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Good afternoon PAC members. Thank you for giving me the opportunity to speak today. I’ll start with a brief introduction, go over some of the headlines that have brought us here today, and then I’ll give you an overview of our two breakout sessions.
The first of the breakout sections will be dedicated to preselected rooms to discuss certain elements of our Land use policy.
In the second breakout session, we want you to think about your own organization and let us know how informed and aware you are of planning and land use matters, because by getting a pulse on what the local federations need from OFA it will help us develop the guidance document for local federations later on, over the summer months


PETER JEFFERY WRAPS UP HIS OFA CAREER

Peter Jeffery retired from his role with the organization after 33 years.
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So I’ll start by way of introduction. As we know, the OFA lost a powerful asset  in January when Peter Jeffery retired after 33 years in the position of Senior Farm Policy Analyst. He left on January 4th.
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I Have been in the role without Peter since beginning of January so I’m very much still learning. 
Raised on a farm in Middlesex County. (Same family since 1832) and we are OFA members
Background in English and Communications (UWO & Fanshawe)
I started with the Elgin Federation as administrator, then 3 years as OFA MSR Zone 4 Oxford Elgin before Peter’s position became available. 
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Presentation Notes
Next on my agenda I am going to talk about Land Use.
One of the tasks that I have been given is to re-evaluate and reassess our current OFA Consolidated land Use Policy document.
This is going to be the focus of Breakout session one. Input from that session will go to the OFA board for discussion and once the policy is approved I can start to work on the resource guide for local federations.
In speaking with some on the PAC steering committee I was hearing that PAC wanted to be more involved at the Policy development level, so the timing just worked out really, really well for us to give it a shot at this meeting today.
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Farmland Preservation is a big topic.
The pandemic brought light to the need to maintain and protect our Ag lands in Ontario from the perspective of food security.
That conversation however has brought a renewed focus on the established local planning process, which provides the framework for a balanced consideration of Land Use needs for Agriculture and Development

-The local planning process allows our members and our local federations the opportunity to provide input on ag impacts, and that’s really one of the reasons we are reviewing our land use policies with the goal of developing a Resource Guide for local federations. We want to clarify the points at which it makes the most effective use of the local federation’s resources to get involved, and we want to give you the tools to communicate those points effectively.
We will be hearing from Kevin Eby, a planner from the Waterloo region, later in the agenda, and he will cover this area in more detail.
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Agriculture Matters

A Guide for Municipal Councillors and Staff



Presenter
Presentation Notes
I wanted to just touch briefly here with a reminder about a great resource that currently exists in the OFA Ag matters toolkit. if you are going through a municipal official plan review, there are some great points in there. And you can always feel free to contact me through your MSR if you have questions. I will put my email address at the end of this presentation so that you can get a hold of me.

the new land use guidance document is not a replacement for the Ag matters resource, it’s more of a detailed breakdown on the farmland preservation issue offered in conjunction with Ag matters so that local federations can use these two resources alongside each other.


BACK.
ROOM

& OLTICE

)

Why are we Here?

Revisiting Land Use Issues
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So why are we here? Well, as many of you will know, land use issues, like the proposed glass plant in Stratford, have been a hot topic through the fall / winter. At the OFA, we realized that new issues were emerging, and we didn’t have language in the Land Use policy to address those issues.
This means that we really didn’t have a go-to policy that we could provide to local federations, which I think is maybe captured by the AGM resolution out of Perth asking for resources that local federations can use to speak up for farmland in instances where MZOs were being proposed.
Our position so far at the OFA has been that we understand that MZOs are an important tool for the government to have in areas that do not have their own established local planning processes in place, but that we do not support the use of MZOs for loss of farmland in areas where local planning processes are in place.


By Craig Lord - Global News
Posted February 5, 2021 11:54 am
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Even in areas where there are local planning processes in place, we are seeing development that does not really follow the established model. Like this one in the Ottawa area, where farmland is being eyed for development. This particular example involves 445 hectares that are not near the settlement boundary. This is far from the only incident  that our members are dealing with across the province.



MZOs

Markham MZQO adds to ‘circus’ surrounding Flato
development on Stouffville border

Decision creates 'domino effect' that allows erosion of farmland, democratic
process, critics charge

By Heidi Riednersa Markham Economist & Sun
Thursday, February 18, 2021
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So that’s really why we’re here today, seeking your feedback on some of these issues. 

