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1.  Introduction 

i. Background 
 
Under natural conditions, all lands along watercourses and shorelines are subject to 
periodic flooding.  Bank/bluff instability and erosion (collectively referred to as "erosion" 
problems in this document) along watercourses and shorelines also occur due to natural 
causes.  Land use practices have tended to aggravate both flood and erosion problems. 
These practices include deforestation, agricultural land clearing, urbanization, and the 
filling and draining of wetlands.  These activities have acted to significantly alter the 
natural hydrological regime of watercourses.  Increase in total volume of surface runoff, 
in combination with increased flow velocities and flood frequency, also increase river 
valley erosion. 
 
As part of the mandate of Conservation Authorities under the Conservation Authorities 
Act, Conservation Authorities have prime responsibility for water management, including 
that relating to water quantity and related hazards.  As a part of these programs, 
Conservation Authorities may propose remedial work in order to prevent safety risks to 
human life and property from flooding and erosion.  Given the reality of historical 
development in close proximity to watercourses or shorelines, preventative aspects of the 
Conservation Authorities’ flood and erosion control programs (such as Fill, Construction 
and Alteration to Waterways Regulations, planning controls, reforestation, or land 
acquisition) may not be adequate or viable to provide for public safety.  Therefore, where 
existing development is at risk, some form of remedial project may be necessary.   
 

ii. Class Environmental Assessment (EA) Process  
 
The Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) process provides a consistent, 
streamlined, easily understood process for planning and implementing flood and erosion 
control projects. The process that is implemented through approval of the Class EA 
ensures that the intent of the Environmental Assessment Act is met by providing for the 
identification of issues and concerns, and the preferred means of addressing them, with 
due regard to environmental management, protection, and mitigation measures. The 
process also provides the flexibility to be tailored to the activity, taking into account the 
environmental setting, public interest, and unique situation requirements. Projects to 
address flood and erosion problems have:  
 

1)  common processes in terms of planning, design, approval, construction, 
operation and monitoring; and  

2)  generally predictable range of effects.   
 

Considering the above, the Class EA approach is considered a suitable means for 
planning of remedial flood and erosion control projects.   
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iii. Definition of Undertakings for Class for Remedial Flood and Erosion Control 
 
Remedial Flood and Erosion Control Projects refer to those projects undertaken by 
Conservation Authorities in previously developed areas, which are required to protect 
human life and property from impending flood or erosion problems.  Such projects do not 
include works which facilitate or anticipate development.   
 
Projects under this Class EA are grouped under four problem situations.  These problem 
situations are:   

1)  riverine flooding; 
2)  riverine and valley slope erosion; 
3)  shoreline flooding; and  
4)  shoreline erosion.   

 
Major flood and erosion control undertakings which do not suit this definition, such as 
multipurpose projects, lie outside the limits of this Class and require an Individual 
Environmental Assessment. 
 

iv. Objective of Annual Report  
 
This Annual Report addresses those projects initiated, planned, and/or implemented 
under the 2002 Class EA as of December 2004.  For tracking purposes, current projects 
initiated under the 1993 Class EA are also addressed in this report.  In accordance to 
Section 5.0 of the 2002 Class EA, a Class Project that has complied with the 1993 Class 
EA’s planning and design process up to Phase 3, when the preliminary preferred solution 
was selected, may continue to use the 1993 process until June 26, 2007 (5 years from the 
approval of the 2002 Class EA).  If construction has not been initiated by this time then 
the project must be reinitiated in accordance to the 2002 Class EA planning and design 
process.   
 
A Five-Year Review of the Class EA will be submitted on January 31, 2007 and will 
review the previous 4 years.  An Annual Report will not be submitted in 2007. 
 
This Annual Report fulfills the requirements to monitor the effectiveness of the Class EA 
process to ensure sound environmental planning and to ensure that the Class EA remains 
current and relevant.  The Annual Report assesses the effectiveness of the Class EA 
planning and design process in addressing such things as, but not limited to, the 
protection of the environment and participation in the process.  This assessment includes 
a determination of: 

• number and types of projects initiated, planned and/or implemented in 
accordance with the Class EA;  

• number of Part II Orders requested and their outcomes; 
• problems experienced at the Class EA project level in implementing the 

process; and 
• degree of effectiveness of the Class EA planning and design process.   
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v. Methodology of Information Collection 
 
Information on those projects initiated, planned and/or implemented in accordance to the 
Class EA as of December 2004 was compiled by Conservation Ontario for each of the 36 
Conservation Authorities in Ontario.  Information was collected through an Annual 
Effectiveness Monitoring Report Survey (Appendix A), which is implemented on an 
annual basis. The key components of this survey address: 
 

1) project details (e.g. year project initiated, status of project, notice stage, 
document level, and Part II Order requests and outcomes); and  

2) problems, changes or actions that need to be addressed with respect to the 
effectiveness of the Class EA planning and design process. 

