
Meeting held on October 18,ZO1Z, commencing at S:02 p.m.

PRESENT: D. Sheppard (Chair), K. Delaney, R. Gupta, S. Levin, B. Maddeford, L. Nattagh, C.Peterson, S. Sanford, G. Sass, G. Vilk, A. Youssef and N Zitani and B. Mercier (Secretary).

ALSO PRESENT: G. Barrett, B. Bergsma, J. Bruin, C. Creighton, B. Krichker, I Listar, A.Macpherson, L. McDougall and H. McNãely.

REGRETS: T. Mclettan.

I YOUR COMMITTEE REPORTS:

2013 ESA 4 nLÃ¡ ¿L^ E-..:-^--^-r-, - - ,, Fõäoi"ìË.¡*,. l__- That the Environmental and Ecological Planning Advisory Committee
(EEPAC) heard the attached presentation from J. Bruin, LandslapeArchitect, parks
Planner, and B. Bergsma, Ecologist Planner, with respect to the 2O1g
Environmentally Significant Areas (ESA) projects; it being noied that the EEPAC
also heard verbal delegations from D. Wake and A. Caveney, Nature London, T.
McClenaghan, President, Friends of the Cove, and received the attached
communication dated October 18, 2012, from G. Smith, President, frienOs ot
Meadowlily Woods Community Association, with respect to this matter.

lÎI"j,i":?'" 2___ That the Environmental and Ecologicat Ptanning Advisory committee
äni;i - (EEPAC) heard the attached presentation from G. Barrett, Managei, Land UsePlannins Planning Policy, and H. McNeely, Senior Planner, with respect to anlntroduction toProcess the City of London planning protess.

lsJjlïort 
of the 3. (1) That the Environmental and Ecological Ptanning Advisory committee

(EEPAC) reviewed and received the 1st Report of the Environmentaland Ecological
Planning Advisory Committee from its meeting held on September 20,2012.

Î*djleËort 
or 4. (2) That the Environmental and Ecological Planning Advisory Committee

(EEPAC) reviewed and received the 2nd Report of the Advisory Committee on the
Environment from its meeting held on September 5,2012.

lst Report of the 5 (3) That the Environmental and Ecological Planning Advisory committeerFAc (EEPAd) reviewed and received the 1st Report ót tne Trees ánd Forests Advisory
Committee from its meeting held on September 26, ZO1Z.

communications 6. (4) Thatthe Environmental and Ecological Planning Advisory Committee
ìåi'ïÎr"' (EEPAi) reviewed and received a Report dated Juty 1 6,2012, from T. Dobbie,
committees lnterim City Manager, with respect to communications support for advisory

committees.

westminst^er 7 . (5) That the Environmental and Ecological Planning Advisory Committee
Ponds ESAs (EEPAC) heard verbal delegations from A. MacpÉerson, Manãger, paiks planning

and Design, and L. McDougall, Ecologist Planner, and received the following
communications, with respect to the Westminster Ponds Environmentally Significant
Areas (ESA):

(a) L. McDougall, Ecologist Planner - Timeline for Westminster Ponds ESA,
Community Connections;

(b) B. Tegler, Partner/Applied Ecologist, North-South Environmental lnc. -
Westminster Ponds ESA Scoped Zoning and TrailAssessment; and,

(c) City Clerk - Municipal Council resolution adopted at its meeting held on June
12, 2012, with respect to the multi-use pathway from the Westminster
Neighbourhood to Commissioners Road.

rrail Standards 8. (6) That the Environmental and Ecological Planning Advisory Committee
in ESAs (EEPAi) reviewed and received a communication from L. McDougáll, Ecologist

Planner, with respect to the Terms of Reference for the Trail Advisory Group for
Environmentally Significant Areas, and a Report dated September 24,2012, from
the Managing Director, Planning and City Planner, with respect to the

2ND REPORT OF THE



EEPAC - 2

implementation of the new trail standards in ESAs; it being noted that the EEpAcappointed B. Maddeford and C. Peterson to represent the Ërpnc on the new TrailAdvisory Group for ESAs.

