
To: stream.shen@ottawa.ca 
February 23, 2019  
 
Re: Development Application – Kanata North Urban Expansion Area 
 
Please accept these comments regarding the referenced application. All of them regard the plans for 
tree preservation in the Southeast Quadrant of the KNUEA. 
 
The KNUEA EMP (Novatech 2016b) lists the following tree preservation recommendations for the 
KNUEA Southeast Quadrant:  
 
- Where feasible, trees are to be retained within the 40 m wide corridors surrounding the tributaries of 
Shirley’s Brook;  
- Where feasible, the preservation of individual healthy trees and clusters of woody vegetation should 
be considered on a case-by-case basis along edge conditions, in neighborhood parks, and school sites;  
- Where feasible, retain and/or enhance the existing perimeter hedgerows with active management and 
new native plantings to provide more tree cover between the old and new neighborhoods; and  
- The eastern portion of Woodlot S-23 (referred to in the EMP as the ‘northeast forest’) is the 
recommended location of the SWM Pond that will service the lands east of March Road. The remaining 
areas of Woodlot S-23 will be retained and conveyed to the City once the detailed design of the SWM 
pond has been confirmed. 
 
We support all of these recommendations and are keen to see them reflected in the documentation 
supporting this Zoning amendment and Plan of Subdivision application.  
 
Regarding the first recommendation, we are pleased to see that trees will be preserved in the 40m 
corridors surrounding the tributaries of Shirley's Brook, and that other plantings will made be made as 
part of the planned habitat enhancements. We would suggest that 40m should treated as a minimum. It 
is effectively only a 20m setback, less that what is called for in the Official Plan. Where practical and in 
keeping with the topography of the creek beds, consideration should be given to increasing the setback 
to 30m at different points along the course of the stream. There is no need to treat the corridor as a 
fixed width trench and it would enhance the natural feel of the landscape, while preserving more 
trees.      
   
Regarding the second recommendation, (Where feasible, the preservation of individual healthy trees 
and clusters of woody vegetation should be considered on a case-by-case basis along edge conditions, in 
neighborhood parks, and school sites), the EIS makes this observation:  
"The 2.51 ha School Block (Block 63) overlaps portions of the Fresh-Moist Poplar Deciduous Forest 
(Feature T) and the Fresh-Moist White Cedar Coniferous Forest/White Cedar Coniferous Swamp 
(Feature U). Depending on the requirements of the school design, it may be possible to retain portions 
of these features."  
 
We are are aware of stands of healthy, very large cedars in the northwest part of that block and would 
ask the proponent to refrain from removing vegetation from that area until it is determined whether or 
not it will be taken up by the school board. Perhaps something can be included in the zoning bylaw to 
this effect.  
 



Regarding the third recommendation, (Where feasible, retain and/or enhance the existing perimeter 
hedgerows with active management and new native plantings to provide more tree cover between the 
old and new neighborhoods), we note that the EIS contains the following observation;  
"Following removal of the dead/dying ash trees, the current condition of Deciduous Hedgerows H and J 
is such that relatively little mature tree cover remains. Due to the fact that these features have been 
extensively degraded by the Emerald Ash Borer, they are no longer desirable for tree retention." 
 
All of the large dead or dying ash were indeed removed this summer from these deciduous hedgerows. 
However, there remain a number of large distinctive trees, especially in hedgerow J, which should be 
preserved. The EIS mentions a bur oak of 99 cm dbh, but there are other significant bur oaks nearby and 
large poplar and maple trees further to the east in this hedgerow. All should be preserved, and 
supplemented with new native plantings to replace the ash trees that were removed, as per the EMP 
recommendation.       
 
As regards the fourth recommendation (The eastern portion of Woodlot S-23 (referred to in the EMP as 
the ‘northeast forest’) is the recommended location of the SWM Pond that will service the lands east of 
March Road. The remaining areas of Woodlot S-23 will be retained and conveyed to the City once the 
detailed design of the SWM pond has been confirmed.), we are pleased to see that this has been carried 
forward in the EIS and the zoning and Plan of Subdivision application. As per the EIS:  
 
"The CDP and EMP state that any areas of Woodlot S-23 that are not required for the construction of the 
SWM pond are to be retained and conveyed to the City. Block 64 includes the approximately 2.4 ha 
retained portion of Woodlot S-23. However, it should be noted that the precise limits of the retained 
area of Woodlot S-23 will depend on the final detailed design of the SWM Pond, and hence may change 
as a result of detailed design. It is anticipated that the core of Woodlot S-23 will ultimately be retained. 
The EMP specifies that the proposed inlet channels to the new SWM pond will be built outside the limits 
of Woodlot S-23. As discussed below, retention of the western portion of Woodlot S-23 is anticipated to 
retain the majority of Significant Wildlife Habitat associated with Eastern Wood Pewee breeding, a 
significant portion of the mature trees found in the area, and a large cluster of Butternut Tree." 
 
We note that during the CDP discussions which led to the location of the SWM pond outside the limits of 
the UEA, the idea was that this storm water pond would be naturalized and designed as green 
infrastructure. It is therefore entirely possible that more treed areas could be located at the eastern end 
of S23, in addition to the retained woodlot in the western part.  
 
We support the measures described in 4.1.2 Tree Preservation Mitigation Measures (TCR) and look 
forward to seeing the Transplanting and Replanting plans in the detailed Landscaping Plan. We agree 
that plantings should emphasize the use of native trees and shrubs.  
 
Finally, we would seek assurances that the development plans for the northeast quadrant of the KNUEA 
regarding tree retention, greenspace linkages and storm water management options will be congruent 
with and build upon the natural features being retained in this Plan of Subdivision.  
 
Paul Johanis 
Chair, Greenspace Alliance of Canada's Capital 
(and resident of abutting property at 393 Celtic Ridge Crescent)     
 


