RECEIVED VIA EMAIL
SEPTEMBER 12, 2019
I live at
and I support the opposition to Heritage Park being
considered as a site for this development.
I use the park with my family and a great place to relax.
Thank you for your consideration in this matter
Barry Wallis
CPGA Master Professional
Head Teaching Professional
Oslerbrook Golf Club

RECEIVED VIA EMAIL
SEPTEMBER 13, 2019
I recently purchased my townhome at
in May of this year. One of the
key reasons I bought in this location was due to Heritage Park being just around the corner
knowing that children would be living in this home. I was absolutely shocked and angered to
hear that the park is now being considered for destruction and replaced with attainable housing
(any housing for that matter).
Is this town crazy??! Why would the only park and play centre in the area even be considered
as a potential location? Especially when you actually have four other options.
Do yourselves a favour, drop this absurd idea to replace Heritage Park and save the Town of
Blue Mountains a huge headache from a great many of your taxpayers.
Dayl Field
Home Owner

RECEIVED VIA EMAIL
SEPTEMBER 9, 2019
As a resident of the town of The Blue Mountains and a frequent visitor(every other day,
sometimes every day with children) to Heritage Park, we are not in agreement with the
attainable housing being placed here. This is one of the only parks accessible outside of the
village, and publicly available greenspace.
Emma Weigand
, The Blue Mountains

RECEIVED VIA EMAIL
SEPTEMBER 13, 2019
Good afternoon to all.
I recently learned about a potential attainable housing development proposed for Heritage
Park. I am writing to advise that I strongly oppose this development.
As a new owner of
, I am perplexed as to how this specific community
park is being considered as a potential site. Heritage Park provides a safe and healthy outdoor
environment for the Heritage Corner community and surrounding communities. This park
supports community-based activities, celebrations and various exercise related programs
throughout the year. Heritage Park provides the necessary balance between work and personal
life and promotes a positive lifestyle i.e. a lifestyle sought out by young families, working
families and seniors.
I respectfully request our municipal leaders reconsider the potential redevelopment of Heritage
Park lands and explore alternate sites that are better suited for the integration of attainable
housing without having to impact what communities’ value most.
Sincerely,
Fulvio Naccarato
Concerned Owner

RECEIVED VIA EMAIL
SEPTEMBER 9, 2019
Dear Sir,
I wish to oppose any proposed development of Heritage Park. This little park is surrounded by a
very high residential population and this park serves a very important gathering place for so
many people and it would be a shame to remove it.
Please allow this park to remain.
Respectfully,
Gord Layhew

, Blue Mountains, ON L9Y 0N9

RECEIVED VIA EMAIL
From: HEATHER MACNAUGHTON
Sent: Thursday, August 29, 2019 10:01 AM
To: Attainable Housing
; Sarah Merrifield
<
; Rob Sampson <r
>; Committees EA
>; Town Clerk <townclerk@thebluemountains.ca>
Subject: Attainable Housing - Site of Heritage Park

Comments from Heather Macnaughton and David Dunphy
Full Time Residents/Owners in the Town of the Blue Mountains
Settlers Way,
Blue Mountains, ON
L9Y 0N9
Dear Councillor Sampson:
We are writing to express our views on one of the proposed sites for the Town of the Blue Mountains
Attainable Housing Initiative. One of the possible sites has been identified as Heritage Park, a lovely
park at the end of our street. Our area is known as Heritage Corners.
At the moment, besides the very small park at Crossan Court there are no other parks in the immediate
area. It is the only public park outside of the urban areas of Collingwood and Thornbury with all of
jungle gym and swing area for children, a baseball diamond and a basketball court as well as lots of land
for picnics and other recreation.
Heritage Corners is a subdivision that was envisioned and built in the late 1980’s. The housing that was
built then are single family chalets on good sized lots that are increasingly becoming permanent
residences. Also there were several townhouse complexes built as well mainly for weekend use but
again there are more and more people moving up and making this area their permanent homes. There
are no 100% rental complexes in the area.
As well, the area backs onto Tyrollean Village which is mostly short term rentals but also has increasing
numbers of owner occupied residences. Almost half of the chalets are owned by Tyrolean Village
resorts with the other half owned by a couple of other rental companies or individuals. Many of the
chalets are used on a seasonal basis, either by owners or renters.
We believe this parkland, Heritage Park, was donated to the Township of Collingwood (now part of the
Town of the Blue Mountains) by the developer when the Heritage Corners subdivision was developed
(after Tyrolean Village). This would be a likely scenario since developers are required to either donate
parkland or cash in lieu of.
If this is the case, we do have a question as to whether the Town has the right to now use it for any kind
of housing or must it remain a park.

