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Minutes 
 

Wright's Creek Watershed Committee Zoom Meeting 
Thursday, May 14   

6:30 pm 
  
Present: Mia Hill, Bill Whelan, Michelle Cottreau, Dan Mcaskill, Dallas Kelly, Mike Lund, 
Natalie Jameson, Ellen Winacott, Heidi MacLeod, Jeanne Maki, Julie McCabe, Mark 
Arsenault, Norman Dewar, John Andrew, Diane Flood, Bryan Grimmelt 
  
  
1. Approval of Minutes from last committee meeting (March 5, 2020) Minutes attached.  
Approved 
  
2. Business arising from minutes.  Any items arising will be discussed at next in-person 
meeting of the watershed committee.  
  
3. Royalty Oaks De-designation: 
 
Natalie:  We can all agree on one thing, there have been some major traffic issues at 
the by-pass/St. Peters Road intersection.  This is a concern that has been raised by 
many who are trying to access adjacent neighbourhoods.  
  
The Royalty Oaks forest borders the by-pass and is located just behind Kentucky Fried 
Chicken.  Natalie has spent time out there to examine implications of the proposed re-
designation and she articulated her initial concerns about the proposal.  If the project 
proceeds the area impacted involves 5 large trees.  A lot of the area involved is bush. 
Natalie said she is not trying to dismiss the value of those 5 trees, but the project would 
have a lot less of an impact than she first thought.   Natalie has received 25 emails, 
some concerned about de-designating a protected area, others reaffirming the dangers 
of that intersection.  Also, she said, active transportation routes are very important to 
residents.  Natalie pointed out that her department, as well as the Dept. of 
Transportation, is open to feedback and public input. 
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Mark Arsenault:  De-designation is allowed under the Natural Areas Protection Act – if 
in the public interest and for the greater good.   0.72 acres would be de-designated.  
Mark is Wildlife Habitat Coordinator and in charge of designation, de-designations for 
the province. Eventually any call for de-designation must go through Executive Council 
for final decision. The de-designation process has to be done as per rules of the Act.  
(FYI; Under the ACT protection is immovable when it comes to private lands, but not 
with public lands — the designation can be removed if it's deemed to be in the public 
good.) 
  
Michelle opens for questions:   
 
Dan:  Asks Mark about the size and age of the trees involved.   
 
Mark: There are 5 large trees 100 years plus, 45 cm + diameter, height 16-18 meters 
and a number of smaller diameter trees. The trees are right on the proposed highway 
widening area that will create an extra turning lane and a multi-purpose trail.  The area 
is surrounded by glossy buckthorn, which will be removed.  The trees are sugar maple, 
red oak, yellow birch, red maple.   
 
Dan: They are part of the core PEI Natural Area system and are old growth forest. 
Royalty Oaks is one of the last remaining pieces of the Island’s historic Acadian forest in 
the city and one of the largest. The trees in question are on the northwest part of the 
Royalty Oaks facing the prevailing wind direction and are a critical wind buffer for the 
balance of the stand.  What is in the area that is being offered back in compensation are 
the former backyards of old house lots and are primarily grassland.   
 
Michelle: those five trees --- what percentage of the old forest do those represent?  
 
Mark: 1% 
 
Jeanne:  Feels like trees are given a bum wrap. A 100 year old tree can really only be 
replaced in a 100 years.  A lot of genetic loss.  Says she understands the road safety 
issue, but trees always go -- if we want a road, they take second place.  We have to 
protect nature better.  Paving over the land, cutting trees -- we must take this all more 
seriously. 
 
Mark:  Within the stand, one old tree on the ground has fallen down on its own.  Another 
large oak has fallen.  The stand is self-seeding, so more coming up.  The downside is 
less of a windbreak for the stand in the future. 
 
Dan:  One of the major impacts of this whole de-designation impact is a moral and 
ethical issue.  The Province committed to protecting this area as well as a goal of 
establishing 7% protected area.  It is a recognized site across the country.  To de-
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designate a part of the stand that protects the overall forest area as a whole -- this is a 
moral failure.  The Government of PEI does not have a good track record of protecting 
designated natural areas.  Within the tender specifications that went out, the 
environment is not even mentioned.  So, there is no penalty if a bulldozer went in and 
did more damage. There are no repercussions.  The replacement area that is being 
offered up in lieu of this area of trees has very little ecological value.  
 
There are very few stands of old growth forest across the province and in Charlottetown 
virtually none. 
 
Jill:  What alternatives were explored? 
 
