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Watershed Planning Guidance 
 

Q&A’s from Webinars 
 
Webinars on the draft Watershed Planning Guidance were held: 

 Tuesday, February 13 

 Friday, February 16 (Coordinated by Conservation Ontario for conservation 
authorities) 

 Wednesday, February 21 
 
Questions and answers from the webinars are grouped by theme and presented below.  
 

Theme Question #’s 

Scoping and Requirement for 
Watershed/Subwatershed Plans 

1 - 6 

Indigenous Partnerships and Engagement 7 - 9 

Timelines and Funding 10 - 13 

Section 2 of the draft Guidance (Roles, 
Equivalencies, etc.) 

14 - 20 

Phase 1: Existing Conditions 21 - 23 

Phase 2: Impacts, Scenarios and 
Directions 

24 - 26 

Phase 3: Watershed Plan Implementation 27 - 35 

Additional Policies, Guidance and Next 
Steps 

36 - 40 

 
If you need clarification, or would like more information please contact: 
watershedplanning@ontario.ca. 
 
Please note that based on feedback that may be received on the draft Guidance, the 
revised Guidance may provide more specific directions or recommendations than the 
responses in this document. These responses should be considered for clarification 
purposes only at this stage. Provincial policies or guidance materials should be 
considered the official source of information should any discrepancy occur with the 
responses in this document.  

 
Reminder – the draft Watershed Planning Guidance is posted on the 
Environmental Registry (EBR # 013-1817) until April 7, 2018. 
 

 
 

mailto:watershedplanning@ontario.ca
https://www.ebr.gov.on.ca/ERS-WEB-External/displaynoticecontent.do?noticeId=MTMzOTI3&statusId=MjAzNzEw&language=en
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Scoping and Requirement for Watershed/Subwatershed Plans 

 
1. 

 
How does this Guidance distinguish between watershed planning vs. 
subwatershed planning and is that described in the Guidance document? 
 

 There are different requirements through the Growth Plan, Greenbelt Plan, 
Niagara Escarpment Plan (NEP), Oak Ridges Moraine Conservation Plan 
(ORMCP) and Provincial Policy Statement (PPS), and we have aimed to clarify 
these requirements. Sub-sections 2.5 and 2.6 clarify the requirements. We have 
noted a need to clarify the differences between watershed and subwatershed 
planning better throughout the draft Guidance.  
 
As per the PPS, planning authorities shall be required to protect, improve or 
restore the quality and quantity of water by using the watershed as the 
ecologically meaningful scale for integrated and long-term planning.  
 
Growth Plan and Greenbelt Plan policies require watershed planning to be 
undertaken to inform the protection of water resource systems and decisions 
related to planning for growth and subwatershed planning to inform site-specific 
land use planning decisions. 
 

Policy Framework Watershed Plans Subwatershed Plans 

Provincial Policy 
Statement (PPS) 

Watershed planning is 
an approach to 
effectively implement 
relevant provisions (i.e. 
2.2.1) of the PPS 

No specific requirements 

Growth Plan for the 
Greater Golden 
Horseshoe 

Required 

Numerous policy triggers 

Required for: 

-planning for designated 
greenfield areas (4.2.1.3) 

- Proposals for large-
scale development 
proceeding by way of a 
secondary plan, plan of 
subdivision, vacant land 
plan of condominium or 
site plan will be 
supported by a 
stormwater management 
plan or equivalent 
(3.2.7.2.a) 

Greenbelt Plan Required 

Numerous policy triggers 

Required for: 

- Applications for 
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development and site 
alteration in the 
Protected Countryside 
shall be accompanied by 
a stormwater 
management plan 
(4.2.3.4.c) 

Niagara Escarpment 
Plan (NEP) 

No specific requirements No specific requirements 

Oak Ridges Moraine 
Conservation Plan 
(ORMCP) 

Required 

24 

No specific 
requirements, but see 
policy provision 27 

Lake Simcoe Protection 
Plan 

The Plan speaks in detail about actions to be taken 
to protect and restore the ecological health of the 
Lake Simcoe watershed/subwatersheds.  

