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Project Overview 
 

 

The City of Peterborough is undertaking a Watershed Planning Process, which will assess the 
cumulative impacts of activities across the watershed (Figure 1). The completion of the Watershed 
Study will lead to the creation of a Watershed Plan that will provide the City and neighbouring 
municipalities with a vision and a framework of established goals, objectives and direction to 
protect water resources. The resulting Plan will help the City make decisions relating to urban 
growth and land use planning. It will also help the City adapt to the effects of climate change within 
the watershed and sub-watersheds.  

 
The City does not currently have a comprehensive Watershed Plan for any of the watersheds in 
its jurisdiction. In creating this Plan, the City will respond to the provincial mandate for 
municipalities to take a holistic approach to watershed preservation. This project also responds 
to the Peterborough Sustainability Plan, which identified a Watershed Plan as a priority action for 
both the City and the County to make wise use of water, enhance water quality and quantity and 
ensure that future generations can use Peterborough’s watersheds to fish, drink and swim.   
 

Figure 1: Peterborough Watershed Map demonstrating sub watershed boundaries 
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Project Objectives 
The Watershed Study will include a Characterization Report, aWatershed Planning Elements 
Technical Report, and an Implementation and Monitoring Plan. These documents will assess 
current conditions such as water quantity and quality, the impacts of climate change, as well as 
natural hazards and natural systems. They will also help to determine land use management 
scenarios, city-wide storm sewer modeling, climate change risks, and future flood assessment 
recommendations. All elements of the Watershed Study, including community and stakeholder 
engagement, will inform the creation of the Watershed Plan. 
 

 

 

 

Phase One Public Engagement Objectives 
Watershed planning is an important topic that requires transparent and meaningful stakeholder 
and community engagement. The public engagement plan for this project has three principle 
goals:  

1. Educate and increase the public understanding of watershed planning;   
2. Collect input and feedback regarding watershed planning in Peterborough; and  
3. Assist in the identification of issues, constraints and opportunities. 

Participants who provided feedback in Phase One of the engagement program were asked to 
provide input on preliminary elements of the Watershed Plan. Participants were asked to respond 
to the following key discussion questions: 

1. What is your vision for a healthy and sustainable watershed? 
2. What concerns do you have related to the health of the watershed? 

 
Engagement Audiences 
Engagement for Phase One of the project was executed between June 13, 2019 and August 18, 
2019 and included multiple engagement methods. In total, 586 people were reached over the 
two-month engagement period. 
 

 

In addition to the engagement of the general public, the consultation for Phase One of the project 
also included consultation with key stakeholders and First Nations, as follows: 

Watershed Coordinating Committee (WCC): The Watershed Coordinating Committee includes 
study area Municipalities, the County, First Nations and the Conservation Authority and provides 
a forum to review, discuss, and share information in relation to the watersheds and the Watershed 
Plan. 
 
First Nations: Phase one included direct consultation and accommodation with Williams Treaty 
First Nations and other First Nations and Metis groups having an interest in the watershed 
planning process. To date, the Hiawatha First Nation and Curve Lake First Nation have been 
involved in the project. 
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In addition to the WCC and First Nations, Phase Two and Three of the project will include 
further consultation with the following groups: 
 

 

 

Technical Working Group (TWG): The Technical Working Group will consist of technical subject 
matter experts who live and work in the community. This committee will provide input and 
expertise on the various technical aspects of the study. 

Stakeholders: Key stakeholders such as community groups, major landowners, academia, 
business and industry and the development community will be consulted through a series of 
stakeholder workshops. 

All groups will influence the project’s final product, the Peterborough Watershed Plan, as 
demonstrated in Figure 2. 

 
Figure 2: Engagement Process and Structure 
 
Report Contents 
This Engagement Summary Report documents the results of the First Phase of Public 
Engagement for the Peterborough Watershed Study. It highlights the engagement methods used 
to capture public input as well as a fulsome analysis of the feedback that was received. These 
key messages from Phase One of the study will be reviewed and considered by the project team 
and will influence the development of the Watershed Plan’s vision statement and goals. The report 
concludes with an analysis of next steps for the project including engagement opportunities for 
Phase Two of the project.  
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Engagement Methods 
 
The engagement program for Phase One of the Watershed 
Study was designed to maximize public participation through a 
multi-pronged approach. This section will demonstrate the 
communication and engagement methods that were used to 
capture public input on the development of the Watershed 
Plan. It will also show the numbers of people engaged through 
each method.  
 

 

 

 

Communication Methods 
Several communication tactics were used to inform stakeholders and members of the public about 
the Watershed Study and opportunities for engagement. The following list demonstrates the 
communication methods that were used: 

Notice of Commencement: A notice of commencement was released to the public on June 3, 
2019. The notice contained information about the project, an explanation of watershed planning, 
and an invitation to attend the Project Launch Open House. Members of the public were also 
encouraged to visit the project website to learn more information. The notice of commencement 
was circulated through the Peterborough Examiner, Peterborough This Week and the dedicated 
City webpage. 

Stakeholder Email List Updates: A stakeholder list was developed for the purpose of distributing 
the notice of commencement, project information, and a link to the survey. 

Social Media: The City of Peterborough used its Facebook and Twitter accounts to advertise the 
Open House and survey on June 5, 14, 17 and 18, 2019, and again on July 4, 2019 and August 
8, 2019 to promote the survey.  
 
Project Website: The City’s website acted as a communications portal to inform the public about 
the Watershed Study. A landing page, www.peterborough.ca/watershedplan, hosted all 
information regarding the project including general information, project updates, and a link to the 
online survey to solicit feedback. 
 

 

Engagement Methods & Reach 
A multi-method engagement plan was developed to increase 
awareness about the watershed study and solicit feedback 
from community members and stakeholders. Overall, the 
public engagement program for Phase One of the project 
reached nearly 600 people and engaged 250 members of the 
public in a two-month period through a mix of in-person and 
online engagement methods. All methods of engagement 
raised awareness about the project and garnered feedback 
that will influence the following phases of the project. 

http://www.peterborough.ca/watershedplan
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The following table shows the methods used and their associated participation rates.  
 
Engagement 
Method 

Engagement Activities Engagement 
Reach* 

Open House 

 

A public open house event hosted at the Peterborough 
Public Library for members of the public to drop in, 
review initial project materials, speak with the project 
team, and provide feedback. 
 
Date:  
June 19, 2019, 4:00pm to 8:00pm 

Engaged 
23 
 

Reached 
23 

Pop Ups 

 

A series of four pop up events were hosted to act as 
informal conversations regarding the watershed plan. 
Participants were asked to provide input on their vision 
for Peterborough’s Watershed and to provide 
suggestions to fix potential issues such as water quality, 
flooding, and ecosystem health. 
 
