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6. THAT the transfer for registration with respect to description complies
with the Ontario Regulation 43-96; and if that description contains a
reference to a Reference Plan(s), the Owner’s solicitor shall provide a full
print of that deposited reference plan(s) as well as a digital PDF copy to
the Secretary-Treasurer of the Township of Chatsworth.  

7. THAT the Owner’s solicitor, in preparation for the issuance of the
Certificate of Consent, provide to the Secretary-Treasurer of the
Township of Chatsworth a printed copy of the “completed electronic
transfer document in preparation”; 

8. THAT the Owner’s Solicitor give an undertaking in writing to provide to
the Secretary-Treasurer of the Township of Chatsworth within 30 days of
the date of registration in the applicable Land Registry/Land Titles Office,
a copy of the receipted and registered electronic transfer document
including the Form 2 Certificate for Consent B01/2022;

5. Adjournment
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Township of Chatsworth 
Committee of Adjustment Minutes 

Wednesday, August 3, 2022, 9:00 A.M. 
 
 
Members Present: Chair, Scott Mackey 
 Member, Brian Gamble 
 Member, Shawn Greig 
 Member, Diana Rae 
 Member, Elizabeth Thompson 
  
Staff Present: CAO Clerk, Patty Sinnamon 
 Planner, Ron Davidson 

Operations Manager, Anthony Gibbons 
 Admin. Assistant Clerks/Planning, Tyler Zamostny 
_____________________________________________________________________ 

1. Call to Order 

Chair Mackey called the meeting to order at 9:00 a.m. 

2. Disclosure of Pecuniary Interest 

I, Councillor Shawn Greig, a member of the Council of the Township of 
Chatsworth declare a pecuniary interest at the August 3, 2022 Committee of 
Adjustment meeting regarding the Applications for Consent described as items 
4.1, 4.2 and 4.3. While I don't have a conflict of interest by definition, I am related 
to the applicant and I feel it would be appropriate to exclude myself in regards to 
4.1, 4.2 and 4.3.  

3. Minutes of Previous Meetings 

COA Resolution 2022-04-01 
Moved by: Brian Gamble 
Seconded by: Diana Rae 

That the Committee of Adjustment hereby approves the minutes of July 6, 2022 

Carried 

4. Committee of Adjustment Public Meeting 

The Committee of Adjustment reviewed item 4.4. (Application B08/2022) prior to 
items 4.1, 4.2, and 4.3. (Applications B05, B06, and B07/2022) 

4.1 B05/2022 Rockwood Logging Inc. Part Lots 45, 46 and 47, Lots 48 
and 49, Part Lot 50, Concession 2 NETSR, Geographic Township of 
Holland, Township of Chatsworth 

The Chair announced that this is a Public Meeting under the Planning Act 
to hear comments from the public and agencies and to give consideration 
to three Consent applications. He stated that the purpose of the Consent 
applications is to sever three lots comprising of 54 hectares, 1.05 hectares 
and 1.5 hectares respectively, and to retain a 37.9 hectare lot. 

Township staff advised that the application was circulated to agencies and 
neighbouring landowners in accordance with the requirements of the 
Planning Act. 
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Planner Ron Davidson provided an overview of the proposed development 
which involves the creation of two smaller, rural lots and a larger rural lot.  
He provided an evaluation of the requested severances within the context 
of the Grey County Official Plan and the Provincial Policy Statement and 
concluded that the requested applications had merit and could be given 
favourable consideration.  Mr. Davison advised, however, that the 
Planning Consultant representing the owner was requesting a deferral of 
the large lot severance due neighbours’ concerns regarding the use of the 
existing buildings.  Mr. Davidson agreed that a decision on the larger lot 
severance should not be made until additional details are known about the 
activity that is occurring on that parcel. 
 
Planning Consultant Liz Buckton, representing the owner, provided 
additional comments regarding the proposed lot creation. 
 
Howard Newman spoke in opposition to the proposal.  He informed the 
Committee that he was advised in 2007 that a severance of the subject 
lands was not possible.  He and other neighbours were considering 
purchasing the lands at that time for the purposes of lot line adjustments. 
Planner Ron Davidson advised that the Grey County Official Plan that was 
in effect in 2007 was more restrictive in some regards, which may have 
been the reason why Mr. Newman was advised that the severances would 
not be supported at that time. 
 
Ashley O’Brien stated that he wasn’t opposed in principle to the proposed 
severances, but stated that the application and associated Planning 
Justification Report was not accurate with regard to the use of the land 
and buildings.  He spoke about the logging trucks and other machinery 
that operate on the subject property, as well as the resulting noise and 
dust.  He also stated that gravel may been extracted from the site and 
hauled elsewhere.  Mr. O’Brien also read a letter from Kerrie Lent and 
Trevor McCullough. 
 
Anja Bosch also stated that the noise from the onsite operations was a 
severe problem for herself and other neighbours. 
 
Graciela Robertson stated that she didn’t believe that building permits 
were issued for all of the buildings on the property.  She added that people 
have been living in the one building from time to time.  She also suggested 
that the “h” (holding) symbol recommended by the Township Planner to 
address the Species At Risk issue should be applied to all of the parcels 
and not just the two smaller lots. 
 
George Bilof stated that there are too many unanswered questions and 
that no decision should be made on any of the applications until more 
answers have been provided. 
 
Pamela Newman had questions about the Grey County Official Plan 
regarding the number of severed lots that are permitted.  She also asked 
for information that explains the changes that were made to severance 
policies when the new Official Plan was approved in 2018, and 
furthermore wanted to know why she wasn’t notified of such changes. 
Planner Ron Davidson provided an overview of the Official Plan in 
response to her questions. He also stated that the County attempted to 
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provide as much notice as possible regarding the new Official Plan at that 
time.   

 

Dave Jobe asked for the applications to be halted until there was more 
information regarding the use of the lands.  Mr. Jobe asked if there was a 
guarantee that approval application B06, and B07 would not have 
disruptive activities on the lands.  
 
Amai Kuda Yemoja Ile asked if approving two of the severances now 
would make it easier for additional activities to occur on the balance of the 
property. 
 
The Committee asked a series of questions to the Township’s Planner. 
 
Once discussion was complete, the Committee of Adjustment recessed at 
11:25 a.m. and resumed at 11:30 a.m. The following resolution was 
introduced.   
 
COA Resolution 2022-04-02 
Moved by: Elizabeth Thompson 
Seconded by: Brian Gamble 

THAT Committee of Adjustment grants provisional consent B05/2022 
lands located at Part Lots 45, 46 and 47, Lots 48 and 49, Part Lot 50, 
Concession 2 NETSR, Geographic Township of Holland, Township of 
Chatsworth, located at 796460 East Back Line 

1. THAT a Zoning By-law Amendment, intended to reduce the minimum 
lot frontage requirement applicable to the retained parcel, is in force 
and effect; 

2. THAT the applicant provides a Municipal Drain reapportionment as 
determined by the Drainage Superintendent or mutual agreement (if 
applicable); 

3. THAT the Owner, as provided for under Section 60 of the Planning 
Act, R.S.O. 1990, shall pay to the Township of Chatsworth the 
administrative fee of $850.00 or whatever fee is applicable at the time 
of review and issuance of the Certificate of Consent for the severed 
parcel; 

4. THAT any outstanding taxes to the Township be paid; 

5. THAT the parkland dedication fee be paid to the Township of 
Chatsworth as required by the Parkland Dedication By-law 2017-58 (if 
applicable); 

6. THAT the transfer for registration with respect to description complies 
with the Ontario Regulation 43-96; and if that description contains a 
reference to a Reference Plan(s), the Owner’s solicitor shall provide a 
full print of that deposited reference plan(s) as well as a digital PDF 
copy to the Secretary-Treasurer of the Township of Chatsworth. 

7. THAT the Owner’s solicitor, in preparation for the issuance of the 
Certificate of Consent, provide to the Secretary-Treasurer of the 
Township of Chatsworth a printed copy of the “completed electronic 
transfer document in preparation, along with the Certificate for 
stamping”; 
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8. THAT the Owner’s Solicitor give an undertaking to register the 
stamped deed for Consent No. B05/2022 simultaneously with the 
stamped deeds for Consent Nos. B06/2022 and B07/2022; 

9. THAT the Owner’s Solicitor give an undertaking in writing to provide to 
the Secretary-Treasurer of the Township of Chatsworth within 30 days 
of the date of registration in the applicable Land Registry/Land Titles 
Office, a copy of the receipted and registered electronic transfer 
document including the Form 2 Certificate for Consent B05/2022; 

Deferred 

4.2 B06/2022 Rockwood Logging Inc. Part Lots 45, 46 and 47, Lots 48 
and 49, Part Lot 50, Concession 2 NETSR, Geographic Township of 
Holland, Township of Chatsworth 

Please refer to item 4.1. (B05/2022) for minutes regarding this application. 

COA Resolution 2022-04-03 
Moved by: Diana Rae 
Seconded by: Brian Gamble 

THAT Committee of Adjustment grants provisional consent B06/2022 
lands located at Part Lots 45, 46 and 47, Lots 48 and 49, Part Lot 50, 
Concession 2 NETSR, Geographic Township of Holland, Township of 
Chatsworth, located at 796460 East Back Line. 

1. THAT an entrance permit has been granted to the severed lands by 
the appropriate road authority; and further the owner provide the 
Secretary-Treasurer of the Township of Chatsworth with a copy of the 
entrance permit. 

2. THAT a Zoning By-law Amendment, intended to reduce the minimum 
lot area and frontage requirements applicable to the severed parcel 
and to apply a “h” (holding) to the severed parcel, and further to reduce 
the minimum lot frontage requirement applicable to the retained parcel, 
is in force and effect; 

3. THAT the applicant provides a Municipal Drain reapportionment as 
determined by the Drainage Superintendent or mutual agreement (if 
applicable); 

4. THAT the Owner, as provided for under Section 60 of the Planning 
Act, R.S.O. 1990, shall pay to the Township of Chatsworth the 
administrative fee of $850.00 or whatever fee is applicable at the time 
of review and issuance of the Certificate of Consent for the severed 
parcel; 

5. THAT any outstanding taxes to the Township be paid; 

6. THAT the parkland dedication fee be paid to the Township of 
Chatsworth as required by the Parkland Dedication By-law 2017-58 (if 
applicable); 

7. THAT the transfer for registration with respect to description complies 
with the Ontario Regulation 43-96; and if that description contains a 
reference to a Reference Plan(s), the Owner’s solicitor shall provide a 
full print of that deposited reference plan(s) as well as a digital PDF 
copy to the Secretary-Treasurer of the Township of Chatsworth. 
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8. THAT the Owner’s solicitor, in preparation for the issuance of the 
Certificate of Consent, provide to the Secretary-Treasurer of the 
Township of Chatsworth a printed copy of the “completed electronic 
transfer document in preparation, along with the Certificate for 
stamping”; 

9. THAT the Owner’s Solicitor give an undertaking in writing to provide to 
the Secretary-Treasurer of the Township of Chatsworth within 30 days 
of the date of registration in the applicable Land Registry/Land Titles 
Office, a copy of the receipted and registered electronic transfer 
document including the Form 2 Certificate for Consent B06/2022; 

Carried 

4.3 B07/2022 Rockwood Logging Inc. Part Lots 45, 46 and 47, Lots 48 
and 49, Part Lot 50, Concession 2 NETSR, Geographic Township of 
Holland, Township of Chatsworth 

Please refer to item 4.1. (B05/2022) for minutes regarding this application. 

COA Resolution 2022-04-04 
Moved by: Elizabeth Thompson 
Seconded by: Diana Rae 

THAT Committee of Adjustment grants provisional consent B07/2022 
lands located at Part Lots 45, 46 and 47, Lots 48 and 49, Part Lot 50, 
Concession 2 NETSR, Geographic Township of Holland, Township of 
Chatsworth, located at 796460 East Back Line. 

1. THAT an entrance permit has been granted to the severed lands by 
the appropriate road authority; and further the owner provide the 
Secretary-Treasurer of the Township of Chatsworth with a copy of the 
entrance permit. 