 
Problems, changes or actions needed with respect to the Class EA process are based on 
issues identified by proponent Conservation Authorities directly to Conservation Ontario 
through the “Proponent Conservation Authority Evaluation Form” (see example in 
Appendix B), and/or through a Community Liaison Committee Report (see example in 
Appendix C), both of which are part of the reporting process within the Class EA 
process.  While information on effectiveness is generated from the sources listed above, it 
is also to be summarized in the Annual Effectiveness Monitoring Report Survey for the 
purposes of this report.   
 

vi. Structure of Report 
 
This Annual Report is divided into four remaining sections.  Section 2 focuses on 
projects undertaken within the Class EA.  Section 2 first provides a summary of the 
number and types of projects initiated, planned or implemented under the Class EA.  
Included in this summary is the identification of those projects initiated under the 1993 
Class EA.  The second part of Section 2 addresses the effectiveness of the Class EA 
planning and design process, based on implementation concerns or improvements raised 
by proponent Conservation Authorities.   
   
Section 3 of this Report addresses those projects for which Part II Orders were requested.  
The first part of this section summarizes the number and percentage of Part II Orders 
requested and the outcome of these requests.  The second part of Section 3 addresses the 
effectiveness of the Class EA planning and design process with respect to Part II Order 
requests, based on concerns or improvements raised by proponent Conservation 
Authorities.   
 
Section 4 of this Report provides a compliance statement for the Class EA.  This section 
addresses any terms and conditions in the Environmental Assessment Act Notice of 
Approval for the Class EA (Appendix E), “Notices of Amendments” issued by the 
Minister of the Environment, and compliance statements made by proponent 
Conservation Authorities through the Proponent Conservation Authority Evaluation Form 
(see example in Appendix B).  
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2.  Summary of Class Environmental Assessments 

i. Summary of Class Undertakings as of December 2004 
 
Information with regard to those projects that have been initiated, planned and/or 
implemented in accordance to the Class Environmental Assessment for Remedial Flood 
and Erosion Control Projects (Class EA) was compiled through a survey of proponent 
Conservation Authorities (Appendix A).   
 
A total of 18 Class EA projects were initiated, planned, or implemented as of December 
2004.  A summary of all reported projects is provided in Table 1 and an overall listing of 
survey results for all 36 Conservation Authorities is provided in Appendix A.  It should 
be noted that those projects reported as having issued a “Notice of Completion”1 in 
Conservation Ontario’s 2003 Annual Effectiveness Monitoring Report are considered 
complete and have been removed from the list of reported projects.   
 
Of the 18 reported projects, 4 new projects were initiated in 2004 making a total of 12 
projects initiated under the 2002 Class EA and 6 initiated under the 1993 Class EA.  
Current projects that were initiated under the 1993 Class EA process are being reported 
for tracking purposes.  If construction of a project has not been initiated by June 26, 2007 
(5 years from the approval of the 2002 Class EA) then the project must be reinitiated in 
accordance to the 2002 Class EA planning and design process.  As was reported in the 
2003 Annual Report, 1 project initiated under the 1993 Class EA will be reinitiated under 
the 2002 Class EA process.  The remaining 5 projects that were initiated under the 1993 
Class EA remain in compliance with the document and will be finalizing their projects 
under the requirements of the 1993 Class EA. 
 
Of the 18 reported projects, 2 projects were reported as inactive.  The Welland River 
Flow Fluctuation Study was initiated under the 1993 Class EA and had not reached Phase 
3 (i.e. selection of the preferred solution) before June 26, 2002.  In accordance with 
Section 5.0 of the Class EA, the project must be reinitiated under the 2002 Class EA 
planning and design process.  Toronto and Region Conservation Authority reported the 
Ashbridges Bay-Coatsworth Cut Erosion Control Project as inactive until external 
waterfront initiatives in the study area are confirmed and a reassessment of options is 
undertaken. 
 
Of the 18 reported Class EA projects, a range of project types were reported:   

• 4 projects addressed Riverine Flooding; 
• 6 projects addressed Riverine Erosion; 
• 3 projects addressed both Riverine Flooding and Riverine Erosion; and 
• 5 projects addressed Shoreline Erosion; and 
• No Shoreline Flooding projects were initiated, planned, or implemented.   

 

                                                 
1  A “Notice of Project Completion” is to be sent when the project has been constructed (as described in 

Appendix E of the Class EA document). 
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Projects were also completed under various documentation levels.  Of the 18 reported 
Class EA projects: 

• 3 projects are being completed as Project Plans; and 
• 15 projects are being completed as Environmental Study Reports 

 
Project Plans are prepared for remedial work for which it has been demonstrated that 
there are no negative impacts or outstanding concerns held by the Conservation Authority 
or reviewers.  Environmental Study Reports are prepared for projects for which it has 
been demonstrated that negative impacts will occur, and tradeoffs must be made in 
choosing among alternative methods of carrying out the proposed remedial work.  
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Table 1.  Class Environmental Assessment Projects for Remedial Flood and Erosion Control as of December 2004. 
 
Conservation 

Authority 
Name of 
Project 

Location of 
Project 

Project Type Year 
Project 

Initiated 

Date Phase 3 
of Project 
Initiated  

Status of 
Project  

Class EA (2002) 
Notice Stage 

Document 
Level 

   Riverine Flooding     
    = RF 
Riverine/Valley 
   Slope Erosion 
    = RE 
Shoreline    
    Flooding  = SF 
Shoreline Erosion    
    = SE 

* current 
project under 
the 1993 Class 
EA1 

Only applicable if 
under 1993 Class 

EA 

Active – A 
Inactive – IA 
Cancelled  
    –  Canc. 