Dates:  
Downtown Peterborough Farmer’s Market – July 10 
Peterborough Pulse – July 27 
Downtown Peterborough Farmer’s Market – August 7 
Peterborough Folk Festival – August 17 

Engaged 
185 

 
Reached 

270 

Online Survey 

 

An online survey was developed to engage participants 
who may not have had the opportunity to participate at 
one of the in-person engagement events. The feedback 
questions asked in the survey mirrored those asked at all 
public engagement events. 
 
Timeframe:  
June 13, 2019 – August 12, 2019  

Engaged 
43 
 

Reached 
NA 

Project 
Website 

 

A project website was developed to act as a 
communications portal to inform the public about the 
Watershed study. A total of 293 people viewed the 
project website between early June and early September 
of 2019 with the majority of people exploring the landing 
page, the watershed maps, opportunities for feedback 
and the news release about the project. 
 
Launch Date:  
June 13, 2019 

Engaged 
N/A 

 
Reached 

293 

 Total Reached 586 
*During some engagement methods, there were individuals who engaged with the information, 
but did not provide feedback. Those numbers are included in the reached rates.  
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What We Heard: Key Messages 
 

 

 

The public engagement process for Phase One of the 
Watershed Study resulted in feedback related to the following 
subjects: 

1. A Vision for the Watershed 
 2. Areas of Concern for Watershed Health and Sustainability

3. Additional Feedback 

This report draws out the key messages that emerged from an 
analysis of participant feedback from the open house, pop-ups and the online survey. The key 
messages detailed in this section will influence the development of a vision for the Watershed 
Plan and will lay the foundation for setting goals to address potential threats to watershed health 
and sustainability. A full list of participant responses can be found in Appendix A (In-Person 
feedback) and Appendix B (Online Survey Feedback). 
 

 

 

1. A Vision for the Watershed 
Through all public engagement methods, participants were asked to provide feedback on their 
vision for a healthy and sustainable watershed. The Open House, Pop-Ups and Online survey all 
posed the same question, “What is your vision for a healthy and sustainable watershed?” 
Five key messages emerged: 

• A Healthy Ecosystem 
• The Prioritization of Clean Water 
• Smart Development 
• Resiliency 
• Ongoing Engagement, Education and Coordination 

The following section provides more detail on each of these key messages. Participant feedback 
will be used to inform the vision for the Watershed Plan. 
 

 

Key Message: A Healthy Ecosystem 
Participants envision a healthy aquatic ecosystem that provides high water quality to 

support aquatic and terrestrial wildlife, as well as human life. This includes ensuring the 
maximization of greenspace and natural features to ensure that rainwater goes through the 
necessary natural filtration processes before returning to water bodies. Residents also want 
efforts to preserve the watershed to move beyond a mindset of sustainability and towards a 
mindset of regeneration, ensuring a healthy watershed for future generations. Some participants 
noted that some bodies of water, wetlands and watercourses have not been well maintained and 
could use greater attention by the City. Some participants explicitly stated that all wetlands should 
be protected from development. 
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Key Message: The Prioritization of Clean Water 
Clean water was identified as a critical component for the future of a healthy and 

sustainable watershed. The watershed should provide a clean supply of drinking water and safe 
recreational activities for generations to come. The City should work to ensure that the industrial 
and agricultural sector are supported in reducing any negative impacts on watershed health (e.g., 
runoff). 
 

 

 

 

Key Message: Smart Development 
The need for compact development to limit urban sprawl was identified by a number of 

participants. For some participants, this means ensuring urban boundaries are set to prevent 
construction of single-detached residential subdivisions beyond previously urbanized areas of the 
City. The concern is that more development will encroach upon sensitive ecosystems (e.g., 
wetlands and waterbodies) and may result in disturbance or contamination from human activities. 
Some participants also spoke about the need for adaptive measures to limit the effects of flooding 
and climate change related weather events in urbanized areas. This feedback is further discussed 
in the resiliency key message below. 

Key Message: Resiliency 
Residents are concerned about the resiliency of their neighbourhoods and communities in 

relation to climate change. Participant feedback indicates that the Watershed Plan should 
consider how adaptive and preventative measures to limit the consequences of flooding can be 
addressed by the City. With regards to new developments, participants spoke about the need to 
limit the construction of new subdivisions in existing and possible future flood plains.  

Maintaining a healthy and sustainable watershed also means ensuring that measures are taken 
to prepare for and adapt to climate change. For both existing and new subdivisions, adaptive 
measures such as the introduction of green infrastructure (e.g., permeable surfaces), improved 
stormwater management systems, and Low Impact Development were all suggested. These 
adaptive measures would also work to control some concerns related to run-off. It was suggested 
that the City could assist residents through the provision of incentives or rebates to encourage 
the uptake in adaptive renovations. Participants indicated the goal should be to ensure that no 
one is “prone” to flooding.  

Key Message: Ongoing Engagement, Education and Coordination 
Community engagement and education is important to help residents understand how their 

actions affect the watershed, and the steps they can take to help reduce and mitigate these 
impacts. The City should continue to engage partner organizations such as adjacent 
municipalities and relevant conservation authorities to allow for the ongoing coordination of efforts 
between such organizations. Ongoing communication and dialogue between public institutions 
and the general public will lead to a healthier and more sustainable watershed.  
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2. Areas of Concern for Watershed Health and Sustainability 
Through all public engagement methods (online survey, open house and pop-ups), feedback was 
collected regarding areas of concern related to the health and sustainability of the watershed. 
Several trends have related the following themes emerged: 

• Urban Growth and Sprawl 
• Water Quality Degradation 
• Water Supply 
• Flows and Water Levels (Flooding)  
• Ecosystem Health 
• Climate Change 

 

 

The issues and concerns identified will be used by the project team to inform the characterization, 
help inform the development of goals, objectives and strategies within the Watershed Plan. 

Key Message: Urban Growth and Sprawl 
Urban growth and sprawl is perceived to be a top factor influencing the health and 

sustainability of the watershed. It was the top concern noted by online participants followed by 
population growth (Figure 3). Urban growth and sprawl was also identified as the fourth most 
common concern by in-person participants. Feedback related to population growth was often 
discussed as a sub-theme of urban growth and sprawl. Residents do not seem to be concerned 
about the growth of the City’s population but want to see a measured approach that respects the 
health and sustainability of the watershed. The online survey results provided respondents with 
an opportunity to rank the issues based on importance (Figure 3). Results demonstrated that 
urban growth and sprawl was, by far, perceived to be the most important issue facing the 
watershed. 
 