Current Usage of Heritage Park
The park is used on a regular basis. We attach photos of people (likely visitors) using the baseball area
to play cricket. Most times we go by (especially when good weather) there is one or another area being
used by residents and visitors alike. Visitors, who are renting short term in the area in either nearby
Tyrolian or other rental locations use the use the basketball court as well as the baseball diamond for
either baseball or cricket.
We also see residents and visitors with children or grandchildren using the children’s play area and
walking their dogs.
In the winter the park is also used for dog walkers as well as tobogganing and other winter sports.
Although Tyrolean has outdoor space to offer to their clientele, Tyrolian’s is private park space (not
encouraged in the town official plan) and the many other short term rental units in the area are banned
from using the Tyrolean space (wristbands required to use the Tyrolean space). Therefore this park is
ideal for short term renters to use their energy towards healthful activities and they use the facilities
extensively.
One of the reasons this park may not be getting as high usage as the town would like at the present time
is because it is a well-kept secret. In the recent publication of the Blue Mountain Review, all of the parks
in the area were highlighted. In this publication, there was NO mention of the jungle gym and swings for
kids, the baseball diamond or the basketball court. With these facilities being advertised more
effectively, it is highly likely people would make this a destination park just for the unique facilities.
As far as we are aware the people who know Heritage Park exists either live in the area and drive past
the park or visit our area on a short term vacation.
Future Development
We believe this park, being close to many new, approved or in stages of being approved, housing
subdivisions (Parkbridge Craigleith, Home Farm and the new Tyrolian single family subdivision east of
Brooker Blvd) may be used extensively in the future. There is currently approval for over 500 housing
units, in the three aforementioned subdivisions, which will likely be built over the next several years.
The various Developers may donate new parkland which is encouraged when building a subdivision, and
it should be open to the public, but we also know there is the option of donating cash to the TBM in lieu
of parkland. Also, because all three properties are on steep grades, it is unlikely there will be tableland
as we have at Heritage Park which is required for the children’s area, the basketball area and the
baseball diamond.
For this reason we believe it would be a planning error to eliminate the best park in the whole area with
so many new housing units already being planned in the vicinity.
TOWN OF THE BLUE MOUNTAINS OFFICIAL PLAN (TBM - OP) – GROWTH PLANNED FOR
THORBURY/CLARKSBURG AREA
The OFFICIAL PLAN of the Town of the TBM OP Section PART A COMMUNITY VISION, STRATEGIC
OBJECTIVES AND LAND USE CONCEPT, envisions growth in the Thornbury/Clarksburg area.

It specifically states “Between the years 2011 and 2026, it is anticipated that the permanent population
in the Town of The Blue Mountains will increase by approximately 2,850 residents (1,370 units). It is
estimated that 80 to 85 percent of these 1,370 units will be provided in urban areas (i.e. the
Thornbury/Clarksburg Settlement Area).”
With already over 500 units planned for our area (well outside the growth area TBM envisions) using
Heritage Park for new housing does not conform to the TBM OP, Part A quoted above.
ATTAINABLE HOUSING - LOCATION
Essential Services
One of the objectives of the Attainable Housing Corporation is to provide housing close to Essential
Services. Heritage Park is not close to essential services. Yes, the Blue Mountain Village is nearby but
the Village caters to tourists, not full time residences. There is not a full range grocery store, no
pharmacy, gas stations or schools. There is bus service but not to Thornbury. It is to Collingwood and is
not very frequent.
As well, with the additional housing on this park the density of the area would not be appropriate for
Rural Residential.
The TOWN OF BLUE MOUNTAINS OFFICIAL PLAN (TBM OP) states in section D4.3 SUBDIVISION
DEVELOPMENT POLICIES:
“...Prior to the consideration of an application for Plan of Subdivision, Council shall be satisfied that: a)
the approval of the development is not premature and is in the public interest; b) the lands will be
appropriately serviced with infrastructure, schools, parkland and open space, community facilities and
other amenities, as required; c) the density of the development is appropriate for the area; d) the
subdivision, when developed, will be easily integrated with other development in the area;...”.
We therefore believe putting Attainable Housing on Heritage Park DOES NOT CONFORM to Section
D.4.3 of the TBM Official Plan For density and essential services reasons. We also do not believe it will
easily integrate with other development in the area.
PARKLAND AND RURAL SPACE
The TBM Official Plan also states:
A3.5 RURAL AND OPEN SPACE CHARACTER A3.5.1 Goal To preserve and enhance landscape amenities
wherever possible to maintain the visual quality and open space character of the Town.
D6 PUBLIC PARKLAND AND OPEN SPACE D6.1 OBJECTIVES It is the objective of this Plan to: a) establish
and maintain a system of public open space and parkland areas that meets the needs of present and
future residents; b) enhance existing parkland areas wherever possible to respond to changing public
needs and preferences; c) ensure that appropriate amounts and types of parkland, and land along the
shoreline and for access thereto, are acquired by the Town through the development process;
D6.2 GENERAL POLICIES APPLYING TO ALL PUBLIC PARKLAND D6.2.1 Leisure Activities Plan The Leisure
Activities Plan (LAP) adopted by Council in 2006 informed the policies in this section of the Plan. The LAP
is intended to enable the Town to effectively deliver leisure services for its residents and visitors. The
LAP shall be updated, as required, to respond to changing needs and circumstances.