2. THAT a Zoning By-law Amendment, intended to reduce the minimum 
lot area and frontage requirements applicable to the severed parcel 
and to apply a “h” (holding) to the severed parcel, and further to reduce 
the minimum lot frontage requirement applicable to the retained parcel, 
is in force and effect; 

3. THAT the applicant provides a Municipal Drain reapportionment as 
determined by the Drainage Superintendent or mutual agreement (if 
applicable); 

4. THAT the Owner, as provided for under Section 60 of the Planning 
Act, R.S.O. 1990, shall pay to the Township of Chatsworth the 
administrative fee of $850.00 or whatever fee is applicable at the time 
of review and issuance of the Certificate of Consent for the severed 
parcel; 

5. THAT any outstanding taxes to the Township be paid; 

6. THAT the parkland dedication fee be paid to the Township of 
Chatsworth as required by the Parkland Dedication By-law 2017-58 (if 
applicable); 

7. THAT the transfer for registration with respect to description complies 
with the Ontario Regulation 43-96; and if that description contains a 
reference to a Reference Plan(s), the Owner’s solicitor shall provide a 
full print of that deposited reference plan(s) as well as a digital PDF 
copy to the Secretary-Treasurer of the Township of Chatsworth. 
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8. THAT the Owner’s solicitor, in preparation for the issuance of the 
Certificate of Consent, provide to the Secretary-Treasurer of the 
Township of Chatsworth a printed copy of the “completed electronic 
transfer document in preparation, along with the Certificate for 
stamping”; 

9. THAT the Owner’s Solicitor give an undertaking in writing to provide to 
the Secretary-Treasurer of the Township of Chatsworth within 30 days 
of the date of registration in the applicable Land Registry/Land Titles 
Office, a copy of the receipted and registered electronic transfer 
document including the Form 2 Certificate for Consent B07/2022; 

Carried 

4.4 B08/2022 2672219 Ontario Ltd. c/o Matt Hutten Part Lot 2, 
Concession 7, Geographic Township of Sullivan, Township of 
Chatsworth  

The Chair announced that this is a Public Meeting under the Planning Act 
to hear comments from the public and agencies and to give consideration 
to an application for a proposed Consent Application. He stated that the 
purpose of this Consent application is to establish an easement across a 
residential lot in favour of the adjacent farm in order to legally recognize 
an existing tile that directs surface water from the farm property across the 
residential lot to the Township ditch. The proposed easement is 6.111 
metres wide. 
 
Township staff advised that the application was circulated to agencies and 
neighbouring landowners in accordance with the requirements of the 
Planning Act. 
 
The Planner provided an overview of the proposal and recommended 
approval of the application.  
  
At that time, the Chair closed the Public Meeting and the following 
resolution was introduced: 
 
COA Resolution 2022-04-05 
Moved by: Shawn Greig 
Seconded by: Elizabeth Thompson 

THAT Committee of Adjustment grants provisional consent B08/2022 
lands located at Part Lot 2, Concession 7, Geographic Township of 
Sullivan, Township of Chatsworth, located at 136831 Concession 8. 

1. THAT the Owner, as provided for under Section 60 of the Planning 
Act, R.S.O. 1990, shall pay to the Township of Chatsworth the 
administrative fee of $850.00 or whatever fee is applicable at the time 
of review and issuance of the Certificate of Consent for the severed 
parcel; 

2. THAT any outstanding taxes to the Township be paid; 

3. THAT the transfer for registration with respect to description complies 
with the Ontario Regulation 43-96; and if that description contains a 
reference to a Reference Plan(s), the Owner’s solicitor shall provide a 
full print of that deposited reference plan(s) as well as a digital PDF 
copy to the Secretary-Treasurer of the Township of Chatsworth. 
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4. THAT the Owner’s solicitor, in preparation for the issuance of the 
Certificate of Consent, provide to the Secretary-Treasurer of the 
Township of Chatsworth a printed copy of the “completed electronic 
transfer document in preparation, along with the Certificate for 
stamping”; 

5. THAT the Owner’s Solicitor give an undertaking in writing to provide to 
the Secretary-Treasurer of the Township of Chatsworth within 30 days 
of the date of registration in the applicable Land Registry/Land Titles 
Office, a copy of the receipted and registered electronic transfer 
document including the Form 2 Certificate for Consent B08/2022; 

Carried 

5. Adjournment 

Chair Mackey adjourned the meeting at 11:40 a.m. 

 
 
 
 

_________________________ 

Scott Mackey, Mayor 

 
 
 

_________________________ 

Patty Sinnamon, Secretary-Treasurer 
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       Township of Chatsworth 
316837 Highway 6, RR 1 

Chatsworth, Ontario N0H 1G0 
Telephone 519-794-3232 - Fax 519-794-4499 

 
NOTICE OF A PUBLIC MEETING 

CONCERNING AN APPLICATION FOR MINOR VARIANCE 
 
TAKE NOTICE that the Corporation of the Township of Chatsworth is in receipt of a complete 
application for Minor Variance under Section 45 of the Planning Act, R.S.O. 1990, as 
amended. 
 
AND TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that the Township of Chatsworth Committee of Adjustment 
will hold a Public Meeting on Wednesday, September 7, 2022 at 9:00 a.m.  to consider a 
Minor Variance application as per the requirements of Section 45 of the Planning Act, R.S.O. 
1990, as amended.  The meeting will be held at the Township of Chatsworth Council 
Chambers at 316837 Highway 6, R.R.#1, Chatsworth, Ontario.    
 
The following information describes the requested Minor Variance: 
 
Application No.: A03/2022 

Owner: Leanne Brooks & Barb Crawley 

Description: Lot 49, Plan 121, Geographic Village of Chatsworth, 

Township of Chatsworth  

Address: 80 Loucks Lane 

Assessment Roll No: 42-04-340-001-10000 

Purpose: To reduce the exterior side yard of the ‘R2’ zone to allow 
for the construction of a detached dwelling 3.5 metres from 
Loucks Lane. The attached garage will be set back 6.3 
metres from this lot line. 

 
A drawing showing the location of the property and the proposed development is provided on 
the reverse of this form. 
 
ANY individuals, corporations and public bodies may attend the Public Meeting and/or make 
written or verbal representation either in support of or in opposition to the proposal. An 
individual, corporation or public body that does not make an oral submission at the public 
meeting or make a written submission to the Committee of Adjustment with regard to the 
application prior to the request being approved is not entitled to appeal the decision, nor is 
such person entitled to be added as a party to the hearing of an appeal before the Ontario 
Land Tribunal unless, in the opinion of the Tribunal, there are reasonable grounds to do so. 
 
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION relating to the proposed Minor Variance may be obtained by 
contacting the Township Office at Ext. 134 or by e-mailing 
Barb.schellenberger@chatsworth.ca.   
 
When requesting information please quote File No. A03/2022.   
 
DATED at Chatsworth this 4th day of August, 2022. 
 
Township of Chatsworth Committee of Adjustment 
Secretary-Treasurer 
Township of Chatsworth 
316837 Highway 6 
RR. #1 Chatsworth, Ontario 
N0H 1G0 
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        Township of Chatsworth 
316837 Highway 6, RR 1 

Chatsworth, Ontario N0H 1G0 
Telephone 519-794-3232 - Fax 519-794-4499 

 
 

Meeting Date:  September 7, 2022 
 
Township of Chatsworth  
Committee of Adjustment 
316837 Highway 6 
R.R. 1 
Chatsworth, ON 
N0H 1G0 

 
Chair Mackey and Members of the Committee of Adjustment: 

 
Re: Lot 49, Plan 121 
 Geographic Village of Chatsworth, Township of Chatsworth 

 80 Loucks Lane 
  Owner:  Leanne Brooks and Barb Crawley 
  File No.: A03/2022 
 
The following has been prepared to provide the Committee of Adjustment with planning 
comments concerning the above-noted matter. 
 
Background: 
The owners of the subject property are proposing to construct a detached dwelling on the 
subject property.  The house proposed for the site would leave a 3.5 metre exterior side yard 
along Loucks Lane, at its closest point, as illustrated on the sketch submitted with the 
application.  The garage portion of this structure would be set back 6.3 metres from the lot 
line. 
 
The ‘R2’ zone requires a ‘minimum exterior side yard’ of 7.5 metres, and therefore relief from 
this provision is being requested. 
 
Subject Lands: 
The subject property is situated at the intersection of Highway 10 and Loucks Lane.  The site 
comprises of 886 square metres of land and is vacant.  The property is grassed. 
 
Adjacent Lands: 
All properties within the immediate vicinity of the site appear to be used for detached dwelling 
purposes. 
 
Planning Act: 
When dealing with Minor Variances, the Committee of Adjustment must be satisfied that the 
request passes all four tests for Minor Variances set out in The Planning Act.  Failure to meet 
any of the tests should result in the application being refused.  In this regard, please consider 
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the following: 
 
1. Does the variance maintain the intent and purpose of the Grey County Official 

Plan? 
Schedule A to the County Official Plan designates all lands within the former Village of 
Chatsworth as ‘Primary Settlement Area’.  A variety of land uses is permitted within this 
designation but are generally limited to a certain extent by the fact that full municipal 
services are not available.  In Chatsworth, only municipal water is provided. 
 
The construction of a detached dwelling on an existing lot within this settlement area is 
clearly permitted by the Official Plan. 
 
The Official Plan does not contain policies pertaining to the final details of 
development, such as yard requirements.  
 
Based on the foregoing, the proposed variance would appear to maintain the intent 
and purpose of the Official Plan. 
 

2. Does the variance maintain the intent and purpose of the Township of 
Chatsworth Zoning By-law? 
The purpose of the ‘minimum exterior side yard’ requirement – which is identical to the 
purpose of the ‘minimum front yard’ - is to ensure that buildings are setback in a 
consistent, spacious and harmonious manner, from property to property, along any 
given streets while also making sure that the buildings don’t interfere with the 
municipality’s road operations. 
 
In the ‘R2’ zone, the ‘minimum exterior side yard’ requirement is 7.5 metres, which is 
the same as the ‘minimum front yard standard’.  In most municipal Zoning By-laws, 
however, the ‘exterior side yard’ is lower, typically 4.5 metres, and sometimes even 
less, because large exterior side yards means that new corner lots need to be 
significantly larger which is counterproductive to the Province’s requirement (as per the 
Provincial Policy Statement) for the efficient use of serviced land, higher densities, 
more affordable or attainable housing, etc. In this regard, the Township’s requirement 
for a 7.5 metre side yard does seem excessive and antiquated.  Consideration should 
be given to reducing this standard to 4.5 when the Zoning By-law is updated. 
 
With regard to the application before the Committee which is proposing a setback of 
3.5 metres, this is a setback that should only be considered in certain circumstances, 
as this figure appears to be on the low side.  In this regard, please consider the 
following: 
 

• As shown on the sketch, the house actually has four sections of walls, including the 
section with the garage, and each section is situated at a different distance from 
the road, as follows:  3.5 metres, 4.6 metres, 5.0 metres and 6.3 metres.  The 
section with the 4.6 metre setback is only 4.8 metres long.  The rest of the dwelling 
will meet the “preferred” 4.5 metre setback discussed above. 
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• The Township’s Public Works Department advised during the preconsultation 
exercise that the 3.5 metre setback in this particular situation would be acceptable 
from their perspective as long as the garage is situated further back, as is 
proposed, to ensure onsite parking. 
 

• This reduced setback should not disrupt the streetscape in the neighbourhood. 
 
Based on the foregoing, the proposed variance should maintain the intent and purpose 
of the Zoning By-law. 

 
3. Is the variance minor in nature? 

This test has traditionally been interpreted as meaning “what impact will the variance 
have on the neighbours?”  Given that only a small portion of the dwelling will be 3.5 
metres from the road, and given the location of the neighbour’s house to the south, it’s 
highly doubtful that the neighbour will be impacted.   
 

4. Is the variance requested desirable for the appropriate and orderly development 
and use of the lands and buildings? 
The subject property is narrow, being only 20.1 metres wide.  The dwelling proposed 
on the site is of a modest size and doesn’t represent an overdevelopment of the 
property.   The dwelling could conceivably be pushed back 2.0 metres to the west and 
still be in compliance with the 3.0 metre side yard requirement, in which case a large 
exterior side yard could be provided; however, that yard – despite being an interior side 
yard according to the definitions of the Zoning By-law - is, for all intents and purposes, 
the rear yard of the house and therefore maintaining a 5.0 metre yard in this location 
for private amenity purposes makes sense.  As such, and given that the merit provided 
above as well as the support of the Minor Variance by the Public Works Department, 
the requested 3.5 metre exterior side yard would seem to be desirable for the 
appropriate and orderly development and use of the lands and buildings. 

 
Provincial Policy Statement: 
The variance would appear to be consistent with the Provincial Policy Statement.  
 
Conclusion and Recommendation: 
The proposed Minor Variance passes the four tests identified in Section 45 of the Planning 
Act and is consistent with the PPS.  As such, the application can be approved. 
 
This opinion is provided without the benefit of having received comments from any other 
agency or any adjacent landowners.  Should new information arise regarding this proposal, 
the Committee is advised to take such information into account when considering this 
application. 
 
I trust this information will be of assistance. 
Sincerely, 

 
Ron Davidson, BES, RPP, MCIP 
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No concerns 
 
Mike Givens, Fire Chief/CFPO/CEMC  
Township of Chatsworth Fire Department 
519-794-3188 
mike.givens@chatsworth.ca   
 

  
 
 CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information in this email is confidential and may be privileged. If 
you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender you received it in error and 
delete it from your computer. Please consider the environment before printing this message. 

 
From: Tyler Zamostny <tyler.zamostny@chatsworth.ca> 
Sent: Thursday, August 4, 2022 10:49 AM 
Subject: A03/2022 Leanne Brooks & Barb Crawley Lot 49, Plan 121, Geographic 
Village of Chatsworth, Township of Chatsworth, 80 Loucks Lane  
  
Good morning: 
  
For the above referenced planning application attached you will find: 

 Notice of Public Meeting (Minor Variance) 
 submitted application with sketch 
 planner report  

  
Please respond with your comments by: Wednesday, August 31, 2022. 
Once submitted, your comments will be circulated within the agenda package.   
  
Kind regards 
  
Tyler Zamostny 
  
  
The Township of Chatsworth municipal office is now open to the public for all services 
including payment of accounts.   
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No comments. 
 