 
 

2. Is watershed/subwatershed planning mandatory? 
 

 See response to question 1.  
 

3. Large areas of some municipalities are covered by the Natural Heritage 
System (NHS) and/or Agricultural System. Can the watershed plans be 
scoped to focus on watersheds around settlement areas, since that is where 
growth is focused? 
 

 Watershed scale planning provides a foundation for municipalities to protect the 
quality and quantity of water based on logical ecological boundaries. As such, 
watersheds and subwatersheds should be delineated based on drainage basin 
divides and the plans would include settlement areas as well. Watershed 
boundaries may also cross over multiple political jurisdictions, such as municipal 
boundaries, since they are based on functional drainage areas in the natural 
environment.   
 
The NHS for the Growth Plan and Greenbelt Plan, and the Agricultural System for 
the Greater Golden Horseshoe are an important part of watershed 
characterization. Natural heritage features and areas identified as part of the NHS 
and beyond are important for maintaining ecological health within a watershed, 
while agricultural activities may have impacts on the health of the watershed. For 
these reasons, it is necessary to appropriately conduct watershed planning 
throughout the appropriate watershed scale and account for the influence of these 
broad land use designations. 
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4. Are there sample Watershed Plans that can be reviewed to better 
understand the scope of the Environmental Registry posting? 
 

 Throughout the draft guidance, examples of watershed/subwatershed plans or 
studies have been provided. Section 9, Resources, provides many resources to 
assist with watershed planning, including existing watershed plans. If you are 
aware of other examples, please let us know.   
 

5. Is the Barrie, Lovers and Hewitt’s Creek Subwatershed Plan an example of 
what is being recommended?  
 

 This subwatershed plan from the Lake Simcoe watershed is an example of 
planning that encompasses many of the components outlined in the draft 
guidance. The draft guidance does include references to examples like this.   
 

6. For watersheds located outside of the Provincial plan boundaries, how 
should this guidance document be implemented? 
 

 The PPS applies province-wide and requires that planning authorities use the 
watershed as the ecologically meaningful scale for integrated and long-term 
planning to protect, improve or restore the quality and quantity of water (2.2.1). 
Watershed Planning Guidance will aid municipalities and other planning 
authorities outside of the Greater Golden Horseshoe in effectively implementing 
the relevant watershed provisions of the PPS. 
  

Indigenous Partnerships and Engagement 

 
7. 

 
How has the province engaged First Nations in the development of the draft 
Watershed Planning Guidance? Will there be visits directly to communities 
and territories? 

 
 Meetings with First Nations representatives to discuss the Watershed Planning 

Guidance have been collaboratively planned with Chiefs of Ontario and Provincial 
Territorial Organizations (PTOs). Two meetings have been held so far with First 
Nations representatives in December 2017 and March 2018.  
 

8. An earlier slide in the presentation identified that in the early spring the final 
guidance will be developed and that there will be engagement. It specified 
with First Nations and Métis. Will conservation authorities be involved in the 
engagement?  
 

 Engagement with Indigenous communities is ongoing during the review of the 
draft Guidance and began prior to the posting on the Environmental Registry. 
Additionally, engagement is ongoing with municipalities, conservation authorities 
and all other interested parties. A decision notice on the Environmental Registry 
will explain how feedback was incorporated into the final Guidance. 

https://www.lsrca.on.ca/Shared%20Documents/reports/barrie_subwatershed_plan_2012.pdf
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9. Will the province be providing training to municipalities on Indigenous 
engagement, as part of watershed planning? 
 

 Training associated with this Guidance is being considered and would likely be 
coordinated with training on other provincial plan matters. Indigenous 
engagement training is also available from external organizations. Sub-section 3.2 
currently outlines some best practices for Indigenous engagement and provides 
resources to ensure meaningful engagement is conducted. The province, in 
collaboration with Indigenous communities, will improve this component of the 
guidance in subsequent versions. 
 