 
Figure 3: Most Important Issues Facing the Watershed (42 total responses)  
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Similarly, Figure 4 demonstrates that respondents believe Urban Growth has the largest influence 
on watershed health and sustainability.  
 

 

 

 

Figure 4: Largest Factors Influencing Watershed Health (42 Total Responses) 

Furthermore, survey participants indicated that intensification of urban areas was perceived to be 
more influential to land use and management than shoreline development (Figure 5).  

 

 
Figure 5: Largest Factors Influencing Land Use and Stewardship (42 total responses) 

Through discussions, participants noted a number of actions that could be taken to address Urban 
Growth, Sprawl, and Population Growth including: 

• Take a measured and careful approach to urban growth. Avoid expanding urban limits; 
• Update municipal planning by-laws to allow for gentle density increases; and 
• Minimize paving and the creation of impermeable surfaces through the development of 

policy that encourages the introduction of permeable surfaces and green infrastructure 
through incentive programs. 
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• Plan for smart and gentle intensification in residential areas (i.e., townhomes and walk-
ups). 

 

 

 

 

 

Planning policy was identified as far more influential on addressing land management issues than 
stewardship (Figure 6).  

Figure 6: Largest Factors Influencing Land Management (42 total responses) 

No direct question related to population growth was asked in the online survey. 

The feedback related to urban growth and sprawl, land management, and land use indicates that 
the public is concerned about the way in which the City is growing. There is a perception that 
planning policy currently permits the development of subdivisions into previously undeveloped 
areas without a thorough evaluation or understanding of the potential effects development might 
have on the watershed. It was expressed that the Watershed Plan should consider a goal to 
address how the potentially negative effects of urban growth and sprawl can be curtailed. 
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Key Message: Water Quality Degradation (Run-off) 
Concerns related to water quality were also a significant concern for participants tied to the 

overall health and sustainability of the watershed. Water quality was tied as the second most 
influential factor in the online survey (Figure 3) and received the most feedback at in-person 
engagement events. Figure 7, below, demonstrates that residents see run-off from urban areas, 
industrial effluence, agricultural activities and road salt as the key contributor to water quality 
degradation.  

 

 
Figure 7: Largest Factors Influencing Water Quality Degradation (42 Total Responses) 
 
In-person Feedback 
In-person responses highlighted three potential solutions to address water quality concerns: 

• Ensure a safe drinking water supply; 
• Prevent harmful contaminants and runoff (e.g., road salt, industrial effluence and 

fertilizers) from reaching the water supply; and  
• Maintain clean and swimmable beaches. 

 
The feedback suggests that a goal should be considered to address run-off and other 
contamination sources to maintain and enhance water quality in the future. 
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Key Message: Water Supply 
Water supply does not appear to be a priority concern for participants. Relatively few 

participants ranked it as a top issue facing the watershed (Figure 3) and was also not a focal point 
of conversations at in-person events. However, feedback from online surveys indicates that 
drought is somewhat of a concern for residents (Figure 8). This supports input from in-person 
events which indicated an interest in seeing the municipality enhance its approach to monitoring 
various water sources (e.g., groundwater and aquifers).  
 

 

 

 
Figure 8: Largest Factors Influencing Water Supply (42 Total Responses) 

In-person Feedback 
In-person responses highlighted the following potential solutions to address water supply 
concerns: 

• Conduct baseflow monitoring and develop a plan to maintain baseflow in all urban 
watersheds; 

• Provide education to encourage smart water use and create restrictions on wasteful 
uses such as landscaping; and 

• Keep data on groundwater sources to ensure preservation. 

Participant feedback indicates that a goal should be considered continued and expanded water 
monitoring especially as it relates to ground water and aquifers. 
 

 

Key Message: Flows and Water Levels (Flooding) 
Participant feedback indicates that flooding is a concern for residents as it relates to 

community safety and property damage. Both online and in-person feedback noted stormwater 
management infrastructure as a concern (Figure 9). Online survey respondents also noted that 
flooding of rivers and streams was a concern (Figure 9). This feedback indicates a desire to see 
the City expand and bolster existing infrastructure designed to withstand extreme weather events. 
Related to the flooding of rivers and streams, responses imply the perceived need for 
strengthened regulation regarding development in flood-prone areas. The idea is that no one 
should feel exposed, perhaps unknowingly, to flood-related risks. Generally, all feedback related 
to this key message suggest the City should continue to play a role in addressing flood prevention 
in the municipality.  
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Figure 9: Largest Factors Influencing Flows and Water Levels (42 Total Responses) 

In-person Feedback 
In-person responses highlighted the following potential solutions to address flooding: 

• Improve stormwater management infrastructure, stormwater management infrastructure 
requirements and landscaping requirements to mitigate flooding risks; 

• Do not allow building on flood plains and update flood maps and forecasts to ensure 
areas that may be prone to flooding in the future are also not developed; 

• Do not disrupt the natural flows of water courses (e.g., straightening); and 
• Undertake climate change mitigation and adaptation initiatives. 

In-person consultation events also solicited feedback on wastewater management (sewage). 
Participants suggested the following solutions for consideration in the Watershed Plan: 

• Create strong policies regarding stormwater management and outflows; and 
• Prevent accidental discharge from pumping stations during high-water events. 

Participant feedback on related to flows and water levels indicates a clear desire for a goal in the 
Watershed Plan related to flood mitigation related to storm events. Goal elements related to 
addressing development in floodplains and stormwater infrastructure should be considered.  
 

Key Message: Ecosystem Health 
Wetland quality is a top concern for residents related to overall ecosystem health. While 

relatively few online participants ranked the loss of wetland and riparian habitat as the most 
important issue facing the watershed (Figure 3), this subject was one of the top three most 
discussed issues at in-person engagement events. It was also the top issue considered to be 
negatively influencing ecosystem health in the online survey (Figure 10). Participant feedback 
indicates that there is a perceived lack of protection for wetlands in the City. This is also supported 
by in-person feedback specifically related to wetlands and riparian habitat. It was clear that this 
type of natural feature is viewed as a significant piece that supports the overall health of the 
watershed. Some participants at the open house and pop-ups noted the need to preserve riparian 
habitat and shorelines from erosion. Figure 10 illustrated that the loss of wetland quality, followed 
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by loss of native species and forest cover are seen as having the most significant influence on 
ecosystem health. 
 

 

 
Figure 10: Largest Factors Influencing Ecosystem Health (42 total responses) 

In addition, survey respondents perceive changes to water temperatures in rivers and creeks to 
be the most influential factors on waterway health, followed by sediment accumulation in rivers 
and creeks, low flow conditions in summer, and bank and channel erosion (Figure 11). 
 

