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Attention: David Metz 
 
Re: Environmental Impact Study, Proposed Lot Severance, Church Street, 

Horning’s Mills. 
 
 
Dear Mr. Metz: 
 
As requested, we have completed an Environmental Impact Study related to the proposed 
severance of your property in Horning’s Mills. 
 
The proposed lot severance and subsequent development of the resulting residential lots 
can be achieved with no negative impact to significant natural heritage features or 
functions including Species at Risk. 
 
If you require additional information please do not hesitate to contact us. 
 
Yours truly, 
AZIMUTH ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING, INC. 
 

 
 
Jim Broadfoot, H. B.Sc. 
Terrestrial Ecologist 
 
Attach: 

 
cc: Adrian Maes, Van Harten Surveying  
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
Azimuth Environmental Consulting, Inc. (Azimuth) was retained by Metz Homes Ltd. to 
complete a scoped Environmental Impact Study (EIS) related to a proposal to sever an 
approximately 1.2ha property located on the south side of Church Street in Horning’s 
Mills (Part of Lot 14 Concession 2, Old Survey – Township Of Melancthon) (Figure 1) to 
establish two residential building lots as per the conceptual site plan prepared by Van 
Harten Surveying Inc. (Appendix A). 
 

2.0 STUDY APPROACH 
A terms of reference/scope of work for the EIS was established in consultation with the 
Township of Melancthon (Township), Niagara Escarpment Commission (NEC) and 
Nottawasawga Valley Conservation Authority (NVCA) (Appendix B).  In keeping with 
agency requirements the following work was completed: 

• Submit an Information Request to the Ministry of Natural Resources & Forestry 
(MNRF) Midhurst District to identify Species at Risk (SAR) of concern in the 
area and establish if significant natural heritage features or functions have been 
identified on or adjacent to the property (Appendix C); 

• Complete a SAR assessment based on data provided by the MNRF and available 
in other background data for the area and as identified through field studies; 

• Map vegetation communities of the property using the protocols of the Ecological 
Land Classification (ELC) for southern Ontario (Lee et al., 1998); 

• Describe the composition and structure of tree and other vegetation cover of the 
property to assess woodlot values/habitat functions according to the Significant 
Wildlife Habitat Ecoregion 6E Criteria of the MNRF (2015); 

• Search specifically for Butternut trees (SAR – Endangered [END]) located on the 
property and near the property boundary; 

• Map vegetation communities and other environmental features (e.g., drainage 
features, slopes, areas of ground water discharge, etc.) on an air photo base; 

• Assess the potential direct and indirect impacts of developing the proposed new 
lots with single-family dwellings on sensitive or significant environmental 
features identified in background and site-specific data; 

• Compile a list of recommendations to avoid and/or mitigate the potential for 
negative environmental impacts, particularly as it relates to tree removal;  

• Provide an assessment of loss of tree cover to future development of proposed lots 
and identify opportunities for restoration; and, 

• Provide comment of site topography as it relates to areas of slope. 
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Field studies were completed on April 20, 2016 under the following conditions: 
Temperature +10oC, Cloud Cover <5%, Wind Beaufort Scale 0, Precipitation Nil, Start 
Time 1130hr, End Time 1430hr, Observer J. Broadfoot). 
 

3.0 EXISTING CONDITIONS 
3.1 Land Use 

The property is irregularly shaped and fronts onto Church Street as shown on Figure 2. 
 
The lands are vacant and vegetated with tree cover throughout. 
 
Adjacent lands to the north of Church Street contain residential lots developed with a mix 
of old and new single-family dwellings.  Adjacent lands to the east contain a mix of 
residential, commercial and institutional development (church) aligned along Main 
Street.  Adjacent lands to the west have been developed as a relatively large residential 
estate lot.  Lands to the south are primarily tree covered. 
 
3.2 Topography 

The northern portion of the property fronting onto Church Street has elevation 
approximately 470m Above Sea Level (mASL).  Topography dips to approximately 
465mASL in the central section of the property rising again to the south to a maximum 
elevation of approximately 475mASL.  Elevations on adjacent lands to the east and west 
of the central low point on the property are approximately 460mASL (Note: elevations 
based on 5m contours presented on base mapping of the area - 
https://maps.simcoe.ca/public/?mode=advanced). 
 