Timelines and Funding 

 
10. 

 
Is there a timeline with regards to completion of these watershed plans? 
 

 Watershed planning is an ongoing process. The draft guidance does not set a 
specific timeline for reviews and updates. However, watershed 
plans/subwatershed plans need to be kept up to date to inform planning and 
decision-making. Typically watershed plans should be undertaken alongside 
official plan reviews and official plan amendments so objectives and 
recommendations can be incorporated into municipal policy. This is currently 
presented in sub-section 7.1 of the draft guidance. 
 
For those upper and single tier municipalities within the Growth Plan area, official 
plans need to be brought into conformity with the Growth Plan by July 1st, 2022. 
While municipalities may bring their official plans into conformity with the Growth 
Plan through a series of amendments, all policies that require implementation 
through a municipal comprehensive review (MCR) cannot be implemented 
independently. This means that they can only be implemented through a new 
official plan or an official plan amendment that completes the comprehensive 
application of the policies in the Growth Plan. Watershed planning informs some 
of the policy decisions that are part of the MCR, including the feasibility and 
location of such expansions, which will be determined based on the criteria 
specified in Growth Plan policy 2.2.8.3. 
 
The Province will soon be releasing a guidance document to support the 
implementation of the MCR process as required by the policies of the Growth 
Plan. 
 

11. Is there any planned or existing funding to cover the costs of developing 
watershed/subwatershed plans?  
 

 Watershed planning has been undertaken for many years in many parts of the 
province and the province has supported significant amounts of work through 
programs such as source protection planning. The draft guidance recommends 
that municipalities work with partners (i.e., conservation authorities), as 



Webinar Q&A’s    Watershed Planning Guidance 

    MOECC/MNRF  Page 6 of 14 
 

appropriate, to maximize existing resources.  
 

12. What is the trigger to begin the watershed planning process? 
 

 The policy framework for triggering watershed planning within Ontario is already 
in place (see question 1). Watershed Planning Guidance is being developed to 
provide direction, resources and information to support planning authorities in 
undertaking watershed planning. 
 

13. Will a watershed plan be a requirement to qualify for provincial grants?  
Example sewage treatment plant expansions. 
 

 Provincial infrastructure funding programs have specific criteria and requirements 
that need to be met, depending on the grant. Watershed plans are not currently a 
requirement for these types of infrastructure grants, however some of the plan 
policies state that infrastructure decisions must be informed by watershed 
planning, and as such watershed planning should support EAs.  
 

Section 2 of the Guidance (Roles, Equivalencies, etc.) 

 
14. 

 
Sub-section 3.1 – could this sub-section speak to who should take the lead 
on a “watershed study”? Upper/lower tier municipality and/or conservation 
authorities. 
 

 Sub-section 2.7 speaks to roles and coordination. The draft guidance, consistent 
with provincial policy, indicates that municipalities and partner organizations will 
need to coordinate watershed planning across jurisdictional boundaries. Upper 
tier municipalities will have the benefit of encompassing a greater portion of a 
watershed. Municipalities can partner with conservation authorities to undertake 
watershed and subwatershed planning, where conservation authorities exist. In 
the Growth Plan area, where development pressure is high, conservation 
authorities can be valuable partners in planning and implementation efforts.  
 
In particular, Growth Plan policy 4.2.1.1 identifies that municipalities may partner 
with conservation authorities, as appropriate, to undertake watershed planning. 
Additionally, Growth Plan policy 3.2.6.4 directs municipalities that share an inland 
water source or receiving water body to coordinate their planning for potable 
water, stormwater, and wastewater systems based on watershed planning. 
 

