLE: 

SH ~SUITABLE HABITAT SM = SINGING MALE 

BREEDING BIRD- PROBABLE: 
T =TERRITORY 
A= ANXIETY BEHAVIOUR 

BREEDING BIRil ·CONFIRMED: 
DD" DISTRACTION 
NE=EGGS 
AE =NEST ENTRY 

OTHER WILDUFE EVIDENCE: 
OB = OBSERVED 
DP = DISnNCTIVE PARTS 
TK=TRACKS 
Sl = OTHER SIGNS (specify) 

D=DISPLAY 
N = NEST BUILDING 

NU ~ USED NEST 
NY=YOUNG 

VO ~VOCALIZATION 
HO a HOUSE/DEN . 
FE " FEEDING EVIDENCE 

P= PAIR 
V = VISITING NEST 

FY = FLEDGED YOUNG 
FS =FOOD/FAECAL SACK 

CA=CARCASS 
FY = EGGS OR YOUNG 
SC=SCAT 

# 
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MEMO 
.. -? 

DILIDN 
t •• t l II ,t, 

TO: Ms. Sonya Scarrow, Saleville Limited Partnership, c/o Paul Gingrich 

FROM: Sara Ross, BES, Dillon Consulting Limited 

cc: ian Raul, MSc., Dillon Consulting Limited 

DATE: March 10, 2016 

SUBJECT: Tree Analysis Memo for the Saleville Property located on Elgin Park Drive in the 
Township of Uxbridge in the Municipality of Durham, Ontario . 

OUR FILE: File# 152274 

Dillon Consulting Limited (Dillon) has been retained by Saleville Limited Partnership to complete a Tree 
Analysis Memo for the Saleville Property located in the Township of Uxbridge in the Municipality of 
Durham. The purpose of this memo is to determine the location, number, species and health of trees 
that are to be impacted as a result of the development. The tasks that were completed for this scope of 
work include: 

1. Completion of one (1) field survey to document the tree species, number and health qf specimens 
greater than 20 em diameter at breast height (DBH) identified to be within the 
development/disturbance area; and, 

2. Completion of the Tree Analysis Memo. 

Property Description 

The subject property is currently a mix of recreational, natural and successional communities, and the 
subject property is proposed to be developed into multiple single-family townhomes. The subject 
property is legally described as Pt 4, 40R17204 in the Township of Uxbridge on Elgin Park Drive. The 
subject property is bound by Wooden Sticks Golf Course to the east and south, Uxbridge Brook, 
Uxbridge Brook Headwater Complex Provincially Significant Wetland (PSW) and the Countryside 
Preserve Trail to the west and Elgin Park Drive to the north. 

Policy Context 

Due to a previous agreement with the Township of Uxbridge and the Lake Simcoe Region Conservation 
Authority (LSRCA), a development limit referred to as the "Fred Johnson Line" has been approved with 
regard to the developable area on the subject property (May, 2007). This line indicates the previously 
delineated key natural heritage feature to the west on the subject property and effectively defines the 
building envelope. The key natural heritage feature to the west is onsidered to be significant based on 
the guidelines of the Natural Heritage Reference Manual (NHRM) (i.e., woodland size, ecological 
functions, uncommon characteristics and, economic and social functional values). 

The Regional Municipality of Durham Regional Trees in Woodlands #2008-027 does not apply to the 
forested area to the east of the Fred Johnson Line and development is permitted within the effective 
building envelope. The Fred Johnson line is delineated on the figure in Appendix A. 

DILLON CONSULTING LIMITED 
235 Yorkland Boulevard, Suite 800, Toronto, ON M2J 4Y8 

www.dillon.ca 
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Methodology 

An International Society of Arboriculture (ISA) Certified Arborist conducted a general inventory and 
condition assessment of trees located within the proposed development/disturbance area on January 
21, 2015. 

The inventory only documented trees with a DBH of greater than 20 em within the proposed 
development areas (shown as "Blocks" and "Roadway" in Appendix A). Each tree was identified to the 
species level and its condition was assessed based on the following definitions: 

• Dead- The specimen tree is considered dead when it has no living tissue. 

• Hazard Tree - Hazard trees could either be alive or dead but pose a hazard to people or 
property. These trees have the potential for splitting, breaking and/or falling over during 
inclement weather, and because of their proximity to residential neighbourhoods, could cause 
personal injury and/or severe damage to municipal infrastructure and/or private property. 

