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Overview
Why habitat identification/protection is 
lynchpin of recovery
Habitat provisions in Act– short review
Habitat identification is not easy: challenges 
in identifying habitat
Ways forward in habitat identification
How to ensure that permits that allow 
activity in habitat don’t jeopardize 

recovery



The importance of identifying, 
protecting, maintaining and 

restoring habitat
Habitat degradation, fragmentation and loss is the 
leading cause of decline for 84% of species at risk 
in Canada.
Habitat necessary to ensure species survival and 
recovery must first be identified in order to then 
be protected/maintained/restored.
Protection/maintenance/restoration: 
each needed



Habitat identification measures 
under the new ESA

1.  Automatic prohibitions when species is listed
Do not require delineation

2.  Recovery Strategies
Include an identification of the habitat needs of 

the
species; and the area that should be considered in
developing a regulation that prescribes an area as the
habitat of the species. Government must respond

3.   Habitat regulations
Posted on EBR Discretionary



Challenges in habitat 
identification 

1. Lack of data
2. Landscape of the south
3. Landscape of the north



1. Lack of data
Challenges:

Data imperfect for every species—even 
plant species. Think of raccoon.
Example: badger.
Need for buffers in face of climate change, 
to buffer stochastic events? (like storms, 
fires)
Bottom line: always more to learn



2. Southern landscape

Challenges:
Most habitat already converted—to malls, 
subdivisions, farms
Remnant patches often not big enough, often 
under development pressure (woodlot 
example)
Framework: Imagination limited as to how to 
recover species
Reach of science limited too



3. Northern Landscape
Challenges:

Should be easier—crown land
Framework:

1. Resistance to change the status quo, sense of 
entitlement to resources, despite the fact that 
resource extraction activities are contributing 
to species decline.

2.Metaphor of ‘balance’ misused
.



Our value system is not 
working for species

Still use :                                            Instead of:



What is needed/ways forward
Re: Northern Landscape:

Political will to do it right: to identify the habitat 
that species need to survive and recover, and 
ensure that it is maintained, restored and/or 
recovered as the first step.
This is going to mean some significant changes to 
industrial resource extraction, so that remaining 
intact forests, which woodland caribou need, can 
be protected.
Not just how, but where industry occurs.



What is needed/ways forward
Re: southern landscape:

Bold vision
Ecosystem-based action plans that incorporate 
individual species
Mapping to delineate connective corridors
Working with landowners, NCC
Ex: Big Picture, Carolinian Canada



The Big Picture—
Carolinian Canada



What is needed/ways forward

Re: lack of data: 
Examples from SARA—lack of data used as an 
excuse not to identify
Precautionary principle needs to be applied:
When in doubt, rule of thumb = use area of 
occurrence as a proxy for habitat until more 
refined data exists.



Once habitat is identified, what 
happens next?

Once a species is listed and/or habitat is identified 
through a regulation, prohibitions come into 
force.
Habitat Prohibition is: (Section 10) No person 
shall damage or destroy the habitat of a species 
that is listed on the Species at Risk in Ontario list 
as an endangered or threatened species
BUT, there are ways to operate within habitat: 
through permits. 



How can we ensure that permits do not 
undermine the intent of the Act?

Thresholds for industrial activity need to be 
determined.
If appropriate, areas of habitat that are critical 
can be differentiated from general areas of 
occurrence.
Once these are determined, activities must not 
be allowed to exceed thresholds, or occur in 
areas that are critical to species 
survival and recovery.



Ensure Precautionary Principle 
has the last word

In the absence of this data, default should 
be interim protection until data is 
determined.
Development must be deferred until we are 
certain that it is not contributing to the 
decline of species that are already 
threatened with extinction.



Questions?

Thank you