 

 
Figure 11: Largest Factors Influencing Waterways (42 Total Responses) 

In-person Feedback 
In-person responses highlighted the following potential methods of ensuring ecosystem health: 

• Focus on restoration, maintenance and preservation of natural heritage features and 
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In-person responses highlighted the following potential solutions for preserving wetlands and/or 
riparian habitat: 

• Take firm measures to preserve wetland habitats such as expanding development buffer 
requirements around these natural features to prevent unintended harm or damage; 

• Find ways to address erosion and shoreline degradation caused by freeze thaw cycles 
and other natural processes; and 

• Undertake shoreline restoration initiatives to restore riparian habitat. 
 

Feedback from participants related to ecosystem health demonstrates that several potential goals 
should be considered. In particular, there is a clear interest in seeing the City take firm measures 
to protect the wetland and riparian habitats. Other goals related to water temperatures and 
invasive species should also be considered. Interestingly, community input also suggests a shift 
in focus from sustainability to regeneration should be considered. 
 

Key Message: Climate Change 
Feedback related to climate change implies that extreme weather and flooding are primary 

concerns for residents. The online survey results (Figure 12) demonstrates that extreme rainfall 
events and changes in seasonal precipitation patterns are perceived to have the largest influence 
on the watershed, followed by changes in seasonal rain and snow patterns. Effects of climate 
change on aquatic and terrestrial systems and periods of extreme heat were ranked less 
influential (Figure 12). Although not a focus area for in-person events, participants noted similar 
concerns related to extreme weather, flooding, and unpredictable seasonal weather variations.  
 

 

 

 

Figure 12: Largest Climate Change Factors Influencing the Watershed (42 Total Responses) 

Feedback related to climate change ties into many of the other key messages related to areas of 
concern. Overall, the sentiments from participants indicate that steps should be taken to ensure 
the City’s resilience to flooding, changing precipitation patterns and extreme heat. 
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3. Additional Considerations 
The online survey and open house event posed a few additional questions to participants. 
These questions were the following: 
 

 

 

  

1. How has the watershed changed in the past 10-15 years? 
2. What should we focus most of our efforts on over the next 10 years to maintain and restore 

the watershed? 

The following section provides key themes that emerged from participant feedback.  

Key Message: Recent Watershed Changes 
Participants noted that human interference related to development has increased within the 

last 10-15 years. Development was said to have led to greater stormwater run-off, sedimentation, 
and flooding. Participants also feel that urban growth and sprawl has led resulted in the loss of or 
damage to important habitat such as wetlands. Participants noted that the effects of climate 
change have become more apparent through events such as algae blooms due to warmer water 
temperatures and nutrients, more erosion, higher water levels, and more frequent flooding. 

Key Message: Ten-Year Maintenance and Restoration Priorities 
Responses from the open house and online survey identified several areas of concern that 

should be addressed within the next 10 years. Participant feedback indicated a need to take a 
measured and careful approach to development that favours intensification over sprawl and limits 
impacts on the watershed. Input also indicates a desire to see a focus on stewardship and 
restoration that seeks to maintain greenspace, restore shorelines, preserve wetlands and 
increase the tree canopy. Acknowledging a changing climate, residents want to see the plan 
address how resiliency to extreme weather can be enhanced in the City. Finally, responses 
demonstrate that the public want to see a Watershed Plan that is implemented and enforced to 
ensure the maintenance and restoration of the watershed. 
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Next Steps 
 
Participant feedback from Phase One of the Peterborough Watershed Study will be used to inform 
the development of the vision and goals for the Watershed Plan. The development of these core 
plan elements will be done in conjunction with feedback from the WCC, the TWG, stakeholders 
and First Nations to develop these plan elements. These Plan elements will also be informed by 
technical studies completed by the Project Team. 
 

  

A second opportunity for public consultation will begin in the Summer of 2020. At this time, the 
public will be asked to provide feedback on draft solutions and scenarios to address the primary 
issues facing the watershed. Phase Two will be carried out through pop-up events and will 
continue to raise awareness about the Watershed Study and development of the Watershed Plan. 
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Appendix A: In-Person Engagement Feedback 
Appendix A provides the verbatim responses received from open house and pop-up 
participants. Responses have been listed under the corresponding questions. 
 

 

 

Open House Feedback 
General  
Vision for a healthy and sustainable watershed 

• Peterborough and all surrounding municipalities contribute to the health and protection 
of our watersheds 

• People feeling safe enough about their waterways to enjoy them-swimming, boating, etc.  
• Naturalization – ecology and nature 
• Provide support for farmers to attend information sessions on nutrient management and 

livestock management to encourage a decrease in fertilizer use 
• Re-naturalization of brownfields and degraded farmland and parkland in urban centres, 

especially along parkways 
• Educating homeowners about their role in wastewater quality in management through an 

ad campaign (e.g., planting trees, shrubs, convert driveway to permeable surface, 
conserve water at home, swim more in our waterways, etc.) 

• People can enjoy the waterways and feel safe 

Watershed changes in the past ten years 
• Less industrial use, more personal use, growing population, recreation for boats and 

cottages 
• Disregard for natural heritage 
• Suburban development 
• Less industrial use, more personal use 
• Urbanization - prior to 2004 flooding was part of issue – flow, rate, flooding 
• Area paved are affecting rechange and floodplain areas 

Issues 
• People polluting the waterway, bad septic systems and trash in the river 
• Nutrient from farms could be redirected back and reused 
• Increased urban growth 
• More cottages and waterfront properties 
• Climate change 
• Rising water tables, unused or directed waterflow, health and ecology of 

trees/forest/wildlife/flora/fauna 
 

Theme Area Questions 
Water Quality 
Issues  

• Getting to hazardous waste depot to drop off items 
• Chemical/nutrient saturation vs flow/pressure/stagnation  
• Stormwater quality from uncontrolled urban areas 
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• Current lack of available/detailed data sets 
• Specific contaminants e.g., vehicle undercoating, vehicle oil runoff 
• Swimming water 

 

 

 

 

Suggested solutions  
• Have more drop off centers for household chemicals and small appliances 
• Correct flow of water to activate/control activity 
• Stormwater retrofit plan to address uncontrolled areas 
• Flood mapping and simulation model are great – Otonabee Conservation and Trent 

University working on flood mapping – ensure focus on how areas impact each other 

Plans/data sources to consider 
• Redirection of nutrient laden water to farmers 
• Ensure data and subwatershed actions/priorities can be broken down to a 

neighbourhood level 
• Fungus/algae growth vs. health of trees and carbon capture zones: peatlands, bogs, 

swamps, wetlands 

Hydrology 
Issues  

• Need more items to stop the water 
• Don’t build on lowlands and flood plains 
• Still zones bloom into carbon capture zones 
• With building infilling in residential/commercial areas – where does water go? 
• Ways of lowering demand on wastewater treatment plant 
• Look at re-use of treated effluence for fire protection, irrigation, flushing and industrial 

applications 
• When will we get the long promised management plan for Harper Park 
• Peak/repeat flood zones, instill a local gallon tank water capture. Water tanker fleet for 

emergency flood response. New business venture. 
• Who manages water flow in Jackson Park? What criteria are used? 