• Poor- Trees in poor condition show major symptoms of decline. At least 50% of main scaffold 
branches are dead, missing or in a diseased state. The trunk shows evidence of advanced rot, 
deadwood or is hollow throughout. Twig development on the main branches or throughout the 
canopy is poor and sucker growth is limited. Callus growth around wounds is minimal. A tree in 
poor condition could become a safety hazard and removal prior to development should be 
considered if it is a hazard tree. 

• Fair- Trees in fair condition show moderate symptoms of decline in lower canopy or scaffold 
branches, but more than 50% of scaffold branches are present and viable. The trunk shows 
limited evidence of rot or insect damage. Removal or preservation of these trees depends on 
the location of the specimen and associated hazard potential and would depend on the species 
and its tolerance to grading, trenching and surviving in an urban environment. Some major 
arboricultural maintenance may be required in the future and may include major scaffold or 
secondary branch removal, bracing and/or cabling. 

• Good - Trees in good condition show no symptoms of decline in the trunk, and all scaffold 
branches are present and are in good condition. Most scaffold branches are at right angles to 
the trunk, and show good vigour. Small amounts of dead wood may be present in secondary 
branches, but account for less than 25% of the canopy. Depending on the grading in the 
immediate area, a tree in good condition would be recommended for preservation. Such a tree 
would survive to maturity without major arboricultural maintenance. 

• Excellent- The specimen tree(s) shows no symptoms of decline in trunk, scaffold or secondary 
branches. Trees in this condition have an excellent growth habit and should survive to maturity 
without major arboricultural maintenance. 

Results 

The tree inventory and condition assessment recorded 189 trees with a DBH greater than 20 em within 
the blocks and roadways (see Table 1 in Appendix A). Of the 189 inventoried trees, 161 Scot's Pine 
(Pinus sylvestris), 15 Trembling Aspen (Populus tremuloides), 7 Paper Birch (Betula papyrifera), 4 Black 

DILLON CONSUL liNG LIMITED 
235 Yorkland Boulevard, Suite 800, Toronto, ON M2J 4Y8 

www.dillon.ca 
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Cherry (Prunus serotina), 1 White Spruce (Picea glauco), and 1 White Pine (Pinus strobus) and were 
identified to be within the development area and have the potential to be impacted. 

Scot's Pine is the dominant species (85% species composition) found within the development area as the 
ecological community within this general area has been identified as a Pine Coniferous Forest type. 

Block 1, which is nearest to Elgin Park Drive has the highest amount of trees greater than 20 em DBH (76 
trees, .04 trees/m2

), with Block 4 having the second highest amount of trees with 27 trees (.02 trees/m 2
) 

greater than 20 em DBH. The figure attached shows how many trees greater than 20 em DBH are in each 
bl.ock and the roadway (Appendix A}. The development does not encroach into the Fred Johnson Line 
and maintains an average buffer of approximately 48 m from the Staked PSW Dripline 30m Buffer. 

The majority of trees were in fair or good condition, while only 4% of trees inventoried were in poor 
condition. 

Detailed tree inventory results, including species, diameter at breast height, condition is provided in 
Appendix B. 

DillON CONSULTING liMITED 
235 Yorkland Boulevard, Suite 800, Toronto, ON M2J 4Y8 

www.dillon.ca 
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Appendix A - Tree Analysis Figure 

L. 
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Appendix B- Tree Inventory Results 

{ . 
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MEMO 

Scientific Name Common Name 

I 

Betula papyrifera ~ Paper Birch 
----
Picea g/auca White Spruce 

Pinus strobus White Pine 

Pinus sy/vestris t Scots Pine 

Populus tremuloides 

+-
Trembling Aspen 

Prunus serotina 
I 

Black Cherry 

Total J 6 

Average 

Percentage 

Table 1: Summary of Saleville Property Tree Inventory 

Health Condition I Average of DBH 

1 

No. of individuals 
1 

Percentage 
Composition (em) 

Good Fair 

I 7 3.7 24.5 7 

1 0.5 15.8 1 

1 0.5 22.0 1 

161 
t--

84.9 22.6 51 

15 7.9 21.9 15 --
4 2.1 28.5 1 

189 76 

22.5 
J_ 

35.3 

Dl LLON CONSULTING LIMITED 
235 Yorkland Boulevard, Suite 800, Toronto, ON M2J 4Y8 

www.dillon .ca 
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% Health Condition 

Good Fair Poor 

100.0 0.0 0.0 

100.0 0.0 0.0 

0 0.0 0.0 

7 69.7 4.3 

0 0.0 0.0 

33.0 0.0 

3.7 
T 
l -- J---=-



Block 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 
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Table 2: ~aleville Pr~perty Tree lnvel!tory List 

Scientific Name Common Name DBH (em) \ Location 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

Populus iremuloides 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Trembling Aspen 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

