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Transportation network with far too many gaps

The Regulation of Tree Cutting in Dufferin
The Dufferin County

Council is in the process of
rewriting a tree cutting by-law
which will:  limit the sale of
timber and firewood; require a
permit every time one cuts a
tree; treat sales differently than
own use; and encourage neigh-
bours to comment on your for-
est harvesting activities. 

The drafting of tree cutting
by-laws is very challenging
because trees are covered by
many provincial laws including:
the Ontario Municipal Act, the
Conservation Act, the Trees
Act, the Environmental Bill of
Rights Act, the Endangered
Species Act, the Planning Act,
the Provincial Policy Statement
and the Places to Grow Act.
Getting a by-law which is con-
sistent with all these provincial
Acts will require quite a lot of
effort by legal counsel.  The
Trees Act for example states
that any trees cut in accordance
with good forestry practice are
excluded, That looks like an
excellent place to start. 

The draft proposal on the
County website, www.dufferin-
county.on.ca/document_info.as
px?id=2371 appears to be based
on a number of questionable
assumptions.  First it assumes
trees are a unique form of prop-
erty which should be regulated

by the County.  Trees, on most
farms and many non-farm prop-
erties are a perennial crop not
unlike hay or pasture.  No other
crops on private property are
regulated by the county.  Why
are trees regulated  by permits
as to whether one can or cannot
sell them.  Many woodlots are
profit centres which are man-
aged to provide income to the
owners, 

Money actually grows on
trees but only if the owners are
allowed to harvest and sell
them.  A deciduous hardwood
woodlot increases in value in
the order of $125 to $150 per
acre per year.  Given a managed
harvest of timber every 10 to 12
years, a well managed woodlot
creates an income of approxi-
mately $1,500 per acre each
harvest.  Given the attractive
federal taxation regulations, the
sale of timber is a profitable
activity.  Properly managed
trees are a profitable crop and
should be treated like other
farm crops.  Just because
municipalities can control tim-
ber and firewood sales does not
mean they need to. 

The second questionable
assumption implicit in the by-
law constraints on tree sales
involves the naive idea that the
volume of growth will be maxi-

mized by not allowing any tree
cutting.  The problem with this
idea is that deciduous trees
grow much slower as they age.
Older trees form a canopy
which retards the growth of
younger, faster growing trees,
thus reducing the total biomass.
Refusing to allow the cutting of
trees, in addition to being eco-
nomically irrational also creates
a less efficient forest in terms of
biomass  and oxygen creation.
If woodlot owners cannot sell
timber and firewood, they will
not manage, care for or protect
their woodlots.  

Financial benefit does more
to determine landowner’s
actions than any government
regulation.  Profits encourage
good practices such as opening
the canopy to encourage new
growth, the removal of diseased
and weed tree species such as
ironwood and thorns and wind
damaged trees.  Man can and
has in many situations
improved the quality of wood-
lots by proper management.
The proposed by-law limits
annual harvest for own use to 6
bush cords per property.  

The total quantity of trees
which can be cut each year
should be related to the size of
the woodlot.  A minimum of
one bush cord per acre should
be allowed without a permit so
that proper silviculture practices
can be undertaken.  Clear cut-
ting should be restricted to a
very small area and be based on
the total area of the woodlot.  A
maximum area of say, 5%,
could be allowed without
threatening the future of a
woodlot.   

The draft by-law requires
notification of neighbours when
clear cutting is anticipated and
posting a sign when harvesting
timber.  This appears to be a

way to get neighbours to object
to harvesting or clear cutting of
a woodlot.  Frankly, it is none of
a neighbour’s business what
one does with their property as
long as it does not impact their
property.  No one is ever asked
to inform others when they har-
vest other crops and further-
more, permits are not required.
The issuing of permits looks
like a money grab by the coun-
ty.  The issuing and checking on
adherence to permits will
require considerable effort and
costs.  In order to be fair, there
will also need to be an appeal
process.  More bureaucracy is
the inevitable result of regulat-
ing the growing and sale of tim-
ber and firewood. 

All woodlot owners should
be concerned with this revised
by-law which will be discussed
at the Dufferin council meeting
in Orangeville at 7 00 pm on
October 8. 

Jim White 
via email

––o––
The Dufferin County

Council will host a public meet-
ing at 7:00 pm 8 October to
consider a tougher version of its
tree-cutting bylaw.  

Concerned citizens should be
aware that the changes will
apply a non-refundable $50 fee
to the existing bylaw, limit
“normal farm practice” to six
bush cords of wood per year,
stiffen the existing requirement
to apply for a permit to harvest
trees or thin a forest, etc.  

