
PLANNING REPORT  
for the TOWNSHIP OF PUSLINCH 

Prepared by the County of Wellington Planning and Development Department 

DATE: October 11, 2017 
TO: Kelly Patzer, Development Coordinator 

Township of Puslinch 
FROM: Sarah Wilhelm, Manager of Development Planning 

County of Wellington 
SUBJECT: D14/UNI – Mill Creek Pit Expansion (Phase 6) 

Zoning By-law Amendment and Official Plan Amendment 
7115 Concession 2 (Rear Lot 24, Concession 1), Puslinch 

SUMMARY 
The purpose of the planning applications before the County of Wellington and Township of Puslinch are 
to consider a proposed extension of the Dufferin Aggregates aggregate extraction operation (Mill Creek 
Pit Phase 6). The area subject to the proposed official plan and zoning by-law amendments is 
approximately 6.8 ha in size. This report provides a general review of the applicable planning policies, 
purpose for the requested official plan and zone changes, summary of peer review and agency comments. 
A public meeting to consider the planning applications is scheduled for October 19, 2017. 

In response to the notice of public meeting for the above-noted planning applications, we provide Council 
with the following preliminary comments. 

INTRODUCTION 

The entire Mill Creek Pit aggregate operation is approximately 188 ha in size and includes the lands both 
north (phases 1, 3, 4 & 5) and south of Concession Road 2 (phase 2) which together are described as Part 
of Lots 21, 22, 23 and 24, Concession 2 and Part Lot 24, Concession 1 in the Township of Puslinch. The 
land is bordered on the north by Highway 401 and has frontage on both sides of Concession 2. The 
property is owned by the University of Guelph and the pit is operated by Dufferin Aggregates, a division 
of CRH Canada Group Inc. 

The land subject to the proposed zoning by-law and official plan amendments is on the south side of 
Concession Road 2 (known as Phase 2), described as Part Lot 24, Concession 1. This 42.1 ha parcel is 
licenced, but only 25 ha are included in the area to be extracted. The amendments would constitute phase 
6 of the aggregate operation, which seek to expand the area to be extracted by 6.8 ha which contains 
approximately 2.2 million tonnes of aggregate. Other aspects of the expansion include the following: 

• entire licenced site has a maximum tonnage limit of 2 million tonnes per annum, which will not
change with the addition of the proposed Phase 6;

• extraction would be above and below the water table;
• extracted material would be transported to the existing plant north of Concession Road 2 using a

conveyor system;
• proposed haul route would follow the same haul route as the existing Mill Creek Pit.
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SURROUNDING AREA 

The area of proposed extraction is surrounded by: 

• Mineral aggregate extraction to the north
• Rural residential uses to the east
• The Crieff Hills Community* operated by the Presbyterian Church of Canada to the south
• Open space associated with the mineral aggregate operation to the west

* We would note that the zoning for the property of the Crieff Hills Community applies site-specific
setbacks (A-5 Zone) along the northern property line (abutting the area of the proposed expansion) to:

- prohibit new agricultural buildings within 350 m
- permit one single detached dwelling no closer than 350 m
- prohibit other new buildings within 500 m

Figure 1 Property Location 
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PURPOSE OF PLANNING APPLICATIONS 

The purpose of the Official Plan Amendment is to amend the land use schedule (including revising the 
Greenlands designation) in order to allow for the pit extension for above and below water extraction. The 
amendment would also add portions of the property to the Mineral Aggregate Resource Overlay in the 
Plan. The purpose of the proposed Zoning By-law Amendment is to extend the Extractive Zone onto a 
portion of the subject land. The current A-13 Zone prohibits extraction and limits the use of the property 
to berms, forestry and woodlots, open space and conservation, fish and wildlife management. 

SITE PLAN AMENDMENT 

A Major Site Plan Amendment under the Aggregate Resources Act is required to extend above and below 
the water table extraction into the Phase 6 area.  

POLICY CONTEXT 

In order to amend the municipal planning documents, the applicant is required to demonstrate that the 
proposed land use change is consistent with Provincial plans and policies and ensure conformity with the 
applicable County planning policies. Some of the provincial matters to be addressed include:  protection 
of water quality and quantity, protection and utilization of mineral aggregate resources, protection of 
natural heritage features and functions, protection of cultural heritage and archaeological resources, and 
address potential impacts on adjacent sensitive land uses.  

County Official Plan 
According to Schedule A7 (Puslinch) of the Official Plan, the area of expansion is designated SECONDARY 
AGRICULTURAL and GREENLANDS. The Greenlands designation identifies significant woodlands. Schedule 
“C” of the County Official Plan recognizes most of the area of expansion as being part of the MINERAL 
AGGREGATE RESOURCE OVERLAY. As such, the land is considered an area of “high potential for mineral 
aggregate extraction” but “does not presume that all conditions are appropriate to allow extraction or 
processing of the resource to proceed”. The applicant will be required to demonstrate that aggregate 
extraction at this location is appropriate. Further, the Official Plan requires that any new or expanded 
mineral aggregate extraction operation shall only be established through amendment to the Plan.  