Anthony Gibbons, A.Sc.T, rcji 
Operations Manager 
Township of Chatsworth 
Phone 519-794-3232 Ext 126 
 
From: Tyler Zamostny <tyler.zamostny@chatsworth.ca>  
Sent: August 4, 2022 10:49 AM 
Subject: A03/2022 Leanne Brooks & Barb Crawley Lot 49, Plan 121, Geographic Village of Chatsworth, 
Township of Chatsworth, 80 Loucks Lane 
 

Good morning: 
 
For the above referenced planning application attached you will find: 

- Notice of Public Meeting (Minor Variance) 
- submitted application with sketch 
- planner report  

 
Please respond with your comments by: Wednesday, August 31, 2022. 
 
Once submitted, your comments will be circulated within the agenda package.   
 
Kind regards 
 
Tyler Zamostny 
 
 
The Township of Chatsworth municipal office is now open to the public for all services 
including payment of accounts.   
 

Tyler Zamostny 
Clerk's and Planning Assistant 
Township of Chatsworth 
316837 Highway 6, RR 1 
Chatsworth, On   N0H 1G0 
tyler.zamostny@chatsworth.ca 
Phone: 519-794-3232 Ex. 133 
Fax:       519-794-4499 
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Grey County: Colour It Your Way 

 Planning and Development 
595 9th Avenue East, Owen Sound Ontario N4K 3E3 

519-372-0219 / 1-800-567-GREY / Fax: 519-376-7970 
August 31st, 2022 

Ron Davidson 
Township of Chatsworth 
316837 Highway 6  
RR. #1 Chatsworth, ON 
N0H 1G0 
 
RE: Minor Variance A03.2022  
 Lot 49, Plan 121 (80 Loucks Lane) 
 Township of Chatsworth 
 Owners: Leanne Brooks and Barb Crawley 
 Applicants: Neil Crawley 
 
Dear Mr. Davidson,  

This correspondence is in response to the above noted application. We have had an 
opportunity to review the applications in relation to the Provincial Policy Statement 
(PPS) and the County of Grey Official Plan (OP). We offer the following comments. 

The purpose and effect of Minor Variance A03.2022 is to reduce the exterior side yard 
of the ‘R2’ zone to allow for the construction of a detached dwelling 3.5 metres from 
Loucks Lane and an attached garage, which will be set back 6.3 metres from this lot 
line. 

Schedule A of the County OP designates the subject lands as ‘Secondary Settlement 
Area’. Section 3.6(1) states, 

Secondary Settlement Areas, as identified in Table 5 and shown on Schedule A 

of this Plan include existing community areas which may have significant 

populations and/or a wide range of uses and amenities. Secondary Settlement 

Areas are intended to provide a limited opportunity for growth and provide a 

range of living styles and employment locations. 

The proposed minor variance would lead to growth within the Secondary Settlement 
Area as new development will occur. County planning staff have no concerns. 

Appendix A of the County OP designates the subject lands as ‘Wellhead Protection 
Zone E’. Section 8.11.2(1) states, 
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August 31st, 2022 
 

Grey County: Colour It Your Way 

b) A Wellhead protection area (WHPA) is the area around the wellhead where 

land use activities have the potential to affect the quality or quantity of water 

that flows into the well. These are areas of high vulnerability where the 

greatest care must be taken in the storage, use and handling of materials that 

could, if mishandled or spilled, pollute or contaminate a municipal well. 

WHPAs are shown on Appendix A of this Plan and further information about 

WHPAs can be found in the local source protection plans. 

The WHPA mapping designation is intended to protect groundwater table. Potential 
impacts associated with industrial/commercial uses include but not limited to fuel and/or 
chemical storage. The proposed development is residential; therefore, County planning 
staff have no concerns. 

Section 8.9.1(4) of the County OP states, 

The following hierarchy of water or sanitary servicing options will be used to 

evaluate any development applications within the County, except where specific 

exclusions are made through this Plan or where more detailed policies have 

been developed in a local official plan or secondary plan. The feasibility of the 

options will be considered in the following order of priority which will be assessed 

through a Servicing Options Study in accordance with the Ministry of the 

Environment, Conservation and Parks (MECP) D-5-3 Series Guidelines, or any 

subsequent update to these Guidelines: 

d) Individual on-site sewage services and individual on-site water services in 

accordance with the policies contained in Section 8.9.1 

From a general planning perspective, it should be ensured that the subject site can 
safely provide on-site sewage servicing. 

County planning staff have no concerns with the subject application.  

The County requests notice of any decision rendered with respect to this file.  

If you wish to discuss this matter further, please contact me.  

Yours truly, 

 

Derek McMurdie 
Planner 
(519) 372 0219 ext. 1239 
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Derek.McMurdie@grey.ca  
www.grey.ca 
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COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT  

MINOR VARIANCE DECISION SHEET 
 

 
 
Application No.:  A03/2022 
Date of Meeting:  September 7, 2022 
Owner:   Leanne Brooks & Barb Crawley 
Description: Lot 49, Plan 121, Geographic Village of Chatsworth, Township of  

Chatsworth 
Address:   80 Loucks Lane 
Assessment Roll No: 42-04-340-001-10000 
 
In the matter of Section 45(1) of the Planning Act and Township of Chatsworth Zoning By-law 
2015-61. 
 
The owner wishes to erect a detached dwelling on the subject property. The house proposed for this 
site would be situated 3.5 metres from the exterior side lot line, at its closet point. The attached 
garage would provide a setback of 6.3 metres from this lot line. The requested variance would 
therefore reduce the ‘exterior side yard’ requirement to 3.5 metres.  
 
The application is hereby ( ) refused or (x) granted subject to the following conditions: 

 
1. The attached garage maintains a minimum setback from the exterior side lot line of 6.3 

metres. 
2. All other provisions of the Zoning By-law are met. 
 Reasons: 
1. The variance maintains the intent and purpose of the Grey County Official Plan. 
2. The variance maintains the intent and purpose of the Townships’ Zoning By-law. 
3. The variance requested is desirable for the appropriate and orderly development and 

use of the lands and buildings. 
4. The variance is minor in nature. 
 
We, the undersigned, concur in the decision and reasons given for the decision of the Committee 
of Adjustment for the Township of Chatsworth this ______ day of September, 2022.   
                  Present      Absent 
                                                 Committee Member, Scott Mackey   (    )         (    ) 
 
                                                 Committee Member, Brian Gamble  (    )         (    ) 
 
                                                 Committee Member, Elizabeth Thompson  (    )         (    ) 
 
                                                 Committee Member, Shawn Greig  (    )         (    ) 
 
                                                 Committee Member, Diana Rae  (    )             (    ) 
 
 
NOTICE OF LAST DATE OF APPEAL  
Notice is hereby given that the last date for appealing this decision to the Ontario Land Tribunal is 
the _____ day of September, 2022.  (see information attached)  
                           
Dated this _______ day of ________________, 2022.  
 
Patty Sinnamon, Secretary-Treasurer    
 
************************************************************************************************************** 
 
NOTICE THAT NO APPEALS HAVE BEEN RECEIVED 
This is to certify that no appeals have been received. 
 
_______________________  
Patty Sinnamon, Secretary Treasurer 
 
  
Date 
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Township of Chatsworth 
316837 Highway 6, RR 1 

Chatsworth, Ontario N0H 1G0 
Telephone 519-794-3232 - Fax 519-794-4499 

 
Committee of Adjustment 

Notice of Application for Consent 
The Planning Act, RSO 1990, as amended 

 
TAKE NOTICE that the Township of Chatsworth Land Division Committee will hold a Public Meeting on 
Wednesday, September 7, 2022 at 9:00 a.m.  to consider an application for Consent (severance).  The 
meeting will be held at the Township of Chatsworth Council Chambers at 316837 Highway 6, 
R.R.#1, Chatsworth, Ontario.    
 
The following information describes the requested severance: 

File No.: B01/2022 

Owner: Ron and Georgina Klages 

Description: Part Lots 22, 23 and 24, Concessions 4 and 5, Geographic Township of 
Sullivan, Township of Chatsworth 

Address: None assigned 

Assessment Roll No: Various (several parcels have merged) 

Purpose: To sever a lot comprising of approximately 23.8 hectares of land; and to 
retain about 229.4 hectares of land. 

 
Severed Parcel:   Frontage:     454 m+/-   
    Depth:      520 m+/-     
    Area:       23.82 ha+/- 
 
Retained Parcel:  Frontage:       Various   
    Depth:  Irregular  
    Area:  229.4 ha+/- 
 
See attached sketch. 
__________________________________________________________________________________ 
Property owners within 60 metres of subject land are hereby notified of the above Application for 
Consent.  If a person or public body that files an appeal of a decision of the Township of Chatsworth 
Committee of Adjustment in response of the proposed consent does not make written submissions to 
the Township of Chatsworth Committee of Adjustment before it gives or refuses to give a Provisional 
Consent, the Ontario Land Tribunal may dismiss the appeal. 
 
If you wish to be notified of the decision of the Township of Chatsworth Committee of Adjustment in 
respect of the proposed Consent, you must make a written request to the Township of Chatsworth at the 
address above.   
 
Additional information or questions relating to the proposed Consent may be obtained by contacting the 
Township Office at Ext. 134 or by e-mailing Barb.schellenberger@chatsworth.ca. 
 
When requesting information please quote File No. B01/2022.    
 
 
DATED this 4th day of August, 2022  
 
Patty Sinnamon, Committee of Adjustment Secretary-Treasurer 
Township of Chatsworth 
316837 Highway 6 
RR. #1  
Chatsworth, Ontario 
N0H 1G0 
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             TOWNSHIP OF CHATSWORTH 
316837 Highway 6, RR 1 

Chatsworth, Ontario N0H 1G0 
 

Telephone 519-794-3232 – Fax 519-794-4499 
                                   

 
Meeting Date:  September 7, 2022  
 
Township of Chatsworth  
Committee of Adjustment 

 
Dear Chair Mackey and Committee Members:  

 
Re: Application for Consent  

Part Lots 22, 23 and 24, Concessions 4 and 5, Geographic Township of Sullivan, 
Township of Chatsworth 
File No.  B01/2022 

 Owner:   Ron and Georgina Klages  
 
Purpose of Application: 
The purpose of this Consent application is to sever a lot comprising of approximately 23.8 hectares of 
land; and to retain a 229.4 hectare parcel.  
 
The Subject Lands: 
The subject property is located southwest of McCullough Lake and has frontages along Sideroad 7, 
Concession 6, and Sideroad 8. 
 
This 253.2 hectare lot previously comprised of eight separate parcels (and still appears as such on 
the County GIS mapping) but those parcels have merged on title, according to the information 
provided by the applicant.  Last year, two lots were severed from this holding. 
 
The lands are partially farmed, with several areas of forest and scrub lands.  Two ponds also exist on 
the site, and the North Saugeen River meanders through the southeast corner of the property. 
 
The area to be severed is heavily forested. 
 
Adjacent Lands: 
Several residential lots fronting onto McCullough Lake Drive abut the northeast corner of the subject 
property.  The remainder of the lands in this area appear to be represented by a mix of agriculture, 
forestry, and residential parcels. 
 
Official Plan: 
The subject property is designated ‘Agricultural’, ‘Rural’ and ‘Hazard Lands’.  The parcel to be 
severed is designated predominantly ‘Rural’, with about one-third of the site being in the ‘Hazard 
Lands’ designation. 
 
The ‘Rural’ policies give consideration to limited lot creation, up to three lots (plus retained parcel) per 
original 40 hectare crown-surveyed parcel or five lots (plus retained parcel) per original 80 hectare 
parcel.  The parcel being severed comprises the entire 80 hectare crown-surveyed parcel described 
as Lot 24, Concession 5, Sullivan Township, as no lots have been severed from this original holding.  
As such, the lot creation can be considered under this density policy. 
 
The ‘Rural’ policies also require new lots to comprise at least 0.8 hectares.  Both parcels will comply 
with this minimum standard. 
 
Lot creation in the countryside must also comply with the Minimum Distance Separation Document, 
which pertains to separation distances between livestock barns / manure store and adjacent land 
uses. Two small farming operations exist to the west of the site, approximately 420 metres and 552 
metres from the identified building envelope respectively.  The setbacks required by MDS will be 
achieved. 
 
Schedule B of the Official Plan identifies a large portion of the subject lands as ‘Aggregate Resource 
Area’.  Non-farm lot creation is generally not permitted unless it can be demonstrated that the 
potential for future extraction of the aggregate material would not be inhibited.  The proposal, 
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Planner Report  

B01/2022 
 

Page 2 of 2 
 

however, does not constitute on-farm lot creation since both the severed and retained parcels exceed 
20 hectares in size. 
 