15. How are municipalities within the same watershed expected to collaborate? 
 

 Municipalities will need to coordinate watershed planning across jurisdictional 
boundaries and agree on how to develop a watershed plan. The use of various 
committees, working groups, or agencies with clear leadership for multi-
jurisdictional coordination, will support watershed planning endeavours, as 
outlined in sub-section 3.1 of the Watershed Planning Guidance.  
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16. Will the province have a role in watershed planning, or participate in their 
development? 
 

 Sub-section 2.7 of the Guidance outlines the role of the province, which will 
largely involve reviewing land use planning and infrastructure decisions to ensure 
that they are informed by watershed or subwatershed planning. The provincial 
One-Window Planning Service will review applicable land use planning decisions 
(e.g., Official Plans) to ensure they have been informed by watershed planning, 
among other considerations.  
 
Many provincial programs, such as source protection planning, will also help to 
inform and integrate with watershed planning. 
 

17. What are the transition provisions being proposed in the draft guidance?  
 

 Sub-section 2.8 of the draft guidance speaks to equivalencies and transition 
provisions. MOECC and MNRF have noted the need to improve the guidance in 
this sub-section in relation to transition provisions. Comments or suggestions 
through the Environmental Registry posting would be appreciated.    
 

18. Who takes the lead on watershed planning when watersheds cross upper 
tier/regional jurisdictions? If the watershed plans are to be completed 
independently and there are conflicts in the policy framework, which plan 
would prevail? 
 

 Lower tier municipalities should discuss with their upper tier municipalities how 
best to coordinate watershed planning work.  
 
Coordinating watershed planning across jurisdictional boundaries is essential. 
The nature of watershed planning is not conducive to independently developed 
plans.  
 
As provided in the Places to Grow Act, 2005, where there is a conflict between 
the Greenbelt Plan, ORMCP, or Niagara Escarpment Plan and the Growth Plan 
regarding the natural environment or human health, the direction that provides 
more protection to the natural environment or human health prevails. Detailed 
conflict provisions are set out in the Places to Grow Act, 2005. 
 

19. Where a subwatershed plan has been substantially completed but does not 
address climate change, are these grandfathered? 
 

 Integrating climate change into municipal planning processes, including 
watershed planning, is vital. Climate change has the potential to place increased 
stress on water resource systems and municipal infrastructure. Watershed or 
subwatershed plans should be updated regularly to reflect changes in local 
conditions, policies and inform municipal level planning and decision-making.  
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The provincial planning framework, including the PPS, Planning Act and provincial 
plans all recognize the need to plan to mitigate and adapt to climate change. 
Ontario’s Climate Change Strategy and Action Plan establish actions to support 
the transition to a low carbon economy.  
 
Policies in the provincial land use plans pertaining to climate change can be 
implemented by municipalities through official plan amendments at any time 
independent of other policy requirements. Planning authorities should determine if 
they have any equivalent climate change related studies that could address any 
applicable policy requirements.   
 

20. How old can a subwatershed study be before it needs to be reviewed or 
updated? 
 

 It is essential that watershed or subwatershed studies or plans are reviewed and 
updated regularly to ensure they are consistent with provincial policies and 
provide adequate direction to address current watershed/subwatershed 
conditions, which includes adequately characterizing current conditions. We 
anticipate providing additional guidance on this.  
 

Phase 1: Existing Conditions 

 
21. 

 
Existing conditions = current conditions, natural or artificial? 
 

 Both natural and artificial conditions should be considered. Watershed 
characterization (section 4 of the Guidance) speaks to a variety of aspects that 
can be considered including land use, physical and natural features, waterbody 
conditions, etc.  

 
22. How do source protection plans fit? Are they considered equivalent?  

 
 Assessment reports and water budgets prepared in support of source water 

protection plan development provide information for understanding watersheds. 
Source protection plans will help. Comprehensive watershed plans would contain 
elements beyond the scope of existing source protection plans, which are focused 
on municipal drinking water supplies. Sub-section 2.8 of the draft guidance 
speaks to what can be considered equivalent.  