The northern portion of the irregularly shaped property varies in elevation by 
approximately 5m over a distance of approximately 65m (7% slope).  No areas of 
exposed or eroded soils were noted.  According to the slope gradient classification of 
Agriculture and AgriFood Canada (AgCAN 2013) this classifies as a Gentle slope (i.e., 4-
9% gradient). 
 
The southern section of the irregularly shaped property varies in elevation by 
approximately 10m over a distance of approximately 80m (12.5% slope).  No areas of 
exposed or eroded soils were noted.  According to the slope gradient classification of 
AgCAN(2013) this classifies as a Moderate slope (i.e., 10-15% gradient). 
 
The central low point of the property (see Figure 1) grades onto adjacent lands to the east 
and west dropping in elevation approximately 5m over 80m onto adjacent lands (6.25% 
slope).  No areas of exposed or eroded soils or obvious areas of surface drainage were 
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observed in the central low point (Photos 1 & 2).  According to the slope gradient 
classification of AgCAN (2013) this classifies as a Gentle slope (i.e., 4-9% gradient). 
 
3.3 Vegetation 

The property contains three vegetation communities as shown on Figure 2.  Table 1 
provides a list of vascular plants observed by community. 
 
The northern portion and central low point of the property contain a White Spruce 
Coniferous Plantation (CUP3-8).  White Spruce was dominant (73% of treed having 
diameter at breast height [DBH] > 10cm).  The plantation also contained Jack Pine (26%) 
and small quantities of Box Elder, Sugar Maple and White Ash.  Average DBH was 
approximately 15cm with maximum DBH of 25cm.  Basal Area (BA) was estimated at 
approximately 43m2/ha (2 factor metric wedge prism, 5 prism plots).  The shrub layer 
was very sparsely populated with sapling Box Elder.  Ground cover was virtually non-
existent. 
 
The southern section of the property contains a successional Dry-Fresh White Cedar 
Coniferous Forest (FOC2-2).  Eastern White Cedar was dominant (77% of trees having 
DBH > 10cm).  The forest also contained Scotch Pine (15%), White Spruce (5%) and 
small amounts of American Larch, Box Elder, Red Oak, Black Cherry, White Ash and 
Black Walnut.  Average DBH was approximately 15cm with maximum DBH of 45cm 
(Scotch Pine).  Basal Area (BA) was estimated at approximately 45m2/ha based on 5 
prism plots.  The shrub layer was very dense and heavily stocked with sapling sized 
Eastern White Cedar.  Ground cover was sparse. 
 
There is a small area of Cultural Woodland (CUW) located in the northeast corner of the 
property adjacent to Church Street.  Tree cover is sparse resulting in a relatively open 
canopy.  Box Elder is the dominant tree species and many of the Box Elder in this area 
had been recently damaged by ice.  Other tree species in this area included White Spruce, 
and Black Walnut.  The shrub layer contained Black Raspberry and ornamental 
Honeysuckle. 
 
Adjacent lands to the south contained Cultural Meadow (CUM)/old-field habitat with 
successional woodland growth progressing along the edges.  Woodland cover of the field 
edges contained Box Elder, Staghorn Sumac, Apple, Scotch Pine, Eastern White Cedar, 
Black Cherry, ornamental Cherry, Red Oak and White Ash. 
 
Two sapling sized Butternut trees (END) were observed on the property as shown on 
Figure 2.  None of the other plant species observed is a SAR in Ontario or species 
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considered rare provincially (i.e., Sub-national “S” Rank not 1, 2 or 3).  All plant species 
observed are relatively common locally. 
 
3.4 Wildlife 

Table 2 provides a list of wildlife observed on and adjacent to the property.  None of the 
species observed is a SAR in Ontario and all are relatively common locally. 
 

4.0 NATURAL HERITAGE FEATURES & FUNCTIONS 
There are no delineated/designated natural heritage features and functions on the property 
(i.e., no watercourses, wetlands, Areas of Natural & Scientific Interest [ANSI], 
significant woodlands, significant wildlife habitats, etc.).  Background data indicate that 
adjacent lands to the east contain wetland units mapped as part of the Terra Nova 
Wetland Complex (Provincially Significant Wetland) and that the Niagara Escarpment 
Biosphere Reserve is identified locally.  A portion of the eastern side of the property is 
mapped as “Regulated” by the NVCA (Appendix D) apparently owing to slopes 
(Appendix B). 
 