Next I will touch on the first round of breakout sessions to give you a sense of the kind of feedback that we’re trying to get from you.


Breakout Session One topics:

* Intro/ PPS

* Greenbelt

* Provincial Plans /Northern Ontario Growth Plan

e Ag Land Protection

* Minimum Lot Size / Lot Creation / MDS

e Natural Heritage

» Urban Expansion / Non Ag Land Use/Municipal Role
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When you get into the breakout session, you will have staff, PAC steering committee and OFA board members in that room with you. You will also have a section of our existing Land Use policy paired with a current event or headline.
There will be a series of questions . We are asking you to review the language in the current policy in the context of our current event and the room facilitator will compile your feedback into the document so that we can take that feedback from your group and use it to consider any modifications or improvements to the Land Use Policy.
I should note that if you say, hey, I think this policy is really good as is, then that is valid feedback also, but if you feel that there are areas that need more work or new suggestions, you are invited to give this input.



Provincial Policy
Statement, 2020

Under the Planning Act

Intro / PPS

Ontario %
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One of the files that Peter worked very hard on was the Provincial Policy Statement. The PPS is a policy document that sets out certain provisions which are in the provincial interest. This includes things like farmland preservation. When the language was strengthened to say that municipal official plans “shall be consistent with,” the PPS, the task of managing sprawl and allowing development in Ontario to proceed in a thoughtful and logical way led to a reduction in the number of acres lost per day between the 2011 and 2016 census, because the local planning process was required to adhere to what’s known as the “mitigation hierarchy”, in which development for non-agricultural use is to be avoided first, minimized second and mitigated as a last resort. Development has been directed away from lands which are considered Ontario’s richest agricultural soils and those most suitable for Agriculture.



Provincial Policy Statement (PPS)

Proposed changes to Minister's zoning orders and the
Planning Act

ERQ number 019-3233

Notice type Act

Act Planning Act, R.5.0. 1990

Posted by Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing
Notice stage

Proposal posted March 4, 2021

Comment period March 4, 2021 - April 3, 2021 (30 days) Open
Last updated March 4, 2021

This consultation closes at

_ | Proposal summary
11:59 p.m. on:

April 3, 2021 The government is proposing changes to the Planning Actso that certain Minister’'s

zoning orders do not have to be consistent with the Provincial Policy Statement.
Submit a comment

Q Follow this notice


Presenter
Presentation Notes
SINCE we started planning for this PAC meeting, we’ve seen even more new developments coming out of Queen’s Park with one of them being Proposed changes to the Planning Act so that MZOs do not have to be consistent with the Provincial Policy Statement.
Peggy did touch on this earlier in her opening remarks, but just looking at the timelines here, this proposal is open until March 4, and the OFA board will be discussing this next week how they wish to respond to this.


Consultation on growing the size of the Greenbelt

number

Notice type

Act

Posted by
Notice stage
Proposal posted
Comment period

Last updated

B Proposal summary

April 19 2021 The Mini of | ipal Affairs and Ho

Submit a comment

~

2. Greenbelt
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Another registry posting that has opened up since we started planning for this meeting was the proposal to grow the Greenbelt. So when we say that this meeting has really worked out well timing wise, I’m going to suggest that it worked out extremely well, in fact, because we are having two important consultations open during the timeframe of this meeting. The greenbelt proposal closes on April 19th. 
OFA did not support the Greenbelt at its creation in 2005. Our position was that Agricultural land preservation through land use controls addresses only the loss of agricultural land. Agricultural profitability and sustainability were ignored, although their role is critical. Greenbelt also failed to address the leapfrogging of development activity onto lands immediately beyond the Greenbelt. 



I PLACES TO GROW
3. Provincial Plans _

e Growth Plan for Northern

Ontario Towards a Growth Plan
« Oak Ridges Moraine for Northern Untario

Conservation Plan a Discussion Paper

Gak Nidges Sarsine
Consernation Flan {2001

e Growth Plan for the
Greater Golden
Horseshoe

* Niagara Escarpment Plan

Growth Plan for the Greater
Golden Horseshoe (2017)
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Group 3 on the provincial plans, I would have loved to break up into one breakout room for each plan, but we didn’t have the resources and it would have led to smaller groups with lower numbers. 

Our view on the purpose of these plans is really that they were intended to direct urban growth towards identified growth centers, through mandated urban intensification targets and redevelopment,  away from Agricultural lands.

