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1 Introduction 

The Town of Gravenhurst (Town) initiated a Municipal Class Environmental Assessment to 

consider a proposed expansion of the existing parking and boat launch facility at the North 

Morrison Lake Road Landing (NML) located at the south end of North Morrison Lake Road. In 

general, the proposed extension is in response to increased demand and congestion experienced 

at the landing, while recognizing the needs of water access properties which have either deeded 

or non-deeded access to the landing property. The study area is illustrated in Figure 1 below.  

  

Figure 1: Study Area 

 

Tatham Engineering Limited was retained to conduct the study on behalf of the Town, in 

accordance with the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment Guidelines (Class EA).  
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1.1 CLASS EA PROCESS  

The Class EA process is defined in the most recent issue of the Municipal Class Environmental 

Assessment document, 2015 version. Applying to all municipal improvement projects, several 

study categories (Schedules) have been established recognizing the range of environmental 

impacts. These are briefly described in sub-sections which follow. The process is illustrated in 

Figure 2 below.  

 

Figure 2: Municipal Class EA Process Flowchart 

1.1.1 Class EA Schedules  

Schedule A  

Schedule A projects generally include normal or emergency operational maintenance activities. 

As the environmental effects of these activities are usually minimal, these projects are pre-

approved and may proceed directly to implementation without the need to complete the design 

and planning process. No reports or study documents need to be prepared.  

Schedule A+ 

Schedule A+ projects include those that are typically limited in size and scope, and thus have 

minimal associated environmental impacts. While these projects are also pre-approved, they 
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require notification to the public to prior to implantation. No reports or study documents need 

to be prepared outside of the notification.  

Schedule B 

Schedule B projects generally include improvements and minor expansions to existing facilities. 

As there is the potential for some adverse environmental impacts, the municipality is required to 

conduct a screening process whereby members of the public and revie agencies are informed of 

the project and given the opportunity to provide comment. Documentation of the planning and 

design process is required under a Schedule B study. As these studies are generally 

straightforward and not required detail technical investigations to arrive at the preferred solution, 

a formal report is not required. Rather, a Project File (Phase 1 and 2 Report) shall be prepared to 

demonstrate that the appropriate steps have been followed. The Project File  is to be submitted 

for review by the public and review agencies.  

Schedule C 

Schedule projects generally include the construction of new facilities and major expansions to 

existing facilities. As they have the potential for environmental impacts, they must proceed under 

the full planning and documentation procedures specified by the Municipal Class EA document. 

Schedule C projects require an Environmental Study Report (ESR) to be prepared and 

appropriately filed for review by the public and review agencies.  

1.1.2 Selected Schedule  

Under the Municipal Class EA process, the following project examples are considered Schedule 

A/A+ undertakings: 

▪ The construction of sidewalks or multi-use trail or cycling facilities within existing or 

protected right-of-ways – Schedule A; 

▪ The construction of localized operational improvements at specific locations – Schedule A+; 

▪ The reconstruction of a road which will be for the same purpose, use and capacity, and at 

the same location (e.g., additional cycling lanes/facilities providing there is no change in the 

number of motor vehicle lanes) – Schedule A+; and 

▪ The redesignation of a linear paved facility through pavement marking modification to 

provide cycling lanes – Schedule A+. 

▪ Construction of a new parking lots not associated with a building provided the construction 

value is less than $9.5M. 
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The following projects are considered Schedule B undertakings: 

▪ Reconstruction or widening of a road that will not be for the same purpose, use or capacity, 

or at the same location (e.g., additional lanes or a continuous centre left turn lane) provided 

the construction value is less than $2.4M; 

▪ The construction of a new road or other paved linear facilities provided the construction 

value is less than $2.4M; and 

▪ Construction of new parking lots not associated with a building provided the construction 

value is greater than $9.5M. 

 

The following projects are considered Schedule C undertakings: 

▪ Reconstruction or widening of a road that will not be for the same purpose, use or capacity, 

or at the same location (e.g. additional lanes or a continuous centre left turn lane) with a 

construction value exceeding $2.4M; and  

▪ The construction of a new road or other paved linear facilities with a construction value 

exceeding $2.4M. 

In consideration of the above and the anticipated scope of work, the project is classified as a 

Schedule B undertaking (on the premise that the construction value related to the parking 

lot improvements will be less than $2.4M).  

Selected Schedule 

The most closely related project description in the Class EA document for this proposed 

undertaking is a Schedule A activity for: 

Construction of new parking lots not associated with a building provided the construction 

value is less than $9.5M. 

By this measure alone, the project would be a pre-approved activity and could proceed to design 

and construction without following the procedures set out elsewhere in the Class EA process. 

However, the obligation is on the proponent (in this case the Town) to ensure the activity 

Schedule selected appropriately reflects the complexity of the undertaking.  

Since the proposed expansion means extending the parking area into a Provincially Significant 

Wetland (PSW) immediately adjacent to the existing parking area, pre-consultation was 

conducted with the following Ministries: 

▪ Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry (MNRF),  

▪ Ministry of Environment Conservation and Parks (MECP), and  
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▪ Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing (MMAH). 

This consultation confirmed the proposed works were feasible as a municipal undertaking subject 

to the findings of an environmental investigation and mitigative measures if appropriate. Further, 

significant community interest is already well documented owing to historical issues with use of 

the landing area. 

Based on the above, a Schedule B process was selected as the appropriate undertaking which 

includes appropriate opportunities for public consultation and input, and evaluation of potential 

environmental impacts. 