We believe, based on the above sections of the Official Plan, building housing where a very unique
park currently exists does not conform and directly contradicts the TBM OP A3.5, D6, or D6.2.
MINIMUM PARKLAND PER RESIDENT
The official plan goes on to say :
D6.2.2 Overall Public Parkland Standard Council shall encourage the provision of public parkland to
achieve a minimum ratio of 1.2 hectares of local parkland per 1,000 residents (permanent and seasonal)
and 2.5 hectares of non-local parkland per 1,000 residents (permanent and seasonal). Specific
requirements respecting local and non-local parkland are set out in Section D6.3. The only other local
park would be Crossan Court which is very small so not very usable except for the tennis courts which
are in need of repair or resurfacing.
Based on the above ratio requirements, to eliminate Heritage Park and add housing units, the TBM
will not meet their minimum ratio of 1:2 hectares of local parkland per 1,000 residents (permanent
and seasonal) and using the Park will not conform to Section D6.2.2 of the TBM OP.
PROVINCIAL POLICY STATEMENT – PARKLAND
The Ontario Provincial Policy Statement says under section 1.5. 1 Healthy active communities should be
promoted by:
“planning and providing for a full range and equitable distribution of publicly accessible built and natural
settings for recreation including facilities, parklands, open space areas…”
We therefore believe putting further housing in our subdivision by taking away the little parkland we
have, is NOT consistent with the Provincial Policy Statement, Section 1.5.1.
Thank you for taking the time to listen to our concerns. We look forward to attending the meeting on
September 5th.
Respectively,
Heather Macnaughton and David Dunphy

RECEIVED VIA EMAIL
SEPTEMBER 15, 2019
My wife and I were shocked and dismayed to discover that the Town had included Heritage
Park as a potential site for an Attainable Housing Development. This makes absolutely no sense
what so ever. I can not understand how it could be stated that the park was "underused". We
are weekenders but every Saturday and Sunday there is some activity going on in the park, be it
children playing on the gym set, playing on the basketball pad, playing pickup baseball, tai chi
exercises, etc.. etc. and simply children running and playing. It is important for children to run,
jump, be outside, get exercise and away from their devices.
There are only 2 parks in the Craigleith Swiss Meadows area of The Blue Mountains and
converting this land to a development will obviously reduce the available parkland by half. This
at a time when the Town is proposing to use this very site for more housing which will lead to
more families using the park (or what is left of it). What plans does the Town have to provide a
park that will accommodate current and increased usage? Where would the new park be
located?
We are concerned an outside party will be deciding the location of the new development and
will not have the background or local knowledge to make informed decisions on the five
proposed sites.
Inclusion of the park as a potential site has not been well thought out and no consideration has
been given to the area residents and its' place in their daily routines. We attended the BMAHC
Sept. 5th meeting and the Council meeting of Sept 9th and observed no opposition to any of
the other sites. It appears that anyone of these sites would be a good location for the new
development and we trust that the Council will withdraw Heritage Park as a potential site.
Ian Huffman

RECEIVED VIA EMAIL
SEPTEMBER 22, 2019
133 Craigmore Crescent
Town of Blue Mountains, ON
To Whom it May Concern and Councilor Rob Sampson:
Please consider this email as our formal opposition to Heritage Park being considered as a site for
Attainable housing.
Our family uses this park very frequently to walk our dog, host friends with young children in the
playground and for outdoor enjoyment in general. We regularly see many other people enjoying this
space.
We strongly disagree with the notion that this park is underused by the public. While the Town of Blue
Mountains features extraordinary natural beauty, there is actually a scarcity of public green space in our
neighborhood. Golf courses, ski resorts, hotels and the Tyrolean Village Soccer fields are nearby, but
none are public land.
While we fully support the spirit and goals of Attainable housing, we urge the Committee to consider
locations outside of our community where there is already a lack of green space. We already suffer the
unpleasantness of extreme noise, rude and disrespectful behavior and dangerous driving caused by
short-term renters in Tyrolean Village that the municipality seems unable or unwilling to
address. Please do not compound this hardship by taking away the park.
We appeal to the sensibility and empathy of the Committee to remove Heritage Park from the list of
locations under consideration for Attainable Housing. Please do the right thing for our community.
Please log this letter as our official opposition and ensure we are kept abreast of all information
regarding this matter.
Regards,
Josh & Jennifer Cobden
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RECEIVED VIA EMAIL
SEPTEMBER 8, 2019

To who it may concern,
On behalf of my family, I am writing to express my concern about the prospect of
loosing Heritage Park to an attainable housing development site.
My daughter is eight and you can find us at the park on any given weekend or weekday
night. We play basketball. We roll down the hills. We use the park structure including
the swings and monkey-bars. We also use the park to improve our bike skills and train
for cross country running races. We've met friends at the park and we've made friends
at the park.
My daughter would like you to know that she wants to make the park even better by
adding more monkey-bars, climbing walls, skateboard park, and maybe even a second
basketball net for a proper game.
Please remove our park from your attainable housing list. We don't want to live on this
street without Heritage Park.
Kind regards,
Maogosha Pyjor
Jerry Tang
Kaleena Mae-Lin Tang