We are asking those who go into this breakout room to think about how well these plans are accomplishing that goal and any feedback you may have since some time has gone by that you’ve been dealing wht them. 
What are the ways that these impacts have been felt.
If you do have any additional feedback, feel free to take that question back to your local organization. I would be very interested in hearing from them as well.


uly 1, 2022
conformity
excercise

\ » COUNTY OF

Simply Grand

1 e,

Click here to learn more about Growth Management & the MCR

MUNICIPAL, PLANNING & ENVIRONMENTAL | REAL ESTATE & DEVELOPMENT

A Place to Grow: Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe (2019) (the Growth
Plan) was brought into effect on May 16, 2019, and municipalities are required to revise
their official plans to ensure they conform thereto. The Minister of Municipal Affairs
and Housing has established a deadline of July 1, 2022 to complete the required
conformity exercise. While that date may seem far off, the work involved with
undertaking a Growth Plan conformity exercise and Municipal Comprehensive Review
(MCR) is no modest task. Municipalities across the province are in various stages of
review and implementation, and the City of Toronto has now taken the first steps to
initiate its official plan review. It is critical that landowners, developers, and other
interested persons monitor and participate early to ensure their views are heard, and

that they understand the potential impacts.
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Many municipalities are going through the Municipal Comprehensive Review process (MCR) right now with some having until July 1 of next year to comply with the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe.
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* 4. Agricultural Land Protection / Farmland
Preservation
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the breakout group that talks about farmland or Agricultural land preservation really has their work cut out for them. We want you to really look at what our efforts have been so far and really try to identify areas that we need to improve or strengthen.
I know it’s not an easy topic and we are not asking you to solve it all today, because it may be a bigger problem than that. We just want you to really think about this question and give us your best ideas and suggestions.
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The topic of minimum lot size, number of dwelling units and what I will call “selective adherence” to MDS policies have been quite the topic lately as well. We are seeing this come up at several upper tiers including Middlesex, where the MFA is monitoring developments on the question of minimum lot size for severances. At the January council meeting, Middlesex county kicked off a whole discussion of this that MFA is following. 
And so we want to hear what you think. Are our existing policies on these topics working?
Are there other perspectives that you want us to hear? This breakout session is your opportunity to give us your feedback.
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Presentation Notes
For the natural heritage  breakout room, we want to know: Is The natural heritage language in our land use policy sufficient? There was support for the 2019 convention resolution from Halton “That the OFA develop a Best Practices Natural Heritage System Interpretation for municipal official plans. OFA has identified two U of G Rural Planning and Development grad students to conduct research to help identify favorable and problematic NHS policies for Agriculture.
One of them will be meeting with the Halton Federation later this week.
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She will be doing a Halton region Case Study which will contain
 
1. A Literature Review,. A Policy Provisions section, and recommendations of best practices for future policy enhancements.



Guidance
Document

* Resource for stakeholders
(municipalities, county and
regional Federations of Agriculture,
Ag Advisory Committees)

* Goals:

* ldentifying Best Practices for
NHS

* Identifying which Agricultural
NHS provisions can support, and
which can impede Agriculture.
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We are lucky enough to have the second student, Sampoorna Bhattacharya,  with us here today so that we can provide her with some direct feedback. Those of you who selected the Natural Heritage working group will have the opportunity to discuss some of the issues that you have been having with respect to Natural Heritage Agricultural Provisions with Sampoorna. I know that you will make her feel welcome. 
Sampoorna’s work continuing on after this meeting  will be to develop a best practices document. So this is your chance. If you have been negatively impacted by a natural heritage provision, this is your time to give those details of Sampoorna.
I would like to remind you that we are very fortunate to have Sampoorna’s time today, and I know that you will make her feel welcome here at the OFA’s virtual PAC meeting and help her understand the issues that impact your farm in terms of natural heritage.


7. Urban
Expansion:
“OFA supports

fixed, permanent
urban boundaries
to limit the loss of
agricultural land.”
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RickBonnette liked

Jane Fogal @JanieFF - 4h

Halton is contemplating converting 81 00
acres or the equivalent of 81 farms to
urban uses in its updated Official Plan.
Hamilton is proposing converting 8500
acres! @RickBonnetteT
@MoyaJohnsonHH @CouncilorLawlor

@ Jane Fogal @JanieFF - 4h

Converting Agriculture to Sprawl: The
Destructive Impacts of Ford’s
Planning Requirements
janefogal.wordpress.com/
2021/03/08/con...
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Our Land Use policy does contain language around Urban Expansion. OFA supports fixed, permanent urban boundaries, high density, and transit supportive growth to limit the loss of Agricultural Land. Yet, headlines like these ones, that claim Halton is converting 8100 acres and Hamilton, 8500 acres of farmland to urban use are still appearing.