The current bylaw exempts
just about all tree destruction
except harvest, and allows
county agents to enter private
land without a warrant to search
for evidence on suspicion that
trees are being harvested with-
out permission.  It also obliges
the owner to seek neighbours’
approval, post a sign at the farm
entrance, pay a professional tree
marker (list available on an
Ontario government web site),
have the harvesting contractor
co-sign the permit application,
etc.  

It’s unlikely that the county
administrative officer will
approve a permit, as she is on
record as saying her job is to
“preserve the forest cover of the
county.”  

The bylaw is allowed to exist
thanks to the Ontario Municipal
Act, but it need not remain in
effect if enough citizens express
disapproval at the 8 October
meeting.  A similar bylaw in
Muskoka was rejected when the
community objected to it.  

Charles Hooker  
Orangeville

ONE THING Canadians who
travel abroad soon discover is
that we have a lot to learn from

Europeans when it comes to trans-
portation generally, and public transit
in particular.

At a time when Canada has almost
no rail passenger service outside the
Montreal-Windsor corridor and pathet-
ically slow service even within it, rail-
ways in Europe offer high-speed ser-
vice just about everywhere, with many
of the rail lines being fully electrified.

Granted, developing a first-class
transportation network in Canada has
been, and always will be, a big chal-
lenge because of our demographics,
with nearly all our 30-million-plus res-
idents spread out more than 5,000 kilo-
metres between the Atlantic and Pacific
coasts and the vast majority of us  liv-
ing within a few hours’ drive of the
U.S. border.

Although transportation has been a
political hot potato ever since comple-
tion of a transcontinental railway was
made a condition of British Columbia’s
entry into Confederation, precious little
has been done toward bringing either
our road or rail networks up to 21st
Century standards.

We see it as nothing short of scan-
dalous that 60 years after Parliament
passed the Trans-Canada Highway Act
in 1949, the TCH remains the only
“national” highway, and that except for
a few short stretches near Sudbury and
Sault Ste. Marie it’s still just an ordi-
nary, two-lane road between Arnprior
and the Manitoba border, a distance of
more than 2,000 kilometres.

Sadly, at a time when all the nation-
al political parties are subscribing to a
need for economic stimulus and
improvements to infrastructure, none
has a platform that includes a promise
to work with the provinces on develop-

ment of a national highway grid com-
plementing the U.S. Interstate system,
the stimulus scheme that President
Dwight D. Eisenhower promoted as a
massive public works project during a
mid-1950s recession.

Whatever else might be said, it’s
surely obvious that in an era of conti-
nental free trade, Canadian farmers and
manufacturers alike suffer from having
a grossly inadequate a system of high-
ways, lacking even a single coast-to-
coast freeway.

Even the current project of “twin-
ning” the TCH is showing progress
only east and west of Ontario, with four
lanes now available through most of
Quebec and the Maritimes as well as
across all three Prairie Provinces, save
for a short stretch in western Manitoba
and the middle of Calgary. (Outside of
Ontario’s, the major challenge remain-
ing is in B.C., where widening the TCH
to four lanes through the two mountain
passes between Revelstoke and the
Alberta border poses a gargantuan
task.)

But inadequate as our road trans-
portation network surely is, it’s clearly
superior to our existing forms of public
transit.

Even in Toronto, the only Canadian
city that has retained a streetcar system,
public transit is second-class by com-
parison with that offered in European
cities of similar size.

Part of the problem is obviously a
lack of adequate funding by all levels
of government. Although everyone
gives lip service to the idea of getting
commuters out of their cars, the best
option most of them have been given is
an occasional bus that may or may not
connect with a commuter train and
likely won’t deliver them close to their
places of employment.

Currently, commuters in the Greater

Toronto Area are being served, more or
less, by a multiplicity of local transit
services that all must get most of their
revenue from fares that are so high they
prevent patronage from ever reaching
the point where the service being
offered would be frequent, let alone
speedy.

In fact, the only entity that currently
offers both relatively cheap fares and
speedy service is GO Transit. (As an
example, anyone commuting between
Orangeville and downtown Toronto
has the option of GO service that will
get them to Union Station in roughly
90 minutes. A bus that leaves
Orangeville shortly before 6:30 a.m.
each weekday and connects with an
express GO train at Brampton sees its
passengers arrive at the Union shortly
before 8 a.m., and the return fare at a
little over $18 is less than two hours’
underground parking in downtown
Toronto.)