August 28th, 2019

Mr. Nathan Westendorp,
Director of Planning and Development Services,
Town of the Blue Mountains
32 Mill Street, Box 310
Thornbury, Ontario
N0H 2P0
RE: Staff Report # PDS.19.94
Preliminary Property Options for Attainable Housing

Dear Mr. Westendorp,
We own property located at
Carmichael Crescent in the Town of Blue Mountains. I am
writing to you in regard to the above noted Staff Report.
First let me say we are all wholly supportive of the Town’s efforts to promote attainable housing
in Blue Mountains. We realize that all residents of various income segments require a place to
live.
We note the Attainable Housing Corporation in conjunction with staff have identified for
preliminary consideration several potential sites. Option # 3 located at the intersection of Jozo
Weider Blvd and Gord Canning Drive is an open space block adjacent to our homes.
This site is located across from the Blue Mountain Village Resort Area Core and it is designated
Blue Mountain Village Resort Area Open Space.
The Blue Mountain Village is a master planned community wherein the prominent use of land is
for residential and recreational uses. The Open Space designation is intended for public and
private parks, recreational and cultural facilities. Open space is an integral component of this
master planned community. Open space blocks encourage passive and active recreational uses
and they support the pedestrian linkage system which connects the compact Village Core to the
adjacent residential communities.
The total number of residential, commercial resort units and hotel/motel units planned for Blue
Mountain Village can reach up to 1290 units.

Within the Blue Mountain Village Resort Core designation alone the total retail and service
commercial space can reach up to 9,300 metres square and 300 residential units.
Access to high-quality public open space is a key ingredient of healthy livable communities
particularly in areas with higher density such as Blue Mountains Village. This need for abundant
open space adjacent to higher density communities has long been recognized in government
planning policy. The need for open space is based on a large body of academic research
showing that accessible green spaces lead to better health outcomes.
Understanding how best to achieve these benefits, and the trade-offs involved in delivering
them, is particularly important today.
Blue Mountain Village is growing rapidly toward the ultimate end state of over 1200 residential
units. Preserving these designated Open Space blocks within Blue Mountain Village is a critical
component to achieve the community vision and guiding principles upon which the master plan
was conceived.
For these reasons, and other established “good planning” objectives, the site selection criteria in
Report PDS.19.94 clearly and unequivocally states that potential sites for attainable housing
should “avoid parkland or open space lands”.
We agree and we respectively request that Option Number 3 located at the intersection of Gord
Canning Drive and Jozo Weider Boulevard be omitted from potential sites under consideration
for attainable housing.
As set out above we support the

Town’s efforts to promote attainable housing in Blue Mountains
and we look forward to actively participating in the public process leading to site selection.
We respectively request that we be notified of all future meetings and reports concerning this
matter and that we received notice to any decisions made by Town Council concerning site
selection for attainable housing.
Yours truly,

Mark Godman

copy Ms. Corrina Giles
Town Clerk

TO:
Rob Sampson, Councillor, Chair, BMAHC
Sarah Merrifield, Executive Assistant Committees of Council
Town of The Blue Mountains
CC:
Shawn Everitt,
Brian Teefy Director, Public Affairs, Strategy Corp
RE: Blue Mountain Attainable Housing Committee – Request for Information
We are writing with respect to the above listed RFI that includes Heritage Park as a potential
attainable housing development site. We very recently purchased the plot of land directly
adjacent to the park and are extremely concerned that the Town and its elected officials would
consider development of a rarely occurring open space parkland.
With existing planning approvals and further requests for extensive development of housing in
the near areas (Tyrolean village, Parkbridge Craigleith, and Home Farm to name a few) it is
disturbing that consideration for an optimally located and geographically suitable parkland
would be included in any development plans be they for attainable housing or otherwise. Not
only does this contradict statements made by elected officials and several Town Planning and
Provincial policies such parkland, a healthy and sustainable living, and economic development
but is highly objectionable to the local community who have no other local access to parkland.
The level of use of this parkland should not be a factor as to whether it is considered or not, it is
parkland and should be preserved. The level of use is, in fact, sufficiently high that it is highly
coveted by the local community as demonstrated by the amount of opposition expressed to this
proposal.
The local community is ever increasing with permanent residents, we are an example of that.
Our intention is to retire in this community. Having very recently purchased this property with
the intention to retire in a friendly, quiet, healthy area adjacent to the park and now to learn that
the elected officials have the absurd notion to develop, trade and/or sell parkland is most
disturbing. While other jurisdictions are making it a priority to ensure greenspace is preserved,
this action is polar opposite and contrary to the Town, County and Provincial planning and
policies that it must adhere to. Economic development of this area will certainly diminish with
the development of this parkland. The local community, which is more and more becoming a
permanent residence for owners, thus increasing property value, will certainly be devalued and
be much less desirable for permanent homes resulting in lower property values and therefore,
lower tax base as it is highly likely that the properties in the area will simply become seasonal
rental units which have a lower market value. We are a prime example of this, had we known
that this was in the planning, we certainly would not have purchased this property, and I hazard a
guess that it was for sale by the previous owners possibly due to this potential development.
Also, the growing level of high value property development in this area, having the highest
assessed values within the Town boundaries, stands to bring in the highest tax dollars. During