Our goal with this breakout session is to have you talk about Urban expansion in the context of some of these issues and think about maybe where the opportunities are to save some farmland that is being considered for development.
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We are seeing some municipalities taking an aggressive position with some even going as far as to ask the minister to loosen up the rules of the Provincial Policy Statement like this example from Elgin here in which would allow them to – you guessed it – develop farmland. This is in the context of a demographic shift to the Rural. Some recent poll data here shows that 
a third of people surveyed in Ontiaro  would like to move to the country. The reasons? larger house, more outdoor property, etc., neither of which are what we tend to think of when we think of higher density.
you can only grow a crop of houses once on a piece of farmland, but you can grow an agricultural crop on that land year after year into eternity.


1 i — — — BB S = e .| ™ B . i wEEE 0 W
i EEEE !I i SS=sS - TR
|\ === BE | il .. SRR | isi
= ! - ——— LA f - P'f‘ﬁ
= = - — !!!E ———— i 1 . — = =
- - P U i —— - ——
— LU N T TY ] ] TR e w—— B N m—y
-« = . s T — ——
TN n"m‘g e ""l-ﬂ"!-_-——_ -_'_-
e ‘-‘I.l. .l"..ill -'—__ “—3‘_
& e e M T '-_'!'- --_‘
i -_— — .-_ -
-
w.ll
Vs, 1 By
B =) i,
3\ = .
i, 23 R T N
) \
- .
Pl

* Higher Density, transit-supportive development should be mandated on
lands taken out of production

H Igh er De NS Ity * Helps reduce demand for Agricultural Land for future development


Presenter
Presentation Notes

We know now that the current pattern of growth is unsustainable. Less than 5% of Ontario’s land base can support any agricultural production, yet we continue to lose valuable farmland to development every day. If our province plans to continue to grow and prosper, we must also have a plan to protect our ability to produce food, fibre and fuel for the people of Ontario and beyond. 


GUIDANCE
DOCUMENT

* Feedback from PAC
* OFA Board input

* NHS study recommendations
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So what does it all mean.
Well, the plan is to gather the feedback from the PAC today and use it to develop some recommendations for updating the land use policy to  bring to the OFA board.
I hope that some of the issues that we’ve talked about so far will help convey the urgency of some of this. We are not doing a random make work excercise here, we are actively soliciting your feedback on a number of topics that are really changing quickly on the land use landscape, and we are trying to update our foundational policy to keep pace with that.

Once the policy has been reviewed and any changes approved by the board that will be the point where we start to develop the guidance document..



Local Planning Process
EFA’s Donna Lunn giving input to the Elgin Official Plan review to advocate for farmland
preservation

Elgin County Donna Lunn
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The OFA supports the efforts of our county federations of agriculture to protect farmland in their areas, and the land use policy and the upcoming guidance document is intended to help with that.
This slide shows a recent appearance that EFA made at the upper tier official plan kick off last month.
I have been approached by a couple of local federations who have asked for  assistance with understanding the official plan review process and where they can be giving input.

If you or your local federation or organization is looking for that type of assistance, I’m happy to set up  a meeting with you once we get offline, and I urge you to set that up with me through your MSR


Land Use and
the Local

Federation

PRE-PAC
SURVEY
RESULTS

Does your local Federation board have a land use committee or board
members who are active on an Agricultural Advisory Committee?

Answered: 21 Skipped: 0

No

unsure

Other (please
specify)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES ¥ RESPONSES
- Yes 57.14%

- Mo 33.33%

w unsure 4.76%

« Other (please specify) Responses 4.76%

P A
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Next we’re going to look at some of the Pre PAC  survey results now. On the question of Does your local federation board have a land use committee or board members who are active on an AAC, the data shows that 60% of survey respondents answered yes
That’s good news, but we also see that 30% said no and a couple of others were unsure.
This is the kind of feedback that we really need to help develop the resource guide, so please feel free to explore what kinds of things could help you as we go into breakout session two. 


Q2 $$> Customize Save asw¥

Does your Local Federation review upper and lower tier planning changes
that affect agricultural properties such as loss of farmland to development?