Section 6.6.5 provides policy direction regarding new or expanded mineral aggregate operation, including 
the following matters for consideration:  

a) the impact on adjacent land uses and residents and public health and safety;
b) the impact on the physical (including natural) environment;
c) the capabilities for agriculture and other land uses;
d) the impact on the transportation system;
e) existing and potential municipal water supply resources are protected in accordance with

Sections 4.9.5 and 4.9.5.9 of this Plan and the applicable Source Protection Plan;
f) the possible effect on the water table or surface drainage patterns;
g) the manner in which the operation will be carried out; and
h) the effect on cultural heritage resources and other matters deemed relevant by Council.
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STUDIES  

The applicant has submitted the following documents in support of the applications: 

• Planning Justification Report, GSP Group (August 2015)
• Level 1 & 2 Natural Environment Assessment, AECOM (August 2015)
• Noise Impact Study, Aercoustics (September 3, 2015)
• Hydrogeological Assessment, Hims GeoEnvironmental (September 4, 2015)
• Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment, Golder Associates (June 3, 2014 Revised)

In response to agency and peer review comments, the applicant submitted supplemental information and 
the following additional documents: 

• Ecological Management Plan & Rehabilitation Plan, Goodban Ecological Consulting Inc. (April
2017) 

• Bat Acoustical Survey of Phase 6 White Pine Coniferous Forest, Goodban Ecological
Consulting Inc. and Gray Owl Environmental Inc. (April 2017) 

It is the responsibility of the applicant to demonstrate that these studies, their amended aggregate site 
plans and associated recommendations address the applicable Provincial and County planning policies; 
other matters raised through the review process; and ensure that the proposed land uses are carried out 
in a manner that minimizes social and environmental impacts.  

AGENCY AND PEER REVIEW COMMENTS 

We have received comments from three provincial ministries regarding the first circulation. We have 
received comments from the conservation authority and the Township’s peer review consultants 
regarding the first and second circulation. Comments are summarized as follows. 

MINISTRY OF MUNICIPAL AFFAIRS AND HOUSING (MMAH) 
CONCERNS (March 30, 2015) 
• Comments provided with respect to potential for endangered species and significant wildlife

habitat
• A number of areas needing clarification were identified
• Need to undertake acoustical monitoring for bats
• Applicant has not demonstrated that there will be no negative impacts on the natural features or

their ecological function as it relates to the significant woodland

MINISTRY OF TRANSPORTATION (MTO) 
NO CONCERNS (March 18, 2016) 
• Ministry has no issues
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MINISTRY OF NATURAL RESOURCES AND FORESTRY (MNRF) 
CONCERNS (February 25, 2016) 
Comments on the Major Site Plan Amendment Application: 
• Concerns related to significant wildlife habitat
• Need to demonstrate how the partial removal of significant woodland would meet the Provincial

Policy Statement
• Note that approved Site Plans for Mill Creek Pit show the majority of the expansion area as lands

for reforestation
• Information needed to demonstrate how compensation plantings will address the cumulative loss

of forested area within the licence post-extraction
• Ministry objects to the application for a Major Site Plan Amendment to expand the limit of

extraction (including below water extraction)

NO CONCERNS (July 13, 2017) 
Comments on the Major Site Plan Amendment Application: 
• Previous issues have been addressed
• MNRF has no further concerns at this time
• Updated Site Plans are required

GRAND RIVER CONSERVATION AUTHORITY (GRCA) 
CONCERNS  (February 1, 2016 (Township) & April 1, 2016 (County)) 
• Recommend deferral until sufficient justification is provided to address removal/adjustment of

significant woodland to ensure long term function of woodland is not impacted and appropriate
phasing and restoration takes place

NO CONCERNS (June 7, 2017) 
• No objections based on updated information

HARDEN ENVIRONMENTAL 
CONCERNS (December 1, 2015) 
Questions related to the following: 
• The fate of finer grained material in the event that an appreciable thickness of glacial till is

encountered 
• Whether the fine grained material will be separated and used as backfill in the amendment area or

transported with the aggregate and deposited in the approved silt ponds 
• Whether there is adequate volume in silt ponds to accommodate waste material from the

amendment area 
• Whether there is sufficient dexterity in the dragline operation to minimize disturbance of the basal

till layer 
• What the implications would be to the underlying aquifer if the hydraulic connection to the sand

and gravel aquifer is improved 
NO CONCERNS (September 18, 2017) 
• July 5, 2017 letter from MHBC planning responded to above questions
• No additional concerns
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GWS ECOLOGICAL & FORESTRY SERVICES 
CONCERNS (December 22, 2015) 
• Proposal would remove the entire white pine stand found on the property which is designated

Greenlands in the County Official Plan
• Insufficient justification given for the proposed loss of significant woodland and wildlife habitats,

including species of Special Concern and possibly Endangered Species
• Site plan amendment considered unacceptable
NO CONCERNS SUBJECT TO RECOMMENDATIONS (June 30, 2015) 
• Previous natural environment concerns have been addressed
• Western 0.47 ha portion of the white pine stand to be retained and ecological enhancement

measures included as part of site rehabilitation
• Details should be included on the Site Plans regarding reforestation and ecological enhancements
• Recommendations are made concerning duration of ecological monitoring, replanting and species

mix

PUBLIC COMMENTS 

We have received the following comments from adjacent land owners. 