any application by a developer to develop large communities there is always a requirement to
preserve greenspace and possibly develop parkland. This proposal to develop this park is in
direct opposition to what private developers are required to do during the approvals process and
simply makes no logical sense.
The development of attainable housing is a serious and necessary matter. I am no stranger to the
need for this, during my entire childhood it was necessary for my family to have public
assistance in order to live. Income below the poverty level is of great concern and attainable
housing is a complex issue. However, considerations for individuals and families requiring
attainable housing needs to include access to elements such as schools, grocery stores, and public
transport to name a few. While the requirements set out in the mandate for attainable house
include these, I see none of these available at this site nor the possibility of providing them.
Further, the boundaries by the Town are significantly larger than the 3 of the 4 sites located very
close to each other and in proximity to a resort community, thus providing no possibility of
development of schools, grocery stores or public transport and the like. I, therefore, fail to
understand how this site has been selected. In a recent letter dated September 12 states that “the
Town has limited vacant real estate holdings, and most vacant locations are in the form of green
space or parkland…”. Development of green space has not stopped the Town from selling
and/or approving the extensive development by private developers, selling the prime land
available. IF the Town has sold large tracts of land in the past and therefore has little remaining
for attainable housing development does not warrant rezoning of land such as parkland. The
town stands to expand its tax base significantly by the ongoing and future high value housing
development and therefore should incorporate planning within these approvals for attainable
housing and not redirect inappropriate land for this purpose.
In addition, if the primary target residents are those earning income below the attainable
threshold, then it would behove the Town elected officials to work more closely with
organizations such as the owners/managers of Blue Mountain Resort and other major tourism
companies within the Town of Blue Mountains as well as with the Town of Collingwood (given
that most schools and public transport are within the Collingwood jurisdiction) to develop a fully
sustainable solution to this complex issue, rather than the BMAHC hiring a consulting company
(who is outside the jurisdiction), to assess the proposed “build it and they will come” approach.
Thank you for this opportunity to weigh in on this important matter and I hope that the Town
Council members reconsider and remove this site from the potential development plans.
Sincerely,
MayLiza Baak
Vince Gucciardi

RECEIVED VIA EMAIL
AUGUST 14, 2019
Good day,
I want to start by stating that I've resided at
Kellies Way, unit for 21 years, before the Village was
built. Mostly part time until I finally retired 2.5 years ago. Now I'm fortunate to be enjoying living here
full time. The area is unique in that it's not a traditional subdivision which is the main attraction for
myself and friends who live in the neighbourhood.
Over the years I've witness more and more housing development around the mountain on every
privately owned piece of land within Grey Road 19 and 21. The growth is welcomed. Unfortunately we
are losing so much green space and wildlife.
Under the Site Selection Criteria for Attainable Housing the following is noted:
-Access to transportation - there is limited bus service between the Village and Collingwood and this
ends at 8:30pm daily. You can forget about taking a taxi, it's $34.00 to get into town, a 15 minute ride.
Uber is not available in the Town of the Blue Mountains for whatever reason.
-Avoid parkland or open space lands - Heritage Park is the only publicly owned park/green space in the
community. I'm at a loss as to how it would be considered for housing.
-Existing uses - the comment that the park is underutilized in not accurate.
There's no access to shops, services or schools in the area. This requires a trip into Collingwood. Kids
would have to be bused to school.
My objection to the park being used for attainable housing is on a number of levels.
This park is the only park in the community, all communities deserve and need a public park.
There are a number of condominiums in the area and the children use the playground regularly. I was
out walking the last week at 8:30pm and the were kids on the swings. Even homeowners take their
children to the park, not just condo owners. We take visiting guests with kids to the park.
As you are aware, or should be, there are numerous short term chalets in the area and Tyrolean Village
with continue to develop every parcel of property they own to build rental chalets that house 10-12
people. The park is regularly used on the weekends by the renters to play soccer, baseball or football or
enjoy a picnic. Tourists come up from the city in large groups to enjoy a weekend at Blue Mountain and
spending time outside. The park is an excellent space for them to gather.
If the plan is for Attainable Housing to be used for housing for staff that work at the resort then it will be
used as rental housing. Those who required attainable/afforable housing by the mountain are usually
temporary or transient workers. So basically the housing will become short term rentals. As a full time
resident I am concerned about the noise and congestion.
It would be a shame to lose the only publicly owned green space/park in this community. Once it's gone
you can never get it back! Some forward thinking is in order here.
Please reconsider the use of Heritage Park site for the Attainable Housing.
Regards,
Michaelene O'Malley

RECEIVED VIA EMAIL
SEPTEMBER 12, 2019
I live at
Blue Mountains. I understand there is a proposal for a
housing development including some attainable housing units at the Heritage Park site. The
reason given by the town is that this park is 'underused'. I am unsure where this information
came from but it is absolutely not true!
I am a senior, this park is very handy for me and I exercise in this park on a regular basis. I take
my grandchild there when he's visiting and we walk his dogs there. I also enjoy just watching
the activities, whether it be the children playing on the equipment or the adults/children
playing basketball, soccer, etc.
This is the only park in the area and I highly oppose Heritage Park being considered as a site for
a housing development including some attainable housing units!
Nancy Colpitts

RECEIVED VIA EMAIL
SEPTEMBER 8, 2019
My name is Patricia LeBlanc. My husband and I have owned a unit at

for over 26 years.