Intent – I, date 
Filing – F, date 
Addendum – ADD, date 
Approval – A, date 
Completion – C,  date 
Not Applicable2 – n/a 

Project Plan 
   –  PP 
Environmental   
  Study Report  
   –  ESR 
Emergency   
   Report – EMR 

1. Central Lake 
Ontario  

Bowmanville Creek 
Restoration Project 

Vanstone Mill 
Bowmanville 

RE 2002 n/a A F, February 26, 2003  ESR 

2. Ganaraska 
Region 

Monk’s Cove 
Erosion Control 
Project 

Monk Street, 
Cobourg 

SE 2004 n/a A C, December 7, 2004 PP 

3. Hamilton  Fifty Creek Flood 
and Erosion 
Control Project 

Fifty Road, 
Hamilton 

RF & RE 1998* 1998 A3 n/a ESR 

4. Niagara 
Peninsula 

Welland River Flow 
Fluctuation Study 

Welland River, 
Municipalities of 
Niagara Falls, 
Welland, 
Wainfleet and 
Pelham 

RF & RE 2001* Phase 3 not 
reached by 

June 26, 2002 
 
 

IA4 n/a ESR 

5. Nottawasaga 
Valley 

Black Ash Creek 
Flood Control 
Project 

Town of 
Collingwood 

RF 1988* 1995 A5 n/a ESR 

 
1 Current projects that were initiated under the 1993 Class EA process are being reported for tracking purposes.  If construction of a project has not been initiated within five years of the approval of the 2002 

Class EA, then the project must be reinitiated in accordance to the 2002 Class EA planning and design process.  
2 Terminology and public notification requirements differ for the 1993 Class EA process. Status of 1993 projects reported in the “Status of Project” column with explanatory notes.    
3 Project initiated under 1993 Class EA.  The ESR for the project was completed May 13, 1998, and was approved June 27, 1998.  The project was initiated immediately thereafter.  Initiation included securing 

project partners and budgets, detailed design, negotiation for required land and the expropriation of lands required to implement the preferred alternative.  Expropriation of the lands was finalized and initial 
stages of construction were initiated in January 2003.  Based on this information, the project is in compliance with the 1993 Class EA document. 

4 Project initiated under 1993 Class EA.  In accordance with Section 5.0 of the Class EA, since the project had not reached Phase 3 (i.e. selection of preferred solution) by June 26, 2002, future work will be 
reinitiated under the 2002 Class EA process. 

5 Project initiated under 1993 Class EA.  Approval of Environmental Study Report filed June 1995.  Construction of project began in 1998. Based on this information, the project is in compliance with the 1993 
Class EA document. 
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Table 1.  Class Environmental Assessment Projects for Remedial Flood and Erosion Control as of December 2003 (continued). 
 

Conservation 
Authority 

Name of 
Project 

Location of 
Project 

Project Type Year 
Project 

Initiated 

Date Phase 3 
of Project 
Initiated  

Status of 
Project  

Class EA (2002) 
Notice Stage 

Document Level 

   Riverine Flooding    
    = RF 
Riverine/Valley 
Slope Erosion 
    = RE 
Shoreline   
   Flooding  = SF 
Shoreline    
    Erosion  = SE 

* current 
project under 
the 1993 
Class EA1 

Only applicable if 
under 1993 Class 
EA 

Active – A 
Inactive – IA 
Cancelled  
   – Canc. 

Intent – I, date 
Filing – F, date 
Addendum – ADD,   
                      date 
Approval – A, date 
Completion – C, date 
Not Applicable2 – n/a 

Project Plan 
   –  PP 
Environmental   
  Study Report  
   –  ESR 
Emergency  
    Report –  EMR 

6. Raisin Region Fly Creek 
Stormwater Retrofit 
Pond 

10th Street, 
Cornwall, ON 

RF 1996, 
updated 

2003 

n/a A C, April 19, 2004 ESR 

7. St. Clair Clearwater 
(Sarnia) Erosion 
Control Project 
Addendum 

Lake Huron 
Shoreline in 
Brights Grove, 
Sarnia 

SE 1993* 1993 A6 

 
n/a 

 
ESR 

8. St. Clair Point Edward 
Waterfront Shore 
Protection Project 

St. Clair River 
Shoreline in 
Point Edward 

RE 1999* 2000 A7 n/a PP 

9. Toronto and    
      Region 

The Guild Inn 
Shoreline 
Regeneration 
Project 

Shoreline of 
Scarborough 
Bluffs in the 
Vicinity of the 
Guild Inn 

SE 2002  n/a A A, July 31, 2004 ESR 

10. Toronto and  
      Region 

Bruce’s Mills 
Conservation 
Authority Dam 

Bruce’s Mills 
Conservation 
Authority, 
Whitchurch 
Stouffville 

RE & RF 2002  n/a A A,  August 1, 2003 PP 

11. Toronto and  
      Region 

Ashbridges Bay-
Coatsworth Cut 
Erosion Control 
Project 

Entrance of the 
Coatsworth Cut 
navigation 
channel 

SE 1999, 
reinitiated 

under 2002  

n/a IA8 I, July 12, 2002 ESR 

6  Project initiated under 1993 Class EA.  ESR Addendum was approved July 24, 1998 and construction of the project was initiated immediately thereafter.  As of March 2003, 985m of 1230m of the project has 
been constructed.  Based on this information, the project is in compliance with the 1993 Class EA document. 