Answered: 21  Skipped: 0

Mo

Other (please
specify)

0%  10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES ¥ RESPONSES ~
v Yes 52.38% 11
* No 38.10% 8

+ Other (please specify) Responses 9.52% 2
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So the second question, does your local federation review upper and lower tierplanning changes, this is great to see such a large green bar on this graph, but we do see quite a large blue and even a significant yellow bar there aas well.
Reviewing upper and lower tier planning changes, specifically during official plan reviews, is a great step in speaking up for farmland preservation.
In breakout session two, if you could think about what questions you have about that process and how you can get involved, that would be helpful.


Minimum lot sizes

New Lot Creation Policies?

Q3 ﬁ;? Save asw

Is your upper tier considering reducing minimum lot sizes, allowing for
second dwellings, small lots for new farmers, or any other new Lot Creation /

Severance policies ie. Land Swaps that OFA should be aware of? If yes, please
describe.

Answered:12  Skipped: 9
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Again, wihth this one, we had a lot of comments come in:


Some comments to consider

New minimum lot size / occupancy conversations
happening at upper tier.

e  “Not sure. At least one lower tier is chaining their zoning bylaw to allow for apartments within
dwellings and accessory buildings.”

e “Don’t know.”
5 e “No.” —x3

e “Second dwellings, new lot creation.”
4 e  “Not that | am aware of at the moment.”

o “N/A" —x2
3 e “No —it would be a good idea.”

e “Yes, A new official plan is being worked on and should be coming to council later this year. The
2 perception is that the current council is bowing to the push for reducing lots.”

e  “They’re not reducing lot (sizes) and don’t even want to do lot swat. (Swap?) They're telling us
1 it's a provincial law.”
0

unsure ma VES
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With this one we can see that hardly any of the respondents answered no. an equal number were unsure or answered yes. This means that for those who answered unsure, there may be things happening at the upper tier that you are unaware of.  So having the conversation in your breakout room could lead to questions such as what would this mean for me? What are the implications on my farm? What are the factors to consider ie. Cost of land, succession, etc.


How involved is your local Federation in reviewing municipal Official Plans

Answered: 21 Skipped: 0

A great deal -
we always...

Alot - we
usually stay...

A moderate
amount - we...

A little -
some of us...

Mone at all -
this is not...

Other (please
specify)

N
X

ANSWER CHOICES

10% 20% 30% 40%

90% 100%

w A great deal - we always discuss as a board and give input on farmland preservation at the official plan meetings

+ Alot - we usually stay informed on local Official Plans but rarely give input
+ A moderate amount - we sometimes review and give input on planning applications that impact Ag lands

« Alittle - some of us follow the process and occasionally bring issues to the board's attention

+ None at all - this is not something that we do

« Other (please specify)

Responses

RESPONSES ~

19.05% 4
9.52% 2
23.81% 5
38.10% g
0.00% 0
9.52% 2


Presenter
Presentation Notes
On this one, it’s good to se that green bar there, but there are a lot of varying levels of involvement depicted below. My goal is, If I did that same survey next year, I would like to see that green bar grow, because in my opinion getting involved at the official plan review stage is the number one way that we as local federations can be heard about the importance of protecting farmland.


To your knowledge, has farmland in your area been impacted by MZOs

(Minister's Zoning Orders) in the past year in areas with robust local planning
policies in place?

| represent an
area without...

If yes, please
describe:

0%  10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% T0% 80% 90% 100%

Answered: 19  Skipped: 2

ANSWER CHOICES ¥ RESPONSES =
+ Yes 21.05% 4
+ No 73.68% 14
w | represent an area without a robust local planning process 0.00% 0

« |fyes, please describe: Responses 5.26% 1


Presenter
Presentation Notes
I’m not going to touch too deeply on this one, I am compiling data on the number of acres of farmland lost to the MZO process, but I thought that people might be interested in sesing these results and so I have included this here.
This may change, as new MZOs were just released over the past week.


If given the option today to change the Ontario Greenbelt, would you:

Answered: 19  Skipped: 2

Grow the
Greenbelt

Keep it the
same

Remave the
Greenbelt

any specific
provisions y...

no opinion

Please explain

0%  10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 20% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES ¥ RESPONSES

» Grow the Greenbelt 36.84% 7
« Keep it the same 26.32% 5
+ Remove the Greenbelt 10.53% 2
« any specific provisions you support or oppose? Please explain below. 0.00% 0]
* noopinion 10.53% 2
« Please explain Responses 15.79% 3

TOTAL 19


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Interesting slide on the greenbelt here, I’m going to leave the discussion on this one to the breakout group in session one, but just wanted to share that slide.