Over those years, we have seen many changes occur for the betterment of the Mountain and Craigleith
as the area evolves to accommodate more residents and visitors. Recently; however, we have become
aware that our local Heritage Park continues to be one of 5 sites proposed for attainable housing
development by the Blue Mountains Attainable Housing Corporation (BMAHC) and the Town of Blue
Mountains(TBM). While we acknowledge that there is a need for attainable housing generally in the
area and specifically to service The Village and area hotels; it is, however, a major concern to us that the
park, the only public green space available in our immediate community and an integral part of our
community living continues to be on the list for potential development. Especially when a motion was
passed on December 10, 2018 by TMB Council Members ” to remove parkland from consideration for
an attainable housing site” (John Edwards, Collingwood Connection, December 10, 2018). Yet, Mr.
Westerndrop (Director of Planning TBM) is quoted as saying ”Heritage Park meets a number of the
criteria for attainable housing” (John Edwards, Collingwood Connection (CC), TBM Council: Blue
Mountains Eyes Five Properties for Attainable Housing, August 1, 2019, page19.) What are the criteria?
We also note from John Edwards’ TBM Council Column, CC, Thursday, August 1, 2019 edition that “
Councillor Rob Sampson said the park has a play area and a ball diamond that is rarely used”. How was
this conclusion was made? What was the quantifiable descriptor for “rarely used” and when were the
observations made?
We spend time in the park and drive by the park regularly. The park is used in all seasons - for “pickup”
baseball, soccer, ultimate freebee and cricket, yes, cricket by young people living or visiting in the
community. In winter, it is used for sledding, snowshoeing and short cross country skiing with young and
not so young children. And on a spring day with a good wind, kites are often sent flying to the delight
and amazement of the children. The play area gives the opportunity for young families to meet and for
the children to develop their motor skills and social skills for “turn taking” . This area is well used by
families and caregivers and has contributed to creating relationships beyond the park. A few years ago,
we worked with the TBM, Parks Department to provide two toddler swing seats much to the enjoyment
of the younger children and parents. And, the recently added basketball pad, at our request, has been
welcomed and enjoyed by all ages and on weekends turn taking/play time is often time
negotiated. Lastly , our 12 year old granddaughter on hearing about the potential loss of the park,
emotionally responded with “ this is where we always come to play and where I like to come and watch
the moon rise and count the stars.” So, while, it is not used for organized sports since the late 1990s, it
is used regularly by the community.
Community park land is a scarce commodity and once it is established, used and valued by its residents
and visitors, it should never be destroyed/dismantled for a housing development when there are so
many other vacant land spaces in the area. We are certain that the family/descendants of the late
Charles Campbell, an early settler of the Craigleith, thought carefully about where to plant an oak tree
to commemorate Charles and his descendants contributions to the area -that tree was recently planted
on the east southern side of Heritage Park.
Thank you for your attention.
Patricia and Dan LeBlanc

RECEIVED VIA EMAIL
SEPTEMBER 22, 2019
To All Whom it May Concern
My family has lived on Craigmore Cres., near Heritage Park, since 1964. We have seen this
community grow from mostly farmland to the relatively dense small residential community it is
today. Heritage Park has become the centre of this community. Our big family has used, and
continues to use, this park since it was formed, in all seasons. Now our grandchildren play
there.
I was completely shocked when I heard the town was considering developing Heritage Park
for housing! Heritage Park is our only public park, and is integral to our small community,
where neighbours come together, and families relax and play together. Everyone I have met
who is part of this community is outraged about the fact that you would be driving a nail into
the life of our community by taking this park away from us.
Please do not take this ill-considered and extremely unpopular action.
Yours truly,
Penelope Bell and Jack Pasht
To BM

RECEIVED VIA EMAIL
SEPTEMBER 3, 2019
Dear committee members, Mr. Sampson
I remain in disbelief that you have revisited Heritage Park as a potential site for the attainable
housing project. Our neighbours let their guard down when you and your members publicly
disqualified lands designated “parkland” from your search.... we read your assessments in the
papers and believed that a motion had been passed and our precious park was no longer
considered a viable site. Last November, we thought we had elected politicians who regarded
the value of green space and well thought out, planned community development.
I do not know where Mr Sampson lives, but I have lived 4 years, full time, next to Heritage Park
. I would be surprised if he was a member of this community as he feels our park space is under
utilized . I consider it a hub for a community that is population dense with 3 large condominium
developments surrounding the park, others within walking distance of it and a numerous single
family homes.. .... Heritage Park is the only public green space. I have always considered it well
used and beautifully maintained by the town. The playground equipment is first rate, the new
basketball court is a great addition, beautiful green grass, washroom facilities and a ball
diamond used for softball, all types of skill development and frisbee baseball..... all areas of the
park are well used by all ages. For the last 2 weeks I have paid VERY close attention to the
comings and goings in the park ... what I observed....
Kite Flying
Tai Chi
Reading
Family groups on blankets
Small children trying their running skills in a safe soft environment
Ball tossing, kicking,catch
Babies learning to crawl and walk
Family baseball, groups of friends....weekend pick up ball with a welcoming group of people.
People with dogs enjoying walking on grass not pavement.
Landscapers, construction workers ....having a nice lunch break away from their site
Frisbee
Small children with plastic golf clubs and wiffel balls thinking they are playing golf with Mom
and Dad.