 
Equivalent studies are any existing, enhanced, or new assessments, studies, and 
plans that achieve or exceed the same purposes as required by policies within the 
provincial land use plans. Municipalities and planning authorities should assess 
the components of watershed planning that are outlined in this section and 
determine whether the assessments and studies they currently have would meet 
the components required under each applicable plan. If not, then the 
assessments and studies need to be updated accordingly. 
At its core, an equivalent study to watershed planning will need to: use the 
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watershed as the logical ecological scale for planning; identify and provide for 
protection of water resource systems including key hydrologic features, areas, 
functions and interrelationships; and consider existing and proposed land uses 
and developments, development criteria and associated impacts on quality and 
quantity of water. 

 
23. Will the province be selecting the indicators (for technical elements of 

watershed/subwatershed planning) or will they have to be developed by 
each municipality?  
 

 Indicators would have to be developed by each municipality using the Guidance, 
and need to be developed based on local watershed conditions in alignment with 
the goals and objectives of the watershed plan. Existing provincial standards can 
be used where appropriate and applicable to your local watershed conditions. The 
Guidance does contain examples and best practices, but we will provide 
additional guidance in subsequent versions.  
 

Phase 2: Impacts, Scenarios and Directions 

 
24. 

 
Will MOECC be using a cumulative impact approach to the PTTW process? 
 

 In Ontario, the Permit to Take Water (PTTW) program is guided by a set of 
principles outlined in the PTTW Manual that consider the cumulative impacts of 
water takings (Principle #4). In areas with multiple water withdrawals, the 
cumulative impacts of all the takings must be considered before the permit is 
issued. The extent to which cumulative effects need to be evaluated depends on 
the characteristics of an area and the number and complexity of the water 
withdrawals in the area. For example, the presence of sensitive wetlands and 
coldwater streams in an area in which multiple withdrawals are being made from 
groundwater sources may benefit from an analysis of cumulative effects. 
 
MOECC is reviewing Ontario’s water quantity management programs, including 
the PTTW program. Through this work, the MOECC is exploring opportunities to 
improve the existing policy, program and science framework that governs water 
taking and water quantity management in Ontario. Any proposed changes to the 
MOECC’s water quantity management policies and programs will be posted for 
public comment on the Environmental Registry.  
 

25.  Outside of the Greater Golden Horseshoe, is the completion of a water 
budget the responsibility of the planning authority or the Conservation 
Authority?  
 

 The planning authority has the responsibility to ensure watershed plans and 
associated studies are completed, but can work with conservation authorities and 
other watershed partners as they deem appropriate. Existing work, such as water 
budgets under source protection plans, should be used as appropriate.  
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26. For the cumulative effects assessment, will there be support for 
municipalities to coordinate their efforts regionally? Will there be provincial 
funding for cumulative effects assessments/studies to be undertaken? 
 

 The coordinated partnership approach recommended in the Guidance would 
ensure appropriate partners are involved in any assessments/studies. We 
anticipate providing additional clarity regarding cumulative effects assessment in 
subsequent versions of the Guidance.   
 

Phase 3: Watershed Plan Implementation  

 
27. 

 
What level of study – watershed or subwatershed is intended to inform 
stormwater master plans? The document refers to both, can you clarify? 
 

 According to the Growth Plan (3.2.7.1), municipalities will develop stormwater 
master plans for settlement areas with municipal stormwater infrastructure that 
are informed by watershed planning. Proposals for large-scale development 
proceeding by way of a secondary plan, plan of subdivision, vacant land plan of 
condominium or site plan will be supported by a stormwater management plan 
that is informed by a subwatershed plan, or equivalent (Growth Plan, 3.2.7.2), as 
well as any stormwater master plan. Sub-section 7.2 of the Guidance addresses 
this question in more detail.  
 
Outside of the Growth Plan, the provisions of the PPS apply.  
 

28. How should future growth scenarios be developed in advance of the land 
needs assessment and a municipal comprehensive review? 
 