In your opinion, how important is the conservation of natural heritage
systems for continued agricultural practice?

Answered: 24  Skipped: 0

Extremely
important

Very important

Somewhat
important

Not s0
important

Mot at all
important

Other (please
specify)

10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%



Have agricultural practices in your county / area been affected by natural
heritage system provisions?

Answered: 24 Skipped: 0

Yes, positively l
yes, negatively -
-l
=
answered yes...

0%  10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 20% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES ¥ RESPONSES
+ Yes, positively 417%

« yes, negatively 16.67%

* o 8.33%

- notsure 58.33%

+ ifyou answered yes, please describe: Responses 12.50%



Does your local federation or organization have a plan or policy document

regarding local Natural Heritage Systems?

Answered: 24  Skipped: 0

not sure
other (pleas...

0%  10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 20% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES ¥ RESPONSES
* Yes 16.67%

+ No B66.67%

+ not sure [/ other (please specify) Responses 16.67%
TOTAL

16

24



What type of resources would be beneficial for farmers and agricultural

Workers of your local area or organization (select all that apply)

Answered: 24 Skipped: 0

information on
natural...

information on
allowed and...

information on
grant...

any other info
that OFA can...

0%  10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% T0%

ANSWER CHOICES

-

-

-

b4

information on natural heritage systems and how to identify them
information on allowed and prohibited agricultural practices in natural heritage systems
information an grant opportunities for unworkable acres

any other info that OFA can help provide?

80%

90% 100%

Responses

RESPONSES

62.50%

75.00%

75.00%

25.00%

15

18

a



Ontario
Federation of
« Agriculture

OFA: Clarifty and Refine NHS

e Ground Truthing
e ‘Overlay’ model

* Clarify direction on where development can / cannot occur

o !

'Y

- e


Presenter
Presentation Notes
. Improving the accuracy of the NHS map and clearer language could lead to smarter, faster business decisions. Groundtruthing must be done to improve accuracy and implementation
Farm Businesses need clearer direction on where development can/cannot occur, and the NHS maps need to be accurate


Best Practices

* Summarize for county or Regional
federations

* Can be presented to local
municipal councils

» Official Plan processes

Ontario
B Federation of
I . Agriculture



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Bringing it back to the 2019 convention resolution of developing a Best Practices Natural Heritage System Interpretation, really the goal of the research is to try to identify those NHS provisions which are favorable to or problematic for Agriculture
So that we can arrive at an outcome in which the Agricultural System can operate in harmony with the Natural Heritage System.
.”


Agriculture in 2021

* Produce over 200 commodities

* The agri-food sector (field to fork)
employs over 860,000 Ontarians and
grosses 47.3 billion in GDP

* 1in 8 people are employed in &= :
agriculture and agri-food e, PEE R S Ontaio

Federation of

w Agriculture


Presenter
Presentation Notes
OFA endorses the PPS Agriculture Policies [Section 2.3] that require municipalities to protect their prime agricultural areas for their long-term agricultural use and we would like to empower our local federations to really engage in that local planning process.



’:l A Ontario
Federation of
w Agriculture

Agricultural Impact
Assessments (AlAs)

e Referenced in:

e “A Place to Grow: Growth Plan for the Greater
Golden Horseshoe”

* Greenbelt Plan
* Provincial Policy Statement

* AlAs recommend ways to “avoid, minimize, or
mitigate adverse effects” on agriculture



Presenter
Presentation Notes
OFA has called for the widespread introduction of mandatory AIA’s through the remainder of the province, not just in the Greenbelt / GGH

And just as an update, we are expecting a release of the new OMAFRA AIA assessment guidelines in the short term, so looking forward to seeing what’s int here. 


Thank You

Heather Derks
heather.derks@ofa.on.ca
e ofa.on.ca

* Questions?

OfFA


Presenter
Presentation Notes
This brings me to the end of my presentation. I’d like to thank you all  for allowing me the opportunity to speak today, and I’d be happy to take any questions.
I’m looking forward to the input that we are able to gather from the breakout sessions, and I just want to say I appreciate your time and assistance with all of this.
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