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Comments on the Proposed De-designation of Portions of the 

Royalty Oaks Natural Area 

by 

John Andrew 

Co-Chair of the Wright’s Creek Watershed Environmental Committee 

May 23, 2020 

The PEI Department of Environment, Water and Climate Change (EWCC) is proposing to 

revoke the Natural Areas designation on approximately up to 0.72 acres of the Royalty Oaks 

Natural Area in East Royalty. Although most of this area is outside the Wright’s Creek 

watershed, the Wright’s Creek Watershed Environmental Committee feels that this is an 

important decision for Charlottetown, the Environment, and the Province and we should 

make a submission.  Because of the short time frame for submissions, there has not been 

time to prepare and circulate a document incorporating the views of all committee 

members. I am writing this document as a personal perspective as Co-chair of our group for 

the last fifteen years. Appended to this document are comments taken from e-mails written 

by members of our group.  

My connection to this property goes back four generations. The property was part of a 330-

acre property owned by John Cambridge in the 1700s and by the Wright family through 

much of the 1800s. My great-grandfather worked as a miller for the Wrights and his son 

John purchased 190 acres of the property, including the present natural area, in 1898. He 

sold the natural area including the historic Belmont House to the Miller family in 

approximately the 1920s. I played in the area as a kid. The Millers had a fox farm in the 

woods, trails and roads through the area, and a tree house high in an oak tree. The original 
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oak-tree part of the property extended up to St. Peters Road to a point west of the present 

Riverside/St. Peters Road intersection. 

As a Director of the Hillsborough River Association, I am aware of the submission written by 

Dan MacAskill, President of the HRA. I agree in principle with the points he makes. That said, 

there are two sides to every story. As a resident of East Royalty I am looking forward to the 

highway modifications that will make our community safer for those trying to enter, drive 

along or cross St. Peters Road. Changes are needed. If, after careful analysis, these changes 

mean that a part of the designated property must be de-designated, then the de-designation 

must be minimal.  I believe there should have been more consideration to redirect the multi-

purpose trail to the east of the natural area. There is City-owned land connecting a point 

halfway between the end of Kensington Road and entrance to Patterson from Riverside, all 

the way to the new roundabout at North Ridge and St. Peters Road. Alternatively, the 

former laneway to Belmont House from Kensington Road and other trails within the natural 

area, could be upgraded to provide a route to St. Peters Road. I will append a map showing 

possible routes.  

The proposed multi-purpose trail follows a design used by the Department of 

Transportation, Infrastructure and Energy in other locations. I applaud their attempt to 

provide multi-purpose trails on land they have along our highways. However, the trails are 

too close to the busy highways. Only ardent bicycle commuters are using them. They are not 

trails used by families because they are too dangerous for children. If you stand on the 

present grass area next to the curb, in the area to be de-designated, and cringe as big, loud 

trucks speed by, four feet away, you get a very uncomfortable feeling. The 18-inch space 

between the highway and the trail is not enough. This route would expose bicyclists and 

pedestrians to the noise, fumes and complications at the advance-left-turn intersection. It 

would be better to route the trail around to the east to the new roundabout. I know this 

presents funding problems. It is cheaper and easier to include the multipurpose trail on 

government property next to the highway rather than in areas more removed from busy 

highway traffic. 

Even if the trail were re-routed, there is still the issue of the transmission lines requiring 

removal of high parts of trees within 12 feet of the lines. If the trail were re-routed, the lines 

could be closer to the road. I would be in favour of putting the transmission lines closer to 

the highway and rerouting the trail through a narrow strip of de-designated land slightly 

more interior into the trees, avoiding big trees, and away from the busy highway. 
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Realistically, I realize there is little chance that changes will be made to the project. I am 

reminded of the adage, “Don’t ask for permission, ask for forgiveness”. The project is 

designed, tenders have been submitted and the lowest bid is known. As soon as this de-

designation is approved, the contract will be issued. If this is the course of action, I propose 

the following. 

