
Ontario Conservation 
Authorities are in Trouble!

These Authorities Provide: 
• Trails for hiking, skiing, natural 

waterways to explore 
• Stewardship of our critical 

wetlands (which filter our water 
and buffer us from extreme 
storms and heat)

• Nature education to 50 of our 72 
school boards and nature camps.

Have you heard about Schedule 3 
of Bill 68 (the so-called “Plan to 
Protect Ontario Act”), which 
amends the Conservation 
Authorities Act to establish 7 
larger CAs, instead of 36?  
This bill also wrests control from 
regional CAs and hands oversight 
to the Minister of Natural 
Resources and Forestry and a 
new Provincial Conservation 
Agency.  This is a frightening 
prospect, for a few reasons… 

Top Ways to Take ActionOne: Local Knowledge

This amendment shutters 
local CAs, which were 
created to manage flooding 
risks and preserve ecologies 
within a watershed.  Long-
standing community 
knowledge in service of this 
work is at risk of being lost in 
re-organization. 

“Protecting the source of 
drinking water and 
identifying where flooding 
may occur is vital to 
municipal health and 
economic stability,” says 
former Kingston City 
Councillor Vicki Schmolka. 
“Understanding how a local 
watershed works,” Schmolka 
says, “is not something that 
can be done from too far 
away.”

Two: Costs

The re-organization is likely 
to result in huge 
amalgamation costs:
• litigations that are likely to 

result from the constructive 
dismissal of CA managers

• resource mismanagement (as 
fewer employees try to 
manage larger territories 
without appropriate support)

• the legal requirements to 
assess inventory, change title 
and re-apply for charitable 
status 

Kingston 
Councillor 
Don Amos 
warns “There 
will be no 
fiscal respon-
sibility when 
you have 
forced 
amalga-
mation.”

Three: Loss of Land

The loss of local control over 
these CAs is likely to result in 
outcomes that don’t match 
our regional priorities.  

As part of Bill 23, 
Conservation Authorities 
were asked to identify their 
excess lands that may be 
suitable for housing. The 
Grand River Conservation 
Authority identified just 
such a 20 acre ‘excess’ 
parcel. But in February 
2026, Guelph announced 
plans to rezone the land to 
prevent its sale to 
developers.

But this sets a dangerous 
precedent. Many Ontarians 
don’t have nearby provincial 
parks and rely on 
conservation lands for 
recreation. 

Four: Motivation

Assigning environmental 
guardianship to a provincial 
government that has shown little 
interest in that role has grave 
risks.  

For example, the Ford 
government has granted 
large numbers of high-risk 
commercial water-taking 
permits in recent years.  Now 
it is under pressure from 
municipalities, political 
opposition and local 
advocates to pause 
commercial water-taking 
permits after the Region of 
Waterloo hit a water capacity 
limit so severe it was forced 
to halt new development. 

Rebecca Kolarich at 
Environmental Defense said the 
Ford government often frames 
environmental protections as red 
tape, but Waterloo shows why 
those rules exist. 

Your soon-to-be ex-CA, Cataraqui 
Conservation Authority, has 
these well-loved Conservation 
Areas: 

Bill 68 goes against the founding 
principle of the 1946 Ontario 
Conservation Authorities Act: 
'Conservation for the People by 
the People’.  
Please sign these petitions: 

Lead Now:
(to Doug Ford)

Ontario Nature: 
(to the Minister of 
the Environment 
(McCarthy) and 
your MPP)

And, phone 
your MPP!

Little Cataraqui Creek
Lemoine Point        Mac Johnson
Parrott’s Bay        Gould Lake
Lyn Valley         Marble Rock
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