But one thing both provincially
owned GO and federally owned Via
Rail have in common is huge gaps in
the levels of service they provide. With
Via, the gap is between fairly frequent
service between Toronto and Montreal
and none at all between Toronto and
places like Orangeville, Goderich,
Collingwood, Sudbury and Peter-
borough that still have rail lines. With
GO, it’s between the huge, double-
deck trains and the only other mode,
ordinary intercity buses.

Ironically, both Via and GO could
fill these gaps by introducing self-pro-
pelled rail cars similar to the Dayliners
that used to move at up to 70 m.p.h.
between Toronto and Owen Sound.

For some unexplained reason, nei-
ther GO nor Via has ever explained its
disinterest in modern versions of the
Dayliner which Canada’s own Bom-
bardier is selling abroad. Pity.

The two recent acts of vio-
lence against women within the
Town of Orangeville certainly
cry out for a renewed focus on
proactive involvement at all
levels of society.  It is impera-
tive that we learn to take every
threat, every questionable act
as a very clear message to pro-
tect those whose gender puts
them at increased risk.  

Having experienced the dark
side of violence against one of
our own family members in
recent years, our family has
lived the danger - and it is an
all-encompassing fear and out-
right violation of one’s life and
lifestyle that is the result.
When in that situation, one
looks for compassion, under-
standing and action from both
law enforcement and the justice
system.  

Too often, however, it is the
rights of the perpetrator that
gain momentum within our
system and the victim is left to
question her own involvement,
intentions and vulnerability.  It
is high time that all levels of
government and local authori-
ties view this as a wake-up call!
It is time for the good people in
society to band together and

shout “We’re not going to take
this anymore!”  

It is time that any threat
towards a female is taken dead-
ly seriously.  It is time for men
to take responsibility in educat-
ing and empowering other men
to take an active role in eradi-
cating “violence against
women”.  It is time to hold per-
petrators totally accountable
for their acts of violence.  It is
time to demand that the victim
be given rights.  

Alas, as a Crown Attorney
stoically said to our family
when the punishment certainly
did not seem to even approach
the crime against one of our
family members, “After all, it
is called the Criminal Justice
System”.  The threat, ultimate-
ly though, is not only to indi-
vidual women and their fami-
lies, but also to the whole fab-
ric of the community. The
whole community suffers when
violence occurs.  

Let’s change the course of
action before yet other local
women find themselves as vic-
tims.  

Every threat is a deadly seri-
ous threat!  

A caring husband and father

Renewed focus needed

The response to Ms.
Wallace’s delegation of
September 3 involved
Councillors Crowe, Elliott, and
Kumprey as well as myself.
Mayor Fawcett was not in
attendance(we are not sure
why). HOWEVER, she did
review the prepared material
prior to distribution. The
response was signed by me ON
BEHALF on the Council of the
Corporation of the Township
of Melancthon.   

The written pages used
words like “for example” or
“for discussion only” relative
to costs of various studies and
were not “absolute” as inferred
in the article.   

Bill Hill 
Deputy Mayor

Township of Melancthon

Whether the county made a good
deal on remediation costs of the
Dufferin Oaks exterior finish

might be a matter of debate, but it would
seem to have been the best possible
arrangement they could have made.

Between engineers and payment for
possibly satisfactory use of the finish, the
remedy is costing the county about
$70,000 of the total repair cost of approxi-
mately $400,000. That’s about $30,000 to
investigate and about $40,000 for the
earned usage.

But consider that the exterior insulating
finish had been in place for half of its 10-
year warranty period before any deteriora-
tion was noticed by anyone. 

It would be hard to argue that the finish,
or stucco if you prefer, had not been prop-
erly applied when it had withstood four or
five harsh winters.

Maybe the insulating system is not
appropriate for the local climate. Yet the
manufacturer evidently says it is, and was
willing to provide a 10-year warranty to
back that up.

The county would have had two choices
in its dealing with the suppliers: litigate or
negotiate. It chose to negotiate and came
up with what appears to be a reasonable
solution — if not completely ideal in
everyone’s mind.

There is an old saying, “You can fight
city hall, and sometimes you can win. But
in so doing you might destroy yourself.”
Had county council chosen the option of
court action on the Oaks exterior, it could
have lost either the entire costs of remedi-
ation or, at possibly best, the costs of liti-
gation.

I believe Mayor Allen Taylor and his
committee, along with county staff, acted
in accordance with the long-standing
advice on avoiding distress: “Strive for
your highest attainable aim, but don’t put
up resistance in vain.” In other words,
don’t flog a dead horse.

