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At this point, a number of site-spedific options were
developed for 11 Areas of Special Consideration, where
there were competing interests/opportunities. A detailed
description of the enhanced themes and areas of spedial
consideration, along with recommendations for each, can
be found in Appendix C.

Following discussions with the Steering Committee
refined versions of the management altematives were
presented at a facilitated Stakeholder Workshop on June
23rd, 2005. The workshop was conducted in a similar
manner to the Phase 1 workshop, with previous
participants (and others) invited to attend. A Public Open
House/Workshop, with neutral facilitation; was held on
September 22, 2005 to present and dtscuss the alternauVe,
management thernes. e 7 1o
Comments from the workshop and pubh'e were assembled

and compiled in report form and are summarized along
with the management altematrve plans and descnpnons,

mAppendrx C:

Natural Heritage protection is a key considemtbn for tralls
development and use in Rouge Park

APPENDIX B"

Phase 3: Recommended Management
and Implementation Plan

Phase 3 involved the evaluation of altemative
management themes developed in Phase 2 and the
identification of a preferred management approach
developed in consultation with the Steering Committee,
stakeholders and the Rouge Park Alliance members. This
identification process considered:

*  anecological strategy which focuses on the achievement of the
terrestrial corridor, and other hab/tat/enhancement Creation
: opportunlties, I
« acultural heritage preservation strategy, includ/ng
ardtaeologicalandculturalherrtageIandscapes,

~of"arecreation strategy for tra/Is and amenity area developmenr

" and other outdoor recreation activrties' as have been deemed

" 'compatible;;, MiNZ I f -

«  afinancial, economic and managementstrategy that
.. considered revenue generation potential, park operations and
~ govemance /ssues ¢ : :

Based on dlscussons and feedback, the prefened
management approach was further developed into a plan
that ﬂiustrates such features as: landscape management
zories and penmtted land use_s, cultural hentage rsources, ,
trail routmg'and support areas, and other nzcreation areas.

'Ihe graphte plan is, supported by a strategy and
recommenda’aons for:

. naturalhentageresourceprotectionandmanagementwrth/n
. and adjacent to, a defined ecolog/cal corridor that supports

% /nterior forest objectives and the protectron/enhancement of '

biodivers'“i 472 '

. preservatian and management of cultural herltage resources,

‘ indudlng recommendations for potential adaptive re-use of

- historic buildings, and protection/integration of existing
settlement areas, cultural heritage landscapes, and
archaeological sites; :

» integration of nature-based, recreation and visitor

opportunities that are compatible with ecological ob/ectrves
and supported by existing recreation Sites;

*  animplementation strategy including capital costs for budget

purposes and recommendations for phasing.

Little Rouge Corridor Management Plan Introduction @




5.8 Summary of Natural Heritage
Recommendations

Natural Heritage General

5.1 Priorto restoration, site-specific analyses should determjne
existing conditions ang appropriate restoration approach.
This includes an examination of surrounding habitats and
Species composition; soif Characteristics and mojsture o vels;
site goals and connections to other restoration areas:
potential invasive species Issues, andprojected costs,

5.2 Forrestoration Projects, seek technical and financial
partnerships with volunteer organizations; Government of
Canada; Ontarip Ministry of Natura/ Resources; TRCA; York
Regiony; Trees Ontario Foundation; Friengs on the Rouge
¢ Watershed; 10000 Irees for the Rouge; public and Private
corporations,

5.3 Toconserve the local gene pool, allplant material anc/or
seed sources for this Project should originate from T, ree Seed
Zone 34 (OMNR 1996), in simitar sojf and moisture conditions
{o the installation site. Establishing a seed collection program
within Rouge Park would Support these efforts,

5.4 fnsure Park signage conveys significant naturaf heritage
values and associated protection measures,

Forests / Restoration

55 Deve/opComprehensiveForestManagementP/ansfor habitat
andbiodiversity for alf major forest tracts within the orridor.

5.6 Forreforestation, large circutar o Square patches of jnterior
forest habjtat {located 100m from forest edge) are
recommended over elongated patces,