7 Project initiated under 1993 Class EA.  Approval of Project Plan filed in June 2002.  As of December 2003, 165 m of 430 m of the project had been completed.  Based on this information, the project is in 
compliance with the 1993 Class EA document. 

8 Project is inactive until external waterfront initiatives are confirmed and a reassessment of options is undertaken. 
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Table 1.  Class Environmental Assessment Projects for Remedial Flood and Erosion Control as of December 2003 (continued). 
 

Conservation 
Authority 

Name of Project Location of 
Project 

Project Type Year 
Project 

Initiated 

Date Phase 3 
of Project 
Initiated  

Status of 
Project  

Class EA (2002) Notice 
Stage 

Document Level 

   Riverine Flooding     
    = RF 
Riverine/Valley 
Slope Erosion 
    = RE 
Shoreline  
   Flooding = SF 
Shoreline  
   Erosion  = SE 

* current 
project under 
the 1993 Class 
EA1 

Only applicable if 
under 1993 Class 
EA 

Active – A 
Inactive – IA 
Cancelled  
   – Canc. 

Intent – I, date 
Filing – F, date 
Addendum – ADD,   
                      date 
Approval – A, date 
Completion – C, date 
Not Applicable2 – n/a 

Project Plan 
   –  PP 
Environmental   
  Study Report  
   –  ESR 
Emergency  
   Report – EMR 

12. Toronto and  
      Region 

Lower Don River 
West 

Lower Don River, 
south of Queen 
Street, Toronto 

RF 2003 n/a A I, March 24, 2003 ESR 

13. Toronto and  
      Region 

Summerlea Park 
Erosion Control 

Project 

Summerlea Park, 
Toronto 

RE 2003 n/a A A, December 13, 2004 ESR  

14. Toronto and 
Region 

Wicksteed Ave 
Erosion Control 

Project 

220 Wicksteed 
Ave, Toronto 

RE 2003 n/a A A, December 26, 2004 ESR 

15. Toronto and 
Region 

Lambton Golf & CC  Scarlett Road & 
Eglinton Ave 
West 

RF 2001* 2002 
(prior to June 26, 

2002) 

A9 n/a  ESR 

16. Toronto and 
Region 

Guildwood Parkway 
Erosion Control 

Project  

Scarborough 
Bluffs shoreline 
east of Guild Inn 
to Morningside 
Ave., Toronto 

SE 2004 n/a A F, December 17, 2004 ESR 

17. Toronto and 
Region 

1220 Sheppard 
Avenue East 

Erosion Control 
Project  

East Don River 
near 1220 
Sheppard Ave. 
East, Toronto 

RE 2004 n/a A I, September 26, 2004 ESR 

18. Toronto and 
Region 

 
 

 

Manitoba Street to 
Beaverdale Road 
Erosion Control 

Project 

West side of 
Mimico Creek 
from Manitoba St. 
to Beaverdale 
Rd, Toronto 

RE  2004 n/a A I, September 26, 2004 ESR 

 

9 Project initiated under 1993 Class EA.  Notice of Intent filed on October 2, 2001.  Based on this information, the project is in compliance with the Class EA document.   
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ii. Effectiveness of the Class Environmental Assessment Planning and Design Process 
 
Conservation Ontario evaluated the effectiveness of the planning and design process of the 
Class Environmental Assessment for Remedial Flood and Erosion Control Projects (Class 
EA) based on problems, concerns and/or issues raised by proponent Conservation 
Authorities.  Problems, concerns and/or issues may be expressed: 1) directly to 
Conservation Ontario; 2) through a “Proponent Conservation Authority Evaluation 
Form”(see example in Appendix B); and/or 3) through a “Community Liaison Committee 
Report” (see example in Appendix C). 
 
The “Proponent Conservation Authority Evaluation Form” is a new component under the 
approved 2002 Class EA document. The Evaluation Form provides a summary of the 
proponent Conservation Authority’s satisfaction with the various stages of the Class EA 
planning and design process.  In accordance with Section 3.7.2 and 3.9.2 of the Class EA 
document, the Evaluation Form is to be completed and submitted to Conservation Ontario 
twice during the Class EA process.  Part A of the “Proponent Conservation Authority 
Evaluation Form” is to be submitted within 30 days of the project’s “Notice of Approval.”2   
Part B of the “Proponent Conservation Authority Evaluation Form” is to be submitted 
within 30 days of the project’s “Notice of Completion”.3  
 
In an effort to facilitate more on-going public involvement, Conservation Authorities may 
establish a Community Liaison Committee to assist in the gathering of additional public 
input, to review information, and to provide input to the Conservation Authority throughout 
the Class EA process.  A Community Liaison Committee Report provides a summary of 
the public’s satisfaction with the various stages of the Class EA planning and design 
process.  It should be noted that the formation of such a committee is an option to the 
Conservation Authority and is not a requirement under the Class EA document.  A 
“Community Liaison Committee Report” may be submitted following Notice of Project 
Completion. 
 