People just walking the perimeter
The sounds coming from the park are happy, enthusiastic, energizing,encouraging and
playful.....a pleasure to live beside and “play in”.
I encourage your committee to come out of the big “blue “ glass building in Thornbury and
understand what an important piece of the community this is! Children and adults should be
encouraged to “play”, exercise outdoors and enjoy the beauty of this place we all call home.
Our society is becoming sedentary, obese, inactive and diseased and we should be encouraging
activity instead of removing places to be active! We do not all have the luxury of our own
backyard and all our residents need space! I propose you remove all defined and developed
parkland from your search and concentrate on areas where well planned development would
refurbish or build a community instead of devastating an existing one!
School is back in today, the park is quieter....I am available to sit with any of the members of
this committee and discuss the importance of this space and allow you all to experience first
hand, the livelihood and the beauty of the area!
I applaud your sense of community and commitment and hope you see the value of “green”.
Very Sincerely
Sarah-Jane Laws

Sept. 22, 2019
Sheryl and Gary Rubinoff
Arlberg Cres.
Blue Mountains, On
L9Y 0M1
Cel: Sheryl:
Cel: Gary:
To: All Councillors and individuals involved on Council
Re: HERITAGE PARK
Firstly, my husband and I had been unable to connect with the numbers for Ryan
Gibbons at the Town office, neither at extension 281 or 254 yesterday.
I want to, firstly, thank Sarry Merrifield for her wealth of information in guiding
me through how to connect and send our letter of concern to those on Council
ahead of the September 30, 2019 meeting that we are, unfortunately, unable to
attend ( as are others of same faith as us living in this community) due to the High
Holidays (Sept 29 – Oct 1).
Our beautiful Heritage Park, a place for events (be it family parties, picnics,
snack, impromptu pick up games), a place for families, children young and older, a
place for all to enjoy; a Green Space/Open Space for generations to come. Always
in use during the Four Seasons we enjoy. This is contrary to the comment made
by Rob Sampson, who said that this Heritage Park is rarely used.
My kids have enjoyed many a get together with their friends and enjoying
Heritage Park for their football, frisbee, baseball, and other invented games, along
with the playground swings, climbing, and sliding apparatuses available for all
ages. A place where you see families, individual/s, kids, grandparent/s having fun
running and playing catch with their family pet/s.
Every weekend this space is used, and people we know, rent for the summer in
this area, so they would have a place for their kids (and extended families and
friends) to play.
When we purchased our home from my long-time friends, we were
investing in our future permanent home and move up to this area. We live an
active and healthy lifestyle which we have instilled in our family. This was a
definite asset and draw for us with tennis courts so close by, and a beautiful park
in Heritage Park, to enjoy for its green space and all it has to offer, including the

shade of trees for a place to read in the shade, or just enjoying nature; knowing
our kids and future grandkids will always have this park as the Open Space that is
has been designated as. All that that this area has to offer with skiing, cycling,
hiking trails galore, and golf to mention just a few.
In Tyrolean Village there was a beautiful space that we all knew as The Orchard,
an area of undeveloped land and Green Space (I think, owned by Tryolean). This
was also used year-round for snowshoeing, cross country skiing, hiking on the
trails, enjoying the deer that would come into this area (give birth to their young)
and enjoy the apples and plants; trails that were kept up by one of the Tyrolean
Village maintenance individuals.
This is a sight that we haven’t seen since the beautiful space was decimated and
garbage left there on the north side of the new extend Arlberg Crescent, awaiting
a buyer/s, while the south side was and is currently being built with additional
rental homes/chalets. Currently, the north side is unsafe for our pets, kids, and
others to run around due to metal and other debris left around from demolition,
demolition which could have awaited until sale of land was procured. Perfectly
good tennis courts and basketball courts which were used by the rental units in
the area (Tyrolean Rental properties) that had been destroyed; while they could
have continued being used until the sale of this property.
In the past 6 years, if you take a ride up to the top of Blue Mountains, and
look at the beautiful landscape below, you could see large parcels of land that
have since been developed for residential. Even more so in the past 2 years. How
much of this land that was developed have proper percentage of Open Space
available in each of the communities? What about the impact on the wildlife in
this area? It was not uncommon to see deer and other wildlife crossing near the
roundabout (before it was built) at south end of Blue Mountain Ski Resort (now
The Orchard), which I rarely see any more.
We are in total opposition to losing this Green Space. We are taxpayers in
the Blue Mountains area. We do not understand how an area designated since
the building of this community as Open Space, can be even considered for
Attainable Housing. There is no other Open Space in this area for our entire
community. There should be no option whatsoever to remove this Green Space
called Heritage Park.
The fact that there is a lot of development going on at the base of Blue
Mountain resort, I am sure that Attainable Housing (that would house staff at the

