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DWF – MOE and CA Consultation Summary 

MOE

Throughout the project development and REA approval process, DWP has has had on-
going discussions with MOE regarding the project.  Key contact points have included: 

� Obtaining the MOE Director’s List of aboriginal communities to consult with on 
October 5, 2010 

� Follow-up in response to a re-issued notice of proposal on clarification of project 
proponent change (from 401 Energy to DWP) in August 2011 and advising on the 
re-do of PIC #1 

� In August 2011, confirming that the Director’s list of aboriginal communities 
does not change with the addition of the transmission line 

� Discussions in November 2011 regarding challenges with land access to complete 
archaeological surveys and the need to conduct a PIC #1 for the 230 kV 
transmission route 

� Meeting with MOE representatives on November 18, 2011 to review the addition 
of the 230 kV transmission line 

� Contact in February 2012 regarding noise data from surrounding wind farms 
� Consultations regarding MTCS sign-off on the cultural assessments completed for 

the project 
� Meeting with MOE representatives on April 20 to review the status of the project 

with MOE 
� Ongoing discussions with MOE Noise unit regarding the approach to sound 

modelling for the project 
� Issuance of the Notice of Site Plan to the MOE on May 10, 2012 
� Update meeting meeting with MOE on July 12, 2012 
� Correspondence on Aug 1, 2012 regarding landowner notifications in the Town of 

Mono 

Conservation Authorities 

The DWF falls within the jurisdiction of the Nottawasaga Valley Conservation Authority 
(NVCA) and the Grand River Conservation Authority (GRCA).   

DWP received a letter from NVCA on April 17, 2012 in follow-up to the notice of public 
meeting.  NVCA requested additional information to assist in their determination of 
permitting requirements for the project.  Subsequent follow-up was made with NVCA 
and GRCA to schedule an introduction meeting.  Meetings were held on May 31, 2012 
with NVCA and on June 12, 2012 with GRCA.  At each meeting an overview of the 
DWF was provided and the permitting requirements of the project were discussed.  Each 
CA noted that the first step is to determine which project components are located within 
the CA regulated areas.  The CAs also noted that they will have specific interest in the 
mitigation commitments of the project particularly with respect to storm water, erosion 



control, water crossings, and works within and in proximity to wetlands.  In follow-up to 
the meetings, DWP provided the CAs with a copy of the MNR confirmation letter and 
made available to them draft REA project documentation.  On July 20, 2012, DWP 
provided each CA a letter and mapping that outlines a proposal for the permitting of the 
applicable project components (those within the regulated areas).  DWP expects to 
continue discussions with the CAs over the coming months as part of their project permit 
process requirements. 

Appendix G contains copies of correspondence with the CAs to date. 
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Comments for Dufferin Wind- Farm Owned Power Melancthon 

January 25, 2012 

1. In the introductory sections of each report, it states "The first option, the 230kV 
Line, is located along the existing Hydro One 230kV Transmission line, which is 
located within the Townships of Melancthon and Amaranth and the Towns of 
Shelburne and Orangeville. The second option, the 69kV Line, is located along a 
railroad right-of-way, which is located within the Townships of Melancthon, 
Mulmur, Amaranth and Mono." Then on page 5 you go on to explain the two 
options stating that the 230 kV line is along the railroad RoW and the 69 kV is 
along the road RoW. If you could provide a little more clarity here that would be 
great. 

2. In the mapping Whittington PSW still has yellow cross hatching on Figure 3C 
indicating non-PSW. 

3. There are differences between the table at the end of the SI and the beginning on 
the EoS. You have already indicated that the SI table will change with the 
revisions. Once the updated site investigation is submitted I will need to re-review 
in conjunction with the other reports. 

4. As per O. Reg 359/09, as part of the site investigation report you must include a 
map showing the boundaries of all natural features and indicate the distances from 
the natural features to the project location. Please update your maps to include 
these distances.  

5. In the EoS report, you have briefly mentioned raptor studies. As we discussed it is 
recommended you update this section according to the following: 

a. It is recommended that for these types of studies a more standardized 
approach is undertaken. We want to make sure that that the work you are 
doing is organized in a way that it would be repeatable in the future. For 
example you include dates/ number of visits, hours spent, required weather 
conditions, what type of data you will be recording and how you will be 
using it, what equipment will be used etc.  

b. So basically, the studies don’t have to be complicated, just make sure 
when you submit your reports you have enough detail included about the 
studies so they are repeatable.  

c. Please see Appendix B of the Birds and Bird Habitat Guidelines under 
Standardized Area Searches.  

6. In the EIS report, Table 1- you indicate that many wetlands will be ‘Assumed 
Significant’. To keep consistency between the reports and the wording in the 
Wetland Characteristics tool (as well as the rest of your features) it is 
recommended this wording be changed to ‘Treated As’. 











SECTION: Hunting/Related Activities.

SUBSECTION:  General activity restrictions/authorizations

SUBJECT:  Authorization of destruction/possession of nests and eggs 

POLICY/PROCEDURE:  WilPp.6.2.5 

ISSUE DATE:  March 31, 1999 

EDITORIAL UPDATE: November, 2010 

RATIONALE

The Act, prohibits the destruction, taking or possession of nests or eggs of a species of 
bird which is wild by nature. There are three exceptions: if the species of bird are listed in 
subsection 7(2) of the Act, if the person who takes, possesses or destroys the nests or eggs 
is authorized to do so by the Minister, or if the nest or eggs are those of birds that are 
subject to the Migratory Birds Convention Act, 1994 (Canada) (MBCA).  This section 
provides protection to a great number of birds including raptors and non-game birds.  