5.7 Forest blocks of at least 200 ha should be established within
- 2km of one anotter, These ma 1y be located jn the
southern area north of. Steeles, one inthe vicinity of
Highway 407 and one south of Major Mackenze,

5.8 Foreach 10ha area replanted with conifers, 4.6 hardwood
nodes/enclosures (100 me in size) should be established, Noges
should be more intensively Managed to keep out deer, rapbjts
andvoles. Depencdiing on site location ang, conditions, caliper
sized hardwoods such as 03K, hickories, maples and ashes ma 1y

be used

5.9 Some Carolinian species should be considered for planting to
further identity hardwood adaptation to waming climates,

510 Torapidly establish forest conditions, the use of conifer
seedlling plantations should pe considereq,

511 Insmall areas, pianting activities should be conducted by
volunteer or school groups topromote education ang
community involvement Rouge Park should be the
coordinating body.

512 Inlarge areas, mechanical plantings should be conducted,
with equwmentproper/yprepared {oreduce weed seeqf
bank in the soi,

513 Depressions should be created in large fields prior to
restoration to encourage vernal pool ge velopment. These
enhance wildjife composition and breeding grounds ang
grant access (o dinking water. Nearp Yy plantings should
inglude Swamp White Oak, Black Willow and shrup
willows, Balsam Poplar, Tulip Tree and Sassafras,

5.4 Restoration efforts must be accompanijed p Dy detailed
inventoryand monitoring activitles to better énsure long-
Lerm success for reforestation andother renewa/ projects
fie. all planting ang seeding activities recorded jn 3
databases). Consiger existing databases such as TRCAS.

Riparian Corridors

515 Increase natural co ver through Plantings along the stream
corridor and. Strrounding tableland, jn combination with
bank stabilization to preventing erosion and
sedimentation of watercourses,

516 Maintain floodplain charactenstics, seepage areas and
Supporting natural stream morphology to protect in- Stream
habitat for both fish ang. non-fish species,

517 Upon completion, make use of Rouge Watershed Fisherjes
Management Plan o help guide planning ang
management decisions related to jn -Stream barriers, futyre
recreation fishing opportunities in the | RC and further
detas] on stocking, requlation, access and faciliies.

5.18  Support strict Upstream development controfs; promote
stewardship of both public and private lands along the
river valley through available tools fi.e. ste wardship
dagreements for agricultura/ lands).

rd.
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Grassland and Hedgerows

5.19  Inconsultation with joca farmers, field conditions should
be examined including nutrient status and residual
chemicals. leach/hgmaybenecessarypnbrtorastarat/on.

5.20 Select hedgerows for reneway, with botanist/forester
identifying significant trees and shrubs to be protected
Non-native species should be removed manually, with a
topical herbfcide applied to cut ends, Weedy non-native
herbaceous material shouid be cut out and new troes and
shrubs plarted at reasonabie intervals, Staking may be
required for caliper material,

521  Toregenerate native species at relatively low cost, native
acorns and other nuts (walnut, hickory etc.) should be
planted along hedgerows,

5.22 Weekend closures are Suggested when restoration work is
undertaken along roads,

Natural Heritage Management

523 /Von-nativemvasivespeabsshou/dberanovedthrough
such methods as tilling, the use of herbicides andmulches,
and in some cases controfled burning.

5.24 Restoration projects wiyl require a review of non-native
$pecies in the immediate vicinity, accompanied bya controf
and elimination plan. Control methods will be based on
Species type and the nature of the restoration project.

525 Literardaetes shoutdteremove fom e ceek ey andatng

5.26  Erosion due to excessive use of wheeled vehicles on
sensitive stopes should be prevented through fencing, with
mountain biking activities channeled to more Suitable
areas such asabandoned quarries, old landfi sites or other
industrial areas that are not a part of the natural
environment Partners ma 1y include the Town of Markham
and the City of Toronto.

5.27  EstablishaPark Warden/Park Superintendent {or simifar)
tothe Provincial Parks model to maintain continual park
presence; ensure public safety and protection of natural
heritage; and liaise with public,

rd
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Park Monitoring

528  Lstablish ecological monitoring programs to identify
breemhgandmlyratingspeabs; planting and restoration
success; and changes in Surrounding land uses. Volunteer
monitoring along hedgerows 5 suggested, with Rouge
Park as the coordinating body.