Suggested solutions  
• Plant more plants 
• Reusing water cisterns 
• Overflow/highwater tables- reuse for chemical flow, fish farming/breeding  
• De-paving, greening, LID solutions at sub-watershed scale 
• Implement stormwater management rate/fee to put onus of paying for upgrades on those 

causing problems and create incentive to change 
• Vegetation cover: vertical and horizontal planting for remediation 
• Sponge neighbourhoods help protect other neighbourhoods? Can more affluent 

neighbourhoods take action to help less privileged areas? 
 

Plans/data sources to consider 
• Consider what people want locally 
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• Peak flooding, repeat flooding 
• Historic flows have changed, look at old/historic mapping to understand how water 

courses have changed 
• Role of the federal government 

 

 

 

 

Infrastructure 
Issues  

• Some developers disregarding flood plains 
• High impermeability within urban limits 
• Erosion on channels and streams threatening infrastructure 
• Houses built on floodplains 
• Dumping/spilling due to lack of infrastructure to reuse 

Suggested solutions  
• No new buildings in flood plains 
• Address water quality control (LID) as well as quality control from urban areas 
• Try to avoid building on flood plains new projects 
• Restore fish flow farming breeding and lesson demand 
• Green infrastructure at multiple scales, including residential level 
• Solutions that extend beyond the ordinary – progressive, new ideas and solutions. LID 

and green infrastructure 
• Implement stormwater rate/fee to put burden on those creating the problem and to 

influence change 
• Ensure non-municipal infrastructure, actions and impacts are included – e.g., 

residences, schools, etc. 

Plans/data sources to consider 
• Neighbourhood level plans and reports (e.g., Green Up Sustainable Urban 

Neighbourhoods Program) 
• Find new ways of protecting homes already prone to flooding 
• Infrastructure to use, redirect, repurpose flow of quality water 

Natural Heritage 
Issues  

• Less standing water to prevent mosquitos breeding 
• Balance ecology, vulnerable populations 
• I’m in a community garden Ashburnham the back of it is filled with wildflowers. More 

trees to use water 
• Gap analysis – head waters. Landscape tools. Ecological land classification, aquatic 

ecology and data classification needed 
• Impact of increased development on fish and other aquatic habitats related to water 

quality, erosion, channel straightening and shortening 
 

Suggested solutions  
• More bat boxes or bird houses 
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• Maintain/improve breeding pools/ponds. Support eco-balance on hunted/farmed fishes 
• How does this relate to the Official Plan work currently occurring? 
• Should use the staff at MNRF – natural heritage centre, landscape ecologists, natural 

heritage and park staff 
• Native planting schemes (multi-purpose!) 
• Protect stream corridors and upper watershed areas 
• Improve water quality and quality control through better stormwater management 

 
Plans/data sources to consider 

• What animals in the area eat the mosquitos? Encourage them to live close by.  
• Most at risk water species/animals 
• Watershed movement breeding zones, pools, fishing. Population stagnation/still zones. 

Ecological balance. 
 

Climate Change 
Issues  

• Freeze/thaw cycle that can damage infrastructure – i.e. pipes and pavement 
• We need to think about possible droughts and holding water more 
• Resilience – should be the guiding principle of planning 
• Increasing frequency and severity of droughts and floods 

 

 

Suggested solutions  
• To counter freeze thaw add permeable pavement to limit ice forming and allow water to 

expand 
• Engineer the change to utilize natural reactions 
• Counter urbanization/desertification even on smaller scales via vegetation and 

ecological initiatives 
• Protect natural areas and implement SMART urban growth 

Plans/data sources to consider 
• Is climate changing or is climate being engineered? – if it is changing, how do we 

engineer in co-design with nature’s flow? If it is being engineered, where did it go 
wrong? 

• City climate adaptation plan 
• Sustainable neighbourhood action plans (in progress) 

 
Pop-Up Feedback 
Vision for a healthy and sustainable watershed 

• Clean creek water for fish and other aquatic life 
• Daylight Jackson Creek 
• Encourage nature, don't chase it away 
• Jackson Pond is a disaster. The City is responsible but does not take responsibility 
• Keep our green space 
• Maintain and grow green space 
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• Maintain and preserve water sources for natural ecosystem health and recreation (i.e. 
fishing) 

• Naturalize creeks and shorelines 
• The City protects and enhances its beautiful lakes, rivers and other water systems 
• To move beyond the word "sustainable" and to embrace the term "regenerative" - 

sustaining is not enough 
• Trees, lots, and preserving mature forests 
• "Green parking lots" reducing the amount of pavement 
• A city where residents don't have to worry about flooding 
• De-paving as many sites as possible in flood-prone areas 
• Fewer hard surfaces: while GreenUp and De-pave are working on very small areas to 

catch rainwater, the rest of the City keeps creating more hard surfaces 
• More permeable surface (trails, sidewalks, parking lots) 
• Give Indigenous people back the land they are the keepers of the water 
• Construction companies do not know how to properly protect storm drains: They install 

fabric filters when work begins and then ignore them. They rip and get left and are never 
removed or are removed improperly 

• Cooperation with ORCA 
• Find a way to get all citizens to understand and respect sustainable practices 
• Protect turtles and wetlands 
• Wetlands are important and should be protected and restored 
• Clean water becomes and remains a priority 
• Maintain a clean water source so that bottled water is obsolete 
• Maintain clean drinking water for future generations 
• Prioritize water  
• Recognize that water is a source of life that needs to be protected 
• Water is life - everything is interconnected, and we must look at that 
• Water keeps us alive, animals alive, and helps trees and plants grow 
• A City that is ready for climate change 
• Climate adaptation planning (within watershed) 
• More surge basins which maintain a natural habitat for animals and insects 

 
Suggested solutions 
Water Quality 

• Human medications in the water supply 
• Barrier between water storage and water treatment. (i.e., salt from road during winter 

ending up in water system) 
• Why do we have E. coli in our waterway in Peterborough? Can this be prevented? 
• Support neighbours in Curve Lake in getting clean water 
• Potential contamination of our watershed by the local nuclear industry 
• Too much chlorine 
• Clean beaches 
• No waste dumping in water sources 
• Too much chlorine 
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• Why do we need poison (fluoride) in our drinking water? 
• Maintain safety of natural water from man-made sources 
• Stop carwash from dumping effluent into Jackson Creek 
• Improve drinking water taste and scent 
• Drinking water doesn't taste good. Needs regular quality checks. 
• Ensure First Nations communities have potable water 
• Continue to replace old watermains and pipes 
• Have installed own water filter, drinking water quality should be higher 
• Regular inspection of industrial run off and other pollutants 