Both the “Proponent Conservation Authority Evaluation Form” and “Community Liaison 
Committee Report” provide an opportunity to rate the various stages of the Class EA 
process based on a satisfaction level of 1 to 5 (1 being least satisfied and 5 being most 
satisfied).  Table 2 provides a summary of the average Conservation Authority satisfaction 
levels with respect to the various stages of the Class EA planning and design process.   A 
full listing of evaluation results are found in Appendix D.  It should be noted that Part A of 
Table 2 reflects the opinions of three Conservation Authorities based on the undertaking of 
four Class EA projects.  Information relevant to Part B of the evaluation form was available 
for two projects completed by two different Conservation Authorities. As indicated in 
Table 2, on average a high level of satisfaction (i.e. ratings of 4 or 5) was reported for all 
applicable stages of the Class EA planning and design process.   

                                                 
2 A “Notice of Project Approval” is to be sent when the planning and design process has been completed and 
the project is ready for construction (as described in Appendix E of the Class EA document). 
 
3 A “Notice of Project Completion” is to be sent when the project has been constructed (as described in 
Appendix E of the Class EA document). 
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Table 2.   Summary of Conservation Authority Satisfaction Level Rankings for Stages 
of the Class EA Process Based on Findings from Proponent Conservation 
Authority Evaluation Forms. 

 
Stages of Class EA Process Average Ranking* 

(1= least satisfied to 5 = most satisfied) 
Part A of Proponent CA Evaluation Form** 
 

 

• Initiation of the Class EA Process 4 
• Examination of Environmental Planning & 

Design Principles 
4 

• Review of Selection of Preferred CA Program 4 
• Preparation of a Baseline Inventory 4 
• Evaluation of Alternative Methods for Carrying 

out Remedial Project 
4 

• Selection of Preferred Alternative Method 4 
• Detailed Environmental Analysis of the Preferred 

Alternative Method 
4 

• Selection of Documentation Level 4 
• Report Preparation (level of detail required) 4 
• Notification Requirements 4 
• Requests for Part II Orders (if applicable) n/a 
• Amendment Process (if applicable) 4 
• Participation Levels (level of interest, ability to 

resolve issues) 
4 

• Class EA Effectiveness Monitoring 
(Conservation Ontario Annual Effects Monitoring 
Report, Five Year Review Report) 

4 

  
Part B of Proponent CA Evaluation Form***  
 

Average Ranking**** 
(1= least satisfied to 5 = most satisfied) 

• Construction Monitoring  4 
• Amendment Process (if applicable)  4 
• Report Preparation (level of detail required) 4 
• Project Results (outcomes of the monitoring 

report; issues successfully resolved) 
5 

• Notification Requirements 5 
• Class EA Effectiveness Monitoring 

(Conservation Ontario Annual Effectiveness 
Monitoring Report, Five Year Review Report) 

 

4 

Note:     * Based on information from three Conservation Authorities for four different Class EA projects. 
 ** In accordance to the 2002 Class EA document, to be completed within 30 days of Notice of Project 

Approval.  
          *** In accordance to the 2002 Class EA document, to be completed within 30 days of Notice of Project 

Completion. 
        **** Based on information from two Conservation Authorities for two Class EA projects. 
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 No “Community Liaison Committee Reports” were completed as of December 2004.  A 
summary of the public’s satisfaction of the various stages of the Class EA planning and 
design process could thus not be reported at this time. Table 3 provides an example of how 
a summary of this information may be presented in future Annual Reports.   
 
Additional written statements clarifying and explaining those stages of the Class EA 
process that received an unsatisfactory rating (i.e. 2 or less) on the “Proponent 
Conservation Authority Evaluation Form” and/or the “Community Liaison Committee 
Report” must also be provided.  There were no elements of the Class EA that received a 
ranking of 2 or less on the completed “Proponent Conservation Authority Evaluation 
Form” (see Appendix D) and hence, there are no recommended improvements to the Class 
EA planning and design process.  In the future, if rankings of 2 or less are received they 
may be presented in a similar format to that illustrated in Table 4.   
 
To date, Conservation Ontario has not received additional written comments or concerns 
regarding the effectiveness of the Class EA.  If any are received, Conservation Ontario will 
undertake an examination of these issues and will document them in subsequent Annual 
Reports.  

 



 

 15

Table 3.  Summary of the Public’s Satisfaction Level Rankings for Stages of the Class 
EA Process Based on Findings from the Community Liaison Committee 
Report*.  

 
Stages of Class EA Process Average Ranking 

(1= least satisfied to 5 = most satisfied) 
 

NOTE: As of December 2004, no projects 
initiated, planned, and/or implemented had 
completed a Community Liaison Report. 

 
• Initiation of the Class EA Process  

• Examination of Environmental 
Planning & Design Principles 

 

• Review of Selection of Preferred CA 
Program 

 

• Preparation of a Baseline Inventory  
• Evaluation of Alternative Methods for 

Carrying out Remedial Project 
 

• Selection of Preferred Alternative 
Method 

 

• Detailed Environmental Analysis of 
the Preferred Alternative Method 

 

• Selection of Documentation Level  
• Report Preparation (level of detail 

required) 
 

• Notification Requirements  
• Participation Levels (level of interest, 

ability to resolve issues) 
 

• Conservation Authority’s Ability to 
Understand Concerns  

 

• Conservation Authority’s 
Accommodation of Concerns  

 

• Provision of Sufficient Education 
Opportunities to Increase Your Level 
of Understanding 

 

• Project Results  
 

 

 
Note:  * A Community Liaison Committee Report may be submitted after Notice of Project Completion. 
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Table 4.  Issues and Outcomes of Unsatisfactory Ratings (i.e. 2 or less) for Stages of 
the Class EA Process Based on Findings from the Proponent Conservation 
Authority Evaluation Form and/or the Community Liaison Committee 
Report. 