Land use scenarios need to be developed to evaluate the impacts on the 
watershed. How do you develop a future land use scenario without knowing 
the extent and location of boundary expansions?  
 

 The Growth Plan provides direction on how forecasted growth to the Growth Plan 
horizon must be allocated. Upper and single tier municipalities should, prior to 
starting a land needs assessment, begin the municipal comprehensive review 
(MCR) process by establishing a preliminary urban structure to prioritize where 
forecasted growth will be directed (Growth Plan, 2.2.1.3.a). 
 
An urban structure is a hierarchy of areas within settlement areas where growth 
will be focused. This involves the identification and assessment of: settlement 
areas with the greatest capacity for future growth in denser forms, settlement 
areas that have some growth potential, and settlement areas with limited potential 
to grow due to constraints.  
 
As part of the analysis to determine the urban structure, the policies in Growth 
Plan (2.2.8) will be applied to determine the need, location and feasibility of any 
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proposed settlement area boundary expansions to accommodate expected 
growth. This should be done early in the MCR process.  
 
After completing the land needs assessment, the quantum of land and allowable 
net outs will be known. This information will then inform decisions about whether a 
settlement area boundary expansion is needed or not to accommodate forecasted 
growth. If the land needs assessment results in a demonstration of need for a 
settlement area boundary expansion, the next steps would be to establish land 
use scenarios that contemplate the feasibility and appropriate location for a 
proposed expansion. Appendix 1 of the Land Needs Assessment Guidance will 
provide more details. 
   

29.  In sub-section 7.1, on page 114, step 3, it says to “seek appropriate 
approvals”. Who has the ultimate approval for Watershed Plans? Are we 
referring to upper Tier approval, conservation authority approval, or 
provincial approval? 
 

 We have noted a need to clarify this statement within the draft guidance. The 
intent is that the applicable planning authority would approve. The provincial One 
Window Planning Service will review applicable land use planning decisions (e.g., 
Official Plans) to ensure that decisions have been informed by watershed 
planning, among other considerations.   
 

30. How are multiple watershed plans/subwatershed studies to be completed or 
updated within the provincial timelines for growth plan conformity? 
 

 The Ministry of Municipal Affairs recognizes that additional time is needed for 
municipalities to implement new Growth Plan policy requirements and complete 
the background work needed for the MCR. In response, the Minister of Municipal 
Affairs has extended the conformity deadline to July 1, 2022 for all upper and 
single tier municipalities. Lower tier municipalities will have until 2023 to conform. 
The province will soon be releasing a guidance document to support the MCR 
process.  
 
Where triggered by policy requirements, a municipality could utilize existing or 
updated watershed planning work for the first round of conformity. A number of 
municipalities and conservation authorities have already undertaken various 
exercises in watershed planning, such as assessments under source protection 
programs. This work could be updated to meet Growth Plan requirements.  
 

31. If going through a growth rationalization process, would that require a 
subwatershed plan (for example, a 10ha area)? 
 

 The Growth Plan does not use the term “growth rationalization process” and 
instead provides direction on how forecasted growth must be allocated through 
the MCR process by use of the land needs methodology.  
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See response to question 1 for triggers of a subwatershed plan.  
 

32. What will happen if watershed planning shows that proposed growth is 
incompatible with the watershed management plans vision and goals? 
  

 Watershed planning requires the analysis of the impacts of growth on the health 
of the watershed. Key components of the watershed planning process include 
scenario modelling to evaluate the impacts of forecasted growth and servicing 
options. Protection of water quality and quantity is not optional. Watershed 
analyses will help to determine how to grow and the form of development to 
achieve sustainable watershed objectives.  
 