The results of site assessment confirmed no watercourses or wetlands on or immediately 
adjacent to the property and that slopes on the property are for the most part gentle (i.e., < 
9% gradient based on 5m contour mapping) with moderate slopes (i.e., in range of 10% - 
15%) on the south end of the irregularly shaped property. 
 
The following sections provide an assessment of SAR and considerations of woodlot 
value/significance as per the terms of reference of the EIS. 
 
4.1 Species at Risk 

Table 3 provides a habitat based assessment of the potential of the property and adjacent 
lands to function as habitat for SAR identified locally in background data (Appendix C) 
and through site assessment. 
 
The results of the SAR assessment indicate that two sapling sized (both having base stem 
diameter <5cm DBH) Butternut (END) occur on the property in locations shown on 
Figure 2. 
 
4.2 Woodland Characteristics & Functions 

Woodland cover of the property is relatively young containing mainly polewood (i.e., 
DBH 10cm to 25cm) and sapling (i.e., DBH < 10cm) sized trees (average DBH 
approximately 15cm).  The northern half of the property contains a very densely stocked 
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stand of planted White Spruce and Jack Pine.  Based on average tree size and basal area, 
this Coniferous Plantation contains approximately 2,430 trees>10cm DBH/ha.  None of 
the trees have value as sawlogs or fuelwood.  The southern half of the property contains a 
densely stocked stand of successional Dry-Fresh White Cedar Coniferous Forest.  Based 
on average tree size and basal area this Coniferous Forest contains approximately 2,500 
trees > 10cm DBH/ha.  None of the trees have value as sawlogs or fuelwood. 
 
We could attribute none of the Significant Wildlife Habitat functions identified by the 
province within Ecoregion 6E to the property or adjacent lands. 
 
As early successional forest lands within an urban area, with roughly half of the forest 
cover representing Coniferous Plantation and having no discernable Significant Wildlife 
Habitat functions, these woodlands are not candidates for consideration as Significant 
Woodland based on the multi-factor evaluation criteria identified by the province in the 
Natural Heritage Reference Manual, 2nd Edition (OMNR 2010). 
 

5.0 PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT 
The conceptual Site Plan for the property indicates that the existing lot will be severed to 
create two lots – a 0.78ha Retained Lot on the west side of the site which includes the 
coniferous forest habitat of the southern section of the property, and a 0.41ha Severed Lot 
on the east side of the property (Appendix A). 
 
The site plan identifies proposed locations for a single-family dwelling, garage, well, 
septic bed and driveway on each lot.  The proposed building layout positions built 
features at the north end of the property.  Building envelopes measuring approximately 
45m X 40m (1800m2) are shown on Figure 2 for each proposed lot within which it is 
assumed all trees would be cleared to provide space for dwellings, septic beds, 
lawns/amenity space, etc. 
 

6.0 IMPACT ASSESSMENT 
6.1 Butternut (SAR) 

As shown on Figure 2, the two sapling sized Butternut (Bn) identified on the property are 
located outside of areas required to be cleared to install built features.  Given their sizes 
(both having base stem diameter < 5cm) their calculated critical root zone only extends 
outward approximately 1m from the base of each tree.  Proposed development (septic 
bed) is located more than 25m from Bn #1 and 8m from Bn #2 and hence beyond the 
critical root zone of both Butternuts.  Ontario’s Endangered Species Act, 2007 (ESA) 
protects Butternut from Kill, Take or Harm.  The proposed development requires no 
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removal of either Butternut (i.e., no Kill, Take) and is located well away from each tree – 
hence no Harm.  Butternut is a “pioneering species” regenerating under open canopy 
conditions.  The lands proposed for development contain closed canopied coniferous 
plantation not amenable to Butternut regeneration and hence do not function as habitat 
for Butternut.  Therefore, there is no need to assess the health of either Butternut to 
establish their retention status under the ESA as no authorizations issued under Ontario’s 
ESA would be required to permit the proposed development as the trees will not be killed 
or harmed and lands proposed for development do constitute habitat for Butternut.  
Recommendations are provided to prevent inadvertent harm to Butternut. 
 