 

 

 

 

Water Supply 
• Baseflow monitoring and plan to maintain baseflow in all urban watersheds 
• Encourage smarter water use 
• Education on individual actions on water conservation 
• Education on City initiatives for water protection, conservation, etc. 
• Stop water mining for further use in commercial water bottle sales 
• Sharing publicly ideas on water conservation 
• Creation and enforcement of rules related to water use for landscaping and other large 

water consumption uses that are wasteful 
• Keep accurate data on ground water sources to ensure preservation 

Wastewater (Sewage) 
• Strong regulations on industry for stormwater management and outflows 
• Concern about water levels and the potential release of raw sewage in overflow events 

at Otonabee pumping station 

Population Growth 
• Densify development 
• Sprawl into County. More cooperation and being on the same page as the County to 

ensure clean water and consistent accessibility for all 
• Smart and gentle intensification in residential areas 

Urban Growth and Sprawl 
• Measured and careful approach to urban growth 
• Don't build in flood plains 
• No covering up waterway in city  
• Maximize recreational space and incorporate it into the plan 
• If the City is going to grow, build smart 
• Bylaws regarding permission to pave areas 
• Replace asphalt with grass and whatever soaks up water 
• Leave Curtis Pond and surrounding wetlands undeveloped. Stay far away from Meade 

Creek 
• Live at Water Street and have a grass and gravel driveway. Works great to prevent 

flooding 
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• Prioritize the environment over property taxes 
• Don't expand city limits. Increase density to avoid more hard paving. 
• Curb sprawl 
• Green infrastructure (LID) 
• Encouraging use of alternatives to pavement on both public and private property to 

increase groundwater recharge 
• Limit sprawl, maintain urban limits 

 
Flows and Water Levels (Flooding) 

• Financially inaccessible flood insurance - not enough regulation of insurance providers 
• Regulations for landscaping requirements to manage stormwater (SWM) 
• Install bigger catch basins and improve infrastructure to address flooding in residential 

areas 
• Don't disrupt the natural flows of water courses if it will come back to haunt us 
• Sand for streets ends up in the sewage system and SWM ponds resulting in flooded 

neighbourhoods 
• Don't build on flood plains 
• Learn from past floods! Improve City's resilience to flooding 
• Proactive movement of people living in flood plains before storms occur 
• Find ways to prevent dam effect caused by rail tracks during peak and overflow water 

events 
• SWM - where does it go? What happens during high water level events? 
• Flood resilience - permeable parking spaces 
• Plan and prepare for climate change. Be resilient and adaptive 
• Ensure SWM systems can stand the test of storms like 2004 

 
Wetland and Riparian Habitat 

• Never a reason to destroy a wetland 
• Don't allow wetlands to be recreated elsewhere 
• Expansion of riparian areas and wider boarders with water courses 
• Find ways to address freeze thaw cycle effects on shorelines 
• Don't build on/over wetlands (3) 
• Do everything to protect wetlands (2) 
• More tree planting initiatives to preserve shorelines and prevent erosion 
• Protection of riparian habitat within the city 
• Don't allow development on wetlands 
• Standards for buffers around watercourses related to mowing and maintenance 
• Protect larger setbacks from wetlands 
• Evaluate wetlands in the watershed 
• Maintain and restore natural vegetation in riparian areas 

 
Nutrients 

• Chemicals and runoff from agriculture 
• Make farmers accountable for runoff 
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• Mitigate soil erosion related to flooding 
• Regulate against overreliance on chemical fertilizers 
• Firm guidelines on agricultural run-off. Support organic farmers 
• More guidelines about salt and sand use in the winter 
• Research less polluting alternatives to salt and sand 

 

 

Ecosystem Health 
• Re-establishing the natural ecosystem (especially wetlands) 
• Preventing weather control (long-term effects) 
• Protect Trent wildlife sanctuary 
• Encourage residents to plant flowers and trees 
• Need better upkeep and management of Jackson Park 
• 20-year plan to daylight Jackson Creek, in the short-term purchase buildings over the 

creek as they come up for sale 
• Daylight Jackson Creek (2) 
• Properly maintain Jackson Pond  
• Plant more trees 
• End littering 
• Better buffers with wetlands, forests. Create a 120-metre standard for wetlands to 

protect habitat and secure flooding 
• Show the repercussions of using plastics and educate on the benefits of reusables 
• Preserve our green and blue spaces 
• Enhance our water bodies to ensure the health of aquatic life 
• Destructive effects of Sea-doos on the Otonabee River 
• Support for reduction of invasive species (e.g., Norway Maple, buckthorn) and 

encouragement of native species use 
• Maintain greenspace and develop much more 

Other 
• Climate change adaptation 
• Help keep food freshly grown 
• Canoe and kayak safety on the Otonabee 
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Appendix B: Online Engagement Feedback 
Appendix C provides the verbatim responses received from survey respondents. Responses 
have been listed under the corresponding questions. In total, Forty-three participants completed 
at least one question of the detailed online survey.  
 

 

Survey Respondant Demographics 
The following information provides demographic information related to survey respondents.  
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Please select what you believe to be the most important issue facing the watershed. 
Urban growth and sprawl were by far the most commonly identified issue facing the watershed, 
as demonstrated in the figure below. 
 

 
 

 

What are the largest factors influencing watershed health? Please rank from most 
influential (1) to least influential.  
Participants ranked the following factors from highest influence to lowest influence on watershed 
health as demonstrated in the list and graph below:  

1. Urban growth (highest influence) 
2. Climate change 
3. Natural processes 
4. Other (lowest influence) 
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The following points are a summary of responses where ‘other’ was selected: 
• Development pressure including building on prime land, paving new roads, piecemeal 

planning policies, and poor infrastructure 
• Human interference including channelizing streams, water level regulation, and wetland 

destruction 
• Industrial processes such as pollution and runoff 
• Pollution and run off from various sources including fertilizer, and seepage 

 
Issue Ranking 
The following questions asked participants to rank the influence of various important aspects of 
watershed planning. For each category, participants were asked to rank the issue they saw as 
most affecting the watershed.  
 