1. That the de-designation precedent be one which, on balance, benefits the 

environment by designating very much larger nearby natural areas within the City of 

Charlottetown. There is a 3-acre parcel of forest land along the old Belmont Road, that 

has been woods for over a hundred years, that is on provincial land that could be 

designated. (Belmont Road ran from the east end of Kensington Road to Wright’s 

Creek.) 

2. There is a 10-acre stand of original Acadian forest along Wright’s Creek that is on 

provincial land that could be designated. (The province is agreeing to extend the 

buffer zone in this area from 15 meters to 60 meters, which is an excellent example of 

environmental stewardship.) 

3. There is open land next to the above two parcels, provincially owned, that could be 

included in the designation, and planted in Acadian forest trees. 

4. There are two privately owned parcels of land jutting into the Royalty Oaks area, that 

could be purchased and designated. (Parcel #655712 and part of #636001.) 

5. A scenic route, unpaved but surfaced similar to the Confederation Trail, could be 

provided through the designated area as an alternate route to the roundabout, even if 

the present trail is built on the edge of the highway. 

 

John Andrew 

3 Oakland Drive, Charlottetown, B3H 1E5 

Phone 902-892-9470 

Cell: 902-626-9470 
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Appendix I: 

Additional Thoughts and Comments 

 

Mitch Underhay (Bike Friendly Charlottetown) 

After our site visit, it seems to me that the biggest risk to trees is actually the power 

lines. They have to move over to accommodate the new turning lane, and they cannot 

be too close to trees. The transportation guys are already considering how they can 

avoid the old trees and we want to tweak the design to allow that. The other option is to 

upgrade the existing trail around the other side of the natural area with crushed gravel 

and connect that into the system.  

Our impression from the consultation was that the Dept. of Transportation has 

proposed a project to the Dept. of Environment about de-designating a strip of NAPA 

land (and re-designating another strip on the other side). They would need extra room 

anyway for the roadway, the road structural shoulder and the power lines there that 

need to move over. The issue is that a few old trees are at risk, so we are trying to 

work with them to minimize the impact while still getting an AT lane. The guys we 

spoke to are already on-board with trying to save the trees. We have asked that the 

power lines be placed between the road and the trail, so that the trail is more free to 

meander slightly and avoid some old trees.  One alternative is to re-surface the 

existing natural trail through the protected area with crushed gravel. 

 

Jeanne Maki (Member, Wright’s Creek Watershed Environmental Committee) 

I'm very sad about Royalty Oaks being cut into once again. In Vancouver, years ago, a 

decision was made not to build more large roads into the city and instead build a good 

public transportation system.  That can still be done in Charlottetown and the rest of 

PEI, and would improve the quality of life for all concerned.  All the new paving being 

done has to end. 

 

Ellen Winacott (Member, Wright’s Creek Watershed Environmental Committee) 

I grew up near a forested area similar in size to Royalty Oaks. We played hide and 

seek, climbed trees, and just generally enjoyed ourselves.  I have very fond memories 
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of this part of my childhood.  I attribute my natural athleticism and long lasting 

appreciation of urban natural areas to this time.   

As a result, I am very concerned about the de-designation of parts of Royalty Oaks.  

The proximity of the road and the planned paved trail may have unintended 

consequences for the integrity of the forest itself not to mention the habitat it provides 

to the animals that live there.   

I can see a need for the planned turn lane.  That is a busy intersection at all times of 

the day but there are better routes for that trail.  And I understand, if the trail is moved, 

fewer mature trees are impacted and the undergrowth would remain to provide 

protection for the forest. 

I much prefer your suggestion, John, that the trail take the easement into Hillsborough, 

across Patterson and up behind the multi-unit complexes to Northridge.  In addition to 

mitigating the impact to Royalty Oaks, this route also gives the families of Hillsborough 

a safe place for their kids to bike along.  The trail could always be routed back along 

the bypass, along the front of the airport, after it crosses the round-about to Norwood.   