resort) could be better accommodated there. I am unsure if the consideration for
additional schooling in the area has been considered, as our schools are already at
capacity (i.e. Thornbury).
The fact that we never received any notification about this until Sunday
September 22, 2019 (from our neighbour) upsets me greatly. Everyone I
contacted felt the same way. How can The Town of Blue Mountains or those
involved not post a sign at the park indicating the possible consideration of rezoning of Heritage Park from Open Space to Residential development with
contact information for our community at large???
The fact that the September 30, 2019 at 7pm is being held on the 1st day of
2 days of one of our Holiest days of the year for the Jewish People (Rosh
Hashanah), and to consider such an important meeting that would not allow our
presence (and that of others) is very disconcerting. A fact that this council
meeting would not be held on Easter nor Christmas Day, both holy days.
Please contact me as soon as possible to confirm that you received this
letter and the email that it is attached to.
Thank you,
Sheryl and Gary Rubinoff (Robert, Raquel, and Alexander)

September 7, 2019

Heritage Park Site Consideration for Attainable Housing

My name is Susan Lee. I have owned property at
since 1989, and I own a home
at
, I pay $7,000 a year in taxes. I am a full time resident.
I was in attendance at the meeting of the Attainable Housing committee on Thursday September 5th and
am now extremely concerned. Many of the questions that we asked of council were not addressed and
if they were the answers were unsatisfactory.
I asked the Committee why Heritage Park was not removed from the list when Moreau Park was
removed and all Parkland. We didn’t get an answer.
Rob Sampson claims the park is underutilized, where is the study that proves his comment. I live near
the park and use it every day, all year long? I walk my dog there. I see children playing on the swings
and learning their legs running in the park, teens tossing baskets on the court and many others enjoying
the green space.
The Park does not meet the size criteria outlined in the Staff Report of July 29. 2019 and yet it is still on
the list. Why, why would the town even consider taking green space away from the residence of this
area when there is no other public green space around when the area is very quickly becoming eaten up
with development?
I find all of the unanswered questions very disconcerting; it reeks of “another agenda”.
Rob Sampson told us at the September 5th meeting that Strategy Corp had the final say on whether or
not the Park would stay on the list of potential sites, I find this absolutely shocking that a Toronto based
consulting firm would have the final say on a Town Of the Blue Mountains decision.
As a resident of the area I am very upset that we came away with no answers on September 5th. I really
hope in subsequent meetings our questions will be answered and Heritage Park will be taken off the list.
Parkland is one of our most valuable assets we can have as a community and it is my belief the Town is
making a big mistake by robbing us our precious park.
Best Regards
Susan Lee

RECEIVED VIA EMAIL
SEPTEMBER 8, 2019
To Whom it May Concern,
We are a family who recently purchased on Pioneer Lane within the area of Heritage Park.
Heritage park was definitely a factor in our decision to purchase in this specific area - and we
love the area. We were just recently made aware of the proposal to use land at the Heritage
Park location for Attainable Housing. Although we were unable to attend the council meeting,
we heard that there was mention of the park being under-utilized. We are writing to have our
voice heard that we are constant users of this park space. Heritage park is our daily destination
to take the dog for a walk and let our kids play. We use the entirety of the park on a very
consistent basis including the playground, the basketball court, and the field area, and always
run in to others in the park doing the same.
It is very concerning to us that there is any consideration of using this park space for housing.
There are no other public parks in the area for us to use. We have a young active family and a
dog - from our understanding this is very common of the demographic looking to move in to
this area. We have met multiple new young families in the area because of Heritage Park. We
use this park through 4 seasons of the year. We feel this proposal is very short sighted.
Certainly there must be other locations to propose Attainable Housing than the only park in the
area. We ask that you please consider this email as the voice of a recent addition to the
neighbourhood that disagrees with the apparent underuse of the park, and we are very much
against the proposal.
Respectfully,
Warren and Erin Karlson

RECEIVED VIA EMAIL
SEPTEMBER 18, 2019
We purchased our unit at

Heritage Drive

in the fall of 1990.

The purchase was motivated to provide our children ,mid-teenagers at the time, with a smaller
community experience while also giving them and I the opportunity of skiing in Ontario's best
destination and offering an excellent four season experience ( hiking, snowshoeing, water, etc.)
As part of the experience, Heritage Park was an integral part. Family ball games ( with their new
and replaceable boyfriends), dog run, sledding and short snowshoe runs in winter. As they
moved on in life, our grandchildren now love the park experience ( learn to play ball, kite flying,
frisbee throwing, playground was a great addition, sledding in winter, etc)
The park plays an integral part of our lifestyle in the Blue Mountains community.
We urge you to maintain this great facility enjoyed by our family and many others.
There is absolutely no comparable facility in the area.
Mr. Lynn P. Lefebvre