The forested lands on the property are identified on Appendix B of the Official Plan as ‘Significant 
Woodland’, and this includes almost the entire severed parcel.  Development and site alteration is 
generally prohibited within 120 metres of this feature unless it can be demonstrated that the wetland 
would not be impacted.  During the preconsultation discussions, the Saugeen Valley Conservation 
Authority advised the owner that an Environmental Impact Study (EIS) would be required to support 
the proposed severance.  In this regard, an EIS was conducted.  The EIS found that the severed 
parcel not only contains a Significant Woodland but also a Provincially Significant Wetland, an 
Unevaluated Wetland, and Significant Wildlife Habitat.  (It is worth noting that neither the Provincially 
Significant Wetland nor the Unevaluated Wetland features found on this site are identified in the 
County of Grey Official Plan Schedule A or Appendix B, which is unusual.)  The text of the Official 
Plan includes policies for all of the natural features listed above.  The EIS concluded that 
development and site alteration on the severed parcel should be limited to the 40 m x 40 m area 
shown on Map 1 of the EIS (and contained in this Planning Report), along with a driveway corridor to 
Sideroad 7.  Provided the development is limited to this particular area and the recommended 
mitigation measures of the EIS are followed, there should be no noticeable impact on these natural 
heritage features.  The SVCA has subsequently advised that the EIS was acceptable.  These 
recommendations will be implemented through a Site Plan Agreement.  
 
Appendix B also identifies the floodplain of the North Saugeen River as ‘Significant Valleylands’.  That 
area, however, is situated a considerable distance from the severed parcel and would have no 
bearing on the development on the severed parcel. 
 
Any development that occurs on the retained parcel can also easily avoid any natural features on that 
parcel, as it comprises 229.4 hectares. 
 
Based on the foregoing, the severance will conform to the Official Plan provided the 
recommendations of the EIS are followed. 
 
Provincial Policy Statement: 
The Provincial Policy Statement (PPS) gives consideration to limited lot creation on non-prime 
agricultural lands. 
 
The PPS protects Significant Woodlands, Significant Valleyland, Significant Wildlife Habitat, 
Provincially Significant Wetlands, and areas of known aggregate deposits in the same manner as the 
County Official Plan. As explained above, the proposed severance would not undermine any of these 
policies provided the recommendations of the EIS are followed. 
 
Zoning By-law: 
The subject lands are zoned ‘A1’ (Rural) and ‘EP’ (Environmental Protection).   
 
The ‘A1’ zone requires a minimum lot area of 20 hectares and a minimum lot frontage of 180 metres.  
The severed and retained parcels will exceed these minimum standards.  A Zoning By-law 
Amendment is not required as a condition or severance approval. 
 
Discussion and Recommendation: 
The proposed lot creation appears to conform to the County Official Plan and is consistent with the 
Provincial Policy Statement.   Consent can be granted subject to the conditions listed on the Decision 
Sheet which include the requirement for the owner to enter into a Site Plan Agreement to implement 
the recommendations of the Environmental Impact Study. 
 
This opinion is provided without the benefit of having received comments from any other agency or 
any adjacent land owners.  Should new information arise regarding this proposal, the Committee of 
Adjustment is advised to take such information into account when considering the applications. 
 
I trust this information will be of assistance. 
Sincerely, 
 

 
Ron Davidson, BES, RPP, MCIP 
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No concerns 
 
Mike Givens, Fire Chief/CFPO/CEMC  
Township of Chatsworth Fire Department 
519-794-3188 
mike.givens@chatsworth.ca   
 

  
 
 CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information in this email is confidential and may be privileged. If 
you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender you received it in error and 
delete it from your computer. Please consider the environment before printing this message. 

 
From: Tyler Zamostny <tyler.zamostny@chatsworth.ca> 
Sent: Thursday, August 4, 2022 11:29 AM 
Subject: Chatsworth Consent: File B01/2022 (Ron and Georgina Klages)  
  

Good morning:   
  
Re:     File: B01/2022 (Ron and Georgina Klages)  

Legal:  Part Lots 22, 23 and 24, Concessions 4 and 5, Geographic Township of 
Sullivan, Township of Chatsworth 

  
You will find attached the following items:   

 Notice of Public Meeting 

 Planner Comments 

 Submitted application with sketch 

 Environmental Impact Study Report B01 2022 

  
Should you have any comments for the public record they would be appreciated by: 
Wednesday, August 31, 2022.   
  
Once submitted, your comments will be circulated within the agenda package.   
  
  
Kind regards, Tyler Zamostny 
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Thank you for your correspondence with regard to the proposed 
Severance.  Enbridge Gas Inc, (formerly Union Gas Ltd.), does have service lines 
running within the area which may or may not be affected by the proposed 
severance. 
 
Should the proposed severance impact these services, it may be necessary to 
terminate the gas service and relocate the line according to the new property 
boundaries.  Any Service relocation required due to a severance would be at the 
cost of the property owner.  Also, should future gas service be required to either 
the severed or retained parcel, a request for gas service needs to be submitted to 
the Attachment Centre at 1-866-772-1045. 
 
Should you require any further information, please contact the undersigned. 
 
Kelly Buchanan  

Land Analyst 
— 
ENBRIDGE GAS INC. 

TEL: 519-436-4673| FAX: 519-358-4271 
50 Keil Dr N, Chatham ON  N7M 5M1 
 

enbridge.com 

Safety. Integrity. Respect. 
 
From: Tyler Zamostny <tyler.zamostny@chatsworth.ca>  
Sent: Thursday, August 4, 2022 11:40 AM 
Subject: [External] Chatsworth Consent: File B01/2022 (Ron and Georgina Klages) 
 

Good morning:   
 
Re:     File: B01/2022 (Ron and Georgina Klages)  

Legal:  Part Lots 22, 23 and 24, Concessions 4 and 5, Geographic Township of 
Sullivan, Township of Chatsworth 

 
You will find attached the following items:   

- Notice of Public Meeting 
- Planner Comments 
- Submitted application with sketch 
- Environmental Impact Study Report B01 2022 

 
Should you have any comments for the public record they would be appreciated by: 
Wednesday, August 31, 2022.   
 
Once submitted, your comments will be circulated within the agenda package.   
 
Kind regards, Tyler Zamostny 
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County comments for B01-2022 Klages 
 

Hello Chatsworth, 

Please note that County staff have reviewed Consent application B01-2022 - 
Ron & Georgina Klages. 

The subject lands are designated 'Rural,' 'Agricultural' and 'Hazard Lands.' in 
Schedule A of the County's Official Plan. The proposed severed parcel would 
occur within the 'Rural' portion of the property, and both the severed Rural 
parcel and retained Agricultural parcel would be 'farm-sized.' The severance 
also conforms to the rural density provisions of Table 9. The County has no 
concerns in this regard.  

The proposed severed parcel is entirely within the 'Significant Woodlands,' 
while other areas of the propoerty feature a pond/lake, Significant 
Valleylands and Other Wetlands. To ensure the protection and integrity of 
these natural heritage features, an Environmental Impact Study was 
undertaken to support this application. The EIS has suggested that a 40 x 40 
meter building parcel would be feasible on the proposed severed parcel, with 
minimal impact on the surrounding natural heritage features. The EIS has 
also identified 'Provincially Significant Wetlands' that are not indicated in 
Schedule A of the County's OP. County staff would recommend that technical 
comments related to the findings of the EIS be provided by the Conservation 
Authority and that all conditions of the EIS be added at a Site Plan 
Application stage. 

MDS has been considered in relation to the proposed lot creation, and it 
would appear that MDS can be achieved. Staff have no concerns in this 
regard.   

Provided positive comments are received by the Conservation Authority 
regarding the findings of the EIS, County staff have no further concerns with 
the subject proposal.  

 Please note, a paper copy will not be provided unless requested. 

Let us know if you have any questions. 

Best regards, 

Becky Hillyer 

 

 

County of Grey, Owen Sound, ON  

 

31



  

 

 
1078 Bruce Road 12 | P.O. Box 150 | Formosa | ON | Canada | N0G 1W0 

519-364-1255 | publicinfo@svca.on.ca | www.saugeenconservaton.ca 
 

 

 
Watershed Member Municipalities 

Municipality of Arran-Elderslie, Municipality of Brockton, Township of Chatsworth, Municipality of Grey Highlands, 
Town of Hanover, Township of Howick, Municipality of Morris-Turnberry, Municipality of South Bruce, 
Township of Huron-Kinloss, Municipality of Kincardine, Town of Minto, Township of Wellington North, 

Town of Saugeen Shores, Township of Southgate, Municipality of West Grey 

 

SENT ELECTRONICALLY ONLY (klagesgeorgina@gmail.com) 
 
February 28, 2022 
 
Ron Klages 
49 Tower Road, P.O. Box 236  
Chesley, ON  
N0G 1L0 
  
Dear Mr. Klages 
 
RE: Pre-Submission Consultation for Proposed Severance and Development 

Vacant Lot, Concession 6 
Roll No. 420432000230401 
Part Lot 22, Concession 5 
Geographic Township of Holland 

 Township of Chatsworth        (Klages) 
 

As requested, Saugeen Valley Conservation Authority (SVCA) staff has reviewed your proposed severance on the 
above-noted property per our delegated responsibility from the Province to represent provincial interests 
regarding natural hazards identified in Section 3.1 of the Provincial Policy Statement (PPS, 2014) and as a 
regulatory authority under Ontario Regulation 169/06 (SVCA’s Development, Interference with Wetlands, and 
Alterations to Shorelines and Watercourses Regulation). SVCA staff has also provided comments as per our 
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) with the Municipality of Chatsworth representing natural hazards, natural 
heritage, and water resources; and your proposal has also been reviewed through our role as a public body under 
the Planning Act as per our CA Member approved Environmental Planning and Regulations Policies Manual, 
amended October 16, 2018. 
 
It is SVCA staff’s understanding you propose to sever a parcel from the subject property. The proposed severed 
parcel will be used for residential use and development is currently proposed with access from Sideroad 7, as 
seen on the attached map. The proposed retained parcel features existing development, and no development is 
currently proposed. 
 
As per your request, SVCA staff has undertaken a desktop review and an in-person site inspection has been 
carried out on February 15, 2022. Staff have referenced applicable mapping and SVCA and County/Municipal 
policy documents as part of our review of the proposal.  SVCA staff are of the opinion that further information, 
in the form of an Environmental Impact Study (EIS), is required to find the severance of the proposed lot and the 
associated development acceptable. We elaborate in the following paragraphs. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The parcel has previously been severed. The severed parcel has since merged with the original lot to the East.  
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Ron Klages 
Pre-Submission Consultation for Proposed Severance and development 
February 28, 2022 
Page 2 of 12 
 
SITE CHARACTERISTICS 
 
The subject property is located to the southwest of the intersection of Concession 6 and Sideroad 7. The lot 
currently features agricultural lands, woodlands, and wetlands. Ponds of various sizes are located in the 
southeast portion of the property and the North Saugeen River flows through the southwest corner of the lot. 
The proposed severed lot is almost entirely within woodlands, and a wetland extends throughout the central 
and southwest portions. The property is generally undulating in topography, with the highest elevations in the 
northwest portion, on the proposed severed parcel. The proposed retained parcel features existing residential 
development and tree plantations in the southwest. 
 
PLANNING ACT APPLICATION PRE-SUBMISSION CONSULTATION  
 
The following pre-submission consultation comments are offered by SVCA staff in advance of any submission of 
a formal Planning Act Application (i.e. Consent to Sever) to the County of Grey/Township of Chatsworth.  Please 
note, SVCA staff provide advice and recommendations to the County/Township regarding natural hazard and 
natural heritage matters; however, the SVCA is not the Approval Authority for Planning Act Applications.  We 
recommend you contact the Township and/or County for information pertaining to the Planning Act process.  
 
ZONING AND OFFICIAL PLAN 
 

Administration and final interpretation of the Zoning By-law and Official Plan are the responsibility of the 
Township and/or County.  We recommend you contact the Township of Chatsworth and/or the County of 
Grey to confirm the zoning status and/or designation of the property, and for all other items relating to the 
Zoning By-law and Official Plan. 
 
DELEGATED RESPONSIBILITY AND ADVISORY COMMENTS 
 

SVCA staff has reviewed the proposed through our delegated responsibility from the Province to represent 
provincial interests regarding natural hazards identified in Section 3.1 of the Provincial Policy Statement  
(PPS, 2014). We have also reviewed the proposed through our responsibilities as a service provider to the 
County of Grey/Township of Chatsworth in that we provide expert advice and technical clearance on 
Planning Act applications with regards to natural hazards, natural heritage, and water resources as set out 
in the PPS 2014, County Official Plan and/or local official plans. Comments below only include 
features/technical requirements affecting the property. 
 
Natural Hazards: 
 
SVCA hazard mapping indicates the subject property is affected by unstable organic soils and floodprone areas 
(hazardous sites) associated with wetland areas throughout the central and southwestern portion of the 
proposed severed parcel. The review of the subject property has also identified potential flood prone wetland 
area through wooded area in the southeast portion of the proposed retained parcel. Flooding and erosion 
hazards associated with the North Saugeen River are also present in the southeast corner of the proposed 
retained parcel. Please see attached map indicating the wetland and hazardous areas as delineated by SVCA 
staff.   
 
The natural hazards on the property identified by SVCA staff such as low-lying wetland and floodplain area are 
also depicted in the County of Grey Official Plan (OP) as Hazard Lands, and the Township Chatsworth Zoning By-
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law 2015-61 as Natural Environment. It is the opinion of SVCA staff that the County and Township’s Hazard 
mapping is in general conformance with the hazard mapping as originally plotted by SVCA staff. The delineation 
of any wetlands will be added as hazard lands to SVCA mapping if confirmed within the EIS. Once SVCA mapping 
is updated, we recommend the County of Grey OP and the Township of Chatsworth Zoning By-law 2015-61 
hazard mapping be updated to better reflect SVCA hazard mapping, if needed. 
 