This policy/procedure provides direction on the types of activities for which an 
authorization may be issued and the process for authorization.  

PROGRAM DIRECTION  

Subsection 7(2) of the Act exempts specific species of birds from the prohibition set out in 
this section.  They are American crow, brown-headed cowbird, common grackle, house 
sparrow, red-winged blackbird and starling.  No authorization is required to possess, take 
and/or destroy the nest or eggs of these birds.  

The prohibition in the Act does not apply to migratory birds as defined and protected by 
the MBCA.  Individuals seeking authorization related to birds protected under the MBCA 
should be directed to the nearest office of the Canadian Wildlife Service.  

The intent of section 7 is to prevent the destruction of active nests and/or eggs. It is not 
however, intended to change our present approach regarding ongoing activities such as 
forest harvesting, road construction and other similar development activities.  The 
following direction should be interpreted using this intent.  
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Forest harvesting operations    

On Crown lands cutting guidelines are in place, to protect identified nesting areas for a 
number of bird species.  These guidelines will continue to provide guidance regarding 
these operations.  On private lands, landowners will be encouraged to protect important 
nest sites.  Destroying an active nest (with eggs or young) is illegal under section 7 of the 
Act, however the circumstances will have to be reviewed on an individual basis and in 
consideration for the intent of this section.  Landowners will be encouraged to protect 
nests at times when not being used as well as for species which use the same nests for a 
number of years. 

Education and research 

Education and research projects involving the nests and eggs of species of wild birds
should generally be supported if carried out by individuals from recognized institutions 
and following accepted scientific design and protocol.  These individuals may be 
authorized to possess nests and/or eggs for scientific or educational purposes.

Protection of property

Landowners may wish to destroy nests or eggs protected under the Act, in protection of 
their property.  The Act allows landowners to capture or kill birds in protection of their 
property under section 31 without prior approval, if the birds are damaging or are about to 
damage the property.  Generally, nests and eggs cannot cause damage to property and so 
they should not be destroyed 

Population control 

Requests to destroy eggs or nests for population control may increase, particularly if 
cormorant populations continue to expand.  Such requests often will be very controversial 
and will require close scrutiny and review prior to authorization.  As a general rule such 
requests should be denied.  Any approved project will normally require a detailed proposal 
justifying the need for the work, what other options have been considered, public 
consultation plans, Environmental Registry posting and follow up monitoring to evaluate 
the impacts of the initiative.  Approval by the Minister is required to initiate and approve 
population control projects. 

A separate cormorant control policy is under development. 

INTERNAL OPERATING PROCEDURE  

Scientific or educational purposes
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The individual or institution forwards a written proposal with the necessary documentation 
to the appropriate office depending on the location(s) of the proposal (see WilPp.6.2.2 for 
procedure on issuing a wildlife scientific collector’s authorization). 

1. The designated office reviews the proposal for completeness and forwards to the 
ministry’s Wildlife Animal Care Committee for review and approval.  

2. The designated office authorizes the activity in the form of a Wildlife Scientific 
Collector’s Authorization (FW2018) signed by the designated position for the office 
issuing the authorization to take, possess or destroy the nests or eggs (see WilPp.6.2.2 
for delegation of authority).  

Protection of property

Authority to approve for protection of property is delegated to the area supervisor. 

1. The landowner submits a written proposal indicating the reason for the request and 
planned course of action. 

2. District staff reviews the proposal to confirm that property damage is occurring and 
further damage is imminent and authorization to destroy nests or eggs is the most 
acceptable alternative for resolution.  

3. The area supervisor authorizes the proposal (FW 2013) with appropriate conditions, 
issued to the owner of the property. 

Population control    

1. Authorization for population control is not delegated. The Minister must authorize. 

2. The individual or organization wishing to do population control submits a detailed 
written proposal to the appropriate district office(s) explaining the planned project and 
reasons for it. 

3. District staff contact Biodiversity Branch to assist with review of the proposal and to 
develop an approach for dealing with the request. This discussion will include review 
with the Assistant Deputy Minister, Policy Division, to ensure there is approval in 
principle to proceed. The proponent will be required to complete some level of public 
consultation including an Environmental Registry posting as part of the process. 

4. Where ministry staff are convinced that the proposal is biologically sound, that other 
alternatives have been fully explored, and that an adequate public consultation process 
has been completed, approval of the Minister’s will be sought. 
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DEFINITIONS 

In this policy/procedure, 
� “Act” means the Fish and Wildlife Conservation Act, 1997. 

REFERENCES

Legal References 
� Fish and Wildlife Conservation Act, 1997

Subsection 7(1) - illegal to possess or destroy nests and eggs 
Subsection 7(2) - exempted birds 
Subsection 7(4) - exemption of migratory birds 
Subsection 7(3) - authorization to exempt 
Subsection 31(1) - protection of property 

� Migratory Birds Convention Act
Section 2 - definition of migratory birds.  

Related References 
� Policies and Procedures

WilPo.3.1.1 - Protection of property overview 
WilPp.6.2.2 - Wildlife scientific collectors authorization     

� Forms
FW2018 - Wildlife Scientific Collectors Authorization (Only available in ELIS)  
FW2013 - Authorization to Destroy/Take/Possess Nests and Eggs (Only available 
in ELIS)  

� Other References 
Cormorant Review Paper (December 1997)   
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