9--- (7) That the Environmental and Ecological Ptanning Advisory Committee(EEPAC) reviewed and received a communicatidn dated Octóber z, z}l2, from B.Bergsm4 Ecologist Planner, with respectto lfre Sunnlngáate Golf and Country CtuuScoped Environmental lmpact Study. The EEPAC noieo ågreement that there isimportant information missing from ihe Environmental lmpaõt study (Els) ànJ willfurther review once the information is received from the Ëcologist plânnei.

10 (8) That the Environmental and Ecological Planning Advisory Committee
(EEPAC) asked that the attached comments, plepared Oy ihe EEPAC Working
Group, with respect to tne rtviagtorive Environr"Åt"l rmJáct Study, be fonruarded
to Staff for their review and consideration.

11 ' (10) That the Environmental and Ecological Planning Advisory Committee
(EEPAC) received copies of the subject Laños status Report ãnd Scofed
Environmental lmpact study for colonel ralbot Road from T. Grawey, Manaier,
Development Services and Planning Liaison. The EEPAC referred thedocumãnts
to its Working Group to review ánd report back at a future meeting of the EEpAC.

12' (1 1) That the Environmental and Ecological Planning Advisory Committee
(EEPAC) reviewed and received a communication dated Sepiember ZB,2012 and
an Notice of Revised Application from N. McKee, Senior Planner, with respect to an
application submitted by 1705825 Ontario Ltd. (Peter Sergautis) for thé property
located at2054 Adelaide Street North. The EEPAC referred the'Biologic'scoped
Environmental lmpact Study to its Working Group to review and repoñ back åt a
future meeting of the EEPAC.

13. (14) That the Environmental and Ecological Planning Advisory Committee
(EEPAC) heard a verbal update from l. Listar, Manager, urban Forestry, with respect
to the Kains woods Environmentally significant Area (ESA) tree cutting.

14. (16) That the Environmental and Ecological Planning Advisory Committee
(EEPAC) reviewed and received a communication from S. Rowland, Urban Forestry
Planner, and heard a verbal update from l. Listar, Manager, urban Forestry, with
respect to the city of London urban Forestry strategy, project summary. The
EEPAC requested that the draft Strategy be provided to the EEPAC, when it goes to
the public.

15. (18) That the Environmental and Ecological Planning Advisory Committee
(EEPAC) reviewed and received a Report dated octoþer 2012, from R. Gupta, s.
Levin, T. McClellan, D. Sheppard and N. Zitani, EEPAC Working Group, with
respect to the evaluation methodology for social and environmental criteria for the
Medway Valley Trail, north of Fanshawe Park Road. The EEPAC asked its Working
Group to fonruard its finalized comments to Staff in advance of the next meeting of
the EEPAC.

16. (22) ïhat the Environmental and Ecological Planning Advisory Committee
(EEPAC) reviewed and received a notice of a community meeting from S. Sauder,
Upper Thames River Conservation Authority, with respect to the Westminster
Ponds/Pond Mills Environmentally Significant Area (ESA) Master Plan
lmplementation Update, to be held on October 24,2012 at Western Ontario Fish
and Game Protection Association, 790 Southdale Road.

17. That the Environmental and Ecological Planning Advisory Committee
(EEPAC) postponed discussion of the following matters to its next agenda:

(a) (9) EEPAC Working Group Report - Applewood Hills, Sergautis Lands,
660 Sunningdale Road East;
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(b) (12)
Road;

(c)

S. Meksula, Planner ll - City of London - 595, 600 and 650 lndustrial

(13) H. McNeely, Senior Planner - City of London - Southwest Area Plan
(SWAP), Lands South of Southdale Road, East of Dingman Creek and North



EEPAC - 3

of Highway 402;

(d) (15) Committee Secretary - EEPAC Representative on the Trees andForests Advisory committee and the nouiro.y committee on in"Environment;

(e) lz¡ city cterk - 3rd Report of the Advisory committee on theEnvironment;

(0 (19) D. sheppard, EEpAC - EnvironmentarAssessments - Jury 2012;

(g) (20) Discussion - provinciar poricy statement update; and,

(h) (21) Discussion - EEPAC Members List and Bios.