~~tsPine 
Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 
+-
1 Scots Pine 

+ 
I 

26 WP1106 

~ f Good WP1110 

27 Good WP1111 

26 Good l WP1113 

21 Good I WP1115 

:: l ~~ r~~~~:~ 
2S 1 -Go~d WP1121 

20 Fair WP1122 

Poor WP1123 

Good WP1124 

Good WP1125 

Good WP1126 

t Pinus sylvestris _ 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

30 

25 

20 

30 

22 

21 

23 

24 

28 

24 

20 

22 

35 

39 

36 

Poor 

Fa ir 

WP1127 

WP1128 

Fa ir i WP1129 

-~ ~ ir I WP1130 

I 

l 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

Betula papyrifera 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

+ 

--;,inus sylve~tr;l 
Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Paper Birch 
-+ 

Scots Pine 
I 

I 
Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 
---+ 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Good WP1131 

Fair WP1134 

Good ! WP1135 

+ 
Fair J WP1136 

G(>O~ I WP1137 

Good WP1138 

Good WP1139 

35 Good WP1144 

26 Fair I WP1145 

20 - j Fair I WP1146 

28 Fair 1 WP1147 

Scots Pine 22 Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 30 
- . --- - _ __l_ 

: Fair WP1150 

i Good I WP1151 
__L___ I 
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Block Scientific Name Common Name DBH (em) Health 
1 

location 

1 Populus tremuloides l Trembling Aspen 22 Good I WP1152 

1 ~us tremu/oides Trembling Aspen 30 Good WP1154 

1 us sylvestris Scots Pine 20 Good WP1156 ,. 
1 Populus tremuloides Trembling Aspen 20 Good WP1157 

----
1 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 20 Good WP1159 

1 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 30,22 Fair 
1 

WP1162 

1 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 30 Fair WP1165 

1 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 28 Fair WP1166 
---

1 Populus tremuloides Trembling Aspen 25 Good WP1167 

1 Populus tremuloides Trembling Aspen 35 Good WP1168 

1 Populus tremuloides Trembling Aspen 22 Good WP1169 

1 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 20 Fair l WP1170 

1 Betula papyrifera Paper Birch 22,20,10 Good I WP1171 

1 Populus tremuloides Trembling Aspen ' 22 
I 

Good WP1172 

I 1 Populus tremuloides Trembling Aspen 20 Good WP1173 

1 I _!'O{)ulus tremu/oide< Trembling Aspen 25 

I 
Good I WP1174 

1 Pinus sylvestris I Scots Pine 20 Fair WP1176 

1 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 22 Fair I WP1177 
-t 

1 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 22 Fair WP1186 

1 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 24 Fair WP1187 

1 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 20 Fair WP1188 

1 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 30 Fair WP1191 
-+ 

1 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 24 Fair WP1194 

1 

I 
Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 20 Fair ~195 -- ---+ -r 

1 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 20 Fair 196 
I 

1 t Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 22 Fair WP1197 
- - - I + 

1 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 25 Fair 
1 

WP1198 

1 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 28 Fair WP1199 

Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 20 Fair I WP1200 

Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 25 Po~ WP12~ 

Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 20 Poor .I .. ~~~~?2 _ 



Block 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1-t 
1 

1 

1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 
----t-

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 
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Pinus syfvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus syfvestris 

Pinus syfvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus syfvestris 

Pinus syfvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus syfvestris 

Pinus syfvestris 

Pinus syfvestris 

Pinus syfvestris 

Pinus syfvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus syfvestris 

Pinus syfvestris 

Pinus syfvestris 

Pinus syfvestris 

Pinus syfvestris 

+-

--~ 
Pinus syfvestris 

1 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 
----+ 

Scots Pine 1 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine - I 
Scots Pine 

--+-
Scots Pine 

Pinus syfvestris 

Pinus syfvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus syfvestris 

Pinus syfvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus syfvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus syfvestris 

Pinus syfvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

~tsPine 

I Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 
-t-

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

22 

36 

20 

22 

20 

24 

22 

22 

20 

20 

20 

25 

Fair 

Fair 

Fair 

Fair 

Fair 

Fair 

Fair 

Fair 

Fair 

Good 

20 Fair 

22 ~Fair 
22, 12 t Poor 

30 Fair 

Fair 

Fair 

Good 
+ -I Good 

WP1205 

WP1206 

WP1217 

WP1220 

WP1222 

WP1228 

WP1234 

f WP1~-3~ WP1244 

WP1246 

WP1251 

WP1264 

WP1272 

20 

40 

22 

20 

40 

30 

22 

36 

28 

42 

34 

30 

Good l WP1~5 
I Good 

1 
WP1276 

27 

t ::d :::::: 
-1 

!=air 

I Fair 

Fair 
-1-

Fair 

Fair 

WP1279 

WP1280 

WP1281 

WP1283 

WP1286 
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Block Scientific Name Common Name DBH (em) location 