529  Estabyish monitoring programs for traif use and other public
acthvity to identify destruction of understorey vegetation and
slopes: damage to riparian vegetation and ingreases in
treekbank erosion; and encroachment into adjacent areas
Seek input from trail users and focal residents,

5.30  Itisrecommended that Rouge Park staff collaborate with
local monitoring efforts fe, 9. Citizen Scientists, Toronto Zoo
turtle monitoring program). ‘ ‘

531 Establish planting and seeding in ventory to evaluate the
Success of different methods of renewsl,

Infrastructure Corridors

532 Toamb’/iﬁﬂuhabizzatﬁagnmtabm roads shoukd be
CBWEMWWIhWMWDfWPMWIE
olyectives, ﬂris#ﬂm(esmtawbnofm/madmmm
msbb'pa/*-ﬁmﬂymwﬂvwbbﬂr%wmafﬂwm
and signage for reduced spesd limit

533 Where wildiite crossings are considered, design should be
based on the most up-to-date information available, and
should draw upon the most effective practices in
conservation biology or related disciplines (refer to current
Quidelines established by MTO and TRCA among others).

5.34 Whembridgwandcu/vertsarein.sta//edatmadsand
highways, they shouid e sized to provide for wildlife and
human movement, Where specifically used to connect
existing frog ponds 1o forested areas, culverts may range
from Tm to 2m size based onspecies,

5.35 Atunderpases/ike/?easor/?oadandlﬂthaymz
Provision should be made for cyelists and pedestrians,
Vegetated ditches will also increase wildlife connections,

536  Where deermed necessary, the design of new or improved
transportation corridors within the Park Should be
ernvironmental sensitive in design and incorporate means
toprotectand enhance the environments/ functions of the
area while having regard for the design requirements
riecessary to accommodate Transit routing and vehicles

-
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537  Management of vegez:atlbnalongthe(,‘P/?a////'/vn'ght-of-
wayshomﬂbemhamedtoprovideimreasedwveranda
witab/eeast—west/inkageforwi/dlifa w/ylerecognizing: \
anyfire and safety standards put Torward by CP Rail, £fforts to
m/tigatethesﬂeadafinvasivesperlésmayberew'mdalong
hydro corridors, :

5.38  Consider the use of hydro and servicing corridors for

' Ppedestrian/cycle paths. Small wetiands, shrub and grassiand
habitasshou/dalsobecreatedandmin&a’/nedwirh/‘nt/;ese :
corridors, recognizingut//itymanagementmquiremen& Bt

539 zmgszemp/anmwgsnowamfna:em/mmim; %y
- makinguseofsinglemajor arteries wherepossive For ,

oy krmgwwmetﬁom&way(okndﬂtMWM}:&B)‘M.&:}'f', A ;

Sy ) :'arepoimrfafrouw,ﬁr‘eaﬂ4m#andmfm,mmes S e R

540 -sz;ews@nirkm;npamianm@ buried utilities o AN

- should not be bc&tedtvitlﬁhareasafmremorﬂ/tbfé o

ecological sensitivity, These include Nature Reserve and -

- Restoration Zones, e rg G aes
Linkages ; > g2 :
541 Toemureimm@fatianandemigrationof.weab:, ecological

connections to 3ll adjiacent habitats must be establishedand -
enhanced. These necessary linkages are illustrated on thelRC -

o sl L S G e e 0 S Ly |
| 842 Tongheflonsuchasspecil plntigs B Mt Womorisl S8
eSS Pamsﬁbuﬁészauisfrawmalﬁem@andammmtom, FELeAL,

- Pank withthe CPRail line allowing for terrestriat movement. The ‘

- fich species composition on these lands willassist in nearby. .
543 CWfaﬁra'eeumraﬁdwesr‘oumnsaeémfgﬁﬁgmm;_*' ERa e
2 eas’aam'etabgtaflintages‘onrmwmmmﬂamup} S
K 's&w/dbembwquoxpmwmmwmmni;,_ S