18' That the Environmental and Ecological Planning Advisory Committee
will hold its next meeting on November 1S, ZOIZ:

The meeting adjourned at g:0S p.m.

Next Meeting
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Proposed 2013 Projects in ESAS - October t8,2072

BB

LM

JB

lMn
BP

SR

Bonn¡e Bergsrña (EcologÍst/Planner)
Linda McDougàll (Ecologist/Planner)
Jeff Eruin (Landscape Arch¡tect/Parks Planner)
Lisa McNiven (Parks Project Coordlnator)
Bruce PaBe (Planner)

Sara Rawland (Urban Forestry Planner)



City Clerk's Office
Attn: Eetfy Mercier
Ecological and Environmental plonning Advisory committee
London City Hatl
3O0 Dufferin Street
London, Ontario

Thursday, October 18, ?OL?

RE: Planned Proiects in Environmentally Significant Areas for
2OL3 - Meadowlily Woods

Chairperson & Members of the Ecological ond Environmental Planning
Advisory Committee and Porks Planning Staff,

We, the Friends of Meodowlily Woods Community Association would like to
apploud the efforts of the Parks Planning Division and Upper Thames River
Conservation Authority as well os fhe City Ecologist in the supervision and
management of our environmentally significant area, Meadowlily Woods
over the past few years. We believe that lhese groups and individuals
have made great strides to protect and preserve our natural area and to
encouroge the responsible use this ecologicol treasure on the London
landscape.

The purpose of fhis letter is simply to make some suggestions for how this
work might be furthered in the areo of infrastructure ond projects for
the coming year of ?OL3. As opposed to some groups thot resist trails
closures and the addition of fencinq in certain oreas, our group applauds
the aftempts of the City of London ESA Managemenf Grou.p and U.p,per

Thames River Conservation Authority to protect the nafural herifage
resources of Meadowlily Woods by some of these measures. We would in

Friends of Meodorlily Woods Conrmunity
Association
l4l tvleddowlily Rodd South
London, ON N6M f C3
Emai I : hopemoilsmi th@ yahoo.ca



Friends of Meodowlily woods cA Lefter, 1g october zotz, page Z

foct like to see them improved in areas toward the east expansion of the
ESA and around the access points to the trails in our natural area.

For example:

1) In terms of fhe northwest occess point off Meodowlily Road
South neor Meadowtily Bridge, thot the wooden and wire fencing near
that entrance be expanded to the south where the old enfrance was
to prohibit traffic along that old troil: a lot of that traffic consists of
cyclists trying to defeat the purpose of the turnstile entronce just to the
north os well as many dog owners that seek to avoid leashing their dogs.

2) Thaf the Number 5 Access point along the Eost side of the otd
ESA boundary near the Summerside Sewer access have a boardwalk
installed at that point from the tree line of Meadowlily Woods over to
the sewer cccess road to prevent the development of rogue trails trying
avoid the moisture and seepage that develops down nedr the bottom of :

that hill in wet periods and spring thaw.

3) Thot Access Point Number 1 up by the city-Wide sports park
be restored by clearing the invasive undergrowth that blocks the
trail access point on the Soufh side of Meadowlily Woods and installing a
small boardwalk/footbridge fhat would allow hikers and wolkers easy
access over the woter drain from fhe storm wafer management pond just
fo the south of that troil access.

4) We ask that fhe practice of using dead foll and other tree and shrub
loss to block rogue trails on the newly exponded east part of Meadowtity
Woods be continued and improved upon. The times that this practice is
not maintained we witness more digging, jump building and damage down
the lower slopes in this parf of the ESA. We know thaf a lot of work has
gone into correcting this damage and would simply see maintaining and

improving this proctice of blocking these itlegal trails as a way to protect
the work that has already been done by UTRCA and the city staff.