I also agree that de-designation is a slippery slope. It seems to me that we haven't 

been given enough time or information to provide feedback?  Also, the land to be 

designated in exchange does not appear to be of equal value even though it is of equal 

size?  It is grassed and not forested.  It is on the south side and does not play as 

important a role in protecting the forest from the prevailing winds.  If Royalty Oaks is to 

be put a risk for public good, perhaps we can, as you suggest, request that other more 

critical areas also be protected in exchange.  It would be really nice to protect the 

Belmont Road and some of the other forested areas within East Royalty for future 

generations.  We need the kids to get back out into nature now more than ever. 

 

 

Heidi MacLeod (Member, Wright’s Creek Watershed Environmental Committee) 

No one wants to see any loss of trees, so any consideration of this must be taken very 

seriously and thoughtfully with the big picture of improving long term sustainability at 

the forefront.  East Royalty is currently in a stage of rapid growth; we need to be 

looking not just at the Royalty Oaks area but how all the pieces fit together as a part of 

Charlottetown.  And we need to apply the lessons we have learned from previous 

projects.   
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Active transportation routes only work if they are safe, accessible and direct.  

Functioning mostly as roads.  For example, very few people drive through 

Charlottetown anymore to get from Stratford to North River, they take the bypass.  So 

designing circuitous routes that make a commute go from 10 min to 20 min with lots of 

stops and starts is not going to result in inspiring people to get out of their cars and 

reduce their carbon footprint.  These routes also need to be well made and 

maintained.  The Confederation Trail can easily be scraped down and levelled, and as 

a result far more people use the Confederation Trail. 

Going for a walk along the bypass isn't that inspiring and we should be looking at the 

city land along the Belmont Lane area.  Perhaps restoring the trail that runs through 

this area already and links down to the West side would provide an improved 

experience for those wanting to enjoy nature.  We should be looking to improve what 

we already have.  This could provide a link between Kensington Road/Royalty Oaks 

down to the trail along the Creek.  That would be lovely. 

I also agree that replacing the current land under question with some vacant land isn't 

much of deal.  And that it should be looked at in the same light as Wetland.  This could 

be a great opportunity to increase the size of the protected area along Wright's Creek.  

Designating more parkland is vital to the health of the environment and all its residents 

-- humans, animals and plants/trees.  PEI needs to do a better job at this -- at minimum 

we should be consistent with the national average.   

If DOT deems it absolutely essential for the safety of the residents to improve that 

corner than perhaps we can convince them that it is absolutely essential to protect, 

preserve and increase the natural area running from the Hillsborough River back to the 

Norwood Road. 
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                                                       Appendix II 

                                              Alternate Trail routes 
  

  

 

#1 Route on City land. Some parts are as narrow as 3 meters but much of the route is wider.  
 
#2 Using present trails within the designated area. There may be an issue with possibly 
crossing private land owned by A&M Holdings, parcel# 655712, but the remaining route is 
on Provincial or City land. 
 
#3 Making a new trail away from the highway avoiding large trees. 
 
  

#1 

#2 

#3 
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Appendix III     

Options for Natural Area Designation near the Royalty Oaks Natural Area 

John Andrew   May 20, 2020 

Option 1 

Designate part of the old Belmont Road that ran from the east end of Kensington Road to Wright’s Creek.   The 

original 66-foot-wide road is on Housing Corporation property and is approximately 2.80 acres in area. It has 

not been used for over 100 years and has grown up in trees.  It has a trail down the middle of the old road. 

The designated area could be increased by increasing the width to go out into the adjacent field. A 100-foot-

wide strip would be approximately 4.25 acres, and a 200-foot-wide strip would be about 8.5 acres.  The latter 

would be 12 times the 0.7 acres being considered for de-designation of the Royalty Oaks property and would 

be a good precedent for the future.  The area in the field could be planted in Acadian Forest trees. The wider 

the strip, the more protection there will be from the prevailing north winds. There may be some of the original 

Acadian forest along the sides of the road. 