CRIEFF HILLS COMMUNITY 
February 29, 2016; March 18, 2016; June 6, 2017 
What has changed since the original OMB hearing that makes the ruling subject to change? 
Was the ruling of the OMB hearing temporary and subject to change at any time? 
If yes, the A-13 designation is temporary, is the ruling to allow the Pit License temporary also? 
Is it necessary for Crieff Hills Community to defend their position again now in an ongoing basis through 
OMB hearings? 
Potential loss of privacy remains a great concern to the board of directors. 

CBM – ST. MARY’S CEMENT 
February 29, 2016 
• Own adjacent property to the east (CBM McMillan Pit)
• No concerns related to pit expansion

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMEN T ADVISORY COMMITTEE (PDAC) COMMENTS 

The Zoning By-law Amendment was considered at the September 12, 2017 meeting of PDAC. The 
Committee made the following comments: 

1. Request for Dufferin Aggregates to cover the Township peer review costs of the monitoring
reports

2. Township requests review of the amended Site Plan
3. Environmental Monitoring Program is to be presented at the Public Meeting
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NEXT STEPS 

The upcoming statutory public meeting will provide Council, staff and the public an opportunity to ask 
questions and obtain more information from the applicant regarding their proposal. We will be in 
attendance at the public meeting to hear the applicant’s presentation and any public comments. Our 
planning recommendation report will be provided to Council at a later date.  

We trust that these preliminary comments are of assistance to Council. 

Respectfully submitted 
County of Wellington Planning and Development Department 

_____________________________ 
Sarah Wilhelm, BES, MCIP, RPP 
Manager of Development Planning 



Site Plans submitted to 
MNRF October 2017 to 

incorporate to the 
application for a Major Site 

Plan Amendment for Phase 6



PART OF LOTS 21, 22, 23 AND 24, CONCESSION II

TOWNSHIP OF PUSLINCH, COUNTY OF WELLINGTON
PART OF LOT 24, CONCESSION I

CONSULTING ENGINEERS



TOWNSHIP OF PUSLINCH, COUNTY OF WELLINGTON

PART OF LOTS 21, 22, 23 AND 24, CONCESSION II
PART OF LOT 24, CONCESSION I

CONSULTING ENGINEERS



TOWNSHIP OF PUSLINCH, COUNTY OF WELLINGTON

PART OF LOTS 21, 22, 23 AND 24, CONCESSION II
PART OF LOT 24, CONCESSION I

CONSULTING ENGINEERS



PART OF LOTS 21, 22, 23 AND 24, CONCESSION II

TOWNSHIP OF PUSLINCH, COUNTY OF WELLINGTON
PART OF LOT 24, CONCESSION I

CONSULTING ENGINEERS



North South

TOWNSHIP OF PUSLINCH, COUNTY OF WELLINGTON

PART OF LOTS 21, 22, 23 AND 24, CONCESSION II
PART OF LOT 24, CONCESSION I

CONSULTING ENGINEERS



TOWNSHIP OF PUSLINCH, COUNTY OF WELLINGTON

PART OF LOTS 21, 22, 23 AND 24, CONCESSION II
PART OF LOT 24, CONCESSION I

CONSULTING ENGINEERS



PART OF LOTS 21, 22, 23 AND 24, CONCESSION II

TOWNSHIP OF PUSLINCH, COUNTY OF WELLINGTON
PART OF LOT 24, CONCESSION I

CONSULTING ENGINEERS



PART OF LOTS 21, 22, 23 AND 24, CONCESSION II

TOWNSHIP OF PUSLINCH, COUNTY OF WELLINGTON
PART OF LOT 24, CONCESSION I

CONSULTING ENGINEERS



Public Meeting Presentation 
prepared by MHBC Planning



MILL CREEK PIT
PROPOSED PHASE 6
Dufferin Aggregates
A Division of CRH Canada 
Group Inc. 

Thursday, October 19, 2017 Brian Zeman



Location & History
Part of Lot 21‐24, Concession 2 & Part of Lot 24, Concession 1 

Township of Puslinch, County of Wellington

Mill Creek Pit Proposed Phase 6 1

• Licensed Since 1991
• Licence Area: 188.6 ha
• Extraction Area:111.7 ha
• Resource predominantly
exhausted

• Surrounding area
consists of  other
mineral aggregate
operations



Comprehensive Monitoring Program

Mill Creek Pit Proposed Phase 6 2

Surface Water 
Monitoring 
Locations (11)

Groundwater 
Monitoring 
Locations (50)*

• Monitoring for:
o Quantity
o Quality
o Temperature

• Annual Reports 
Submitted to:
o Township
o MNRF
o DFO
o GRCA

*Due to 
proximity of 
monitoring 
locations, not 
all are visible 
on this figure



Monitoring
Tasks Conclusions

Surface Water
(Hourly)

• No indication that aggregate extraction has affected stream flow in Mill 
Creek

