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June 20, 2017 

 

 

Danielle Grbavac, MSc.  

Operations Manager 

Land Remediation Section Environmental Protection 

Ministry of Environment 

2975 Jutland Road 

Victoria, BC 

V8T 5G9 

 

 

Dear Ms. Grbavac, 

 

Re:  UDI Comments Concerning Application of Wildland Land Use Standard Within 

Municipalities 

 

Thank you for meeting with Urban Development Institute (UDI) in April. During this 

meeting, we understand that the Ministry is proposing using the Wildlands land use 

designation within municipal boundaries.  UDI indicated opposition to the use of this 

designation within municipal boundaries and was asked by your staff to provide a letter to 

you describing our concerns.  We have since had conversations with a few municipalities 

who shared our concerns associated with the use of this designation within their boundaries.  

UDI recommends that this designation be used only outside municipal boundaries.   

 

From our meeting, we understand that Ministry is currently considering the use of the 

designation Wildlands land use (presumably ‘Reverted’) within municipalities to regulate in 

such instances as, for example, riparian areas and potentially for other situations as well.  

UDI is of the opinion that the use of this designation will cause undue difficulty for local 

governments, owners and developers within municipalities.  UDI does not support the use of 

this designation within municipal boundaries for the following reasons: 

 

1. Public perception 

o The use of the designation Wildland carries with it a connotation that implies 

a meaning such as “wilderness” or other similar terms. This can cause 

confusion because it may create false expectations for some community 

groups and other stakeholders. The designation would be difficult to change 

once in place and sets expectations that are not realistic in an urban 

environment. 

o Owners could be prevented through public pressure to not encroach on any 

areas that could conceivably be called wildlands whether they are or not.  

Take for example an owner in Langley who owns a wooded acreage with a 

stream who decides he wants to clear a wooded area on his property. Even if 

the owner wants to preserve the riparian area, as prescribed by regulation, 

they could have difficulty carrying out their project because the public may 
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perceive the land as wildlands and pressure the municipality to prevent such 

activity.  

 

2. Use of the land does not match the Wildlands designation definition 

o Municipalities are taking ownership of such lands in many municipalities and 

typically identify them as municipal parks, which would be “Urban Park land 

use” under the Contaminated Sites Regulation (CSR). We recommend that 

the Ministry use “Urban Park land use” as the term instead of Wildlands land 

use.  

o The CSR definition examples for wildlands land use do not match land uses 

within municipalities, where landscape design and architecture has 

incorporated vegetated and riparian areas into urban environments. 

o The CSR definition for Wildlands land use does not include uses defined as 

Urban Park land use.  A designated and named park (or areas simply 

designated/zoned as park) within the limits of a municipality clearly does not 

meet this definition, no matter how ‘natural’ and ‘wild’ the lands may appear. 

o A named park within a municipality must be an Urban Park land use based on 

the definition in the CSR, including municipal parks. 

 

3. Municipal requirements for infrastructure or maintenance 

o Municipalities are required to maintain drainage within the municipal 

boundaries. This often requires works to be performed within the riparian 

areas. 

o Many municipalities are currently changing management policies that will 

extend riparian areas required by municipal by-law because of their need to 

manage these areas within their municipalities. 

o Developers are often required by municipalities to develop walkways and 

other amenities within or adjacent to what would be riparian zones or 

considered riparian zones.  This would be difficult if the public came to know 

these lands were identified as “Wildlands”. 

 

The use of the designation Wildlands land use in a municipal setting is incorrect and could 

easily set unrealistic expectations within the public. It should be restricted to areas outside 

municipalities where municipal authority over such lands does not exist; or the use of 

Wildlands land use designation should be restricted to areas outside municipal boundaries 

where there may not be immediate requirements for maintenance, infrastructure or other 

activities to protect life, health and property as is required within municipalities. 

 

We thank you for discussing this issue with us and would be pleased to continue discussing 

this further with the Ministry. 

 

 

Yours truly, 

 

 
Anne McMullin  