* * *
On another topic, I was a bit surprised

recently when the Toronto Star chose to
attack the Canadian military for the care it
is taking to make certain the wrong news
does not come out of its operations in
Afghanistan.

By “wrong” I am not referring to propa-
ganda. I would not wish to be a front-line
soldier in a war in which my unit’s strate-
gy and every tactic was being reported in
detail by news outlets that the enemy
would most certainly follow.

The Star chose not to point out that
there is no access in Ontario to any infor-
mation from any provincial ministry
except whatever the media relations
departments care to release.

The vital difference is that the military
control of the news out of combat zones is
directly related to saving lives. Lives are
not at stake in the reporting of happenings
at provincial ministries.

The public most certainly has a right to
know whether the war in Afghanistan is
being won or lost. It has a right to know
the financial cost as well as the more criti-
cal cost of lives lost. 

But it should not want to know anything
about the tactics, strategies and specific
troop movements.

On the
other
hand, the
same pub-
lic should
have right
— whe-
ther via
the media
or otherwise — to know precisely what is
happening, where its money is being
spent, and what is in the planning stages,
among other things, at every level of gov-
ernment at all times.

It surprises and dismays me that a main-
line medium should attack the military for
what it views as a control of news in the
face of 130 Canadian deaths in
Afghanistan, forgetting that censorship
was an absolute necessity in the Second
World War, and neglecting the provincial
Liberal control of every detail out of
Queen’s Park but, from time to time,
attacking Prime Minister Stephen Harper’s
apparent muzzling of news out of Ottawa.

Sometimes, even in times of “slow”
news, positive things that should be of
public interest are largely disregarded.

Take, for example, last week’s federal
investment of $32 million in a program
called Branding Canada, an effort to bol-
ster Canadian agri-food exports that
already stand at about $32-billion annual-
ly.

Major media were quick to report the
identification of a single mad cow in
Alberta a few years ago, and just as happy
to misname the 2009 novel H1N1 flu as
“swine flu,” but rarely point out even now
that it’s a mixture of the swine, avian and
human viruses.

The single BSE case in Alberta led to a
panic that closed borders to Canadian beef
and bankrupted an unreported number of
farmers.

The swine flu misnomer has similarly
wreaked havoc on hog producers, for no
valid scientific reason.

All of this makes the promotion of the
Canada brand of food products as safe and
of the highest quality of more importance
to the prosperity of the agri-food sector
than the relatively small investment of
$32-million would imply.

But I didn’t learn about it from the
major media, nor did I see a news release
about it. I got the information from Farm
Credit Canada’s AgriSuccess Express
newsletter.

If you wish to learn more about the
Canada Brand program, just Google
Canada Brand.

The best possible arrangement

Wanted: some ‘official’ scenic tours

SO HERE WE ARE in the Month of Colour,
as October might well be dubbed, and the
local arts community is celebrating artistic

colour with the Headwaters Arts Festival while
the Credit Valley Explorer is running special fall
colour tours.

Without a doubt, the next few weeks will pro-
vide a golden opportunity for the local populace,
as well as the hordes from the Greater Toronto
Area, to witness the spectacular colours in the
Dufferin area’s many wooded valleys.

However, one thing missing in both Dufferin
and Caledon are highways and byways that have
been officially designated as “scenic routes” and
assist tourists with the appropriate road markers.

Granted, some roads so obviously qualify as
scenic routes that they likely don’t need the mark-
ers, three examples being Caledon’s Fork of the
Credit Road, Mono’s Hockley Road and
Mulmur’s River Road, all of which will be busier
than usual as the fall foliage reaches its colourful

peak.
However, what’s really needed is a grid of sorts

that would offer tourists a round trip.
One such in Caledon would take you from

Highway 10 along Forks of the Credit Road to
Mississauga Road, up to Peel Road 24, south on
Shaw’s Creek Road, east through Belfountain to
Mississauga Road, south to the Grange Sideroad
east past the Caledon Badlands and back to
Highway 10. 

(The more adventurous would continue east on
the Grange to Mountainview Road, up to
Highway 9 and back to 10 via Horseshoe Hill
Road and Olde Base Line Road.)

In Dufferin, one “grand circle tour” could also
start from Highway 10, follow the Hockley Road
to Airport Road, north to Dufferin 21, west as far
as Ruskview (for the spectacular view of the Pine
River Valley), south to Terra Nova, west along the
River Road to Prince of Wales Road and south to
Highway 10 at Primrose. 

In my 
opinion

WWeess
KKeelllleerr