• Quality has remained stable over the past decade within historical 
ranges

Groundwater
(Daily and 
Monthly)

• Groundwater quality has generally remained consistent
• Groundwater discharge provides relatively constant base flow to Mill 

Creek resulting in cooling influence during summer months and warming 
influence during winter months

• No impacts on surrounding wells

Fisheries
(Monthly and 
Annually)

• No indication that aggregate extraction has affected local brown trout 
population

• Trout populations have been consistent and/or increased since below‐
water extraction began in 1995

Comprehensive Monitoring Program

Mill Creek Pit Proposed Phase 6 3



**Fish Habitat Video

Mill Creek Pit Proposed Phase 6 4



Rehabilitation Is On‐Going to Enhance the 
Natural Environment

Mill Creek Pit Proposed Phase 6 5



Mill Creek Pit Proposed Phase 6

• Additional Area Proposed 
for Extraction: 6.53 ha

Mill Creek Pit Proposed Phase 6 6



Applications Submitted
September 2015

Mill Creek Pit Proposed Phase 6 7

Applications Submitted Technical Reports Submitted
• Official Plan Amendment
• Zoning By‐law Amendment 
• Ministry of Natural Resources and 

Forestry Site Plan Amendment

• Site Plans
• Planning Justification Report
• Natural Environment Assessment 

Report
• Archaeological Assessment Report
• Noise Impact Study
• Hydrogeological Assessment Report



Agency Review & Comments Submitted

Mill Creek Pit Proposed Phase 6 8



Application Updated to 
Address Agency Comments

• Proposed extraction area reduced from 6.8 ha to 6.53 ha.
• Proposed woodland to be removed reduced from 1.04 ha to 0.57 ha.
• Detailed Ecological Management Plan prepared for 9.08 ha.
• Annual Ecological Monitoring Report to be prepared.
• Sign to be posted reminding drivers that local roads are also potential 

school bus routes.
• Comprehensive Water Monitoring Program to continue.
• Acoustical Berm and buffer in place to protect surrounding 

properties. MOECC noise limits will be met for adjacent properties.
• CRH will continue to pay Township annual peer review costs for 

monitoring reports.
• October 11th – CRH submitted updated Site Plans to agencies for 

review.

Mill Creek Pit Proposed Phase 6 9



Revised Extraction Area

Mill Creek Pit Proposed Phase 6 10

0.57 ha of Woodland 
To Be Extracted

6.53 ha Proposed
For Extraction

0.47 ha of Woodland
To Be Retained

• 0.57 ha of 
woodland is a 
white pine stand 
with few 
deciduous trees 
resulting in limited 
groundcover with 
thick patches of 
invasive Tatarian 
Honeysuckle. 

Acoustical Berm



Ecological Management Plan & Rehab
• 9.08 ha of ecological 

enhancements increasing 
biodiversity. 

• 2.98 ha net increase in 
the size of the Significant 
Woodland.

• Proposal will result in an 
overall net gain to 
County’s Greenlands 
system.

• An annual Ecological 
Monitoring Report will 
be prepared and 
provided to MNRF, GRCA, 
County and Township.

Mill Creek Pit Proposed Phase 6 11



Agency Review of Revised Application
• GRCA ‐ No further concerns.
• MNRF – No further concerns subject to 
review of updated Site Plans.

• MMAH ‐ Original comments were 
similar to MNRF. CRH is following up to 
confirm they are satisfied since MNRF 
has no further concerns.

• Township Natural Environment Peer 
Review: No further concerns.

• Township Water Resources Peer 
Review: No further concerns.

Mill Creek Pit Proposed Phase 6 12



Official Plan Amendment

Mill Creek Pit Proposed Phase 6 13

• Phase 6 is identified as a 
“Licensed Aggregate 
Operation” on Appendix 2

• County has requested 
Amendment to Schedule 
A7

• Amendment includes re‐
designating portion of 
lands from ‘Greenlands’ 
to ‘Secondary Agriculture’ 
and overlay of ‘Mineral 
Aggregate Area’



Official Plan Amendment

Mill Creek Pit Proposed Phase 6 14

• County has requested 
Amendment to 
Schedule C

• Amendment to 
include remainder of 
property within ‘Sand 
and Gravel Resources 
of Primary and 
Secondary 
Significance’ Overlay



Zoning By‐law Amendment

Mill Creek Pit Proposed Phase 6 15

• Amendment to 
rezone a portion of 
the Phase 6 area 
‘Extractive Industrial’ 
and ‘Open Space’ 
with site specific 
exceptions based on 
technical studies and 
agency review



QUESTIONS?



Review Information to date



CRH Canada Group Inc.      T.  905-761-7100 

2300 Steeles Ave W, 4
th

 floor      F.  905-761-7200 

Concord, Ontario 

L4K 5X6 Canada www.crhcanada.com 

CRH Canada Group Inc.: 2300 Steeles Ave W, 4
th
 floor 

Concord, Ontario L4K 5X6 Canada  905-761-7100 

October 11, 2017 

Kelly Patzer, Development Coordinator 
Township of Puslinch 
7404 Wellington Road 34 
Puslinch, ON 
N0B 2J0 

Dear Ms. Patzer: 

Re: Mill Creek Monitoring Reports – Peer Review Costs 

In response to the Planning Development Advisory Committee (PDAC) meeting minutes 
from September 12th, 2017, please accept this letter as CRH’s acceptance of continuing 
to pay the Township’s Peer Review costs to review the annual monitoring reports 
completed for the Mill Creek Pit. 