The following are a summary of Provincial, and County natural hazard policies that apply based on your current 
proposal. 
 

Provincial Policy Statement (PPS, 2020) Natural Hazard Policies– Section 3.1  
 
It is SVCA staff’s interpretation that section 3.1.1 of the PPS, 2020 states, in general, that development shall 
be directed to areas outside of hazardous lands (flooding hazards, erosion hazards, dynamic beach hazards), 
and hazardous sites (organic soils, leda clay, unstable bedrock.). 
 
County of Grey Official Plan (OP) Policies  
 
It is SVCA staff’s interpretation that Section 7.2 of the County OP, in general, does not permit development 
and site alteration in hazard lands, except for uses connected with conservation of water, soil, wildlife and 
other natural resources and only where site conditions are suitable and where the hazard impacts have been 
reviewed.   
 

It is SVCA staff’s opinion that any new development (residence, accessory structures, septic system) must be 
located outside the aforementioned hazard lands as delineated on the attached map, or in accordance with the 
wetland boundaries defined in an EIS (to SVCA staff’s satisfaction) to be in conformance with the above-noted 
PPS/County OP polices. As per the site plan provided, the proposed development on the severed parcel will be 
located outside of hazardous lands. No development is proposed on the retained parcel. Any building envelope 
outlined in the EIS must be located outside of the hazard lands, if available. 
 
As such, it is the opinion of SVCA staff that the application could be consistent with the Natural Hazard Policies 
of the PPS, 2020 and section 7.2 of the Grey County Official Plan, if development is restricted to a building 
envelope located outside of the hazard lands and other wetland features provided by an acceptable EIS. 

 
Natural Heritage: 
 
In the opinion of SVCA staff, the subject property features significant woodlands, significant wildlife habitat, 
potential habitat of endangered and threatened species, other wetlands, significant valleylands, natural heritage 
system linkage area, and fish habitat. The following is a summary of Provincial and County heritage policies that 
affect the subject property.  
 
Significant Woodlands 
 
Significant Woodlands are identified as those which are greater than or equal to 40 hectares in size outside of 
settlement areas and can also be significant if there is overlap with Significant Valleylands, as per section 7.4 of 
the Grey County Official Plan. Most of the forested portions of the subject property not currently used for 
agricultural purposes, are considered Significant Woodlands. 
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Provincial Policy Statement – Section 2.1 
 
It is SVCA staff’s interpretation that section 2.1.5 b) of the PPS states that development and site alteration 
shall not be permitted in significant woodlands unless it has been demonstrated that here will be no negative 
impacts on the natural features or their ecological functions; and further that, section 2.1.8 states 
development and site alteration shall not be permitted on adjacent lands to significant woodlands unless it 
has been demonstrated that there will be no negative impacts on the natural features or their ecological 
functions. 

 
Grey County Official Plan Policies  
 
It is SVCA staff’s interpretation that section 7.4(1) of the Grey County OP states that no development or site 
alteration may be permitted on or within lands adjacent to significant woodlands unless it has been 
demonstrated through an environmental impact study (EIS) that there will be no negative impact on the 
feature.  
 

Based on the information provided, development is proposed for the severed lot, with no development proposed 
on the retained lot. The severed lot does not feature sufficient area outside of the significant woodland for 
development, and therefor SVCA staff recommend an EIS be completed to address potential impacts to this 
feature. The EIS may make recommendations for development such as confirming the proposed development 
envelope or providing an alternate building envelope and/or mitigation techniques.  
 
As development is proposed within the significant woodland feature, SVCA staff recommend an EIS be required 
to satisfy the aforementioned policies of the PPS (2020), and section 7.4(1) of the Grey County Official Plan.  
Alternatively, the proposed lot line for the severed parcel could be amended to accommodate a building 
envelope outside the woodlands, where the requirement for an EIS could be waived. 
 
Significant Wildlife Habitat 
 
While mapping showing significant wildlife habitat is not included in the Grey County Official Plan, it has come 
to the attention of SVCA staff that significant wildlife habitat may be located on and/or within the vicinity of the 
subject property.  
 

Provincial Policy Statement – Section 2.1 
 
It is SVCA staff’s interpretation that section 2.1.5 d) of the PPS states that development and site alteration 
shall not be permitted in significant wildlife habitat unless it has been demonstrated that there will be no 
negative impacts on the habitat or it’s ecological functions; and further that, section 2.1.8 states 
development and site alteration shall not be permitted on adjacent lands to significant wildlife habitat unless 
it has been demonstrated that there will be no negative impacts on the habitat or it’s ecological functions. 
 
Grey County Official Plan Policies 
 
It is SVCA staff’s interpretation that section 7.10 of the Grey County OP states that development and site 
alteration is not permitted within significant wildlife habitat and their adjacent lands unless it has been 
demonstrated through an EIS that there will be no negative impact on the feature. 
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Based on the information provided, development is proposed for the severed lot, with no development proposed 
for the retained lot on the retained lot. The severed lot does not feature sufficient area outside of the potential 
significant wildlife habitat for development, and therefor SVCA staff recommend and EIS be completed to 
address potential impacts to this feature. The EIS may make recommendations for development such as 
confirming the proposed development envelope or providing an alternate building envelope and/or mitigation 
techniques. Alternatively, the proposed lot line for the severed parcel could be amended to accommodate a 
building envelope outside the significant wildlife habitat, where the requirement for an EIS could be waived. 
 
As future development may be proposed within significant wildlife habitat, SVCA staff recommend an EIS be 
required to satisfy the aforementioned policies of the PPS (2020), and section 7.10 of the Grey County Official 
Plan. Alternatively, the proposed lot line for the severed parcel could be amended to accommodate a building 
envelope outside the woodlands/significant wildlife habitat, where the requirement for an EIS could be waived. 
 
Habitat of Endangered and Threatened Species 
 
It has come to the attention of SVCA staff that habitat of Endangered Species and Threatened Species may be 
located on or adjacent to the property. 

 
Provincial Policy Statement – Section 2.1 
 
It is SVCA staff’s interpretation that section 2.1.7 of the PPS states that development and site alteration shall 
not be permitted in habitat of endangered species and threatened species, except in accordance with 
provincial and federal requirements. 
 
Grey County Official Plan Policies 
 
It is SVCA staff’s interpretation that section 7.10 (2) of the Grey County OP states that no development or site 
alteration will be permitted within the Habitat of Threatened / Endangered Species except in accordance 
with provincial and federal requirements; and that, no development or site alteration will be permitted 
within the adjacent lands (120 metres) to these areas unless it has been demonstrated through an EIS that 
there will be no negative impacts on the natural features or their ecological functions.  The adjacent lands 
are defined in Section 9.18 of the OP and through provincial and federal requirements. 

 
SVCA’s role is to identify endangered/threatened species habitat via screening process in consideration of the 
PPS and local policies but we must direct applicants to Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks (MECP) 
for follow-up.  It is the responsibility of the applicant to ensure the endangered species and threatened species 
policy referred to in the PPS has been appropriately addressed.  Please contact the Ministry of Environment, 
Conservation and Parks (MECP) at SAROntario@ontario.ca for information on how to address this policy.   

 
Section 2.1.7 of the PPS (2020) and section 7.10(2) of the Grey County OP states that development and site 
alteration shall not be permitted in habitat of endangered species and threatened species, except in accordance 
with provincial and federal requirements. 
 
Other Wetlands 
 
It has come to the attention of SVCA staff that other wetlands are located on subject property. 
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Provincial Policy Statement – Section 2.1 
 
The PPS does not have policies specific to other wetlands; however, it is SVCA staff’s interpretation that the 
PPS (2020) generally recognizes other wetlands as natural heritage features. 

 
County of Grey Official Plan Policies 

 

It is SVCA staff’s interpretation that the County of Grey OP policies, s. 7.3.2 1) for ‘Other Wetlands’ do not 
permit development or site alterations within ‘Other Wetlands’ or their adjacent lands, unless it has been 
demonstrated that there will be no negative impacts on the wetland or on its ecological functions; and 
further that, the County encourages development be setback from wetlands by at least 30 metres. In some 
cases, this 30 metres distance can be reduced based on site-specific circumstances, or through the 
completion of an EIS. 

 
Based on the information provided, development is proposed for the severed lot, with no development proposed 
for the retained lot. The severed lot does not feature sufficient area outside of adjacent lands (30 metres) to 
other wetlands for development, and therefor SVCA staff recommend and EIS be completed to address potential 
impacts to this feature and to provide a recommended setback to the wetland for development. The EIS may 
make recommendations for development such as confirming the proposed development envelope or providing 
an alternate building envelope and/or mitigation techniques. Alternatively, the proposed lot line for the severed 
parcel could be amended to accommodate a building envelope outside the adjacent lands to other wetlands, 
where the requirement for an EIS could be waived. 
 
 
As future development may be proposed within adjacent lands to a wetlands feature, SVCA staff recommend a 
scoped EIS be required to satisfy the aforementioned policies of the PPS (2020), and section 7.3.2(1) of the Grey 
County Official Plan.  
 
Significant Valleylands 
 
It has come to the attention of SVCA staff that Significant valleylands may be located on and/or within the vicinity 
of the subject property.  
 

Provincial Policy Statement – Section 2.1 
 
It is SVCA staff’s interpretation that Section 2.1.5 b) of the PPS states that development and site alteration 
shall not be permitted in significant valleylands unless it has been demonstrated that here will be no negative 
impacts on the natural features or their ecological functions; and further that, section 2.1.8 states 
development and site alteration shall not be permitted on adjacent lands to significant valleylands unless it 
has been demonstrated that there will be no negative impacts on the natural features or their ecological 
functions. 

 
County of Grey Official Plan Policies 

 
It is SVCA staff’s interpretation that Section 7.7 of the Grey County OP states that no development or site 
alteration may occur within Significant Valleylands or their adjacent lands unless it has been demonstrated 
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through an environmental impact study that there will be no negative impacts on the natural features or their 
ecological functions. 

 
Based on the information provided, development is proposed for the severed lot, with no development proposed 
for the retained lot. It is SVCA staff’s opinion that the severed lot has sufficient area outside of significant 
valleylands for development, therefor SVCA staff recommend an EIS can be waived for the assessment of this 
feature as impacts are determined to be negligible.  
 
As future development is not proposed within, or within adjacent lands to significant valleylands, SVCA staff 
recommend an EIS can be waived for the assessment of this feature. SVCA is of the opinion that the this satisfies 
the aforementioned policies of the PPS (2020), and section 7.7 of the Grey County Official Plan. 
 
Natural Heritage Linkage Area 
 
It has come to the attention of SVCA staff that a natural heritage linkage area is located on and/or within the 
vicinity of the subject property. Linkages are identified to provide connectivity between Core Areas and establish 
a connected natural environmental system. They support natural processes that are necessary to maintain 
biological and geological diversity, natural functions, viable populations of indigenous species, and ecosystems. 
Linkages are identified based on several factors including using the areas of greatest natural cover (terrestrial 
and/or aquatic, as well as areas of deep interior habitat), while focusing on the shortest distance between Core 
Areas 
 

Provincial Policy Statement – Section 2.1 
 
It is SVCA staff’s interpretation that section 2.1.1 of the PPS states the diversity and connectivity of natural 
features in an area, and the long-term ecological function and biodiversity of natural heritage systems, 
should be maintained, restored or, where possible, improved, recognizing linkages between and among 
natural heritage features and areas, surface water features and ground water features. 

 
County of Grey Official Plan Policies 

 
It is SVCA staff’s interpretation that section 7.1 3) of the Grey County OP states that development proposed 
within Core Areas, their 120 metre adjacent lands, or Linkages will be required to undertake an environmental 
impact study (EIS), unless otherwise exempted by 7.11.3 of the OP. The EIS will assess the natural features, 
their adjacent lands and their connections to other natural features. Table 10  of the OP provides for the 
permitted uses in Core Areas and Linkages. 

 
Based on the information provided, development is proposed for the severed lot, with no development proposed 
for the retained lot. It is SVCA staff’s opinion that the severed lot has sufficient area outside of the natural 
heritage system linkage for development, therefor SVCA staff recommend an EIS can be waived for the 
assessment of this feature as impacts are determined to be negligible.  
 
As future development is not proposed within, or within adjacent lands to the natural heritage system linkage, 
SVCA staff recommend an EIS can be waived for the assessment of this feature. SVCA is of the opinion that the 
this satisfies the aforementioned policies of the PPS (2020), and section 7.1 3) of the Grey County Official Plan. 
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Fish Habitat 
 
SVCA’s review of Fish Habitat is provided in consideration of the PPS and local policies but does not provide 
clearance on the required statutes or legislation from either the Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry 
(MNRF) or the Department of Fisheries and Oceans (DFO). 
 

Provincial Policy Statement – Section 2.1 
 
It is SVCA staff’s opinion that section 2.1.6 of the PPS states that development and site alteration shall not 
be permitted in fish habitat except in accordance with provincial and federal requirements; and further that, 
s. 2.1.8 states development and site alteration shall not be permitted on adjacent lands to fish habitat unless 
the ecological function of the adjacent lands has been evaluated and it has been demonstrated that there 
will be no negative impacts on the fish habitat or on their ecological functions. 