Natalie:  The decision was not taken lightly.  The Dept. of Transportation was very 
mindful of environmental impact.  Decisions were scrutinized.  Nobody wants to do this.  
But it is the best option in terms of safety and efficiency.  They did look at an 
overpass/underpass option, but that wouldn’t work because there is a need for 
adequate space to redirect traffic 
 
Mark:  Said he is not on engineering side.  But did wonder if this big a footprint is 
needed.  There was a re-examination of the area and the footprint got smaller by a 
couple of meters.  The Dept. of Transportation is inviting the public to go out and see 
first hand the footprint.  The plan also includes work on removing invasive species such 
as glossy buckthorn.  The intent is to have as little impact as they can on the 
environment. 
 
Ellen:  Wants to see mitigation measures in the plan to counteract exposure to 
prevailing winds and reforestation. 
 
Dan:  Asks which part of the plan is taking more of the stand -- multi-use trail or new 
lanes. The trail is more in the edge of the woods than the traffic lanes.  Would there be 
any possibility of moving the trail away from the Stand.  What about using the public 
land by the trailer court instead? 
. 
Regarding the tender, add covenants ensuring contractor respects the environment and 
there should be prohibitive penalties should they fail to honour that. 
 
Natalie:  Will make sure to bring that up. 
 
Dan:  When they are plowing in the winter months has the impact of the snow clearing 
and its impact on the stand been considered? There should be a water management 
plan – that explores any deleterious consequences from noxious materials off the road, 
including salt?   
 
Mark:  There would be a catch base system that catches water at the curb. 
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Does the water drain into Wright’s Creek?  Mark said he thought it would drain south of 
Wright’s Creek. 
 
Jeanne:  With respect the Active Trail, thousands of people driving that road.  Is the trail 
right next to the highway? 
 
Mark:  There will be a grassy medium between the trail and the road.   
 
Jeanne:  It is not an environmentally friendly or healthy location to be riding bikes or 
walking, given pollution from cars.  I know the Province and City want to get these multi- 
trails in place – but just putting that out there.   
 
Natalie:  Terry Bernard has consulted with Bike PEI and Bike Friendly PEI, trying to 
arrive at the best place to locate these trails. 
 
Jeanne:  If this is for walkers too, why would you want to walk there? If you want to walk 
downtown, you would cross at Kensington and go through quieter neighbourhoods. 
 
Natalie:  That’s the beauty of having the Wright’s Creek area for a nice quiet walk for 
walkers.  Adding paved trails make things accessible for people in wheelchairs. 
 
Jeanne:  When you say multi-purpose – making the trail for walking and cycling, but 
who would want to walk along there?   
 
Michelle:  Multi-purpose trail is still under discussion.  If there is a better option 
available, this should be considered. 
 
Dallas:  The project involves more than just 5 trees.  The de-designation is setting a 
dangerous precedent – that protected areas can be tossed aside so easily.  What’s 
next?  What’s 5 trees?  What’s 100 trees?  What prevents further erosion of these 
protected areas? 
 
Natalie:  Agrees. She says she has very much tried to fight for our forests. 
 
Ellen:  The Royalty Oaks Forest is not a well-loved stand of trees. It is not well cared for.  
A lot of trees are coming down now.  There is a need to proactively manage that forest 
and make it more known to public.  It is a great place for walking and picnicking, etc.  
She has seen pill containers, booze bottles.  It could be a much more beautiful spot, but 
is neglected. Perhaps the multi-purpose trail would help draw public attention to the 
value of the area. 
 
John:  The trail going up on new highway is the most direct route.  But there is another 
route option -- from corner of Kensington, beside trailer park and coming out onto 
Northridge just below the Church and then one could make their way to the roundabout.  
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It would take some twists and turns, but it is city owned land.  If that were done – the 
trail would not be right next to the highway and wouldn’t take the oaks.  Not sure anyone 
is looking at that option. 
 
The other thing is this should be handled like the wetland re-designation.  When 
highways take away from wetlands, they have to re-make wetlands and they have to do 
that in multiples of what they took away.  If they took away 1 acre, they need to replace 
3 acres.  Adding questionable land as a replacement is not enough.   
 
Mark: For years city has been looking for a trail. 
 
Jill: Would trees have to go – if we re-routed the trail? 
 
Mark:  Go see the stakes so you can see the impacted area on site.  Other trees will be 
cut.  They have been trying to manage the site, but it is the local people who are 
damaging it.  The trail has really been abandoned. 
 