In the event that CRH is successful in obtaining the approvals, CRH agrees to work with 
the Township to cover the costs of peer reviews required for additional monitoring reports 
for the Mill Creek Pit.  

If you have any further questions or require any other information, please do not hesitate 
to contact me. 

Yours truly, 

Maria Topalovic  
Environment Manager 
CRH Canada Group Inc. 
DL : (905) 532-3232 
M : (647) 924-5498 
E: maria.topalovic@ca.crh.com 

cc. Kevin Mitchell, CRH Canada Group Inc. 
Brian Zeman, MHBC Planning 
Stefanie Pratt, MHBC Planning  

mailto:maria.topalovic@ca.crh.com


Our File:  0004 

September 18, 2017 

Township of Puslinch 

7404 Wellington Road 34 

Guelph, ON, N1H 6H9 

Attention: Ms. Kelly Patzer 

Development Coordinator 

Dear Ms. Patzer; 

Re:  Mill Creek Pit, License #5738 

Phase 2 Amendment 

We are satisfied with the responses to our December 1, 2015 comments.  

We have no additional concerns. 

Sincerely, 

Harden Environmental Services Ltd. 

Stan Denhoed, M.Sc., P.Eng. 

Senior Hydrogeologist 

Harden Environmental Services Ltd.
4622 Nassagaweya-Puslinch Townline Road
R.R. 1, Moffat, Ontario, L0P 1J0
Phone: (519) 826-0099 Fax:  (519) 826-9099

Groundwater Studies

Geochemistry

Phase I / II

Regional Flow Studies

Contaminant Investigations

OMB Hearings

Water Quality Sampling

Monitoring

Groundwater Protection
Studies

Groundwater Modeling

Groundwater Mapping

Permits to Take Water

Environmental Compliance
Approvals

ARDEN 



GWS Ecological & Forestry Services Inc. Tel.: (519) 651-2224 Fax: (519) 651-2002 
4670 Townline Road, Cambridge, ON. N3C 2V1 Email: gwsefs@sympatico.ca

File: 3531 
By: Email 

June 30, 2017 

Township of Puslinch 
7404 Wellington Road 34 
Guelph, Ontario 
N1H 6H9 

Attention: Ms. Kelly Patzer 
 Development Coordinator 

Dear: Ms. Patzer 

Re: Natural Environment Review of the Proposed Mill Creek Pit Amendment in Part 
Lot 24 Concession 1 Township of Puslinch, D14/UNI 

A requested, I have reviewed the additional documentation submitted by MHBC in support of the 
proposed extension to the existing extraction area (ie. Phase 6) at Dufferin Aggregates Mill Creek 
Pit. This documentation included responses to the concerns raised in my December 22, 2015 
comments on potential impacts to the natural environment. The response documents were 
prepared by Goodban Ecological Consulting (GEC) and Gray Owl Environmental who also 
submitted a Bat Acoustical Survey of the Phase 6 White Pine Coniferous Forest, an Ecological 
Management Plan & Rehabilitation Plan and related photographs, maps and plans. Dufferin 
Aggregates previously proposed to remove the entire white pine stand found on this property, 
which has been identified as part of the Greenlands System in the Wellington County Official 
Plan, as well as the adjacent successional woodland, except for those portions found in the 
standard 15m setback from the property boundary. Dufferin Aggregates is now only proposing to 
remove the eastern portion of this significant woodland which comprises 0.57 ha and will retain 
the western 0.47ha which lies adjacent to the high quality upland hardwood forest. They are now 
also proposing a variety of ecological enhancement measures as part of their site rehabilitation. 
My comments on this additional information and the revised development proposal are presented 
as follows in the same sequence as my original correspondence. 

1. A detailed discussion is provided on the use of the white pine stand by area-sensitive breeding
birds. I agree with the conclusion that no area-sensitive breeding birds will be affected by the 
removal of the eastern portion of this stand (ie. 0.57ha). Hence, this area does not qualify as 
Significant Wildlife Habitat (SWH) for area-sensitive breeding birds. 

2. With respect to bird species of Special Concern, I agree that the removal of the eastern portion
of the white pine stand will not affect the nesting habitat of Eastern Wood Pewee or Wood 
Thrush, both of which are more dependent upon the adjacent deciduous forest for breeding 
purposes. 
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3. Subsequent to my 2015 correspondence the province downgraded the status of milksnake
from Special Concern to Not at Risk. Consequently, the habitat for milksnake no longer qualifies 
as SWH. Snake hibernacula can, however, qualify as SWH but only one milksnake and one 
eastern gartersnake were found in this area after much fieldwork. It therefore seems very unlikely 
that the rock pile located in an open area immediately north of the white pine stand provides 
snake hibernacula. Furthermore, as pointed out by GEC and Gray Owl, there is an extensive rock 
pile in the western portion of the white pine stand that will be retained and this rock pile has more 
potential to provide habitat for overwintering snakes than the rock pile in the open area that was 
recently created from digging a test pit. In light of these considerations, I have no concern for the 
protection of snake habitat or feel there is any need to create additional habitat features as has 
been suggested by GEC. 