 
County of Grey Official Plan Policies 

 
It is SVCA staff’s opinion that section 7.9 of the Grey County OP states, in general, that no development will 
be permitted within 30 metres of the banks of a stream, river or lake unless an EIS concludes setbacks may 
be reduced and/or where it has been determined by the appropriate conservation authority these setbacks 
may be reduced. 

 
Based on the information provided, development is proposed for the severed lot, with no development proposed 
for the retained lot. It is SVCA staff’s opinion that the severed lot has sufficient area outside of fish habitat for 
development, therefor SVCA staff recommend an EIS can be waived for the assessment of this feature as impacts 
are determined to be negligible.  
 
As future development is not proposed within, or within adjacent lands to fish habitat, SVCA staff recommend 
an EIS can be waived for the assessment of this feature. SVCA is of the opinion that the this satisfies the 
aforementioned policies of the PPS (2020), and section 7.1 3) of the Grey County Official Plan. 
 
Environmental Impact Study (EIS): 
 

Prior to submission of a formal planning act application for severance, SVCA staff would recommend a 
Environmental Impact Study (EIS), to satisfy the requirements of the Provincial Policy Statement, and the 
county level official plan. The EIS would need to address the natural heritage features previously mentioned 
and demonstrate proposed development (ie. dwelling, decks, porches, driveway, sewage disposal system, site 
grading, etc.) would not impact the natural features or their ecological functions. We ask that you have your 
environmental consultant contact this office to review the Terms of Reference (TOR) for the EIS prior to the 
study being undertaken. Otherwise, if we are not consulted on the TOR and we are not satisfied with the 
report, we may have it peer reviewed at the cost of the applicant. Please note, the submission of an EIS does 
not guarantee approval of the works. An EIS must be carried out by a qualified professional with recognized 
expertise in the appropriate area of concern and shall be prepared to use established procedures and 
recognized methodologies to the satisfaction of the SVCA.  Additionally, we ask that we review the draft EIS 
report prior to formal Planning Act submission. Alternatively, the proposed lot line for the severed parcel 
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could be amended to accommodate a building envelope outside the woodlands/significant wildlife habitat, 
and 30 metres from the wetland boundary, where the requirement for an EIS could be waived. 
 
Drinking Water Source Protection / Water resources: 
 
The subject property appears to SVCA staff to not be located within an area that is subject to the local Drinking 
Water Source Protection Plan. To confirm, please contact Carl Seider or Karen Gillian, Risk Management Official 
(RMO).   
 
STATUTORY COMMENTS 
 
SVCA staff has reviewed the application as per our responsibilities as a regulatory authority under Ontario 
Regulation 169/06 (SVCA’s Development, Interference with Wetlands, and Alterations to Shorelines and 
Watercourses Regulation).  This regulation, made under Section 28 of the Conservation Authorities Act, 
enables SVCA to regulate development in or adjacent to river or stream valleys, Great Lakes and inland lake 
shorelines, watercourses, hazardous lands and wetlands.  Subject to the CA Act, development taking place on 
or adjacent to these lands may require permission from SVCA to confirm that the control of flooding, erosion, 
dynamic beaches, pollution or the conservation of land are not affected.  SVCA also regulates the alteration to 
or interference in any way with a watercourse or wetland. 
 
SVCA mapping shows the subject property features an unevaluated wetland.  Wetlands plus 30 metres adjacent 
to the wetland boundary are SVCA regulated areas in accordance with Ontario Regulation 169/06.  Unevaluated 
wetlands plus 30 metres from the wetland boundary are not yet included in SVCA’s ‘Approximate Screening 
Area’; however, once the limits of the wetland are confirmed via EIS to SVCA staff’s satisfaction, SVCA will update 
our ‘Approximate Screening Area’ mapping accordingly.. In accordance with O. Reg. 169 /06 development and/or 
site alteration within these areas and their adjacent lands require the permission from SVCA, prior to carrying 
out the work. 

 
“Development” as defined under the Conservation Authorities Act means: 

 
a) the construction, reconstruction, erection or placing of a building or structure of any kind; 
b) any change to a building or structure that would have the effect of altering the use or potential use 

of the building or structure, increasing the size of the building or structure or increasing the number 
of dwelling units in the building or structure; 

c) site grading; or, 
d) the temporary or permanent placing, dumping or removal of any material, originating on the site or 

elsewhere. 
 

And; 
 

“Alteration” as per Section 5 of Ontario Regulation 169/06 generally includes the straightening, diverting 
or interference in any way with a rive, creek, stream or watercourse, or the changing or interfering in 
any way with a wetland. 
 

To determine the approximate location of the wetland on your property, please refer to the attached SVCA map.   
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SVCA PERMISSION FOR DEVELOPMENT OR ALTERATION 

 
In general, SVCA’s policies do not support development within wetlands or within hazard lands as seen on the 
attached map.  However, development within the adjacent lands to these areas may be acceptable, subject to 
conditions to control the impact of flooding, erosion, pollution, and conservation of land. If development is 
proposed within the wooded portion of the property, SVCA staff must be contacted to determine our regulatory 
limits associated within the wetland and hazardous areas as a permit from our office may be required. 
Development proposed outside wetlands plus 30 metres will not require a permit from SVCA.  Development 
within 30 meters of a wetland may occur as per policy 4.13-3 of the SVCA Planning and Regulations Policy Manual 
(2018) which states:  
 

If the interference on the hydrologic function of the wetland has been deemed to be acceptable by the 
SVCA. An EIS to assess the hydrologic impact shall be required if the plans do not demonstrate the 
following: 

a) All development (including grading) is located outside the regulated wetland and maintains 
as    much setback as possible; 

b) Disturbances to natural vegetation communities contributing to the hydrologic function of 
the wetland are avoided; 

c) Overall drainage patterns for the lot will be maintained; 
d) Disturbed area and soil compaction is minimized; 
e) Development is above the high water table; 
f) All sewage disposal systems are located a minimum of 15 metres from the wetland and a 

minimum of 1metre above the water table; 
g) Impervious areas are minimized; and 
h) Best Management Practices are used to: 

• Maintain water balance 
• Control erosion and sedimentation 
• Buffer wetlands 

 
Right to Hearing           
 
Please be advised that the owner(s) of a property may submit an Application for a development or alteration 
proposal to the SVCA at any time.  An Application must be complete as determined by the SVCA for it to be 
considered.  The completeness of an Application is determined by SVCA staff, or an administrative review can be 
requested by the applicant to the SVCA's General Manager/Secretary Treasurer.  In the event that the 
administrative review by the SVCA's General Manager/Secretary Treasurer determines an Application is not 
complete, the applicant can request an administrative review by the Authority.  Applications to recognize works 
that have already occurred are not eligible for administrative reviews. 
 
In accordance with Section 28 (12) of the Conservation Authorities Act, permission required under Ontario 
Regulation 169/06, as amended, shall not be refused or granted subject to conditions unless the person 
requesting the permission has been given the opportunity for a hearing (by request) before the Authority or, in 
the case of the SVCA, before the Authority’s Executive Committee.  Should you receive a SVCA permit, approved 
by staff, with conditions of approval and object to one or more of the conditions, you will have the option to 
attend a hearing before the SVCA Executive Committee. Should you submit a complete Application for which 
staff is not prepared to issue a permit, you will have the option to attend a hearing scheduled before the SVCA 
Executive Committee.   
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After holding a hearing under Section 28 (12), the SVCA Executive Committee shall,  

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

After the hearing, if the Executive Committee refuses permission, or grants permission subject to conditions, the 
person who requested permission shall be given written reasons for the decision.  If the person is refused 
permission or objects to conditions imposed on the permission, the person may appeal to the Minister of Natural 
Resources and Forestry within 30 days of receiving the reasons for the refusal. 
 
SUMMARY 
 
SVCA staff has reviewed your proposal in accordance with our Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) with the 
Township of Chatsworth and as per our mandated responsibilities for natural hazard management, including our 
regulatory role under the Conservation Authorities Act. 
 
Based on the submitted site plan, SVCA staff will recommend to the County/Township that an EIS should be 
required to support your proposed severance application and development.  The purpose of the EIS would be to 
address the potential negative impacts to the significant woodlands, potential significant wildlife habitat, and 
other wetlands. However, the Council for the Township of Chatsworth and/or the County of Grey are the 
Approval Authorities for Planning Act applications, and the decisions for all applications, and on the requirement 
for the preparation of an EIS, remains with the Township and/or County.   
 
SVCA staff notes that all development must be located outside the hazardous lands and other wetlands as 
delineated on the attached map, or as outlined in the scoped EIS, to be in conformance with the aforementioned 
natural hazard policies of the PPS, Official Plans, and the SVCA. A permit from SVCA may be required for 
development within the other wetlands plus 30 metres. 
 
Alternatively, the proposed lot line for the severed parcel could be amended to accommodate a building 
envelope outside the woodlands/significant wildlife habitat, 30 metres adjacent to the wetland, where the 
requirement for an EIS could be waived. 
 
Preliminary SVCA comments regarding Zoning and Official Plan matters have been included within this 
correspondence but should not be considered all-encompassing for formal SVCA Planning Act application 
comments and you should contact the Township of Chatsworth to confirm your zoning status and the Planning 
Act application process. 
 
SVCA staff has provided comments for the proposed based on a desktop review of available mapping, an in 
person site inspection, and information that is currently available.  There is no guarantee these comments will 
remain unchanged indefinitely.  We further recommend that should you wish to proceed with your Planning Act 
application and/or development on the property that SVCA staff be afforded an opportunity to review the 
hazardous lands and natural heritage features on site in favorable conditions to confirm mapping and SVCA’s 
regulated area. 
 
Should you have any questions, please contact the undersigned at m.cook@svca.on.ca. 
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Sincerely, 
 

 
 

Michael Cook 
Environmental Planning Technician 
Saugeen Conservation 
 
MC/ 

Encl:     SVCA Hazards Map 
 
cc:  Diana Rae, Authority Member (via email) 
 Karl Schipprack, CBO, Township of Chatsworth (via email) 
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SENT ELECTRONICALLY (barb.schellenberger@chatsworth.ca)  
  
August 23, 2022 
  
Township of Chatsworth 
316837 Highway 6 RR#1 
Chatsworth ON,   N0H 1G0 
  
 
ATTENTION:  Barb Schellenberger, Acting Deputy Clerk, Town of Chatworth 
 
Dear Ms. Shellenberger,  
  
RE:   Application for Consent to Sever: B01/2022 

Vacant Lot, Concession 6 
  Roll No. 420432000230401 

Part Lots 22, 23 and 24, Concessions 4 and 5 
Geographic Township of Sullivan 
Town of Chatsworth                                                                                                                        (Klages) 

   
Saugeen Valley Conservation Authority (SVCA) staff has reviewed the above-noted application as per our 
delegated responsibility from the Province to represent provincial interests regarding natural hazards identified 
in Section 3.1 of the Provincial Policy Statement (PPS, 2020) and as a regulatory authority under Ontario 
Regulation 169/06 (SVCA’s Development, Interference with Wetlands, and Alterations to Shorelines and 
Watercourses Regulation).  SVCA staff has also provided comments as per our Memorandum of Agreement 
(MOA) with the Township of Chatsworth representing natural hazards and natural heritage and the application 
has also been reviewed through our role as a public body under the Planning Act as per our CA Member 
approved Environmental Planning and Regulations Policies Manual, amended October 16, 2018. 
 
To sever a lot comprising of approximately 23.8 hectares of land with intent to develop; and to retain about 
229.4 hectares of land. 
 
Staff have received and reviewed the following documents submitted with this application: 

1) Notice of Public Meeting dated August 4, 2022 
2) Site plan and Consent Application, dated July 6, 2022 
3) Planning report completed by Ron Davidson, dated September 7, 2022 
4) Environmental Impact Study (EIS) submitted by Natural Resource Solutions Inc. dated June 23, 2022. 

 
Background 
 
The parcel has previously been severed. The severed parcel has since merged with the original lot to the East. 
SVCA staff have completed a site inspection on February 15, 2022 and provided pre-submission consultation 
comments for the proposed dated February 28, 2022. 
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Recommendation 
 
SVCA staff find the application acceptable, provided recommendations within the “Environmental Impact 
Assessment Recommendations” section the Environmental Impact Study (EIS) submitted by Natural Resource 
Solutions Inc. (NRSI) dated June 23, 2022 are implemented.  It is SVCA staff’s opinion these mitigation 
measures should be implemented through site plan control or zoning by-law amendment, which should also 
limit development within the proposed building envelope. 
 
Site Characteristics 
 
The subject property is located to the southwest of the intersection of Concession 6 and Sideroad 7. The lot 
currently features agricultural lands, woodlands, and wetlands. Ponds of various sizes are located in the 
southeast portion of the property and the North Saugeen River flows through the southwest corner of the lot. 
The proposed severed lot is almost entirely within woodlands, and a wetland extends throughout the central 
and southwest portions. The property is generally undulating in topography, with the highest elevations in the 
northwest portion, on the proposed severed parcel. The proposed retained parcel features existing residential 
development and tree plantations in the southwest. 
 