 
 

Stage of 2002 Class EA 
Process  

 
(including Section number) 

 
Issue 

 
Outcome 

 
(e.g. Response, Solution, 

Recommended 
Amendment) 

 
Timing of Response 
 
For example: 

- Immediate response
- Respond at time of 

5 Year Review 
- Further 

review/analysis by 
Conservation 
Ontario  

NOTE: As of December 
2004, no unsatisfactory 
ratings (i.e. 2 or less) of 
stages within the Class EA 
process were reported. 
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3. Part II Order Requests  

i.  Introduction 
 
The Class Environment Assessment (Class EA) planning and design process is one which 
allows for concerns to be identified and resolved through the course of the planning of a 
project.  In some circumstances, however, it is possible that issues may be raised during 
public review of a project that cannot be easily accommodated.  In cases where concerns 
are raised, it is the proponent Conservation Authority's obligation to use all reasonable 
means available to them to resolve these concerns.  In circumstances where individuals, 
groups, or public agencies feel that these efforts have not been made, they may seek to 
have the proposed undertaking made subject to a more rigorous planning, design and 
documentation procedure.  Any individual, group or public agency may request the 
Minister of the Environment to issue a Part II Order within the public review period for a 
Project Plan, Environmental Study Report or an Addendum.  The Part II Order is the legal 
mechanism whereby the status of a Class EA undertaking can be elevated to an Individual 
Environmental Assessment. 
 

ii.  Summary of Part II Order Requests as of December 2004 
 
Those projects under the Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) for which Part II 
Orders were requested are to be identified through the Annual Effectiveness Monitoring 
Report Survey of proponent Conservation Authorities (Appendix A).  Information obtained 
should include: 
 

• why a Part II Order was requested; 
• outcome of a Part II Order request; 
• summary of conditions imposed on the project by the Minister of the 

Environment (if the project was denied); and 
• problems, changes, or actions to be considered as to the effectiveness of the 

Class EA, with respect to Part II Orders requests, in providing an effective and 
efficient planning process4. 

 
Of the 18 reported Class EA projects, no project had a request for a Part II Order.  Table 5 
provides an example of how a summary of this information may be presented in future 
Annual Reports.   
 
The following section provides a discussion of problems, changes, or actions as to the 
effectiveness of the Class EA, with respect to Part II Orders requests, in providing an 
effective and efficient planning process. 
 
                                                 
4  An evaluation of problems, changes, or actions to be considered as to the effectiveness of the Class EA 

planning process, with respect to Part II Order requests, is undertaken within the Proponent Conservation 
Authority Evaluation Form (see example in Appendix D).  
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Table 5.  Summary of Part II Order Requests as of December 2004. 
 

Conservation 
Authority 

Name of 
Project 

Location of 
Project 

Project Type Year 
Project 

Initiated 

Part II 
Order 

Request 

Outcome of Part II 
Order Requests 

If Part II Order 
Request “Denied 
with Conditions,” 

summary of 
conditions imposed 
on project as part of 

Minister’s Denial 
 

   Riverine Flooding = RF 
Riverine/valley Slope     
                  Erosion = RE 
Shoreline Flooding = SF 
Shoreline Erosion   = SE 

 Yes – Y 
No – N  

Granted – G 
Mediation – M 
Denied – D 
Denied with  
    Conditions – DWC 

 

 
NOTE: As of 
December 2004, 
no projects 
initiated, planned, 
and/or 
implemented had a 
Part II Order 
request. 
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iii. Effectiveness of the Class Environmental Assessment Planning and Design 
Process with Respect to Part II Order Requests. 

 
The effectiveness of the Class Environmental Assessment for Remedial Flood and 
Erosion Control Projects (Class EA) planning and design process, with respect to Part II 
Order requests, is to be evaluated based on problems, concerns and/or issues raised by 
proponent Conservation Authorities.  Problems, concerns and/or issues may be expressed 
directly to Conservation Ontario and/or through the “Proponent Conservation Authority 
Evaluation Form” (see example in Appendix B).   
 
“Proponent Conservation Authority Evaluation Forms” (Part A) were completed for four 
projects at the time of this report.  Part II Orders were not requested for any projects and 
thus information with respect to problems, concerns and/or issues, with regards to Part II 
Order requests, was not provided in the Evaluation Form.  To date, Conservation Ontario 
has not received additional written comments or concerns addressing the effectiveness of 
the Class EA process, with respect to Part II Order requests.  If any are received, 
Conservation Ontario will undertake an examination of these issues and will document 
them in subsequent Annual Reports, in a similar format to that presented in Table 4 (pg. 
16). 
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4.  Compliance Statement 
 
As required under Section 10.0 of the Class Environmental Assessment for Remedial 
Flood and Erosion Control Projects (Class EA) document, the following section provides 
a compliance statement for the Class EA.  First, this section addresses terms and 
conditions in the Environmental Assessment Act “Notice of Approval” for the Class EA.  
Second, this section addresses any “Notices of Amendment” issued by the Minister of the 
Environment and, finally, it provides a summary of statements of compliance made by 
the Conservation Authorities in the “Proponent Conservation Authority Evaluation 
Form” (see example in Appendix B).  

i.  Terms and Conditions Under the “Notice of Approval of the Class EA” 
 
The “Notice of Approval”, issued by the Minister of the Environment on June 26, 2002, 
can be seen in Appendix E.   Table 6 lists the key terms and conditions stipulated in the 
“Notice of Approval” and provide a summary of how they have been fulfilled. 
 