4. A very detailed and thorough survey of bat utilization in the white pine stand was carried out.
This survey concluded there was no evidence of any maternal roosts in the mature white pines. In 
any event the majority of the mature white pines will now be retained and tree removal in the 
western portion of this stand is only proposed to occur from November 1st to April 1st when there 
will be no bat activity at this site. I am therefore satisfied that these mitigation measures will 
effectively protect potential woodland habitat for endangered bat species. 

5. As previously concluded habitat conditions for monarch butterfly and snapping turtle will not be
affected by the proposed mining operations. GEC has nonetheless recommended the creation of 
several pollination strips and turtle nesting areas as part of the Ecological Management Plan & 
Rehabilitation Plan. Although these habitat enhancements are unnecessary compensation 
features in my opinion, they will help to increase habitat diversity on the rural landscape. 

6. With respect to the proposed removal of Significant Woodland, I am satisfied that the best
portion of the white pine stand will be retained within the 0.47ha adjacent to the deciduous forest. 
This area contains the majority of the mature pines with native hardwoods intermingled and 
predominantly native groundflora, as well as some very large piles of field stones. In contrast, the 
0.57 eastern section that is proposed for removal contains mostly dense immature pines, few 
deciduous trees, a dense understory of highly invasive tartarian honeysuckle and common 
buckthorn and sparse groundflora that is mostly characterized by invasive garlic mustard. Given 
these ecological conditions I have no concerns with the removal of the western portion of the 
white pine stand. Furthermore, the proposed Ecological Management Plan & Rehabilitation Plan 
will result in a 2.98ha increase in the future size of the Significant Woodland area. The tree 
species proposed for reforestation and the density of planting seem appropriate for this site. 
These reforestation details should be included on the Site Plans along with details on other 
proposed ecological enhancements. I recommend that the proposed ecological monitoring 
program should extend for at least 5 years after the trees are planted or until the trees are “free to 
grow” (ie. they extend above the height of competing grass and herbs). Furthermore, replanting 
must be carried out if tree survival falls below 40% of the 2,500 seedlings/ha that are proposed for 
planting as there must be over 1,000 trees/ha in this area for it to qualify as woodland under the 
County’s Tree Conservation By-law. In this regard, I suggest that a higher proportion of conifers 
should be incorporated into the species mix since their survival and growth is typically much 
better than hardwoods when planted in old field sites. 
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In summary, the natural environment concerns raised in my previous correspondence have been 
effectively addressed by the comprehensive and well written documentation submitted in support 
of this application. Please feel free to contact me if further clarification is needed on these 
matters. 

Yours truly, 

GWS Ecological & Forestry Services Inc. 

Greg W. Scheifele, M. A., R.P.F. 
Principal Ecologist/Forester 

CC: Sarah Wilhelm, County of Wellington 
 Aldo Salis, County of Wellington 
 Nathan Garland, Grand River Conservation Authority 
 Stan Denhoed, Harden Environmental 





PEOPLE | ENGINEERING | ENVIRONMENTS 

GUELPH | OWEN SOUND | LISTOWEL | KITCHENER | EXETER | HAMILTON | GTA 

650 WOODLAWN RD. W., BLOCK C, UNIT 2, GUELPH ON N1K 1B8  P: 519-824-8150  F: 519-824-8089   WWW.GMBLUEPLAN.CA 

December 9, 2015 
Our File: 115006-19 

Township of Puslinch 
RR 3, 7404 Wellington Road 34 
Guelph, ON  N1H 6H9 

Attention: Ms. Kelly Patzer 
Development Coordinator 

Re: D14/UNI (University of Guelph/Dufferin 
Aggregates Mill Creek Pit ) 
7115 Concession 2 Road, Rear Lot 24, 
Concession 1, Township of Puslinch  

Dear Ms. Patzer, 

We have reviewed the application in support Zoning By-Law Amendment for the Dufferin Aggregates Mill Creek Pit 
expansion and are pleased to provide you with comments for further consideration by the applicant. 

Documents submitted and reviewed include: 
- Zoning By-law Amendment Application Form, dated September 10, 2015 
- Drawings 1 through 7, Mill Creek Aggregates, Revision 13 – May 2005 
- Planning Justification Report, GSP Group, dated August 2015 
- Natural Environment Assessment Report, AECOM, dated August 2015 
- Archaeological Assessment Report, Golder & Associated, dated June 3, 2014 
- Noise Impact Study, Aerocoustics Engineering Limited, dated September 3, 2015 
- Hydrogeological Assessment Report, Hims GeoEnvironmental Ltd, dated September 4, 2015 

Based on our review of the documents listed above, we have no comments regarding the proposed zone change. 