Upper tier municipalities have the flexibility to determine how to allocate 
forecasted growth to the lower tier municipalities within the framework provided 
through the Growth Plan. The Growth Plan directs that this process should 
consider more than just land needs when deciding on the allocation. Growth Plan 
policy 2.2.8.3 identifies the required studies and tests needed to inform the 
location and feasibility of any proposed settlement area boundary expansions, 
including the requirement for decisions to be informed by watershed planning or 
equivalent. The Growth Plan provides stronger criteria for settlement area 
boundary expansions with respect to the protection of natural heritage, water and 
the agricultural system, as well as consideration of climate change impacts and 
increasing the resilience in the region.  
 

33. What if the conservation authority watershed studies conflict with municipal 
studies? Who arbitrates?  
 

 Under provincial policy municipalities have the lead, but are encouraged to 
partner with appropriate groups. There is no mechanism, or intention, for an 
arbitration process. Effort should be made to resolve inconsistencies.  
 

34. Will the province be reviewing EA master plans for watershed planning 
information? 
 
In sub-section 2.7, the draft guidance provides a description of the provincial role 
in watershed planning. Here it states that the MOECC has approval and/or review 
authority over environmental assessments for water-related infrastructure 
decisions (eg. water and wastewater master plans and stormwater master plans) 
under the Environmental Assessment Act and approvals for new or expanded 
infrastructure of this type under the Environmental Protection Act and Ontario 
Water Resources Act. During this review and approval process, MOECC may 
review these decisions where appropriate to ensure that they have been informed 
by watershed planning in accordance with this guidance document.  
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35. What happens if the scenario arises where a municipality has been 
mandated to accommodate growth but the watershed/subwatershed plans 
demonstrate cumulative/climate change impacts associated with urban 
boundary expansions or substantial intensification? 
 

 See response to question 32. 
 

Additional Policies, Guidance and Next Steps 

 
36. 

 
Some aspects of the guide are very high level in relation to the topic issue 
at hand. Do you foresee additional, more detailed technical guidance 
coming forward in the future?  
 

 The Guidance is intended to outline best practices and provide a suite of 
resources available for each component of watershed planning, recognizing that 
many useful guidance materials already exist. If there is a particular section for 
which guidance does not currently exist, please let us know through the 
Environmental Registry posting.  
 

37. Will the Technical Guidelines for Natural Hazards be updated to give 
consideration to the impacts of climate change and effects of urbanization 
on changing flood patterns in urban areas? 

  
Climate change and its effects on natural hazards is of increasing importance in 
Ontario. The province recognizes the need for further technical guidance on this 
and is currently exploring options.  
 

38. Will the Natural Heritage Reference manual be updated soon?   
  

The province is assessing options to modernize the Natural Heritage Reference 
Manual (NHRM).  
 
MNRF issued the 2nd edition of the NHRM in April 2010, which supported the 
implementation of the natural heritage policies of the PPS, 2005. With the PPS 
update of 2014, MNRF is aware that those involved in the land use planning 
process are in need of guidance for appropriate implementation of the natural 
heritage policies. The NHRM represents the Ontario government’s recommended 
technical approaches and criteria for being consistent with the PPS to protect 
natural heritage features and natural heritage systems in Ontario. The NHRM 
should be consulted for foundational information on planning for natural heritage. 
 

39. Will MOECC provide guidance on what to assume for climate change?  
Increases in IDF curves over say 75 years? 
 

 Sub-section 6.4 of the Guidance states that as part of the Climate Change Action 
Plan, the province is working to enhance climate data for stormwater 
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infrastructure decision-making, by updating future projected rainfall IDF curves 
(intensity-duration-frequency curve graphs) for the 2030s, 2050s, and 2080s in 
local Ontario communities, which are available through the Ontario Climate 
Change Portal.  
 

40. Has there been consideration of related legislation in the development of 
the watershed planning guidance (i.e., changes to the Fisheries Act, 
Conservation Authorities Act change/permitting integration, Endangered 
Species Act)? 
 

 The province continues to consider connections to new and existing legislation, 
and would greatly appreciate comments and feedback on any identified areas of 
overlap. 
 

 