Delegated Responsibility and Advisory Comments  
 
SVCA staff has reviewed the application through our delegated responsibility from the Province to represent 
provincial interests regarding natural hazards identified in Section 3.1 of the Provincial Policy Statement 
(PPS, 2020).  We have also reviewed the application through our responsibilities as a service provider to the 
Township of Chatsworth in that we provide expert advice and technical clearance on Planning Act 
application with regards to natural hazards, natural heritage, and water resources as set out in the PPS 2020, 
County Official Plan and/or local official plans.  Comments below only include features/technical 
requirements affecting the property.   
 
Natural Hazards 
 
SVCA hazard mapping indicates the subject property is affected by unstable organic soils and floodprone areas 
(hazardous sites) associated with wetland areas throughout the central and southwestern portion of the 
proposed severed parcel. The review of the subject property has also identified potential flood prone wetland 
area through wooded area in the southeast portion of the proposed retained parcel. Flooding and erosion 
hazards associated with the North Saugeen River are also present in the southeast corner of the proposed 
retained parcel.  
 
The natural hazards on the property identified by SVCA staff such as low-lying wetland and floodplain area are 
also depicted in the County of Grey Official Plan (OP) as Hazard Lands, and the Township Chatsworth Zoning By-
law 2015-61 as Natural Environment. It is the opinion of SVCA staff that the County and Township’s Hazard 
mapping is in general conformance with the hazard mapping as originally plotted by SVCA staff. The delineation 
of wetlands has been added as hazard lands to SVCA mapping as confirmed within the EIS. Once SVCA mapping 
is updated, we recommend the County of Grey OP and the Township of Chatsworth Zoning By-law 2015-61 
hazard mapping be updated to better reflect SVCA hazard mapping, if needed. 
 
The following are a summary of Provincial, and County natural hazard policies that apply based on your current 
proposal. 
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Provincial Policy Statement (PPS, 2020) Natural Hazard Policies– Section 3.1  
 
It is SVCA staff’s interpretation that section 3.1.1 of the PPS, 2020 states, in general, that development shall 
be directed to areas outside of hazardous lands (flooding hazards, erosion hazards, dynamic beach hazards), 
and hazardous sites (organic soils, leda clay, unstable bedrock.). 
 
County of Grey Official Plan (OP) Policies  
 
It is SVCA staff’s interpretation that Section 7.2 of the County OP, in general, does not permit development 
and site alteration in hazard lands, except for uses connected with conservation of water, soil, wildlife and 
other natural resources and only where site conditions are suitable and where the hazard impacts have been 
reviewed.   

 
Based on SVCA staff’s review of the proposed, it appears the proposed severance will be located partially 
within these hazard lands, but the proposed residential development will be limited to an area outside of the 
identified hazard lands, as per the EIS submitted by NRSI.  
 
As such, it is SVCA staff’s opinion that the application is consistent with the natural hazard policies of the PPS 
(2020), and the Grey County OP.   
 
Natural Heritage 
 
In the opinion of SVCA staff, the subject property features significant woodlands, significant wildlife habitat, 
potential habitat of endangered and threatened species, other wetlands, significant valleyland, natural heritage 
system linkage area, and fish habitat. The following is a summary of Provincial and County heritage policies that 
affect the subject property.  
 
Significant Woodlands 
 
Significant Woodlands are identified as those which are greater than or equal to 40 hectares in size outside of 
settlement areas and can also be significant if there is overlap with Significant Valleylands, as per section 7.4 of 
the Grey County Official Plan. Most of the forested portions of the subject property not currently used for 
agricultural purposes, are considered Significant Woodlands. 
 

Provincial Policy Statement – Section 2.1 
 
It is SVCA staff’s interpretation that section 2.1.5 b) of the PPS states that development and site alteration 
shall not be permitted in significant woodlands unless it has been demonstrated that here will be no negative 
impacts on the natural features or their ecological functions; and further that, section 2.1.8 states 
development and site alteration shall not be permitted on adjacent lands to significant woodlands unless it 
has been demonstrated that there will be no negative impacts on the natural features or their ecological 
functions. 
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Grey County Official Plan Policies  
 
It is SVCA staff’s interpretation that section 7.4(1) of the Grey County OP states that no development or site 
alteration may be permitted on or within lands adjacent to significant woodlands unless it has been 
demonstrated through an environmental impact study (EIS) that there will be no negative impact on the 
feature.  

 
An EIS was completed by NRSI to assess the potential impacts to this natural heritage feature. SVCA staff are of 
the opinion that if the recommendations provided by this EIS are implemented, the application would be 
acceptable. Recommendations located within the “Environmental Impact Assessment Recommendations” 
section of this report located below. 
 
Significant Wildlife Habitat 
 
While mapping showing significant wildlife habitat is not included in the Grey County Official Plan, it has come 
to the attention of SVCA staff that significant wildlife habitat may be located on and/or within the vicinity of the 
subject property.  
 

Provincial Policy Statement – Section 2.1 
 
It is SVCA staff’s interpretation that section 2.1.5 d) of the PPS states that development and site alteration 
shall not be permitted in significant wildlife habitat unless it has been demonstrated that there will be no 
negative impacts on the habitat or it’s ecological functions; and further that, section 2.1.8 states 
development and site alteration shall not be permitted on adjacent lands to significant wildlife habitat unless 
it has been demonstrated that there will be no negative impacts on the habitat or it’s ecological functions. 
 
Grey County Official Plan Policies 
 
It is SVCA staff’s interpretation that section 7.10 of the Grey County OP states that development and site 
alteration is not permitted within significant wildlife habitat and their adjacent lands unless it has been 
demonstrated through an EIS that there will be no negative impact on the feature. 

 
An EIS was completed by NRSI to assess the potential impacts to this natural heritage feature. SVCA staff are of 
the opinion that if the recommendations provided by this EIS are implemented, the application would be 
acceptable. Recommendations located within the “Environmental Impact Assessment Recommendations” 
section of this report located below. 
 
Habitat of Endangered and Threatened Species 
 
It has come to the attention of SVCA staff that habitat of Endangered Species and Threatened Species may be 
located on or adjacent to the property. 

 
Provincial Policy Statement – Section 2.1 
 
It is SVCA staff’s interpretation that section 2.1.7 of the PPS states that development and site alteration shall 
not be permitted in habitat of endangered species and threatened species, except in accordance with 
provincial and federal requirements. 
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Grey County Official Plan Policies 
 
It is SVCA staff’s interpretation that section 7.10 (2) of the Grey County OP states that no development or site 
alteration will be permitted within the Habitat of Threatened / Endangered Species except in accordance 
with provincial and federal requirements; and that, no development or site alteration will be permitted 
within the adjacent lands (120 metres) to these areas unless it has been demonstrated through an EIS that 
there will be no negative impacts on the natural features or their ecological functions.  The adjacent lands 
are defined in Section 9.18 of the OP and through provincial and federal requirements. 

 
SVCA’s role is to identify endangered/threatened species habitat via screening process in consideration of the 
PPS and local policies but we must direct applicants to Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks (MECP) 
for follow-up.  It is the responsibility of the applicant to ensure the endangered species and threatened species 
policy referred to in the PPS has been appropriately addressed.  Please contact the Ministry of Environment, 
Conservation and Parks (MECP) at SAROntario@ontario.ca for information on how to address this policy.   
 
Other Wetlands 
 
It has come to the attention of SVCA staff that other wetlands are located on the subject property. 
 

Provincial Policy Statement – Section 2.1 
 
The PPS does not have policies specific to other wetlands; however, it is SVCA staff’s interpretation that the 
PPS (2020) generally recognizes other wetlands as natural heritage features. 

 
County of Grey Official Plan Policies 

 

It is SVCA staff’s interpretation that the County of Grey OP policies, s. 7.3.2 1) for ‘Other Wetlands’ do not 
permit development or site alterations within ‘Other Wetlands’ or their adjacent lands, unless it has been 
demonstrated that there will be no negative impacts on the wetland or on its ecological functions; and 
further that, the County encourages development be setback from wetlands by at least 30 metres. In some 
cases, this 30 metres distance can be reduced based on site-specific circumstances, or through the 
completion of an EIS. 

 
An EIS was completed by NRSI to assess the potential impacts to this natural heritage feature. SVCA staff are of 
the opinion that if the recommendations provided by this EIS are implemented, the application would be 
acceptable. Recommendations located within the “Environmental Impact Assessment Recommendations” 
section of this report located below. 
 
Significant Valleylands 
 
It has come to the attention of SVCA staff that Significant valleylands may be located on and/or within the vicinity 
of the subject property.  
 

Provincial Policy Statement – Section 2.1 
 
It is SVCA staff’s interpretation that Section 2.1.5 b) of the PPS states that development and site alteration 
shall not be permitted in significant valleylands unless it has been demonstrated that here will be no negative 
impacts on the natural features or their ecological functions; and further that, section 2.1.8 states 
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development and site alteration shall not be permitted on adjacent lands to significant valleylands unless it 
has been demonstrated that there will be no negative impacts on the natural features or their ecological 
functions. 

 
County of Grey Official Plan Policies 

 
It is SVCA staff’s interpretation that Section 7.7 of the Grey County OP states that no development or site 
alteration may occur within Significant Valleylands or their adjacent lands unless it has been demonstrated 
through an environmental impact study that there will be no negative impacts on the natural features or their 
ecological functions. 

 
Based on the information provided, development is proposed for the severed lot, with no development proposed 
for the retained lot. It is SVCA staff’s opinion that the severed lot has sufficient area outside of significant 
valleylands for development, therefor SVCA staff recommend an EIS can be waived for the assessment of this 
feature as impacts are determined to be negligible.  
 
As future development is not proposed within, or within adjacent lands to significant valleylands, SVCA staff 
recommend an EIS can be waived for the assessment of this feature. SVCA is of the opinion that the this satisfies 
the aforementioned policies of the PPS (2020), and section 7.7 of the Grey County Official Plan. 
 
Natural Heritage Linkage Area 
 
It has come to the attention of SVCA staff that a natural heritage linkage area is located on and/or within the 
vicinity of the subject property. Linkages are identified to provide connectivity between Core Areas and establish 
a connected natural environmental system. They support natural processes that are necessary to maintain 
biological and geological diversity, natural functions, viable populations of indigenous species, and ecosystems. 
Linkages are identified based on several factors including using the areas of greatest natural cover (terrestrial 
and/or aquatic, as well as areas of deep interior habitat), while focusing on the shortest distance between Core 
Areas 
 

Provincial Policy Statement – Section 2.1 
 
It is SVCA staff’s interpretation that section 2.1.1 of the PPS states the diversity and connectivity of natural 
features in an area, and the long-term ecological function and biodiversity of natural heritage systems, 
should be maintained, restored or, where possible, improved, recognizing linkages between and among 
natural heritage features and areas, surface water features and ground water features. 

 
County of Grey Official Plan Policies 

 
It is SVCA staff’s interpretation that section 7.1 3) of the Grey County OP states that development proposed 
within Core Areas, their 120 metre adjacent lands, or Linkages will be required to undertake an environmental 
impact study (EIS), unless otherwise exempted by 7.11.3 of the OP. The EIS will assess the natural features, 
their adjacent lands and their connections to other natural features. Table 10  of the OP provides for the 
permitted uses in Core Areas and Linkages. 

 
Based on the information provided, development is proposed for the severed lot, with no development proposed 
for the retained lot. It is SVCA staff’s opinion that the severed lot has sufficient area outside of the natural 
heritage system linkage for development, therefor SVCA staff recommend an EIS can be waived for the 
assessment of this feature as impacts are determined to be negligible.  
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As future development is not proposed within, or within adjacent lands to the natural heritage system linkage, 
SVCA staff recommend an EIS can be waived for the assessment of this feature. SVCA is of the opinion that the 
this satisfies the aforementioned policies of the PPS (2020), and section 7.1 3) of the Grey County Official Plan. 
 
Fish Habitat 
 
SVCA’s review of Fish Habitat is provided in consideration of the PPS and local policies but does not provide 
clearance on the required statutes or legislation from either the Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry 
(MNRF) or the Department of Fisheries and Oceans (DFO). 
 

Provincial Policy Statement – Section 2.1 
 
It is SVCA staff’s opinion that section 2.1.6 of the PPS states that development and site alteration shall not 
be permitted in fish habitat except in accordance with provincial and federal requirements; and further that, 
s. 2.1.8 states development and site alteration shall not be permitted on adjacent lands to fish habitat unless 
the ecological function of the adjacent lands has been evaluated and it has been demonstrated that there 
will be no negative impacts on the fish habitat or on their ecological functions. 

 
County of Grey Official Plan Policies 

 
It is SVCA staff’s opinion that section 7.9 of the Grey County OP states, in general, that no development will 
be permitted within 30 metres of the banks of a stream, river or lake unless an EIS concludes setbacks may 
be reduced and/or where it has been determined by the appropriate conservation authority these setbacks 
may be reduced. 

 
Based on the information provided, development is proposed for the severed lot, with no development proposed 
for the retained lot. It is SVCA staff’s opinion that the severed lot has sufficient area outside of fish habitat for 
development, therefor SVCA staff recommend an EIS can be waived for the assessment of this feature as impacts 
are determined to be negligible.  
 
As future development is not proposed within, or within adjacent lands to fish habitat, SVCA staff recommend 
an EIS can be waived for the assessment of this feature. SVCA is of the opinion that the this satisfies the 
aforementioned policies of the PPS (2020), and section 7.1 3) of the Grey County Official Plan. 
 