If you have any questions or require additional information, please do not hesitate to contact us 

Yours truly, 

GM BLUEPLAN ENGINEERING LIMITED 

Per: 

Steve Conway, C.E.T., rcsi, PMP 
Senior Project Manager, Partner 
SC/mh 



UPPER GRAND DISTRICT SCHOOL BOARD 
500 Victoria Road North, Guelph, Ontario N1E 6K2 

Phone: (519) 822-4420 Fax:  (519) 822-2134 
Martha C. Rogers 

Director of Education 

September 29, 2017        PLN: 17-80
      File Code: R14 

Sent by: mail & email 
Karen Landry CAO/Clerk 
Township of Puslinch 
7404 Wellington Road 34 
Puslinch, Ontario  N0B 2J0 
admin@puslinch.ca 

Dear Ms. Landry; 

Re: D14/UNI - Township of Puslinch       
OP-2015-04 - County of Wellington 
Rear lot 24, Concession 1 - 7115 Concession 2, Puslinch 

Planning staff at the Upper Grand District School Board has received and reviewed the above noted application for a 
Zoning By-law Amendment to permit extraction within a 6.53 hectare southern portion of the subject lands. Related 
Official Plan Amendment OP-2015-04 is to allow for the expansion of an aggregate extraction operation. 

Be advised that the board has no objection to the proposed applications subject to the following condition: 

 That the applicant be required to erect notice signs at the pit entrances/exits to remind drivers to proceed
with caution as local roads are also potential school bus routes.

Should you require additional information, please feel free to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Emily Bumbaco 
Planning Technician 
emily.bumbaco@ugdsb.on.ca 

cc – Sarah Wilhelm, County of Wellington   (by email) 
      Kelly Patzer, Township of Puslinch (by email) 

mailto:emily.bumbaco@ugdsb.on.ca


From: Jason Benn
To: Kelly Patzer
Cc: Steve Goode
Subject: D14/UNI - University of Guelph/ Dufferin Aggregates Mill Creek Pit
Date: November-03-15 1:57:01 PM

Kelly,

I have perused over the documents provided for D14/UNI. I see no concerns from a fire prospective
 at this time. In the future if there are other documents provided on this particular project, I would
 be happy to have a look.

Yours in fire safety

Jason Benn CMM, JFIS

Chief Fire Prevention Officer

Puslinch Fire & Rescue Services

7404 Wellington Rd. 34

Guelph, ON N1H 6H9

Tel: 519-821-3010

Fax: 519-936-6421

Email: jbenn@puslinch.ca

Prevention Begins With You!

mailto:/O=FIRST ORGANIZATION/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=JASON BENNCEF
mailto:kpatzer@puslinch.ca
mailto:sgoode@puslinch.ca
mailto:jbenn@puslinch.ca


Ministry of Natural     Ministère des Richesses 

Resources and Forestry     naturelles et des Forêts 

Guelph District     Telephone: (519) 826-4955 
1 Stone Road West     Facsimile: (519) 826-4929 
Guelph, Ontario 
N1G 4Y2 

In order for us to serve you better, please call ahead to make an appointment with our staff. 

July 13, 2017  

Maria Topalovic 
Environment Manager 
Dufferin Aggregates 
Division of CRH Canada Group Inc. 
2300 Steeles Avenue West, 4

th
 Floor

Concord, Ontario L4K 5X6 

Re:  Application for a Major Site Plan Amendment to Increase the Area to be Extracted 

University of Guelph- DFA Mill Creek Pit, Licence 5738 

Part Lots 21, 22, 23, Concession 2 and Part Lot 24, Concession 1 

Township of Puslinch, County of Wellington 

Dear Ms. Topalovic, 

The Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry (MNRF) Guelph District Office can confirm 
receipt of the updated submission to the application for a Major Site Plan Amendment to 
expand the limit of extraction (including below water extraction) for the Mill Creek Pit 
(licence #5738)  - Category 1, Class A Licence pursuant to the Aggregate Resources Act 
(ARA). The Ministry received the following documents in the resubmission package, dated 
May 4, 2017: 

 MHBC Technical Memorandum, dated May 4, 2017;

 Table 1 – “Responses to MNRF comments dated February 25, 2016”;

 Table 2 – “Responses to Township of Puslinch comments (Greg Scheifele, GWS
Ecological & Forestry Services Inc.) dated December 22, 2015”;

 Figure 1 – Site Location

 Figure 2 – Revised Extraction Footprint;

 Figure 3 – Ecological Management Plan;

 Figure 4 – Rehabilitation Plan;

 Figure 5 – Location of 2014 Blue Spotted Salamander;

 Figure 6 – Location of Pool A;

 Figure 7 – 1945 -2006 Historic Air Photos;

 Appendix A – Photographs of the Significant Woodland and buffers;

 Bat Acoustical Survey;

 Proposed Ecological Management Plan and Rehabilitation Plan; and

 Email from MHBC – Mill Creek Phase 6 – Significant Wildlife Habitat and Bat Maternity
Roosts dated July 12, 2017.
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Ministry staff has reviewed the technical reports and related figures and tables, and offer 
the following comments for consideration. 