Ministry of Environment’s Review of the 2003 Annual Effectiveness Monitoring Report 
 
As per Clause 7, the Class EA Annual Effectiveness Monitoring Report is submitted to 
the Director of the Environmental Assessment and Approvals Branch of the Ministry of 
the Environment (MOE) for review.  MOE’s review of the 2003 Annual Report was 
received by Conservation Ontario on August 16, 2004.  The review indicated that MOE 
had completed an initial review of the 2003 Annual Report and that it had met the 
information requirements outlined in Section 10 of the 2002 Class EA document.  The 
review also indicated that the 2003 Annual Report had been circulated to MOE Regional 
Offices for their review.  It was reported that Regional Offices were missing 
documentation for 5 Class EA projects listed in the Annual Report. 
 
In response to MOE’s review, Conservation Ontario followed up with the respective 
Conservation Authorities as to the missing documentation.  Direct correspondence from 
the Conservation Authorities was provided indicating that follow-up with MOE Regional 
Offices had occurred and that missing documentation had been delivered.  It was also 
requested that MOE ensure that current contact names for Regional MOE EA 
Coordinators are provided to Conservation Ontario so that they may be forwarded to the 
CAs.  Conservation Ontario’s correspondence to MOE, dated September 16, 2004, is 
provided in Appendix F.   

ii.  Notice of Amendments Issued by the Minister of the Environment 
 
As of December 2004, no Notices of Amendments had been issued by the Minister of the 
Environment for the Class Environmental Assessment for Remedial Flood and Erosion 
Control Projects (Class EA).  
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Table 6. Compliance to Terms and Conditions Made in the Notice of Approval for 
the Class EA for Remedial Flood and Erosion Control Projects. 

 
 

Terms and Conditions 
 

 
Compliance 

Clause 2.   
This Class EA replaces the Class Environmental Assessment for 
Remedial Flood and Erosion Control Project, approved pursuant to 
Order-in-Council no. 280/93, and extended by Order-in-Council no. 
1706/98 and Order-in-Council no. 1061/00 under the Environmental 
Assessment Act. 
 

Acknowledged 

Clause 3.  
The proponent shall comply with all the provisions of the Class EA 
submitted to the ministry which are hereby incorporated in this approval 
by reference except as provided in these conditions and as provided in 
any other approvals or permits that may be issued. 
 

Acknowledged 

Clause 4.   
These conditions do not prevent more restrictive conditions being 
imposed under other statutes. 
 

Acknowledged 

Clause 5.   
Where a document is required for the Public Record, the proponent shall 
provide the document to the Director for filing within the specific Public 
Record file maintained for the undertaking.  The proponent shall also 
provide copies of the document for the purpose of public review to: 

(a) the Director of the MOEE Eastern Regional Office; 
(b) the Director of the MOEE Central Regional Office; 
(c) the Director of the MOEE West Central Regional Office; 
(d) the Director of the MOEE Southwestern Regional Office; and  
(e) the Director of the MOEE Northern Regional Office. 

 
These documents may also be provided through other means as 
considered appropriate by the proponent.  Thirty (30) copies of the final 
Class EA are to be provided to the EAAB for placement in the public 
record file and for use by ministry staff (including each Regional and 
District Office. 

Completed 
October 17, 2002 

Clause 6.   
The five-year review of the Class EA, as referred to in Section 11.1 of 
the Class EA shall be undertaken and submitted on January 31 of the 
fifth year following the date of approval, and every five years thereafter, 
until such time as is otherwise indicated in writing by the Director to the 
proponent.  An executive summary shall be included in each review.  
The five-year review shall also be placed on the Public Record. 

To be Completed 
January 31, 2007 

Clause 7.   
The proponent shall carry out the effectiveness monitoring and reporting 
program referred to in Section 10 of the Class EA.  The annual report 
required by the program shall be submitted to the Director for placement 
on the Public Record. 

Completed  
January 31, 2005 

(2004 Annual 
Effectiveness Monitoring 

Report) 
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Table 6.  Compliance to Terms and Conditions Made in the Notice of Approval for 
the Class Environmental Assessment for Remedial Flood and Erosion 
Control Projects (continued). 

 
 

Terms and Conditions 
 

 
Compliance 

Clause 8.1   
The amending procedure for modifying this Class EA referred to in 
Section 11.0 of the Class EA may be used by the proponent until: 

(a) a regulation is made by the Lieutenant Governor in Council 
prescribing rules and restrictions under subsection 11.4(4) of the 
Environmental Assessment Act for amending or revoking 
decisions which apply to this Class EA, and 

(b) the Minister of Environment and Energy has issued a notice to 
Conservation Ontario and filed a copy of it in the Public Record 
for this Class EA prescribing which of the procedures under the 
regulation shall apply in place of, or in addition to, the 
procedures set out in Section 11.0 and which procedures in 
Section 11.0 shall cease to apply. 

Acknowledged;  
Note: (a) and (b) have not 

occurred. 

Clause 8.2   
A notice under clause 8.1 (b) may prescribe transitional procedures for 
any amendments proposed before a date specified in the notice. 
 