. Strvey and restoration. A staged approach should be takenfor ...~

these areas, Mthat/eameraj'brﬂe/dsfataedperjfeéah it

544 Toensure the health of upstream triputaries, and to assess the

; damtreamimpacroflandwestomemefmeLRCa i

rev@woffeftill;rerand/)erbicideuseint/;eFedaa/Graenspz‘ace

: lands should be undertaken. - e

545 lanc&tothenorﬂmfthetomdwsbauldbecansldered'
farrefarestatiantoadvaﬁcethedeve/upmentofaneco/ogica/
coridor across the Federal lands and increase overll foresg
cover in the Toronto region This supports 30% fovest cover
targets inthe Tomntoandl?e‘g:bnAreaofCaxemRemed/bI : =
Action Plan (RAP), as well as the 34% natural cover target set out in :
the IRCA Terrestrial Natural Hevitage System and Rouge
WatershedPlan. =~ i e
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In any case, this structure should be maintained to 3
standard in which the property’s significance is protected,
enhanced and celebrated.

Both Locust Hill and Cedar Grove are being considered for
designation by the Town of Markham as Heritage
Conservation Districts (HCD) under Part V of the Ontano

ensed archaeologistimore
ST b T R,
,pl'gﬂm:ﬁgegnge ¥ e e L

Heritage Act. Support for the designation of HCDs in the e i 5% e g ety
Rouge watershed is also provided under the Rouge . ;&Wﬂmﬁé T SR S
Watershed Plan (draft November 2006). As the ' %‘;paﬁmg%r tabdords, and
surrounding area urbanizes there is also considerable S B o g

pressure to undertake widening of roads through these
communities, which would affect their heritage attributes
and qualities, ~ '

& :

o

L A
o Lo

f+
caanied i Ngins

oy

ol impactt

af Eirst Natiops sig

R A O
and imaintain designated heriage bu
4 - R L sy b 1*1;1. ,t L B
e s iy

. Former Nighswander 8ros. Temperance Hote &tore

If designated,a comervatlonp n will be required and .

they will be afforded bettériprotecﬁc)nmﬁom'inﬁastrdcﬁ:m
changes. Maintaining a narrower road profile on Highway
7 and Reesor Road would be beneficil to Rouge Park,
both to reduce traffic volumes and speed, and to
minimize the fragmentation of the natural comidor, and
for this reason designation of Cedar Grove and Locust Hill
as HCDs should be supported. However, the cumently
proposed study area. boundaries for the H(Ds are
extensive, and in their final identification ecological
objectives for the restoration of agricultural lands
surmounding the hamlets should be recognized.

re<
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8.5 Summary of Economic and
‘ FmancnalRecommendatlons

81 To rmplemenr rheManagementPlan It will be necessary ro

Ieverage polmcal corporare and community supporttoraise.

“newor add/rional funds to achieve the recommendarlans
ourllned in rhe Managemenr Plan.

82 Determ/ne appropr/are roles and responsrbllrr/es for the

. .operar/onoftheParkandesrabltsha’farrshare conmbur/on NI
. - oé€ach ofrhepartnerscommensurare wrrh rhe benefts that =~ -

- arederlved from the park {econom/c environmental,

. watershed, recreation). Establish mulr/—panyagreemenrsfor S

. fundmg the fap/tal reqwremenrs of the plan, The rate of .

:,thepaftner j e ;
83 Formal/ze an agreement between the RougePark partners

- forthe, operations of the park north of Steeles Aventie {i . by
e Iaw énfofcement, ma/ntenance dnd trash femoval). The rofes” R
-" and responsib/‘//t/es of edch partner and.the commltmenr of .=

. staffand capital should be prepared on an apriual basis,

" Add/r/onally, a 5-year forecast should be creared for Ionger— .