6.2 Woodlot Values 

The proposed development would result in a combined loss of 3600m2of Conifer 
Plantation and Cultural Woodland assuming all tree cover located with the areas 
identified on Figure 2 as “Building Envelope” are completely cleared to facilitate 
development.  Based on tree size and density/basal area, this loss amounts to 
approximately 875polewood sized trees (640 White Spruce, 225 Jack Pine and small 
amounts of polewood sized Sugar Maple, Box Elder and White Ash).  Areas of tree cover 
potentially retained outside of building envelopes shown on the conceptual site plan 
sketch contain an estimated 2100 trees.  Therefore, there is potential to retain 
approximately 70% of the existing trees on the property.  Though the woodlands of the 
property and adjacent lands do not provide Significant Wildlife Habitat functions, 
recommendations are provided to mitigate potential impacts to wildlife potentially 
utilizing areas of tree cover to be cleared. 
 
6.3 Topography 

Slopes in the area of proposed development are gentle (i.e., < 9%).  The central low part 
of the property is aligned in an east-west direction south of areas proposed for 
development (Figure 2).  Therefore, slopes do not seem to present impediments to 
developing the property as proposed.  Recommendations are provided for placement of 
sediment control fencing to mitigate potential downslope erosion and sedimentation. 
 

7.0 RECOMMENDATIONS 
The following recommendations are provided as mitigation for the potential for negative 
environmental impacts arising during and following development: 

• Do not cut trees between April 1 and August 31 to avoid impacts to bird nests 
containing eggs and/or chicks; 

• In advance of tree clearing, install hoarding fence around Bn # 2 to protect it from 
harm during tree clearing operations and subsequent stages of development.  
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Construct hoarding fence using “Orange Safety Barrier Fence” or equivalent 
installed 2m from base of tree.  Inform tree clearing and other contractors of the 
location of this tree and that it is a protected species; 

• Minimize the amount of tree clearing on each lot to that required for construction 
of dwellings, garages, septic beds, lawns/amenity spaces, etc; 

• Install sediment control fencing on down gradient sections of cleared portions of 
the lots as shown conceptually on Figure 2 according to Ontario Provincial 
Standard Drawing (OPSD) – 219.130 Heavy Duty Silt Fence Barrier or 
equivalent as recommended by the building contractor; 

• Restore areas of disturbed/exposed soil as soon as possible stabilizing the areas 
with grass or other suitable vegetation; and, 

• Utilize native, non-invasive species in the landscaping. 
 

8.0 CONCLUSIONS 
The proposed lot severance and subsequent development of the resulting residential lots 
can be achieved with no negative impact to significant natural heritage features or 
functions including Species at Risk. 
 

9.0 REFERENCES 
AgCAN. 2013. Slope Gradient. Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada, Date Modified 2013-
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Table 1. Vascular Plant Observations, Horning's Mills, 2016.

FAMILY SCIENTIFIC NAME COMMON NAME CUP3-8 FOC2-2 CUW S RANK G RANK SARO STATUS
Aceraceae Acer negundo Manitoba Maple X X X S5 G5
Aceraceae Acer saccharum Sugar Maple X X S5 G5
Anacardiaceae Rhus typhina Staghorn Sumac X S5 G5
Apiaceae Daucus carota Wild Carrot X SNA GNR
Caprifoliaceae Lonicera japonica Japanese Honeysuckle X SNA GNR
Caprifoliaceae Lonicera tatarica Tartarian Honeysuckle X SNA GNR
Cornaceae Cornus alternifolia Alternate-leaved Dogwood X S5 G5
Cornaceae Cornus stolonifera Red-osier Dogwood X S5 G5
Fagaceae Quercus rubra Northern Red Oak X S5 G5
Juglandaceae Juglans cinerea Butternut X X S3? G4 END
Juglandaceae Juglans nigra Black Walnut X X S4 G5
Oleaceae Fraxinus americana White Ash X X S4 G5
Oleaceae Syringa vulgaris Common Lilac X SNA GNR
Pinaceae Larix laricina American Larch X S5 G5
Pinaceae Picea glauca White Spruce X X X S5 G5
Pinaceae Picea rubens Red Spruce X S3 G5
Pinaceae Pinus sylvestris Scotch Pine X X SNA GNR
Rosaceae Rubus idaeus Wild Red Raspberry X S5 G5
Rosaceae Rubus occidentalis Black Raspberry X S5 G5
Salicaceae Populus tremuloides Trembling Aspen X X S5 G5
Vitaceae Vitis riparia Riverbank Grape X X S5 G5

1See Figure 1 for location 
2Conservation Rank Information from Ministry of Natural Resources & Forestry, Natural Heritage Information Centre

VEGETATION COMMUNITY 1 CONSERVATION RANK 2

Observation Date - April 20, 2016; Observer - J. Broadfoot



Table 2. Wildlife Observations, Horning's Mills, 2016.