Water Quality Degradation 
Participants ranked the following factors from Highest influence to lowest influence on water 
quality degradation as demonstrated in the list and graph below: 

1. Urban run-off (highest Influence) 
2. Agricultural run-off and nutrient loading 
3. Salt loading from winter maintenance of roads and parking lots 
4. Decreased recreational opportunities (fishing, swimming, boating, etc.) resulting from 

water quality degradation 
5. Other (lowest influence) 

 

 
 
The following points are a summary of responses where ‘other’ was selected: 

• Inadequate protection of wetlands and habitat 
• Industrial spills 
• Less riparian growth and erosion of banks 
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• Proper planning 
 

 

 
 

 

The Amount of Available Water 
Participants ranked the following factors from Highest influence to lowest influence on the 
amount of available water as demonstrated in the list and graph below:  

1. Drought (highest influence) 
2. Water takings 
3. Other (lowest influence)  

 

 

The following points are a summary of responses where ‘other’ was selected: 
• Climate change and altered weather and precipitation patterns 
• Destruction of aquifers 
• Flooding and a lack of natural attenuation 
• Overuse of water supply in urban areas 
• Destruction of wetlands 

Flooding 
Participants ranked the following factors from Highest influence to lowest influence on flooding 
as demonstrated in the list and graph below:  

1. Flooding of storm sewers (highest Influence) 
2. Flooding of rivers and streams 
3. Nuisance flooding associated with poor drainage 
4. Other (lowest influence) 
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The following points are a summary of responses where ‘other’ was selected: 
• Climate change and altered weather and precipitation patterns 
• Planning and development that disregards flood plain mapping 
• Extreme precipitation 
• Combined storm and sanitary sewer systems 

Climate Change 
Participants ranked the following factors receive the highest influence to lowest influence from 
climate change as demonstrated in the list and graph below:  

1. Extreme rainfall events (highest influence) 
2. Changes in seasonal rain and snow patterns 
3. Effects of climate change on aquatic ecosystem 
4. Periods of extreme heat 
5. Effects of climate change on terrestrial ecosystem 
6. Other (lowest influence) 
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The following points are a summary of responses where ‘other’ was selected: 
• All are equally challenging 
• Engineers and planners rely on historic patterns when predicting a changing reality 
• Food growth impacts to the watershed 

Impacts to Waterways 
Participants ranked the following factors based on their impact to waterways from highest to 
least influence as demonstrated in the list and graph below: 

1. Changes to water temperature in rivers and creeks (highest influence) 
2. Sediment accumulation in rivers and creeks 
3. Low flow conditions in summer 
4. Bank and channel erosion 
5. Other (lowest influence) 
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The following points are a summary of responses where ‘other’ was selected: 
• Flooding and excessive flows 
• Human impacts such as pollution and overuse 
• Shoreline hardening 

 

 

 
 

 

 

Natural Heritage 
Participants ranked the following factors from highest influence to lowest influence on natural 
heritage as demonstrated in the list and graph below: 

1. Loss of wetland quality (highest influence) 
2. Loss of native species 
3. Loss of forest cover 
4. Introduction of invasive species 
5. Loss of wildlife corridors 
6. Other (lowest influence) 

The following points are a summary of responses where ‘other’ was selected: 
• Each of these factors are connected 
• Disregard for natural systems and processes 
• Poor quality of environmental assessments 
• Loss of biodiversity 

Land Use and Stewardship 
Participants ranked the following factors from highest influence to lowest influence on land use 
and stewardship as demonstrated by the list and graph provided below: 

1. Urban development (highest influence) 
2. Shoreline development 
3. Intensification of urban areas 
4. Other (lowest influence) 
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The following points are a summary of responses where ‘other’ was selected: 
• Building on flood plains 
• Wetland destruction and degradation 

How the Land is Being Managed 
Participants ranked the following factors from highest influence to lowest influence on land 
management as demonstrated in the list and graph below: 

1. Planning policy (highest influence) 
2. Stewardship 
3. Other (lowest influence) 

 
 
The following points are a summary of responses where ‘other’ was selected: 

• Community engagement 
• Disregard for natural systems and processes 
• A lack of enforcement of existing regulations 
• Not following Indigenous Traditional Knowledge 
• Landowner education and support for better landscaping practices are needed 
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What should we focus most of our efforts on over the next 10 years to maintain and 
restore the watershed? 

• A holistic approach that treats urban and non-urban area equally in order to maintain 
natural processes that will protect the built environment 

• All new buildings must be net zero; respect natural corridors; rebuild destroyed habitat 
• Better setbacks in new Official Plan (OP); planning softscapes/ wetlands in every 

neighbourhood; less grey infrastructure 
• Climate change mitigation (protect infrastructure in flood zones), policies reducing urban 

run off issues (pesticides, petroleum etc..), alternatives for road salt, conduct health 
assessments of species, reduce invasive species through direct education to the 
communities (especially seasonal residents) 

• Climate change specialists and environmental protection agencies should be working in 
concert with city councils to strategically address these dire circumstances 

• Continue with stormwater management in new developments 
• Coordinated policies with other levels of government to address watershed health at a 

watershed level. Develop thresholds to promote ecological health to help set evidence-
based policies 

• Develop, update, publicize and implement a comprehensive watershed management 
plan, and follow through with significant regulations and penalties where appropriate 

• Disallow developers trading green space for money 
• Educate and encourage more community adoption of natural features for operation and 

maintenance; inform and educate community of system impacts, address these issues 
with community agencies 

• Ensure that urban sprawl is not allowed to continue, and that agricultural lands and 
wetlands are protected as high priority 

• Focus on the green infrastructure both within urban areas and along shorelines to 
protect existing habitats and species and to maintain the quality environment so 
important for recreation and tourism in the area 

• Fund projects that decrease runoff and don't just capture it. Become an active steward of 
our natural heritage. Make efforts to naturalize creeks and rivers where appropriate. 
Demand large developments have a plan to decrease runoff, not just capture it. Create a 
streamlined process for the stewardship council, GreenUp or others to implement 
projects. 

• Grant clear authority to someone and provide means for enforcing regulations 
• I think that strong government policy, at local levels and higher, is essential to improving 

watershed health. This means, for example, shoreline restoration, curbing industrial 
pollution/heavier taxes on industries who pollute or use water (corporate accountability); 
and expert opinion from scientists on long-term plans for the care of our waterways. I 
also think governments have a responsibility to shape development and natural resource 
management in a way that prioritizes the environment before corporate profit. Then, 
citizen awareness. I think that Indigenous consultation is also important in planning for 
and implementing waterway care (I think of the conflict with wild rice between Chemong 
Lake and Rice Lake, for example, as well as the expertise of the Water Walkers) 
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• Limit the size of the urban zone and focus on optimizing rather than expanding the 
current infrastructure 

• More control in the rural areas on development 
• More precaution, stricter policy, use new management ideas, demand environment 

comes first 
• Need strict regulations, and enforcement of them, pertaining to wetland and shoreline 

interference through development. 
• Never encroach on wetlands, restore wetlands, increase the distance from waterways 

for development, shoreline restoration 
• No building close to water areas 
• No building in flood plains. More means for water to enter the ground water systems. 