‘ rerm cap/ral plannmg purposes

84 Rouge Parl( and- TRCA {and rhe Town of Markham for/ts
- propertles) should review opr/ons for, and, /ornrly consrder

. how ta optimize thereVenues from rhepropenypon‘fobo. R

' These potentral/y/ndude

Co e executxon of | longer—term leases, o
v .. retammg the semces ofan mdependent property
-~ management. firm wrth the necessary scale of

- - operation toassumetheday—to—daymanagementof L
B thepropemes,threughapublfctenderprocess,_» TR

85
86
o currenteﬁ‘ortstobnng/nr:ommun/tyand(orporatepannersv ‘

87

" programs far ecological restoration 1 projectsandfor - - ;
" restaration and conservar/on ofhen‘rage pmpemes (eg o

ConS/der the esrablrshmen: of an endawment fund to ﬁnance

ongoing operar/onal cofts

Focus on expand/ng sponsorsh/p programs that. bulld on -

Consider a wide range ofparlrwer fees to generate revenues
B /ncludmg parkmg fees, concessrans trailmembersh/p fees,
: facllrty rental permrts and ﬁlm permlrs -

Identn‘jr and make, useﬂf m‘l ava/lable fundrng and grant

’ Mun/clpal Her/rage Pmperty Tax ‘Incentlve Program and -
. Hefitage Furid, Parks Canada C“ammercra Heritage Property o

R Incenr/ve Fund, and g as applicable; funding programs for nanr
. pmf' t orgamzarionsfromEnwronment Canada and the ' f : .
=T rilliu Foundation),” L
jlmplementa ﬁrndlngcampaign geared toward corporare S
-.-, donafions, sporisarship, signage andstewardsh/p recognition. -
.. Donations andpleo’gesfromprrvate/ndrwdualsshould bemade, -
. asintended, through rheRougePark website. -

‘ 8 ID Pursue fi nancml contr/bur/on to recreat/on facrlmes from

89

: " - economic benefits fromm {rails and assocrated faclll’t/es acrue |
ro all rhree levels of govemment R '

federaL provrncial and munic/pal sources becat, use rhe in dzrect' )

~+ exploring commercial {or other non-residential) leases -~
S ','opportunmes, where feasible, that reﬂgc;the ’

- .- - principles and objectives of Rouge Park, and support

R  Park visitation. These would need tobeevaluatedona‘ o

- 'case by case basls as opportunmes are |dent|f ed.

Little Rouge Corridor Economic and Financial Strategy @
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A Heritage Resources & other Built Structures
B Adkess Namo

Designated HerRoge Propertics jPart IV OHA)

1 727314t Ae  Petor Reesor House

2 7450 ReatorRd  Samuel Ressor Houss
3 7309 ReexorRd  Wiliam Lapp House

4 7401 Reesot Rd  Blacksimith Houss / Bam \
8  7373RessorRd Cedarens

8 7551 RessorRd  George Mlles Tenans House

7 7933 14thAm  James Dimma House

2 701414mAe  Tran House and Bams

9 7832 Hwy? Restor Tenant House

16 8547 RessorRd  Wurtz-Piks Camotery

11 8347 ReesorRd  Wuris-Piks Houso and Barns

12 9035 RassorRd  Reesor Ploser Cemomry

13 8035 RessorRd  Christian Ressor Hovee

14 8948 ReesorRd  Locus! Hill Schoolnous

16 528 RessorRd  Saniuel iving Houss and Bam Comprex
16 98298 Line  Mokes Cierdanen House

17 7218 ReesorRe Onws Whalay House (Tangiawood) om

e L

il NG £ s " ~ Other Hurkiage Resowces
Rl 4 y ¥ 1% ReesorRa One Lans Brdge over Lifiis Rougs River
3 19 14th Aw -Existing Laneway to Cedar Grove
i 20 T27714hAwe  Abruham Reesor Houss (oulside study mies)

21 727514t Ak (outside shudy ares)
22 RsesorRd Mennonits Church (outste s hudy area)
23 ReesorRd Codar Growe Cametery joutside anidy ane)
24 16t A Ballay Bridge (Idantad for deaignabon)
26 ReesorRd Leok Mt and Dam Ruins
28 RoesorRd Renments of Rees or Mt (south of 14t fas)
Mas-Heritage Proporties

2T 9183 RessorRd
28 9185 Ressor Rd
29 9181 Ressor Rd
30 7784 14th Ave
31 7684 14th Ave
33 7879 14th Ave
33 7284 Ressor Rd
34 7262 Reasor Rd

1
\,\\N\‘ 5
. Legend .