TAXA FAMILY SCIENTIFIC NAME COMMON NAME S RANK G RANK SARO STATUS

Bird Picidae Colaptes auratus Northern Flicker S4B G5
Bird Sturnidae Sturnus vulgaris European Starling SNA G5
Bird Corvidae Corvus brachyrhynchos American Crow S5B G5
Bird Emberizidae Spizella passerina Chipping Sparrow S5B G5
Bird Corvidae Cyanocitta cristata Blue Jay S5 G5
Bird Columbidae Zenaida macroura Mourning Dove S5 G5
Bird Turdidae Turdus migratorius American Robin S5B G5
Bird Icteridae Agelaius phoeniceus Red-winged Blackbird S4 G5
Bird Sittidae Sitta canadensis Red-breasted Nuthatch S5 G5
Bird Cardinalidae Cardinalis cardinalis Northern Cardinal S5 G5
Bird Paridae Poecile atricapillus Black-capped Chickadee S5 G5
Mammal Cervidae Odocoileus virginianus White-tailed Deer S5 G5
Mammal Procyonidae Procyon lotor Northern Raccoon S5 G5
Mammal Sciuridae Tamiasciurus hudsonicus Red Squirrel S5 G5
Mammal Sciuridae Sciurus carolinensis Eastern Gray Squirrel S5 G5

1Conservation Rank Information from Ministry of Natural Resources & Forestry, Natural Heritahe Information Centre

CONSERVATION RANK 1

Observation Date - April 20, 2016; Conditions - Temperature +10oC, Cloud Cover <5%, Wind Beaufort Scale 0, Precipitation Nil, Start 
Time 1130hr, End Time 1430hr, Observer J. Broadfoot



Table 3. Species at Risk Assessment, Horning's Mills, 2016.

TAXA COMMON NAME SCIENTIFIC NAME
SARO 
Status

GENERAL HABITAT REQUIREMENTS HABITAT ON PROPERTY?

ISSUE 
AFFECTING 
PROPOSED 

DEVELOPMENT?

Bird Grasshopper Sparrow Ammodramus savannarum SC Large grasslands No No

Bird Chimney Swift Chaetura pelagica THR
Nest and roost in chimneys.  Aerial forager often 
concentrating near water where insects are abundant. 

No No

Bird Common Nighthawk Chordeiles minor SC
Open woodlands (scattered tree cover), rock barrens 
and similar habitats providing mix of open land and 
shrub/tree cover.

No No

Bird Eastern Wood-pewee Contopus virens SC

Mid-canopy layer of forest clearings and edges of 
deciduous and mixed forests. Most abundant in 
forest stands of intermediate age and in mature 
stands with little understory vegetation.

No No

Bird Bobolink Dolichonyx oryzivorus THR Large grasslands/pastures No No

Bird Barn Swallow Hirundo rustica THR
Nests in barns, large culverts and other similar man 
made structures. Forages in grasslands, pastures, 
graminoid and other open wetlands.

No No

Bird Wood Thrush Hylocichla mustelina SC

Nests mainly in second-growth and mature 
deciduous and mixed forests, with saplings and well-
developed understory layers. This species prefers 
large forest mosaics, but may also nest in small forest 
fragments.

No No

Bird Red-headed Woodpecker Melanerpes erythrocephalus SC

Variety of habitats including oak and beech forests, 
grasslands, forest edges, orchards, pastures, riparian 
forests, roadsides, urban parks, golf courses, 
cemeteries, beaver ponds and burns.

No No

Bird Bank Swallow Riparian riparian THR Riparian habitat with sand banks for nesting. No No

Bird Eastern Meadowlark Sturnella magna THR Large grasslands/pastures No No

Table 3 Page 1 of 2



TAXA COMMON NAME SCIENTIFIC NAME
SARO 
Status

GENERAL HABITAT REQUIREMENTS HABITAT ON PROPERTY?

ISSUE 
AFFECTING 
PROPOSED 

DEVELOPMENT?

Bird Canada Warbler Wilsonia canadensis SC

Deciduous, coniferous and mixed forests, with a well-
developed shrub layer and a structurally complex 
forest floor. It is most abundant in moist, mixed 
forests.