If this property is designated, it may be a good idea to leave a gap halfway along for a possible future street 

connecting the Carpet Apartments Inc. property, to the south, to the Housing Corporation property. 

     

Fig. 1.   Belmont Road (in blue) on PEI Housing Corporation property.  Approximately 2.8 acres 
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Option 2 

Designate the PEI Housing land along Wright’s Creek. 

The wooded area is original Acadian Forest and has never been cut to any extent. (There were a few mature 

straight spruce trees taken for lumber until about 1960.) The original forest area is shown below and is 11.6 

acres including a small amount of marshland belonging to the Housing Corporation. There are a couple of 

acres of treed area on the west side that have grown up in the last 50 years, that are not included in the 11.6 

acres. 

This 11.6-acre area is part of the expanded 60-meter buffer zone. The part of the buffer zone in the fields will 

be planted in Acadian Forest trees. The area of the 60-meter buffer zone is approximately 25 acres. 

Either the original 11.6 acres of Acadian Forest or the entire 25-acre buffer zone could be designated. 

Gary Schneider of MacPhail Woods Ecological Project surveyed this area in 2020. His report is appended. 

       

Fig. 2.   Acadian Forest (in blue) along Wright’s Creek on PEI Housing Corporation property. 

 

Option 3 

Option 3 is to combine options 1 and 2. 
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A Future Option 

To complete the picture, a future option could be to designate the Mill Road property between St. Peters 

Road and the PEI Housing property (see below). This 4.5-acre property is privately owned but will likely 

become public property in the near future.  Gary Schneider has called it one of the best examples of Acadian 

Forest on PEI. 

 

 

      

Fig. 3.   The Mill Road property beside Andrew’s Pond in East Royalty. 

 

There are other areas of privately-owned and City-owned land in East Royalty that could be considered for 

designation. The purpose of this document is to concentrate on provincial land. 
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Report for the Wright’s Creek Watershed Environmental Committee 

January 27, 2020 

Gary Schneider, Macphail Woods Ecological Forestry Project 

With the planned development of the two PEI Housing Corporation (PEIHC) properties, it is good that 

the Wright’s Creek Environmental Committee is being proactive in looking at how to protect the 

waterway and the surrounding woodlands. 

I have experience with woodland in the area, through developing the trail many years ago at Royalty 

Oaks, writing the management plan and carrying out a lot of silvicultural work at the East Royalty 

Acadian Forest Park, and visiting John Andrew’s property. 

I had walked part of the trail from John’s property, and also come in from the other end.  But I had 

never walked the entire trail system around these properties, or experienced them in the winter.  It 

really is a lovely area and seems to be well used.  There are some beautiful, large trees in the buffer 

zones, especially red oak and American beech.  There were lots of birds along the waterway – 

gadwalls, mallards, common mergansers, blacks, green-winged teals, and two kingfishers.  And lots 

of woodland birds, including robins, ruffed grouse, black-capped chickadees and American 

goldfinches.  It is a very alive and active area, one that is of great benefit to residents of the area.  

With some work, it could become even more valuable to the area and also the broader community.   

Additional plantings and proper forest management will bring a multitude of values – storing carbon, 

improving wildlife habitat, increasing opportunities for physical well-being, and beautifying the area. 
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My first thought is that although the woodlands around the proposed development are limited, they 

are actually a fragment of the larger surrounding woodland.  It would make sense to have the 

PEIHC’s present and future woodland managed to promote the conservation and restoration of our 

original Acadian forest.  I recognize that there are different owners and managers, but Royalty Oaks 

and the East Royalty Acadian Forest Park are all part of the same woodland and exhibit similar 

characteristics.  It would be great to see them all managed well and thought of as part of a forest and 

not just small, disconnected blocks of woodland.  These are parts of the whole that we can not afford 

to throw away or put at risk - especially the large numbers of red oak, but also the American beech, 

yellow birch, alternate leaf dogwood, as well as the woodland wildflowers that I’m sure are there 

under the snow.  