MNRF Comments 

The Ministry’s most recent objection letter was dated February 25, 2016. The letter provided 
questions and comments related to Significant Wildlife Habitat; Species at Risk bats; and 
Significant Woodland removal. It is clear to MNRF staff through the most recent submission 
that most of these issues were addressed. MNRF staff had a few additional questions, 
which were addressed in a meeting with the project team on July 12, 2017. 

At this time, MNRF staff is in support of the information provided to-date for the proposed 
amendment, and has no further concerns at this time. MNRF sign-off on the proposed 
amendment is pending staff review and acceptance of updated site plans to reflect the 
recent reports. 

Closing 

In light of the above comments, the Ministry continues to object to the application for a 
Major Site Plan Amendment to expand the limit of extraction (including below water 
extraction) for the Mill Creek Pit (Licence #5738) at this time.   

The Ministry would appreciate the submission of updated site plans to reflect the recently 
submitted reports. Ministry staff would be pleased to discuss any of the above issues further 
with the proponent or consultant(s). 

Please contact the undersigned if you have questions or if clarification is required. 

Regards, 

Tara McKenna, District Planner 
Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry, Guelph District 
1 Stone Road West 
Guelph, ON, N1G 4Y2 
Phone: (519) 826-4912 
Email: tara.mckenna@ontario.ca  

cc Ian Thornton, MNRF 
Melinda Thompson, MNRF 
Seana Richardson, MNRF  
Kevin Mitchell, Dufferin Aggregates 
Brian Zeman, MHBC 

mailto:tara.mckenna@ontario.ca








Ministry of Transportation Ministère des Transports 

Engineering Office  Bureau du génie 
Corridor Management Section Section de gestion des couloirs routiers 
West Region Région de l’Ouest 

659 Exeter Road  659, chemin Exeter 
London, Ontario N6E 1L3 London (Ontario) N6E 1L3 
Telephone:  (519) 873-4597 Téléphone:    (519) 873-4597 
Facsimile:    (519) 873-4228 Télécopieur:  (519) 873-4228 

March 18, 2016 

County of Wellington 
Planning and Development Department 
74 Woolwich Street 
Guelph, ON 
N1H 3T9 

Attn: Mr. Gary Cousins, RPP, MCIP 
Director of Planning and Development 

RE: Application: OP-2015-04 
Applicant: University of Guelph – Dufferin Aggregates (Mill Creek Pit) 
Submission No.: D11/GSB 
Part Lots 21, 22, 23 and 24 Concession 2 and Part Lot 24, Concession 1 

 Wellington County 
Township of Puslinch - Highway 401 

The Ministry of Transportation (MTO) has completed its review of the above-noted amendment 
in accordance with the requirements of our highway access control policies and the Public 
Transportation and Highway Improvement Act. The following outlines our comments. 

MTO has no issues with the proposed amendment which is specific to lands on the south side 
of Township Road 2 (Part Lot 24, Concession 1). 

The Owner should be made aware of the following which affects “Other Lands Owned by the 
Applicant’ 

The Ministry of Transportation received approval in January 2009 for an Individual 
Environmental Assessment for a new Highway 6 corridor between Freelton and Guelph.   
Following that, MTO received EA clearance in December 2013 for improvements to Highway 
401 under GWP 8-00-00.  The preferred plan includes the following:   

 A new 5 km, 4-lane alignment, west of Morriston, that connects Highway 401 in the
north with existing Highway 6 just south of Maddaugh Road;

 Widening of Highway 401 to 10 lanes HOV with continuous auxiliary lanes between
Highway 6 North and Highway 6 South;

 Construction of 3 new interchanges and improvements to the Highway 401 and
Highway 6 (Hanlon Expressway) interchange;

 Three new overpass structures and eight underpass structures; and
 Construction of a local connection road.

…2
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The proposed highway expansion adjacent to the subject property will increase the current 6 
lanes to 12 lanes, and will require property to accommodate the improvements.   

The project is listed in the Southern Highways Program 2014 to 2018 under “Planning for the 
Future.”, however; timing of construction has not been determined at this time.  The new route 
has been designated and property is being acquired in hardship cases, or on a willing seller-
willing buyer basis. 

I have attached the preferred plan for your file, which identifies the impact to the lands.  

We would appreciate receiving a copy of the decision for our files.  

Should you have any questions, please contact me. 

Regards, 

John Morrisey 
Corridor Management Planner 
Corridor Management Section  
West Region, London 

c. Tracy Pastor, Corridor Management Officer – Corridor Management Section
Karen Landry, CAO/Clerk – Township of Puslinch
Maria Topalovic, Dufferin Aggregates
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Brock Road Underpass
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Widening Alternative 3C:
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EXHIBIT

7-1c
GWP 8-00-00: Highway 401

from 1.0 km west of Hespeler Road easterly to the Wellington County/Halton Region Boundary

Preliminary Design and Environmental Assessment Study

Widening Alternative 3C:
10-Lane with High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lanes and
2 Continuous Auxiliary Lanes between
Highway 6 North and Highway 6 South
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