LRC Management Pian Zones:

“ Nature Reserve
P % Restoration
; “ Type 1 - Heritage

Type 2 - Heritage

Managed Area
(7% Markham Parks &
,J;’ Open Space

Ecotogicai Connections

+
Jeent

A

A

Tralie® & Traitheads:

% Traliheads / Access Points
****..* Rouge Trali (North-South Trail)
"Moo Secondary Trails **

"%+, ue Off-Road Muiti-Use Traii

«e* Bike Lane
“+ess Potential Markham Trali Connections W
(Trails + Pathways Plan, Cycling Pian} e T .
~ Tradl routes ihsstratud are conceplual and roquars further y 3
*tudy inclucing ground rutfng aid detsiied routs snd e &
** Rafor to Bob Hunter Envionmental Arsa Mester Plan ] ¥ g
For futhe chotad on Sacondary Tras. ) r
Buildings:

~ Designated under OHA or E
" identified as Heritage . £ ) Y

:f @ Non-Heritage

e

N~ Walarcourse
=== Roads
—++ Rali Line

& |ﬂ LRC Public Lands Boundary ¥ <5\ 2

Federat Green Space Lends
(Altsrnate Rouge Park Corridor) s

g Hydra Lands ;

[ Existing Rouge Park Lands s

0 Gt n
(Protected Countryside} -

r Figure 3 - Little Rouge Corridor Management Plan
Rouge Park Little Rouge Corridor Management Plan
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APPENDIX D

i ot EXCETLENCTE THE CORPORATION.OF THE TOWN OF MARKHAM

EXTRACT FROM THE MINUTES OF THE ‘éOUNCIL MEETING HELD ON Nov 29, 2005
REPORT NO. 39 - DEVELOPMENT SERVICES COMMITTEE

(5) LITTLE ROUGE CREEK MANAGEMENT PLAN UPDATE (10.3)

Report
Council consented to a division of the question.

That the staff report entitled “Update on the Little Rouge Creek Corridor Management Plan”,
dated November 22, 2005, be received;

And that the Rouge Park Alliance identify locations and oppbrtunities within the public corridor
lands for appropriate uses and activities to support a long-term financially sustainable source of
revenue to support capital park infrastructure construction costs and ongoing management costs;

And that the Rouge Park Alliance prepare a phased financial strategy including public and
private sector funding opportunities, and based on a fair share funding model including the
participation of all Rouge Park Alliance partners;

And that the Toronto and Region Conservation Authority and Rouge Park Alliance support the
regional public use function of the Rouge Park - Little Rouge Creek corridor in Markham and
provide specific locations or locational criteria for a broad spectrum of low intensity recreation,
cultural and interpretive uses to help support the regional park system;

And that the publicly-owned Little Rouge Creek corridor be clearly demarcated with ,
management recommendations applicable only to the lands identified as Rouge Park through the

public conveyance, and that private lands be identified separately from the public lands as part of
the Little Rouge Creek corridor; o

And that Council endorse the additional specific recommendations attached as Appendix ‘B’, as
amended;

CARRIED
And that the staff report and amended Appendix ‘B’ recommendations, be submitted to the

Rouge Park Alliance and Toronto and Region Conservation Authority as input into the Little
Rouge Creek Management Plan planning process. S

CARRIED
(See following recorded vote) (10:3)

(See following motion to defer which was lost)

| PV s M L]



10.

APPENDIX E
Appendix ‘B’

Specific Recommendations for the Little Rouge Creek Management Approach

That the north-south trail be identified as a multi-use trail for pedestrian, cycling and
Cross country skiing containing loops and access to the watercourse and a direct
connections to the Cornell open Space system approximately half way between Highway
7 and 16™ Avenue and Box Grove, '

That the Little Rouge Creek Management Plan address the opportunities or issues related
to equestrian trails associated with horse farm operations and motorized trails.

That the Little Rouge Creek Management Plan, include trail construction guidelines,
which address environmentally appropriate construction materials, signage and
wheelchair accessibility, in accordance with Provincial standards.

That the final trail system recommendations be provided to the TRCA and Rouge Park
Alliance from the existing Bicycle Path Study and future Town Wide Pathway & Trail
Master Plan study to ensure seamless integration and consideration of Town-owned,
TRCA and other public trail systems.