r . 
2 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 27 WP1287 

3 + !inus sylvestris Scots Pine 26 I WP1288 

3 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 30 WP1289 

3 ~us sy/vestris Scots Pin~ 21 Fair WP1290 

3 us sylvestris Scots Pine 21 Fair WP1291 

3 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 21 r Fair WP1292 
- - --

3 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 32 Fair WP1293 

3 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine r 23 

I ~~*P1294 _ --
3 Prunus serotina Black Cherry 32 Fair WP1295 

3 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine ~- 24 Fair WP1296 

3 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 1 30 Fair WP1297 

3 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine t 26 Good WP1298 

3 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 20 Fair 
1 

WP1299 

3 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine ~ 24 Fair WP1300 

-t- Fair 3 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 26 WP1301 
I 

3 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 23 I Fair WP1302 
-t-

3 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 20 Fair I WP1303 

3 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 29 Good I WP1304 

3 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 29 Fair l WPl~S 
3 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 25 

+ 
Fair I WP1306 

3 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 22 Good 
1 

WP1307 

3 Populus tremuloides Trembling Aspen 24 Good WP1308 

3 Picea glauco White Spruce 22 Good WP1309 

3 Prunus serotina Black Cherry 24 Good t WP1310 --- --t-
4 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 27 Poor WP1311 

4 Populus tremuloides Trembling Aspen 21 Good WP1312 
-t-

4 Prunus serotina Black Cherry 30 Fair WP1313 

4 Pinus sylvestris 22 t Good I WP1314 

4 Pinus strobus White Pine 22 Good !· WP1315 

4 Betula papyriferT Paper Birch Good WP1316 

4 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine Good I WP1317-
- - -

l 
t. .. 
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Block Scientific Name Common Name DBH (em) I Health location 

4 

4 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

4 Pinus sylvestris 

4 Pinus sylvestris 

4 Pinus sylvestris 

4 Pinus sylvestris 

4 ___l_!e~ula papyrifera 

4 j Pinus sylvestris 

4 Pinus sylvestris 

t 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

Betula papyri[era 

Betula papyrifera 

Pinus sylvestris 

Pinus sylvestris 

Prunus serotina 

I Pinus sylvestris 
I 

Scots Pine 38 Fair WP1318 

Scots Pine Fair WP1319 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine . 

24 

21 

47 

Scots Pine ~ 29 

J Good 

j Fair 

Good 

WP1320 

WP1321 

WP1322 

WP1323 Scots Pine J 21 

Paper Bir~ l~7, 24, ~ 1 

Scots Pine I 25 I 
Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Paper Birch 

Paper Birch 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

Black Cherry 

Scots Pine 

l 
+ 

25 

23 

28 

23 
, I 

24,23 1 
-j- -

25 I 

30 

25 

28 

24 

Fair 

Good ~~P1~24 

Good WP1325 

Good WP1326 

Good WP1327 

Good WP1328 

Good WP1329 

Good WP1330 

Good I WP1331 

Fair WP1332 
+-

Fair I WP1333 

Fair WP1334 

Good WP1335 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 23 Fair WP1336 
--+ ---+--

4 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 

5 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 

5 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 

5 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 

5 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 
+ 
I 

23 Fair 
t- ---
1 WP1337 

30 

25 

23 

27 
+ 

Good WP1339 
+ 

Fair WP1340 

Good WP1341 

Good WP1342 

5 Pinus sylvestris 
+ 

Scots Pine 35 Fair I WP1343 

I WP1344 

--t---
5 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 

5 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 
--!--

5 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 

5 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 
-r --t 

5 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 

5 Pinus sylvestris Scots Pine 

---+--
30 

23 

22 

23 

27 

28 

Fair 

Fair 
1 

WP1345 
1---r -

Good WP1346 

Good WP1347 

Good 1 WP1348 

Good l WP1349 





Block Scientific Name 

Roadway Pinus sylvestris 

Roadway Pinus sylvestris 

Roadway Populus tremuloides 
- - --- -

Roadway Populus tremuloides 
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Common Name DBH (em) Location 

Scots Pine 

Scots Pine 

---+j_w_PBB~ 
Fair WP1384 

21 

20 

Trembling Aspen ---t--- 2_0 ~od 
21 _i G~od 

WP1385 

WP1386 Trembling Aspen 




