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IE30.16  Infrastructure and Environment Committee consideration on May 25, 2022_ Interim Report for the High Park Movement 
Strategy, submission Lenka Holubec  
 

May 25, 2022 

Matthew Green 

10th floor, West Tower, City Hall 

100 Queen Street West 

Toronto, ON M5H 2N2 

VIA E-MAIL: iec@toronto.ca; jane.weninger@toronto.ca; janie.romoff@toronto.ca; councillor_perks@toronto.ca; 
highparkmove@toronto.ca 

RE: IE30.16 Infrastructure and Environment Committee consideration on May 25, 2022_ Interim Report for the High 
Park Movement Strategy, submission Lenka Holubec  
 
 
Dear Chair Jennifer McKelvie , Vice Chair Councillor Pasternak and Councillors, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment on Interim Report for the High Park Movement Strategy 

 

Interim Report for the High Park Movement Strategy: 

“High Park is one of Toronto's largest public parks and one of the most significant natural sites within the city. 
High Park is also one of the most heavily visited and well connected parks in the City, serving as a local and 
regional destination. It is directly served by numerous subway and surface transit options, as well as active 
transportation routes. 

The HPMS will explore a range of interventions for improving the travel network, which prioritize safety, accessibility and the park’s 
ecological integrity. The inventory of interventions is being developed based on findings and feedback gathered through background 
analysis, technical study, and public and stakeholder consultation. Interventions that are being considered as part of the HPMS fall 
under three categories: controlled access, flow management and new infrastructure.” 
 

 My Recommendation 1: 
 
HPMS need to support protection of High Park for the long term and any changes to the travel network within the Study Area 
should result in lessening of user pressures as opposed to maximizing of use. 
 
The role of The High Park Movement Strategy is important as it may positively contribute to preserving of High Park’s natural 
heritage by contributing to easing pressures on this significant ESA/ANSI/PSW protected natural area.  
 
Present overuse and non compatible uses are undermining ecological function and natural features as noted in High Park – 
Terrestrial Biological Inventory  
 
pg. 54  5.2 Site Recommendations 
 
“The recommendations address the objective of protecting regional biodiversity in the TRCA jurisdiction. In order to at least 
maintain, and preferably enhance, the current level of biodiversity at High Park, the overall integrity of the natural heritage 
system that includes this provincially-significant area must be protected. 
 
Therefore, at the landscape scale, in keeping with the TNHSS, connections to other natural habitat patches in the landscape need to 
be enhanced and maintained. Furthermore, the recommendations highlight the issues that occur with increasing public use of the 
site. Managing public use, strategic placement of interpretive signage, allowing healthy dynamic natural processes to proceed, 
and controlling invasive species will all aid in addressing the negative matrix influences that are occurring on the park. 
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The following recommendations address the above natural heritage concerns, with an emphasis upon bolstering the existing natural 
features on site. Thus, we recommend overall that: 
1) existing habitats and features be protected and enhanced;  
2) that public use be managed; and 
 3) that invasive species be controlled” 
 
 
Pg. 55 
 
-Intensification and infill development of the neighbourhoods around High Park is anticipated. It is a desirable location. This could 
exacerbate the user pressures on this already heavily visited park, unless there is careful planning.  
 
-Uncontrolled recreational activities present a risk to the quality of the habitat in High Park 
 
Pg. 53 
 
-High participation rates increase the negative effects on habitats and species 
 
Pg. 55 
 
-At the Study Area, visitor pressure is currently high and is expected to increase. Strategies for managing human-use are needed if 
ecological health is to be maintained, or enhanced 
 
 
Interim Report for the High Park Movement Strategy: 

“4. Coordination with Parkside Drive review 
In response to a member motion adopted by City Council (MM37.1), the Transportation Services Division has implemented changes to 
the Parkside Drive Corridor to manage vehicle speed and improve pedestrian mobility, and has initiated a study that will 
explore the long-term possibilities for reconfiguration of Parkside Drive to better serve all road users.” 
 
 
 

 My Recommendation 2: 
 
Connectivity within the High Park and across of surrounding landscape, such as Parkside Drive, Bloor St. West, Ellis Park Rd. is crucial 
for maintaining biodiversity, therefore the choice for Road Configuration Scenarios for Parkside Drive need to reflect this. 
 
Attachment 2: Example Road Configuration Scenarios for Parkside Drive 
 
#1- Existing condition and #4 choices seem to pose the least obstacles and provide safer passage for wildlife.   
 
What people consider safe or desirable may not be safe for wildlife. Generally, bike lanes, as noticeable along Bloor St. West on the 
north side of High Park present obstacle for wildlife crossing and may increase harm, mortality and result in lesser persistence of 
affected species. 
 
#! Existing condition 
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#4 
 

 
 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
Lenka Holubec 

member High Park Nature 

 
Background: 
 
High Park – Terrestrial Biological Inventory  
 
 
Pg. 49  
“Sensitivity to patch isolation considers the overall response of fauna species to fragmentation and isolation of 
habitat patches from one another. One underlying consideration is the physical ability, or the predisposition, of 
a species to move about within the landscape and how this ability is affected by the connectivity of habitat. A 
second is the potential impact that roads and other habitat breaks have on fauna species that need to be 
mobile. Bird species generally score lower than herpetofauna for the latter consideration (although they do 
forage and move along connecting corridors). Most herpetofauna score very highly because their life cycles 
require them to move between different habitat types; their mobility exposes them to impacts, most often 
road-kill. At the population level, birds too will be affected if the need for adult birds to forage for food during 
the nestling and fledgling stage of the breeding season is not provided for. By maintaining and improving the 
connectivity of natural cover within the landscape (e.g. by reforestation of intervening lands) we are able to 
positively influence the populations of such species, improving their foraging and dispersal potential” 
 
Pg. 50 
 
“Most of the mobility restricted fauna species at the Study Area are relatively small-bodied animals; their life 
cycle requirements may be satisfied within the confines of High Park. However, for coyote (Canis latrans), red 
fox (Vulpes vulpes) and other larger mammals, home ranges may not be contained within the Study Area 
boundaries, and young mammals also need to disperse from natal areas. As individuals move back and forth 
across the landscape, they have to contend with the roads surrounding and intersecting the site. In any such 
urban landscape the habitat within the natural spaces becomes more critical to regional biodiversity. If 
connectivity between such natural spaces can be maintained or improved the potential for persistence of these 
species will be enhanced.” 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

https://highparknature.org/
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Pg. 55 
In the longer term, efforts could be made to improve habitat connectivity across High Park, and between High Park and other natural 
areas. The most obvious linkage is south to the Lake Ontario waterfront, where the transportation infrastructure presents a 
formidable barrier but also where sizeable patches of natural habitat remain both north and south of the barrier.” 
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