Dan:  What about the effects of sub-soiling and paving on root systems, wind on crown 
of trees?  The project could kill the root systems of adjacent trees.  Comparing area to 
area, it costs an incredible amount of money to replace trees of that size -- using the 
marshland system comparison.  You must look at the loss of this area which has the 
highest level of land protection in the province and the impact of the loss, and cost it 
out.  This project – engineering plans are in place, without an environmental impact 
review. That’s very odd.  Dan says he will get something in writing to Natalie. He says 
the location of multi-use trail somewhere else – would make a big difference to the 
forest. 
 
Natalie and Mark leave meeting, Julie signs off, too.  
 
Mike Lund continues to sit in for Natalie 
 
4. Buffer zone project update:   
 
Jeanne: We now have a 60 m buffer zone approved.  Last week we got it measured and 
Bryan did a GPS mapping. Beth Hoar came out and identified a serious Glossy 
Buckthorn problem in the area.  This is difficult to get rid of.  If somebody in government 
knows how to get rid of it, let us know.   
 
The field where they attempted to install the sewer line comes up a steep hill from the 
creek.  We want to try to plan a nice area for shrubs and trees, benches, perhaps 
pollinator garden.  Right now, the steep slope of the hill causes erosion and run-off.   
 
On May 13 wildlife biologist Daryl Guignion, who worked on watershed many years ago 
and Rosie MacFarlane were out there.  They came out and walked around the area with 
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John and me. When Daryl saw the slope, he said it was a high risk area.  The farmer 
did not underseed the crop, so any water would just carry into the woods and into the 
creek.  He thinks Agriculture has a management plan for cropping on a slope – they 
should come out and see what could be done.  Housing doesn’t appear to have any 
oversight in that field.  Both Daryl and Rosie commented on what a beautiful area this 
is.  About 72 acres with hedgerows.  They thought the entire area should be made into 
a park for all the people of Charlottetown. As Charlottetown continues to grow, it will be 
the centre of the city and would be something very special.   
 
Right now, we are still hoping to get a larger 100 m buffer zone approved.   
 
The tree/shrub order has gone in and can be delivered to the site on May 27.  A 
potential (weather permitting) planting day could be May 28.  Volunteers will be needed.  
A lot of work needs to be done ahead of that to decide where to locate the trees.    
 
Swallow boxes are going to be installed soonest. 
     
John:  Certainly, Daryl and Rosie were very impressed.  Regarding the possibility of it 
becoming parkland, Housing says it is less likely the land will be developed. So that 
opens up the possibility.  So, there is no reason to use that land for housing.  This would 
mean a sizeable area could be returned to parkland.  We should keep this on the 
agenda.  It's a good first step to build up the buffer zone.  The slope is a problem and 
must be taken care of.  We will do as much as we can and explore long term possibility 
of the parkland. 
 
Michelle:  If they do develop the area as parkland, there is also a plan to turn the old 
landfill into a park.  Would they want to go for parks on both sides of the creek?  
 
Bryan:  Regarding the glossy buckthorn issue, we should establish a subcommittee to 
research how to control it. 
 
Jeanne:  Beth Hoar has told her that efforts to get rid of glossy buckthorn in other 
locations have not been successful. It can be cut off, but it grows back.  Perhaps it 
would help to cover it with rugs, getting at it bit by bit.  We could look at tackling this in 
late summer or fall. 
 
Dan:  The best way to resolve the erosion problem in the field area is to remove it from 
agricultural production. It would be a nominal cost for the gain we would get regarding 
the protection of creek.  About glossy buckthorn, you have to take a hard look at the 
surrounds and the movement of the seed.  Removal is a costly project and very labour 
intensive over years. 
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Dallas:  Told us he manages the Ag portfolio for ScotiaBank.  The most expensive land 
on PEI is $6000.00 an acre, the closer to the city the higher value.  The onus should be 
on Housing to control the erosion and protect the watershed. 
 
John:  Regarding the value of the land – the government originally paid $2000 an acre 
and, if the area could be purchased not at today’s value, it could be possible to do the 
parkland.  We will have to look into this further, perhaps writing up a proposal. 
 
Dan:  The trees and shrubs that have been ordered can be held in the nursery – proper 
holding facilities. 
 
Jeanne:  Hoping to get them in sooner than later, so we don’t have to start hauling 
water.  We are getting 300 shrubs and trees, and want to have the holes ready to go. 
Jeanne has trees from her woodlot in the country as well.  Larch, ash, red maple. 
 
Mike: Regarding volunteers for planting and prep work, he can organize people from the 
City and the Province to help out, perhaps also people from the nursery. It’s an ideal 
project, people at nursery can help.  He doesn’t want us to worry about manpower.  
Natalie wants to help out in any way possible. 
  
