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24 July 2007         
 
 
Mr. Bryan Tuckey,  M.C.I.P., R.P.P. Commissioner of Planning and Services 
The Regional Municipality of York 
Planning and Development Services Dept. 
17250 Yonge Street, 4th floor       
Newmarket, ON L3Y 6Z1 
Attention: Karen Antonio-Hadcock 
 
 
Re: Natural Heritage Discussion Paper, Draft, June  2007 
 
 
Dear Mr. Tuckey, 
 
On behalf of the North East Sutton Ratepayers Association Inc. [NESRA], we would like 
to thank you for the opportunity to comment on the recently received Natural Heritage 
Discussion Paper.  
 
NESRA is a not-for-profit, incorporated community organization representing many 
hundreds of families in the Village of Sutton: as yet semi-rural and remaining 
comparatively rich in forests and wetlands. In other words, this place on the shores of 
Lake Simcoe is a recognized natural heritage resource in York Region. 
 
From its inception seven years ago, NESRA has commented, in oral and written 
submissions, on land-use planning initiatives, locally, regionally, and provincially. 
Within the Town of Georgina, we have been and continue to be dedicated to constructive 
community participation in land-use change.  
 
From our experience in the Town of Georgina, we learned that, as the progressive 
urbanization of the Region extends ever further into its most northern parts, so has and 
will, deforestation and associated negative impacts to wetlands, riverine landscapes and 
Lake Simcoe. The reality is such that much of the economic development in Georgina is 
so called “Greenfield” housing development. As NESRA has learned, the land-use 
planning process to date favours the business viability interests of the out-of-town 
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development industry. This, in our understanding, is at the expense of extant natural 
heritage, which is essential to a healthy Regional natural heritage system (e.g., 
Deconstructing Forest Significance, Conservation versus Development in York Region, 
Vandervelden, 2004).  
 
As such, and in reference to page 7 of the Summary of Key Messages (bullet 4), we 
venture to say that treatment of the natural heritage system in the northern settlement 
areas of York Region (still largely not built-out) is just as critical in determining the 
overall success and health of the system, as in the new “Whitebelt” communities. 
 
NESRA members strongly endorse the principle, as stated in the Foreword of the 
Discussion Paper, that a robust natural heritage system is key to ensuring the 
sustainability of York Region and that a healthy natural heritage system is fundamental 
and of simultaneous benefit, environmentally, socially, and economically (emphasis 
ours). In other words, a healthy natural heritage system is now recognized as a 
fundamental value of first-rank priority (e.g., see also, Joe Cortright, “Portland’s Green 
Dividend”, in CEOs for Cities, July 2007). 
 
It is from our experience when we stress that the recognition that a healthy natural 
heritage system is fundamental to the triple bottom line is, in reality, incompatible with a 
commitment to identification and protection (let alone restoration and enhancement) of 
the Region’s Natural Heritage System through Vision 2026 which “supports and 
promotes this commitment by balancing growth and the environment” (page 3, paragraph 
1 of the Discussion Paper).  
  
We say this, because, so far, growth (e.g., urbanization) has been a main cause of natural 
heritage loss, aided and abetted by the maxim of “balancing growth and environment” in 
guiding the development approval process or in the writing of policy——in the review 
and updating of municipal planning documents.  
 
That is, so far, growth and protection of the natural environment have been incompatible, 
a trend that must be reversed if future growth is to be environmentally (and consequently 
economically and socially) sustainable. The present land-use planning and approval 
process is the culprit. The solution: to change that process by prioritizing, in policy and 
implementation, what is recognized in the Discussion Paper as fundamental: sustaining a 
healthy natural heritage system as the bottom line to social and economic sustainability.  
 
In our comment on Implementing the Vision: The Regional Greening Strategy (page 4 of 
the Discussion paper), whereas NESRA endorses all nine of the Greening Strategies 
Action Areas listed, we stress the importance of Legislation (Action Area 6). That is, we 
consider the development of effective policies to protect remaining “natural heritage at all 
levels” as a critical precursor to Action Area 7. Urban Forest. We agree that urban forest 
plays a very significant role in greening, but emphasize that protection of extant urban 
forest logically (and economically!) precedes increasing urban green space.  
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Therefore, NESRA recommends that legislation protecting natural heritage be entrenched 
in the policies of both regional and municipal planning documents and, by extension, to 
the land-use approval process. 
 
Furthermore, we recommend that land-use planning policies are explicit in setting 
priorities for the natural environment in conflict resolution: for example, through the use 
of Open Space designations and clear definitions.  
 
As a corollary to the above, we also recommend that priorities for the natural 
environment be based on operationally explicit definitions of terms such as significant or 
sensitive. Presently, these terms can be used to either enhance or denigrate natural 
heritage, whatever the user’s particular preference.  
 
For that reason, and in reference to page 9 of the Discussion paper: Action 1: Update Our 
Natural Heritage System, NESRA strongly supports that the updated natural heritage 
system for York Region incorporate the findings and recommendations of the Significant 
Woodlands Study (2005). Inclusion of this Study in the Region’s Official Plan will make 
a major contribution to the public-interest cause of forest conservation——provided that 
this Study will equally inform land-use planning in the Region’s municipalities, in 
conformity with Regional policies for woodland protection.  
 