That the Little Rouge Creek Management Plan identify specific locations and general size
of picnic areas, including one site for large groups located in close proximity to a trail
head to adequately accommodate access and parking,

That the Little Rouge Creek Management Plan identify a specific site to support
specialized, educational/cultural small scale camping.

That the Little Rouge Creek Management Plan'identify opportunities for community
gardens in the agricultural use areas, ,

That the Little Rouge Creek Management Plan not preclude dog leash-free areas being
located in the outer edge of the corridor lands, in an area of minimal environmental
impact and consistent with any future guidelines for the management of dog leash-free

areas,

That the Town of Markham support the recommendation for a tree nursery location
subject to sustainable agricultural practices in the Little Rouge Creek corridor.

That the Rouge Park Alliance consider the development of a Rouge Park Interpretive
Centre facility large enough to generate revenue from school and speciality groups and

provide a significant focal point and legacy for the Rouge Park.

11.

12.

That long-term lease options should be considered for all heritage buildings.

That examination of Locust Hill and Cedar Grove as future heritage conservation districts
should be supported and pursued.

Little Rouge Creek Management Plan - Town of Markham - November 22, 2005



APPENDIX F

Little Rouge Corridor Management Plan
Operations Comments September 12, 2007

Our comments of May 12, 2006 identified that the size of this corridor in Markham is
1,432 ha in total, Town owns 117 ha (289 ac) TRCA 1,315 (3,249 ac). This is not
indicated in the new plan, and it should be made clear as to how much land this plan is

addressing.

Environment First
The principle of “Environment First” (Executive Summary page 3) is a worthy focus, but

the resources to provide this is critical for sustainability.

Operating Costs

The Case Studies of Operating Costs for Large Natural Environment Parks shows the.
Rouge Park be maintained for $210 per hectare funded and $)32 per hectare in-kind
services in comparison to $600 (Point Pelee) up to $7,500 (Fish Creek Provincial Park,
Calgary) as indicated on page 8-3. Considering the Little Rouge plan is planned to be a
leading edge environmental park, it is not likely much can be implemented, much less the
bare minimum of monitoring and garbage pick up.

Lack of Major Revenue Source ‘
In comparison, the City of Toronto provides $500,000 in-kind for their portion of the

Rouge Park operations, but this utilizes their campground revenue, campground staffing
and maintenance facility which is adjacent to the Rouge River. The proposed Little
Rouge Management Plan does not allow for a campground, therefore, no ability to do the

same. . : SRR

It is identified that small scale camping (7-13) is an incompatible use, which is an
incredible loss in terms of immersing and educating people in the being close to nature
for longer periods similar to provincial parks as well as the potential revenue source.

Trailheads at Existing Facilities. o - -
Existing board run community centres (i.e. Cedar Grove Community Centre and Cedar
Grove Park) are suggested as trailheads and that they be used for visitor parking,
washroom, and interpretive areas. These sites are small to begin with, and have limited
parking. It is unlikely that these facilities could accommodate this type of expanded use.
Consultation with Recreation, Asset Management and the community boards that run
them would give a better idea whether this is acceptable and feasible.

Trailheads with adequate parking should be considered on Rouge Park lands where it is
expected that people will congregate to enter the park, i.e. on Don Cousens Parkway, at
the 10,000 Trees planting site, east of 9" Line and other potential locations.

No Works Yard and No Maintenance Staff Identified
The Executive Summary page 7 indicates that there be a Park Warden and Park
Superintendent to ensure public safety, protection and liaise with the public. There is no



pathway (which would aid in monitoring and maintenance) should be developed as part
of the management process.

Pathways

The plan indicates that pathways would be 2.4m side and granular, no impervious
surfaces— not wide enough for two way traffic, maintenance vehicles without causing
rutting, and should allow for other surfaces especially where wash outs can occur.

No Dog Leash Free Areas

The plan (7-13) indicates that a dog leash free area is not a compatible use, however,
people are already using the 10,000 Trees site as a leash free area, and have not been
picking up after their dogs. Ignoring this issue means that people will continue to bring
their dogs to run at large, which contributes to the fecal count and disturbs wildlife.
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