No No

Plant Butternut Juglans cinerea END Forests, fencerows Yes
Yes - 2 saplings 

observed (see Figure 
2 for locations)

Reptile Snapping Turtle Chelydra serpentina SC
Lakes, ponds, marshes and slow moving rivers, 
various wetlands with open water

No No

Mammal Little Brown Bat Myotis lucifugus EN

Winter hibernation - caves, abandoned mines, etc.  
Summer maternity colony - typically buildlings 
(attics, etc.) but occasionaly in tree cavities within 
deciduous or mixed forests having large diameter 
(i.e., > 25cm DBH) wildlife cavity trees.

No winter hibernation habitat.  Forests 
are coniferous and contain young/small 
diameter trees.

No

Mammal Northern Long-eared Bat Myotis septentrionalis EN

Winter hibernation - caves, abandoned mines, etc.  
Summer maternity colony - associated with wildlife 
cavity trees within deciduous or mixed forests having 
an abundance of large diameter (i.e., > 25cm DBH) 
trees with cavities or loose bark.

No winter hibernation habitat.  Forests 
are coniferous and contain young/small 
diameter trees.

No

Mammal Eastern Small-fotted Bat Myotis leibii EN
Winter hibernation - caves, abandoned mines, etc.  
Summer maternity roost - talis slopes, rock outcrops.

No winter hibernation habitat.  No rock 
outcrops or talis providing summer 
habitat conditions.

No

Mammal Tri-colored Bat Perimyotis subflavus EN
Winter hibernation - caves, abandoned mines, etc..  
Summer - day roosts and maternity colonies in older 
forest and occasionally in barns or other structures.

No winter hibernation habitat.  Forests 
are coniferous and contain young/small 
diameter trees.

No

Note: List of SAR of concern in area compiled based on background data (Ontario Breeding Bird Atlas, Natural Heritage Information Centre, Ontario Mammal Atlas, Ontario Reptile & Amphibian Atlas) and SAR 
Information request to the MNRF, Midhurst District
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AEC Project #16-116

PHOTOGRAPH 1. View of Central Low Point – looking east  (April 20, 2016).

PHOTOGRAPH 2. View of Central Low Point – looking west (April 20, 2016).   
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Jim Broadfoot

From: Benvenuti, Jodi (MNRF) <jodi.benvenuti@ontario.ca>

Sent: August-24-16 4:06 PM

To: Jim Broadfoot

Subject: FW: SAR INfo Request - Church Street Horning Milld, Dufferin 

Attachments: SAR Info Request_Church Street Horning Mills_Azimuth July 12, 2016.pdf

Hi Jim, 

 

We have no further SAR information to add. 

 

Jodi Benvenuti 

Management Biologist 

Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry  

Midhurst District 

Phone: (705) 725-7513 

 

From: Haelzle, Jeff (MNRF)  

Sent: July-15-16 8:56 AM 
To: Benvenuti, Jodi (MNRF) 

Subject: FW: SAR INfo Request - Church Street Horning Milld, Dufferin  

 

Jodi, 

 

See attached request below. 

 

Thanks, 

 

Jeff Haelzle 
Partnership Specialist 
Midhurst District – Huronia Area 
Ministry of Natural Resources & Forestry 

2284 Nursery Rd 
Midhurst ON  L0L 1X0 

Tel: 705-725-7566 

Fax: 705-725-7584 
jeff.haelzle@ontario.ca 

� Please consider the environment before printing this email. 

 

From: Jim Broadfoot [mailto:Jim@Azimuthenvironmental.Com]  
Sent: July-14-16 10:44 AM 

To: MIDHURSTSAR (MNRF) 

Subject: SAR INfo Request - Church Street Horning Milld, Dufferin  

 

To Whom it May Concern: 

 

Attached please find a SAR Information Request filed in regard to a proposed residential lot severance in Horning Mills – 

Sent Via EMAIL ONLY. 

 

Please do not hesitate to call to discuss. 

 

Thank you, 



2

 

 

Jim Broadfoot, Terrestrial Ecologist 

 

Please note we have moved office, e-mail and phone numbers remain the same 

Azimuth Environmental 

642 Welham Road 

Barrie, ON 

L4N 9A1 

(705) 721-8451 x 206 

Mobile (705) 427-3422 

 

Providing services in hydrogeology, terrestrial and aquatic ecology & environmental engineering 
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NVCA Regulated Areas & Contour Mapping 
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