Kindly confirm. 
 
 
Respectfully submitted for the North East Sutton Ratepayers Association: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Margaretha Vandervelden, PhD, Director 
Peter Sibbald Brown, MFA, Director 
 
 
 



 





 



From: Harold Sellers, ORTA Executive Director 
Sent: Thursday, July 12, 2007 11:29 AM 
To: FutureYork 
Subject: Re Natural Heritage Discussion Paper 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
I have received this document and have reviewed its content. 
 
On behalf of the Oak Ridges Trail Association I can confirm our interest and willingness to 
participate in this project. 
 
In particular, we would be supportive of Action 6, Establish a Regional Trail Network. The Oak 
Ridges Moraine Trail would be a “backbone” to such a network, and thus we will be most happy 
to assist in any way that we can. 
 
Sincerely yours, 
 
Harold Sellers 
Executive Director 
Oak Ridges Trail Association 
www.oakridgestrail.org 
(905) 833-6600 
_______________________ 
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 DON WATERSHED REGENERATION COUNCIL 
 

 
 
 
November 1, 2007 
 
 
Karen Antonio-Hadcock 
Senior Planner 
Long Range & Strategic Planning Branch 
Regional Municipality of York 
17250 Yonge Street 
Newmarket, ON    L3Y 6Z1 
 
 
Dear Ms. Antonio-Hadcock: 
 
Re:  YORK REGION NATURAL HERITAGE DISCUSSION PAPER, DRAFT JUNE 2007 
 
 
The Don Watershed Regeneration Council (DWRC) (see enclosure for the committee’s history 
and goals) is pleased to have been given the opportunity to review and provide comment on 
the Natural Heritage Discussion Paper and commends the Regional Municipality of York for 
your commitment to incorporating the natural heritage system as a fundamental component of 
your overall approach to growth management and sustainability within the Region. 
    
We would like to provide the following comments regarding the paper: 
 

 The DWRC strongly supports an integrated, linked green system in the rural and urban 
areas and the Region's continuing efforts to protect, restore and enhance the system.  
In addition, we support using the draft Sustainability Strategy as the primary filter for 
evaluating development proposals and new initiatives, of which, a sustainable natural 
environment is a key consideration. 

 
 We support all measures to reduce the ‘human footprint’ including water conservation, 

the reduction in auto travel and the promotion of public transit and alternate forms of 
travel as proposed through the development of other regional growth planning 
initiatives such as the updates to the Transportation Master Plan, Water and Wastewater 
Master Plan and Pedestrian and Cycling Master Plan. 

 
 There is no mention in the Discussion Paper of the protection of the agricultural land 

base; a component of the natural heritage system as well as the economic structure of 
the Region.   

 
 We also suggest that the reference to “mitigating the impacts of climate change through 

carbon sequestration” found in the Foreward to the Discussion Paper be broadened to 
state that a healthy natural environment also requires ‘adaptation’ to a climate where 
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major and rapid changes are possible.  This should be a key consideration in the 
preparation of the Region’s Natural Heritage Systems Strategy. 

 
The TRCA is currently developing a watershed plan for the Don River. Similar to the Region’s 
sustainability initiatives, this watershed planning process was initiated in response to a number 
of recent policy and planning developments, including the Oak Ridges Moraine Conservation 
Act; as well as a need to update the original management strategies outlined in Forty Steps to 
a New Don created over 12 years ago in 1994.  This updated watershed plan will draw on new 
information and science such as a target terrestrial natural heritage system and will include 
specific management recommendations which will serve as another valuable tool in assisting 
with York Region’s growth and sustainability initiatives.   
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 
 
Yours truly, 

 
Phil Goodwin 
Chair, Don Watershed Regeneration Council 
 
/Encl. 
 
cc. Deborah Martin-Downs, Director, Ecology, TRCA 
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Don Watershed Regeneration Council 
 
The Don Watershed Regeneration Council (DWRC) is a volunteer, watershed–wide advisory 
committee established by Toronto and Region Conservation (TRCA) in 1994 to help restore the 
Don River watershed to a healthy, sustainable natural environment.  The DWRC is a sub-
committee of the TRCA’s Watershed Management Advisory Board. The Council is composed of 
community members, elected officials and representatives from agencies, businesses, 
environmental non-governmental organizations and academic institutions located within or 
concerned with the future of the watershed. 
 
A comprehensive strategy – Forty Steps to a New Don – was completed in 1994 and, through 
the efforts of thousands of volunteers and in partnership with municipalities and environmental 
groups, we are achieving progress towards the goals of the strategy. Three major principles 
guide us:  
 

1. protect what is healthy,  
2. regenerate what is degraded; and  
3. take responsibility for the Don.   

 
A new, updated Don Watershed Plan is in preparation which will reflect broader watershed 
issues of sustainability including water and energy efficiency and emerging challenges such as 
climate change.  
 
As well as advising TRCA, the DWRC provides comments to other government agencies 
(federal, provincial and municipal) on matters pertaining to the interests and activities of the 
environmental nongovernmental organizations which are members of the Council. The 
enclosed comments are the views of the DWRC and are not necessarily the views of TRCA.   
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