Peer reviewed environmental assessments 
• Official Plans should be allowed to prohibit shoreline development (consult Indigenous 

Knowledge on this.) Conservation Authorities should have more power. 
• Policies that keep development out of the floodplain. Allow restoration projects so 

watershed ecosystems are healthy. 
• Reduce up-stream development to protect headwaters, exercise more caution with 

development around vernal pools, limit urban sprawl in the Peterborough area, 
encourage water-management strategies on private property 

• Reduce urban development of viable agricultural lands 
• Reforestation, cease cutting down forests for urban development - stop putting profits 

before people or there will be no planet left to enjoy those profits 
• Set priorities for protection and rehabilitation, and good planning 
• Strengthen protections for watersheds & surrounding areas 
• Study the Otonabee River watershed from Peterborough to Rice Lake, mitigate 

problems accordingly. 
• Water balance and budget need to be carefully considered in the development of land. 

 
Areas to focus efforts on over the next 10 years to maintain and restore the watershed 

• Lots of things 
• Protection such as preventing silt from development going into Jackson Creek and 

Harper Creek 
• Maintaining rural land for protection and revisit criteria used for urban area protection 
• Agricultural lands and wetlands are protected as high priority 
• Reduce urban sprawl 
• Stop selling our water to corporations. All development should be evaluated by 

environmental experts. Public transportation systems that do not harm the environment 
• Storm water management. More green space, fewer hard surfaces. Allow the earth to 

absorb what climate change throws at it.  
• Protecting wetlands from development, and restoring wetlands 
• Put the environment first in development, business, planning, etc.; put teeth in legislation 

to protect and restore habitat 
• Keep human development behind the largest buffers possible 
• Better choices for building 
• Climate change adaptation and limitation of shoreline development 
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• Maximize efforts/ plans/ regulations to combat negative impacts of climate change 
• Resilience to climate change; development 
• Establish a baseline inventory and assessment, set targets with roles and 

responsibilities by action, prioritize need, assess risk, take an entire systems approach 
including water taking to health to climate change 

• Green infrastructure and developing planning policies around that 
• Continue with stormwater management in new developments 
• Intensification for urbanized growth 
• Careful consideration of development and transportation; ensuring wildlife corridors; 

restoring degraded habitats and protecting those we still have. 
• Stop any government from being able to sell our precious natural resources 
• Flood mitigation and water quality 
• Shoreline restoration/policy to ensure industrial pollution and development is reduced; 

meaningful Indigenous consultation. 
• Good planning at a watershed scale, protect priorities, encourage stewardship 
• Get the OP done - ensure the zoning bylaws are strong enough to avoid death by 1000 

cuts through minor variance 
• Maintain and enhance natural water systems 
• Improvements rather than expansion 
• More control in the rural areas on development 
• Incentivize and support private and business-sector water-management strategies 

(xeriscaping, rain barrel incentives, water-management infrastructure in public areas 
(infiltration systems), turn town hall into an example for responsible water management. 

• Limit development around the main tributaries until the study is complete and plans in 
place to adequately protect the watershed. 

• Increased tree canopy, decreased reliance on stormwater ponds, naturalizing creek 
channels, managing human impact on existing natural spaces, working with others to do 
all of these things. 

• Prevent polluting of any kind and cleanup the polluting urban impacts 
• Build strong relationships with stewards of adjoining watersheds 
• Urban development and water infrastructure as a means of lessening impacts on water 

sources (e.g. by using natural systems like rain gardens, permeable surfaces, improved 
sewer system) 
 

Vision for a healthy and sustainable watershed 
• Cherished and protected and thus clean and capable of supporting wildlife 
• A healthy relationship must include maintaining the natural environment wile allowing 

planned growth of urban areas that does not include urban sprawl 
• One that is protected from irresponsible development 
• Support conservation of woodlands, wetlands and waterways 
• Water is a public good. Never to be privatized in any way. Transportation, paving 

greenfields and farming are the biggest problems. 
• A high level of aquatic and terrestrial biodiversity 
• I want to be able to drink out of the river; clean and abundant water for all living things 
• The water is clean enough to swim in and even drink 
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• Better choice for building 
• To have a healthy ecosystem that can support for ecological services and human use in 

the face of climate change pressures 
• One which can sustain a healthy habitat for both our natural heritage and human 

habitation 
• Enjoy quality and quantity of water for all people, plants and animals, always 
• A watershed that maximizes and develops its green spaces to counteract the impacts of 

development 
• Urban growth while considering and allowing for nature to be sustained 
• Shorelines with 30m of riparian habitat for at least 70% of shoreline length; citizens are 

engaged and aware of water stewardship and take action to protect the water from 
pollution; treatment of wastewater to ensure that pharmaceutical and plastic pollution 
doesn't degrade water quality. 

• Cooperation between multiple levels of government and those who are trained and 
educated 

• One that can be sustainable for future generations, one that does not create negative 
health effects, one that supports the community 

• Strong biodiversity, habitat for lots of plants and animals 
• Water quality and quantity protected both surface and groundwater, healthy ecosystems 
• Green and walkable; less cars; dense city centre and neighbourhoods; lots of native 

habitat and corridors 
• Clean water, no flooding, max diversity of life 
• An integrated approach to development and watershed management 
• Being able to manage the changes in weather patterns 
• Responsible water use so that the watershed can be enjoyed for generations to come, 

including health and well-being of human and non-humans 
• We sold our place on the Otonabee River (as we wouldn’t even swim in the river) and 

bought a cottage in a different watershed where the water is protected and fine to drink 
from the lake. 

• Where we rely on natural processes to manage worst effects of climate change while 
ensuring healthy opportunities to enjoy our water resources. Creating systems and 
processes to steward and restore our worst impacted creeks and rivers. 

• Natural heritage corridors, riparian vegetation. Nonpolluting industry and urban growth. 
• A healthy ecosystem, with high quality water 
• Urban design that embraces natural features instead of building over them 
• Ideally, that we put the earth (blue and green spaces) on the top of the priority list over 

the needs of humans (especially developers) 
• Connected green natural corridors and protected water sources e.g. natural groundwater 

springs e.g. Harper Park. Households and construction companies cognizant of how to 
do drainage properly plus restrictions on where buildings can be constructed e.g. flood 
plains, natural corridors, sensitive wetlands 
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