Friends of Meadowlily woods cA Letter, lg october zotz, poge 3

The Friends of Meodowlily sent a letter to the Ptanning Committ ee, June
18, 2OL2, where we suggested that community and neighbourhood groups
need more direct access to the Environmentotly Significant Areas
Monagement Group so that discussions regording the ESAs could be more
open and porticipatory. We hope that an attitude of discussion,
consultotion, and participation continues.

Respectfully Submitted,

Gory Smi
President,
Friends of Meadowlity woods community Association



7i*;û.
Ihe map on the reverse side shows the acces points and tra¡l system.The

main access point is on Meadowlily Road not far from the river, by the large

ESA sign.

About 4 km 0f trails l00p through the ESA on gently sloping terrain.The

managed trails are marked with yellow blazes painted on the trees. Please

stay on the blazed trails t0 protect the sensitive environment.

k¿of"o,o
}uet 60 arc(aeological sites are documented in the Meadowlily area,

especially on the lngersoll Moraine. These sites span the entíre 11,000

years ofprehistory and include everything from camps to villages,and sites

where other objects have been found.

ln the early 19th centur¡ private homes for commíssioned officers were

built along the east end ofCommissioners Road.0ne such house was built

in 1848 on Park Farm. Thi. rarm was sold to the Fraser family in 1908.

Portions ofthe property were used for farming,but the wooded areas were

protected by Harrison Fraser,who tended the area until his death in 1982.

At that time,the City ofLondon obtained his land.The Park Farm estate has

been maintained and its future use is under review.

9/*f.!î7L" /-*/4"^f-
Meadowlily Woods is situated within the valley of the Thames River.

Ihe Thames Spillway was carved by meltwater from the receding glaciers,

10,000 to 1d000 yean ago.The water cut through the lngersoll Moraine,

which had been deposited by glaciers.0ver time, three dist¡nct terraces

were carved into the morainet north-fa(ing sl0pe by the erosive forces of

the Thames River. From the river's floodplain,the ground dimbs steeply for

10 metres t0 a broad tenace covered with rich loam soils. A more gradual

slope rises to the upland,which is covered with clay soils.The terraces have

been cut through by 10 to 12 intermittent streams that have cut gullies,

some ofwhich are more than i0 m deep.These ravines have created a

varied topography.

H-.t Cort r*r.r."utfü'el
The site contains a mix of wetl¿nd and upland forest species. ln the

bottomland along the river, Basswood, Hackben¡ willow and dogwood

dominate, while cattails and marsh plants grow in and near the water.

ln summer, colourful wildflowers can be found including Blue Flag (iris),

Evenin g Primrose,Turtlehead and Great Lobelia.

The upland areas are dominated by Sugar Maple (some over 100 years

old), American Beech, Black Chen¡ Red 0ak, Eastern Hemlock and Yellow

Birch. ln the spring, the woods are carpeted with a variety of flowers,

including Red and White Trilliums, trout lilies, hepatica, Bloodroot, violets,

Spring Beauty and Wild Ginger.

The cool, north-facing ravines provide the right habitat for Eastern

Hemlock and Yellow Birch, which are unusual species for this region,

and over a dozen speries of ferns. Skunk (abbage also grows in the wet

seepa9e areas.

Ihe meadows and young woods are full ofasters and goldenrods in the fall.

Ø¿llAil,
l)

0ver i10 species ofmigratory and breeding birds have been observed

in the Meadowlily Woods area. Due to its large size and location along

the river, the forest supports forest ¡nter¡or and area sensitive species

such as Pileated Woodpecker and 0venbird.0ther nesting species include

Red-tailed Hawk, Great Horned Owl, Belted Kingfisher, four species of

woodpeckers, Rose-breasted Grosbeak and American Goldfi nch.

The animal life is typical of the London area with Raccoon, Coyole,

Eastern Chipmunk, Red Fox, White-tailed Deer, Grey Squirrel, Woodchuck

and Beaver.

Ihe many wet habitats are

home to Green, Wood and

Leopard Frogs, Spring Peeper,

Eastern Redbad Salamander,

Painted Turtle, and Eastern

Garter and Northern Brown

Snakes.