Complicating things even more, there is a small block of land owned by the City of Charlottetown (PID 

#697268), that borders John’s property and runs out to the St. Peters Road.  This area could also be 

planted to someday become a future forest. 

The existing woodland along the stream is expected to provide a buffer to Wright’s Creek, but it really 

is too thin to be successful at this task.  Identifying the problems that the Wright’s Creek Watershed 

Environmental Committee is facing is relatively easy.   

1.  For the most part, the woodland is very narrow, and because of this has little ecological integrity.  

There is so much “edge” to it, created by the fields and the stream, that there is no interior woodland.  

This makes it very susceptible to high wind events, run-off, chemicals used in the farming, invasive 
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species (most of which prefer quite sunny locations), and predators such as cats, raccoons, and 

foxes that take a real toll on nesting birds. 

2.  Narrow buffer zones on flat areas are one thing, but narrow buffer zones along steep slopes are 

quite another.  The steepness means that for a buffer zone to be effective, it must be extra wide.  On 

these properties, for the most part everything flat is farmed, and the unfarmable slopes became 

default buffers.  They are in no way sufficient to prevent run-off and erosion, and to trap 

contaminants. 

3.  The invasive species need to be dealt with or they will continue taking up more and more of the 

woodland and threatening its health.  There are huge amounts of glossy buckthorn, one of the worst 

invasive plants that we have.  But that’s not the only one present.  There are large numbers of briar 

rose, in addition to English hawthorn, Scots pine, Japanese barberry, and burdock. 

In order to solve some of the problems, my main recommendation would be to make sure the 

conversations focus on providing something special to Islanders – now and into the future.  In 

situations like this, we often feel as though we are “taking away” land that could be developed.  Yet 

every city I’ve ever visited that had impressive natural areas had an individual or an organization or a 

municipal government that decided the investment would be worth it.  In this time of climate change, 

we’re now realizing additional benefits from adding more trees and forest land in general. 

The following are the steps that I would recommend you take to ensure the health of Wright’s Creek 

and the surrounding woodland: 

1.  The first thing I would do would be to widen the buffer zone along Wright’s Creek.  This area is 

about 800m long, and the existing buffer is anywhere from 20-40m, including the trail.  The area is 

quite steep along much of the riparian zone, and work has been done to address some of the existing 

erosion problems.  Unfortunately, silt fences won’t do the trick in these types of areas.  With the 

proposed development on the table, I would suggest expanding the riparian buffer zone immediately.  

There is no magic number to say what the width should be, but since you get so many benefits from 

wider buffers, I would look to the Morell River Cooperative for a positive example of protecting 

waterways.  They have a legislated 60m buffer along the river, and this is where I would start.  Again, 

it brings you not only waterway protection but also all the other benefits I have already written about. 

These plantings would take up about 2.5ha and would become part of a larger greenspace.  For the 

plants themselves, I would make the backbone of this expanded riparian buffer species that thrive in 

full sun in relatively dry conditions. 

Red oak 

American elm 

White birch 

Grey birch 

Red maple 

White ash 

White spruce 

Eastern larch 
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Red and black chokeberry 

Choke cherry 

Serviceberry 

Red-berried elder 

Common elder 

Willow 

Wild rose 

Wild raisin 

Highbush cranberry 

Red-osier dogwood 

Bayberry 

Sweetgale 

Speckled alder 

Mountain alder 

This will take about 2,400 plants, though just by stopping farming or mowing in this area, many trees 

and shrubs will start to regenerate on their own from the existing woodland.  Once these plantings 

have gained some size, you can add some later-successional species such as yellow birch, sugar 

maple, striped maple, eastern hemlock, white pine, hobblebush, witch hazel, and even some of our 

rarer woodland wildflowers and ferns. 