Acknowledged 

 
 

iii. Future Amendments Identified by Conservation Ontario 
Conservation Ontario has identified two amendments to the Class EA document to be 
completed at the time of its Five Year Review (January 31, 2007).  As outlined in the 
2003 Annual Report, Conservation Ontario intends to amend the 2002 Class EA 
document, under Section 4.3 Public Notification Requirements, to include a table 
outlining:   

i) Timing and definitions of Public Notification Stages  
ii) Notices and documents required to be submitted to Conservation Ontario 

under the 2002 Class EA document (e.g. Public Notifications, Proponent CA 
Evaluation Forms, Post Construction Monitoring Reports, etc.) 

 
This table will provide clarity on public notification requirements and Conservation 
Ontario documentation needs.  On January 30, 2004 Conservation Ontario sent  
an Information Bulletin to all Conservation Authorities outlining these needs (Appendix 
G).  The second item addresses changes to the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act 
(CEAA) and the signing of a cooperative process between the Federal and Provincial 
governments on the EA process.  Details with regard to key amendments to the CEAA, as 
they relate to Conservation Ontario’s Class EA, were outlined to all Conservation 
Authorities in an Information Bulletin (sent January 30, 2004; Appendix H).  This is also 
applicable to the Federal-Provincial agreement.  All Conservation Authorities were asked 
to include both Information Bulletins in their Class EA binders as Appendices L and M 
respectively until the Class EA document is amended. 
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iv.  Statements of Compliance (Proponent Conservation Authority Evaluation 
Form) 

 
In accordance with Section 3.7.2 and 3.9.2 of the Class EA document, the proponent 
Conservation Authority Evaluation Form is to be completed twice during the Class EA 
process.  An example can be seen in Appendix B.  As of December 2004, three CAs had 
completed the Proponent Conservation Authority Evaluation Form for four different 
Class EA projects. Two projects had reached the stage at which Part B of the evaluation 
form was required.  All forms were completed and submitted to Conservation Ontario 
with the 30 day time frame specified in Section 3.7.2 of the Class EA and confirms that 
proponent Conservation Authorities have complied with the Class EA planning and 
design process.  A summary of the results of this Evaluation Form were discussed in 
Section 2 of this report. 

v. Summary 
 
Conservation Ontario has complied with the terms and conditions of the “Notice of 
Approval” for the Class EA and no Notices of Amendments have been issued by the 
Minister of the Environment.  
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5. Conclusions  
 
This report provides a summary of those Class EA projects initiated, planned, and/or 
implemented as of December 2004 and assesses the effectiveness of the Class 
Environmental Assessment for Remedial Flood and Erosion Control Projects (Class EA  
planning and design process. 
 
A survey of proponent Conservation Authorities indicated that, as of December 2004: 
 

• A total of 18 projects had been initiated, planned and/or implemented (Table 1).  
Four projects were initiated in 2004.  Twelve of the 18 reported projects will be 
using the 2002 Class EA process, 1 project will be reinitiated under the 2002 
Class EA process, and the remaining 5 projects will be finalizing their projects 
under the requirements of the 1993 Class EA. 

 
• No Part II Orders were requested for any of the 18 reported projects. 

 
• Proponent Conservation Authority Evaluation Forms were being completed in 

accordance with Section 3.7.2 and 3.9.2 of the Class EA document.  Part A of 
the Proponent Conservation Authority Evaluation Form was completed for four 
projects (completed by three Conservation Authorities) and Part B of the 
evaluation form was completed for two projects (completed by two 
Conservation Authorities).  On average a high level of satisfaction was 
indicated for all stages of the Class EA planning and design process.  As seen in 
Appendix D, two Conservation Authorities ranked various stages of the Class 
EA process at an average level (i.e. rating of 3) of satisfaction.  Average 
rankings were indicated for only once for the following stages: 1) the initiation 
of the Class EA process, 2) Examination of the Environmental Planning and 
Design Principles, 3) Review of Selection of preferred CA program, 4) 
preparation of baseline inventory, 5) report preparation, and 6) participation 
level.  In all other cases a high level of satisfaction (i.e. rating of 4 or 5) was 
given. 

 
• To date, 2 projects have been completed using the 2002 Class EA planning and 

design process.  It should be noted that one of these projects followed the 
Emergency Measures process as outlined in Section 9.0 of the Class EA 
document. 

 
 
In addition to the above, this Annual Report confirms that all terms and conditions, 
stipulated in the “Notice of Approval” for the Class EA (Appendix E), have been fulfilled 
and no Notices of Amendments have been issued by the Minister of the Environment.   
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In conclusion, at this point in time, there are no amendments required to improve the 
effectiveness of the Class Environmental Assessment for Remedial Flood and Erosion 
Control Projects.  As outlined in 4.iii, amendments to the Class EA will be made at the 
time of its Five-Year Review (to be completed by January 31, 2007) addressing:  
 

• the addition of a table under Section 4.3 (Public Notification Requirements) 
outlining: 1) timing and definitions for public notification stages; and 2) notice and 
documentation required to be sent to Conservation Ontario by all CAs. 

 
• changes to the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act and Federal-Provincial 

Coordination of the Environmental Assessment process.  
 
In the meantime, Information Bulletins on the above have been added to the 2002 Class 
EA document as Appendices L and M. 