Mike:  No matter what type of raw materials, we will get the materials.   
 
Jeanne:  Will get in touch with Mike regarding our needs for compost, soil, mulch, etc. 
and volunteer needs 
 
Michelle:  Jeanne and Michelle will work on a plan, then pre-stake the plan and have it 
ready to go on planting day.  We can’t decide on planting date yet.  Planting day will 
depend on weather conditions.  If it’s really dry, might not want to stress the trees. 
 
CONTACT INFO FOR MIKE LUND:  mtlund@gov.pe.ca   
902- 218-4254 
  
Mike: There is a public consultation process underway regarding the new traffic lanes, 
active trail (Royalty Oaks impact), including an opportunity to view the trail/de-
designation on site.  There are stakes plotting out the area.   
 
Jill:  Will get in touch with tour people and set up a date for us. 
  
Dallas:  Suggested when we go out for the tour we have the Minister (I am assuming 
Myers, since Natalie knows the area well) and other officials take a walk through the 
area – take a walk along the trails – a tour of the trail system. 
 

javascript:main.compose('new',%20'mailto=mtlund@gov.pe.ca')
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Mike:  It is a unique area of beauty – spectacular, for anyone who loves nature you can 
become one with nature.  Feel secluded in urban area.  Needs to be kept in its natural 
state. 
 
Mike:  In terms of the proposal for Royalty Oaks – it is still open for input. 
     
5.  Other projects in the works: Update  
  
a. John - Barbour's Pond: We still have to answer DF0 Questions in order to get the 
permit.  Darren has been working on that.  We want to match up this project with main 
bridge project on St. Peters Rd.   Once the water is lowered during the bridge 
construction, we will make plans for Barbour’s Pond draw down to be constructed.  
Environment has a cut off for this kind of work – in the fall.  So have to make sure there 
is time to do it. 
 
Michelle:  Have sent a letter to Terry to release funds for the project.  Ramona was 
looking for a budget, but we can’t provide it until the specific plan is confirmed.  All we 
can say now is that we will spend $60-70,000.  We have a local engineer who has 
already done some drawings that we could work with.  
  
b. John: There is already a trail to Love Court.  A new side trail would run about 50 feet 
to the Milk Can Spring on the west side of the trail before it goes between the duplexes 
up to Love Court.  This would provide trail access to Milk Can Spring, which was used in 
bygone days to cool milk.  A local resident is cleaning up the area, including the spring.  
The idea is to put a short side trail down to the spring, perhaps a bench.  Talked with 
Twins Landscaping – to see if they would help.  Will get an estimate. 
  
Michelle: Permit applications for all of these trails has gone into Dept of Environment.  It 
is now a waiting game.  Awaiting permission from Mr. MacDonald.  Regarding the 
wooden bridge built several years ago on the Barbour land,– John wants to install a 
small sign thanking Ms. Barbour - recognizing contribution.  Frank Quinn going to have 
a discussion with MacDonald. 
     
c. John: 3rd Annual Andrew's Pond Fishing Derby was proposed for Sat. June 13 or rain 
day Sunday, June 14 (Canada Rivers Day).  Due to Covid-19 protocols, it cannot 
proceed.  Health PEI says, since the gathering would be 100 people, it’s a no go.  We at 
least tried.  Maybe hold it in the fall, but the water levels might be down in the fall.  
Maybe just a no go for this year. Potentially HRA might find another pond that could be 
used.   
  
7. Multi-use Trail Proposals:  There was a misunderstanding regarding this agenda 
item, which was meant to allow discussion regarding the various site options for 
extending multi-purpose trails (including Wright’s Creek, paving surfaces, etc.). Since 
meeting time was late – this can be discussed at a later meeting.   
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8. Summer Students. Assuming we get the CSJ and the JFY, how do we hire the 
students and when do we get at the process?  We have to discuss this with Bryan. 
Mike Lund again noted he could help out with finding us students. 
 
Dan:  Noted that WCWEC have to follow the Covid best management practices 
watershed group protocols.  Looks like any students we get on board will be in Phase 2 
or 3 of the protocols.  We need to sit down and see how it will be organized and study 
the protocols.  The protocols will require more on-site supervision.  Hillsborough River 
Association and PREP are starting the first crew on the May 19.  He will let us know 
how things go. They already spent ½ day sorting out the COVID provisions for the crew.   
Dan will get in touch with Bryan so they can discuss the Jobs For Youth student position 
request to discuss supervision needs. 
  
9. Other business:  none. 
   
10.  Next Meeting:  TBA 
  
Adjournment 
  
  
  
  
 
 