I would also add 10-20 bird boxes, especially for tree swallows.  With the plantings, I would create 

two or three pollinator gardens, using native species such as swamp milkweed, Joe Pye weed, 

cutleaf coneflower, and blue flag iris, would be welcome additions for wildlife and beautification.  

These could be any size, but the bigger the better.  Something like 3m x 10m would be quite useful.  

We have used these species in our native plant arboretum and had remarkable numbers of Monarch 

butterflies, hummingbird moths, and many other species of pollinators.  You could also add a “hotel” 

for pollinators if you wanted to take the next step in attracting these beneficial insects.  Here is just 

one of many designs: 



15 
 

  

2.  The existing forests also need some work.  Carry out enrichment plantings throughout the 

woodland in order to improve the health of the forest, increase biodiversity, and create better wildlife 

habitat.  Focus on native species that do well in dappled light.  The addition of rare plants is an 

important step in making the trail better known and used.  If people love the area, they won’t mind 

supporting your work.  The species I would use would be: 

Yellow birch 

Sugar maple 

Striped maple 

Mountain maple 

Ironwood 

Eastern hemlock 

White pine 

Red spruce 

Hobblebush 

Witch hazel 

Alternate-leaf dogwood 

Round-leaf dogwood 

Beaked hazelnut 

Christmas fern 

Male fern 

Ostrich fern 
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Cinnamon fern 

Interrupted fern 

Silvery spleenwort 

Yellow violet 

Hairy sweet Cicely 

Nodding trillium 

Painted trillium 

Blue-bead lily 

Dutchman’s breeches 

 

Depending on your budget, I would think that adding three-four hundred plants in this area would go a 

long way towards improving the health, beauty, and interest of this area of woodland.  The idea of 

adding plants is not just to correct an existing condition, but to provide seed sources so that in the 

future the forest continues to improve in health and biodiversity.  In this way, rare plants can spread 

through a series of protected areas. 

 

In addition, it would be worth doing some corrective pruning of the existing trees.  Many of the trees 

have “included bark” - caused by one or more stems growing tight together - and you can see where 

the stems will break off in a future storm.  Corrective pruning will extend the life of these trees, 

especially when it is done when they are young.  It is also a good idea to make sure that there are no 

dangerous trees along the trail and that the fallen trees are touching the ground (which hastens the 

decay of this wood). 

3.  The trail along the southern border of the property is another quite lovely area.  It would greatly 

benefit from having a wider buffer between it and any development, both for the health of the forest 

and to provide a better experience for visitors and future residents.  This area is 525m long and 

doubling the width of it from 30m to 60m would take up about 1.5ha.   

For the increased buffer, I would use the same full-sun plant species as suggested in number 1, using 

around 1,600 plants.  And for the woodland enhancement, use the same list as in number 2, with 

about 250-300 plants, and the same pruning and silvicultural work. 

4.  The removal of invasive species from these areas – especially the riparian zone - should not be an 

afterthought.  I’ve experienced firsthand what happens when you leave glossy buckthorn in the East 

Royalty Acadian Forest Park (and many other places).  The longer you leave it, the more trouble 

you’ll have getting it out, as the seeds remain viable for many years.  I would have some regular 

volunteer days for the area specifically relating to removing these plants.  Again, the more public 

interest you have in the trails, the easier it will be to attract volunteers. 

5.  When I originally looked at the ortho map, I thought that the 2.5ha block of woodland along the 

riparian zone next to John’s property was actually forest.  While still very valuable, especially for 

trapping silt and storing water, it is very young and would greatly benefit from some careful 

management.  I would thin out some of white birch and create 10-12 small (4-5m in diameter) blocks 

in which to add red oak, sugar maple, yellow maple, striped maple, white pine, eastern hemlock, and 
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red spruce.  Adding 20-30 late- successional trees to this area will really pay off in the future.  As I 

mentioned above, it is a matter of putting seed sources in place, not trying to fix everything at once. 