Ihe meadows provide

nectar-producing flowers for

butterfìies and moths. Giant and Tiger Swallowtails, Hickory Hairstreak,

tlouded Sulphur and Spring Azure are among the species recorded in the

area. Dragonflies, damselflies and many other species of insects can be

found by the river.

fo +,74o+o ?"þe,'*ñio ""
For more information on Londont ESAs, please c0ntact:
. Upper ïhames River Conservation Authorig

(51 9-451 -2800, www.thamesriver.on.ca)
. City of London Forestry Services (5 1 9-661 -2500 ext.5783) or

Planning Department (5i9-661-2500 pvt.4980) (wwwjondon.on.ca)
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Planning Act Does Not Allow

Plonning by relctionship or by tenure

Planning by socio-economic stotus

Plcnning for "nothing'n on o site

Positive obligctions

Detailed control over operctions
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Provincisl Policy Ststement {PPS}

Plcnning Act
RTQUIRES thot oll
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wilh the PPS

PPS lcys oui
provincial interesfs
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Cfficicl Plans

ZonÌng 3y-lows
Site PIcn 3y-lcws

Planning Tools

The Plcnninç Act requires
munlcipolities to encct on
Officicl Plon

Mcps & Policies
Provides the vision for how
the City will develop over

Officlsl PIcn

time
. Antîcipctes ongoing

chonges in lond use. but
gives c polìcy fromework for
how proposed chonges will
be evclucied to ochieve
the long term vision
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Offlcisl Plan
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SEC.IIONS

RESIDENTTAL R{ ZONE

GENERÁL PURPOSE OF THE R1 ZONE

The Rl Zone is the most restúctñ¡e residential zone, and povrdes foF and regútates single detached dweü¡ngs. The zone variat¡ons
symbolized by R1 follovred by a dash and a number. There is no maìn Residential Rf Zoñe lrariation as the ¡o-ne is restrÈted to onlv si
detaghe! drtelling unrts. The seventeen variatiûns wh¡ch cornprise the zone are differenliated oo the basís of site requirements ín órdt
Provide for â ränge of ltt sizes and dtelfing stytes. Zûñe variat¡ons R'1-1 to R1-3 dealvdth existtng inner-GiÇ smaller lot siirgle dwelftng deve
rnents; Zone variatioris R1-4 to R1 -9 are zones to be appÍed to most suburban singfe dwelling deìre|¡opmenis; Zone variatio-ns R1 -1Ð and R
deal øt'th larger eslate fot developmerÌs. The R1-12 Zone varjation has lhe lowesifot area standardi and is not intendèdto be applied to I,

areas; rather. it is intended io be qfìllied to specifrc areas and reflect existing developrneflt ofl locaf streets- The approach altowsìòr the su
of a räÊge of [ot sizes- The R1-13 Zone variation deals specificalty with srnãtt tot singte detached dwe¡lings ln sdiúrban êreas of the City.
R1-14,R1-l5andRf-lûZon€variationsisintendedtoapplytolargelots$ithsiogledetachedúivefiirçs. Aparkingregutâtion(Section4.l
ã.ddresses permitted garage and driveway widths.
¡¿-1-0€f337i

The R'114, R'¡-J5 and R1-f 6 Zone variatiaûs are Eçrremlly applied to existing residentld lots on indrvidud servires ìn rural areas, typicall
lands designated Ltw Ðensity Residential and Rural Set6ement ¡n the Official Plan. The R1-f 7 ZÒne earia{ion is typicalty applied to lari¡à exi:
lals ifi these ruÍat areãs
iC.l¿.Ê. Fde +Rgfû3¡A - ÀÈFasl *9û¡8 luæ 4, lS3)
12.-r-09?59ì (2.-1æ5f ?f Bi lz-t-851390)

PER*TITTED USES

No person shalì erect or üse any buiUing or struclurq or use any land or cause or pefmit any buildìng or structurets be ereeted o¡ use¡
cause or pem¡it any land to be used, in any Residential Rl Zone variatìon for any use other than the followrng use:

Tirds
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5.3 REGULATIONS
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