Environmental Impact Assessment Recommendations 
 
All the development features proposed within the severed lot will be located within the development 
envelope. The entire development envelope is already located significantly beyond the 30m buffer in place for 
the wetland. There will be no direct impact to the wetlands on the property, and the 30m buffer for these 
unevaluated wetlands will prevent or minimize any potential indirect impacts to the feature. The proposed 
development takes advantage of the existing clearing at the central north end of the lot and the existing 
entrance to Sideroad 7. The existing entrance is narrow and will require tree removal for widening, grading and 
installation of a culvert at the roadside ditch.  
 
Additional clearing and grading will be required to create a large enough space to accommodate the future 
house, driveway and septic bed. It is estimated that approximately 0.16ha of trees and vegetation will need to 
be removed to construct the house and driveway. This area is based on a modest sized house (250m2) and 
standard septic bed (15mx20m), and may be refined down once a future landowner comes up with a design for 

51



Town of Chatsworth 
Application for Consent to Sever: B01/2022 
August 23, 2022 
Page 8 of 10 
 
the house. The size of the septic bed can be reduced if an advanced treatment system is used, such as 
Waterloo Biofilter, which is appropriate for environmentally sensitive areas. 
 
Additional measures are recommended to minimize and avoid woodland impacts such as being selective in the 
removal of trees, using selective pruning or topping of trees, retention of tall stumps as wildlife habitat, 
retention of existing vegetation to the greatest extent possible (i.e. tree saplings, shrub growth and herbaceous  
groundcover), and edge enhancement plantings. 
 
Potential indirect impacts due to the development of the proposed lot could arise from the following: 
 

1) erosion of soils from the site during construction 
2) septic system impacts 
3) human induced impacts 

 
The following are recommended measures to mitigate the possibility of the indirect impacts: 
 

1) To avoid impacts to nesting birds and wildlife, all tree and vegetation removal should be scheduled 
outside of the peak nesting season (May to August) and preferably should occur in the fall-winter to 
protect wildlife, 

2) The area to be cleared should be clearly delineated so as to minimize tree removal and to protect the 
retained woodland, 

3) Grading should be contained within the building envelope and the site monitored for any erosion of 
soils and sedimentation into the natural area. Sediment and erosion control measures should be 
incorporated into the site plan at the time of design, 

4) The new woodland edge should be monitored for hazard trees. Planting of new trees and shrubs along 
the new edge using native species is recommended to stabilize and buffer the retained woodland, 

5) Landscaped areas should be minimized and not encroach into the natural areas. 
6) Construction of pools, patios, decks and sheds should be within the development envelope. 
7) Use of lawn and garden chemicals should be reduced or eliminated, 
8) Any landscape plantings should make use of native species suitable for the site. Care should be taken 

to avoid aggressive non-native species (such as Norway maple, lily-of-the valley, periwinkle, goutweed, 
etc.) which can spread into natural areas and out-compete native flora, 

9) Pets should be controlled and not allowed to roam in the woodland where they can disturb sensitive 
wildlife, 

10) Grass clippings, yard waste and rubbish should not be dumped in the natural areas. 
 

SVCA staff are of the opinion that if the recommendations provided by this EIS are met, the application would 
be acceptable. As such, it is SVCA staff’s opinion that the application would be consistent with the natural 
heritage policies of the PPS (2020), the Bruce County OP, and the Grey County OP.   

 
Water Resources 
 
The subject property appears to SVCA staff to not be located within an area that is subject to the local Drinking 
Water Source Protection Plan. To confirm, please contact Carl Seider at c.seider@greysauble.on.ca. SVCA 
staff’s review of resource mapping indicates the subject property is also partially an area of significant 
groundwater recharge (SGRA).  Although there are no policies in the Saugeen, Grey Sauble, Northern Bruce 
Peninsula Source Protection Plan for SGRA’s it is SVCA’s recommendation that future development on the 
property consider Low Impact Development (LID) in consideration of Section 2.2, Water Policies of the PPS, 
2020. 
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Statutory Comments 
 
SVCA staff has reviewed the application as per our responsibilities as a regulatory authority under Ontario 
Regulation 169/06 (SVCA’s Development, Interference with Wetlands, and Alterations to Shorelines and 
Watercourses Regulation).  This regulation, made under Section 28 of the Conservation Authorities Act, 
enables SVCA to regulate development in or adjacent to river or stream valleys, Great Lakes and inland lake 
shorelines, watercourses, hazardous lands and wetlands.  Subject to the CA Act, development taking place 
on or adjacent to these lands may require permission from SVCA to confirm that the control of flooding, 
erosion, dynamic beaches, pollution or the conservation of land are not affected.  SVCA also regulates the 
alteration to or interference in any way with a watercourse or wetland. 
 
Portions of the subject property are within the SVCA ‘Approximate Screening Area’ associated with Ontario 
Regulation 169/06.  This screening area includes the watercourse, river valley and the flooding and erosion 
hazards associated with these features plus adjacent lands as defined in O. Regulation 169/06.  As such, 
development and/or site alteration within this area requires the permission from SVCA, prior to carrying out 
the work. 

 
“Development” as defined under the Conservation Authorities Act means: 

 
a) the construction, reconstruction, erection or placing of a building or structure of any kind; 
b) any change to a building or structure that would have the effect of altering the use or potential use 

of the building or structure, increasing the size of the building or structure, or increasing the number 
of dwelling units in the building or structure; 

c) site grading; or, 
d) the temporary or permanent placing, dumping or removal of any material, originating on the site or 

elsewhere. 
 

And; 
 

“Alteration” as per Section 5 of Ontario Regulation 169/06 generally includes the straightening, 
diverting or interference in any way with a rive, creek, stream, or watercourse, or the changing or 
interfering in any way with a wetland. 

 
To determine the SVCA Approximate Screening Area on the property, please refer to the SVCA’s online mapping 
program. 

 
SVCA Permission for Development or Alteration 

 
The proposed area for development will be located outside of an SVCA Regulated Area and will not require 
permission from this office. Please note, any proposed development, site alteration, or interference within the 
SVCA Approximate Screening Area may require a permit from SVCA prior to carrying out the work. Please note, 
this letter is not permission for development. 
 
Summary 
 
SVCA staff has reviewed your proposal in accordance with our Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) with the 
Township of Chatsworth and as per our mandated responsibilities for natural hazard management, including our 
regulatory role under the Conservation Authorities Act. 
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SVCA staff find the application acceptable, provided recommendations within the “Environmental Impact 
Assessment Recommendations” section the Environmental Impact Study (EIS) submitted by Natural Resource 
Solutions Inc. (NRSI) dated June 23, 2022 are implemented.  It is SVCA staff’s opinion these mitigation 
measures should be implemented through site plan control or zoning by-law amendment, which should also 
limit development within the proposed building envelope. 
 
Provided the above recommendations are implemented, it is the opinion of the SVCA staff that: 

1) Consistency with Section 3.1, Natural Hazard policies of the PPS would be demonstrated. 
2) Consistency with Section 2.1, Natural Heritage policies of the PPS would be demonstrated; with the 

exception of habitat of threatened and endangered species, which the applicant must address directly 
with MECP. 

3) Consistency with local planning policies for natural hazards and natural heritage would be 
demonstrated; with the exception of habitat of threatened and endangered species, which the 
applicant must address directly with MECP. 

 
Please inform this office of any decision made by Town/County with regard to this application.  We respectfully 
request to receive a copy of the decision and notice of any appeals filed. 
 
SVCA staff has provided comments for the proposed based on review of available mapping and information that 
is currently available.  There is no guarantee these comments will remain unchanged indefinitely.   
 
Should you have any questions, please contact the undersigned at m.cook@svca.on.ca. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 

Michael Cook 
Environmental Planning Technician  
Saugeen Conservation 
MC/ 

cc:  Diana Rae, Authority Member, SVCA (via email)  
Karl Shipprack, CBO, Town of Chatsworth (via email) 

 Ron Davidson, Township Planner, Town of Chatsworth (via email)  
 Tyler Zamostny, Administrative Support/Planning, Town of Chatsworth (via email)  

54



Robert and Judith Trimble

175508 CON 6

Desboro On

NOH 1KO

Re. File # B01/2022 Application for Consent for severance.

We want to draw to the attention of the Land Division Committee some information and concerns that

we have regarding this file going into the future.

We built our farmstead in 1980 and are continuing to farm since that time on both the North and South

% of Lot 22 of Concession 6.

The proposed severance is extremely close to our livestock operation. Please see sketch attached.

We are concerned that conflict could arise in the future between a new owner and our existing

agricultural business.

Thank you for your consideration.

Ro^?^ar^j^udith Trim ble

<^

-Environmental Farm Plan

Premises Identification # ON4324823 (for livestock traceability)

Master Business Licence (Exp 2024-03-10) POPLAR CREEK FARM

Agricorp #61572

August 30 2022
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h?'

?
00
tr\
^'

I

I

I

—r

lî
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          TOWNSHIP OF CHATSWORTH 
316837 Highway 6, RR 1 

Chatsworth, Ontario N0H 1G0 
Telephone 519-794-3232 - Fax 519-794-4499 

 

                         TOWNSHIP OF CHATSWORTH LAND DIVISION COMMITTEE 

DECISION ON SEVERANCE APPLICATION 
The Planning Act, RSO 1990, as amended 

 

File No.:  B01/2022 

Owner:  Ron and Georgina Klages 

Description:  Part Lots 22, 23 and 24, Concessions 4 and 5, Geographic 
Township of Sullivan, Township of Chatsworth 

Address:  None assigned 

Assessment Roll No: Various (several parcels have merged) 

Purpose: To sever a lot comprising of approximately 23.8 hectares of land; 
and to retain about 229.4 hectares of land. 

 
Severed Parcel:   Frontage:     454 m+/-   
    Depth:      520 m+/-     
    Area:       23.82 ha+/- 
 
Retained Parcel:  Frontage:       Various   
    Depth:  Irregular  
    Area:  229.4 ha+/- 
 
In making the decision upon this application for consent, the Committee is satisfied that: 
 
1. The matters pursuant to Section 53 of The Planning Act have been satisfied. 
2. The proposal generally conforms to the County of Grey Official Plan 
3. Grey Official Plan policy 2.3.3(1) (c) requiring site servicing have been satisfied  
4. The proposal is consistent with the Provincial Policy Statement 
 
PROVISIONAL CONSENT IS GIVEN SUBJECT TO ALL OF THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS  
BEING MET BY SEPTEMBER       , 2024: 

 
1. THAT the parkland dedication fee be paid to the Township of Chatsworth as required by 

the Parkland Dedication By-law 2017-58 (if applicable); 
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Township of Chatsworth 
Committee of Adjustment 

File: B01/2022 Decision on Severance 
  

2. THAT an entrance permit has been granted to the severed lands by the appropriate road 
authority; and further provide the Secretary-Treasurer of the Township of Chatsworth 
with a copy of the entrance permit.   
 

3. THAT a Site Plan Agreement containing the recommendations of the Environmental 
Impact Study, as agreed upon by the Saugeen Valley Conservation Authority and 
Township staff, has been entered into between the owner and the Township, and that 
the Owner’s solicitor provided an undertaking in writing to register said Agreement on 
title at the same time in which the deed for the severed parcel is registered.   
 

4. THAT the applicant provides a Municipal Drain reapportionment as determined by the 
Drainage Superintendent or mutual agreement (if applicable); 

 
5. THAT the Owner, as provided for under Section 60 of the Planning Act, R.S.O. 1990, 

shall pay to the Township of Chatsworth the administrative fee of $850.00 or whatever 
fee is applicable at the time of review and issuance of the Certificate of Consent for the 
severed parcel; 

 
6. THAT the transfer for registration with respect to description complies with the Ontario 

Regulation 43-96; and if that description contains a reference to a Reference Plan(s), the 
Owner’s solicitor shall provide a full print of that deposited reference plan(s) as well as a 
digital PDF copy to the Secretary-Treasurer of the Township of Chatsworth.   

 
7. THAT the Owner’s solicitor, in preparation for the issuance of the Certificate of Consent, 

provide to the Secretary-Treasurer of the Township of Chatsworth a printed copy of the 
“completed electronic transfer document in preparation”;  

 
8. THAT the Owner’s Solicitor give an undertaking in writing to provide to the Secretary-

Treasurer of the Township of Chatsworth within 30 days of the date of registration in the 
applicable Land Registry/Land Titles Office, a copy of the receipted and registered 
electronic transfer document including the Form 2 Certificate for Consent B01/2022; 
 

 
______________________ ________________ ________ ____________________  
Scott Mackey – Chairman  Brian Gamble - Member             Shawn Greig - Member  
 

 
_____________________       __________________________ 
Diana Rae - Member      Elizabeth Thompson – Member 
 
DATE OF DECISION:                   September     , 2022   
DATE OF NOTICE:         September     , 2022 

 LAST DAY FOR APPEAL:          September     , 2022      
CONDITIONS MUST BE SATISFIED BY:      September     , 2022 
CERTIFICATION OF CONSENT MUST BE OBTAINED BY:    September     , 2022 
  
***These dates must be complied with, otherwise the Decision will lapse. 
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