6.  If the City of Charlottetown is agreeable, I would plant the area that runs to the St. Peters Road 

alongside of John’s property.  Even if they just stopped mowing and you planted small numbers of red 

oak, red maple and white birch, that would be a great start.  With more and more hard surfaces 

(houses, parking spaces, roadways, etc.) in the area, we need to be storing carbon - and trapping 

water - in other ways.  Nothing works better than a woodland. 

In regards to a berm to divert water, this might be a good option combined with a properly engineered 

wetland.  That is outside of my area of expertise, for sure, but I do know that just diverting water 

generally means speeding it up, and without having a proper wetland, that can cause even more 

problems.  There are already enough concerns with run-off in the area, and the new development will 

undoubtably compound the situation.  That is why acting early on these issues is so important, 

especially with the plantings of the riparian zone buffers.  All too often, people wait until the problems 

arise, and then make some kind of effort to address them.   

My last suggestion would be to let people know what you are doing and get some positive publicity for 

it.  Whether people are interested in protecting waterways, attracting and viewing wildlife, storing 

carbon in the facing of a mounting climate crisis, or having more beautiful areas where people will 

come for physical activity, your work will touch a lot of bases.  What we have found over the years 

with the Macphail Woods project is that building community and community support is incredibly 

important to the success of our work.  You wind up rallying people around you to support your efforts, 

and as a result build a stronger community. 

Funding for any kind of environmental remediation can often be a problem, but fortunately there are 

some sources that should be available, outside of the possible contributions from the provincial 

government and the City of Charlottetown, and perhaps even donations.  

1.  The province of PEI should be able to help with some of the plants – and perhaps even the 

planting – for both the field work (the Carbon Capture Tree Planting Program - 

https://www.princeedwardisland.ca/en/service/carbon-capture-tree-planting-program) and the forest 

work (Forest Enhancement Program - 

https://www.princeedwardisland.ca/en/information/environment-water-and-climate-change/forest-

enhancement-program-fep-forestry-services). 

2.  Environment Canada’s EcoAction Community Funding Program 

(https://www.canada.ca/en/environment-climate-change/services/environmental-funding/ecoaction-

community-program/call-proposals.html) has just issued a call for proposals focusing on water quality.  

They want you to match their funding with some combination of cash and inkind contributions, but 

we’ve had a lot of success with them.  If you’re interested, we could do up a proposal.  Their deadline 

is March 3 for projects starting in the summer.  That might be too quick for you, but there is always 

next year. 

3.  There are a host of other funding bodies that help with tree planting, especially in urban areas.  

These include TD Friends of the Environment Foundation (https://www.td.com/ca/en/about-td/ready-
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commitment/funding/fef-grant/), RBC (https://www.rbc.com/community-social-impact/apply-for-

funding/index.html), and Tree Canada’s Green Streets program (https://treecanada.ca/news-

releases/the-greening-of-main-street-300000-in-funding-available-immediately-for-municipalities/)  

Here’s what the Tree Canada site says about their funding.  “As Tree Canada's flagship program, 

TD Green Streets strives to green cities and towns across the country by supporting innovative 

practices in municipal forestry. Through this unique program, communities across Canada are 

eligible to receive matching grants of up to $25,000 to support local urban forestry projects.”  Seems 

as though you would be a great fit. 

4.  Funding from the PEI Watershed Alliance through the Wright’s Creek Watershed Environmental 

Committee. 

5.  The provincial Wildlife Conservation Fund (https://www.peiwcf.ca/) 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide some thoughts on potential work in this area, and all the best 

with your endeavours.  And please let me know if I can help in any way.  If it is useful, I can draw up 

more detailed plans with placements and groupings. 

 

Gary Schneider, Supervisor 

Macphail Woods Ecological Forestry Project 
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