1.2 STUDY OBJECTIVE AND PURPOSE   

The overall objectives of the North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion Environmental 

Assessment are as follows: 

▪ Identify and valuate the natural, socio-economic and heritage environments; 

▪ Develop and evaluate parking lot expansion alternatives to best address the need and 

justification, while considering any negative impacts; 

▪ Document the overall study process, develop an evaluation of alternatives in consideration 

of the Class EA requirements; and 

The purpose of the Class EA study is to address/consider: 

▪ Expansion of the available public parking; 

▪ Improve vehicle movements through the parking lots; 

▪ Improve storm water drainage; 

▪ Improve lighting distribution; 

▪ Improve signage and better define deeded island parking spaces; and  

▪ Consider environmental impacts and propose appropriate mitigation measures.  

The Phase 1 & 2 Report has been prepared to follow the chronological order of the Municipal 

Class EA process and is structured as noted below. 

▪ Chapter 2 presents the need and justification of the study area and the preparation of a 

problem statement to guide the Municipal Class EA process. 

▪ Chapter 3 addresses the first point of public consultation – Notice of Study Commencement. 

▪ Chapter 4 details the alternative solutions developed to address the problem statement. 
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▪ Chapter 5 identifies the affected environments and provides an inventory of same to be 

considered in the subsequent evaluation. 

▪ Chapter 6 details the evaluation of the alternative solutions in context of the manner to which 

they satisfy the problem statement and potential impacts to the environment. 

▪ Chapter 7 addresses the second point of public consultation – Public Information Centre. 

▪ Chapter 8 identifies the preferred solution considering the initial evaluation, comments 

received from the Public Information Centre, additional direction received from the Town 

and additional evaluation. 

▪ Chapter 9 outline the remaining task in the Municipal Class EA process, through to 

implementation of the preferred solution. 
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2 Needs & Justification 

The purpose of this Class EA is to consider expansion of the North Morrison Lake Road Landing 

facility and identify the most appropriate manner in which to do so, in order to satisfy the Problem 

Statement in Section 2.2 below. 

2.1 EXISTING CONDITIONS AND BACKGROUND 

Within Muskoka in general, water landings form part of the landscape and it is important to note 

that the Town of Gravenhurst Official Plan has embraced developing policies that support the 

continued investment in landings recognizing these municipal assets as being critical to the 

vitality and sustainability of the community in several aspects.  

The North Morrison Lake Road Landing is one of several water landings situated throughout the 

Town, each of which are available to the public under current policy. This specific landing 

however is a bit unique stemming from historical lot creation in the 1960’s which saw 81 lots 

being established and lands being dedicated to the then Townships of Medora and Wood for the 

purpose of providing adequate mainland docking and parking privileges for the purchasers of 

property on Mile Island, namely being lots 63 to 81. Further to this, the Subdivision Agreement 

which was signed on March 4th, 1963 did not put provisions in place for the purpose of extending 

the docking and parking privileges which would address future lot creation on the island. This 

has notably created a sense of inequity amongst property owners. 

In the fall of 2021, a delegation was made at Town Council requesting additional deeded parking 

provisions be made available for those island properties not identified within the historical 1963 

Subdivision Agreement. While Council received the information, no formal direction was 

provided to Administration. 

Currently there are nineteen lots which have deeded mainland parking rights at the North 

Morrison Landing, five of which are under the ownership of the Town of Gravenhurst. Over time, 

as the community has grown there has been increased pressure for expanded parking at the 

North Morrison Landing and for further protection of the deeded parking privileges established 

previously through historical development. In response to this need and as part of the Capital 

Budget approval process in 2017, Administration at the Town was directed to expand the parking 

and docking facilities beyond what is currently in place. Administration was in full support of 

Council’s direction as for years both the By-law Services and Public Works Divisions have 

experienced regular complaints, both during and outside core working hours that often escalated 

beyond a sense of reasonable and rationale behavior. 
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Through the budget process, $200,000 was allocated towards the capital initiative for the 

purpose of delineating and defining public vs. private deeded parking spaces, putting in place 

provisions for limited boat trailer parking, a minor expansion to the current available public 

parking capacity, improving lighting and general safety, additional docking, and implementing a 

formal permitting system that is enforceable by the By-law Services Division.  

Once identifying that a PSW located around the perimeter of the existing landing impacted upon 

the potential for an expansion, discussions were held with MNRF, MECP and MMAH. It was the 

outcome of those discussions that saw the Town proceeding through the current Schedule B 

Class EA for the planned expansion, creating a means though which agencies and public alike 

could assess and respond. 

The Class EA process provides an approvals process for municipal projects where it is necessary 

to maintain or improve upon public infrastructure. There are instances under that process where 

such improvements do require encroachment into a PSW, for example as would be the case for 

a road widening project where a portion of the road is bordered by a PSW on both sides. The 

Class EA process allows for a transparent assessment of the social, environmental, and economic 

advantages and disadvantages of each alternative in determining which option is preferred and 

affords an opportunity for public input to inform the decision-making process. In the present 

instance, a review of alternatives under the Class EA process, with an opportunity for public 

comment on the various alternatives under consideration was considered appropriate. 

2.2 PROBLEM STATEMENT  

In consideration of the historical background, existing conditions and future demands, the 

following problem statement was established. 

Limited parking capacity at the North Morrison Lake Boat Launch has 

been a matter which will continue to be a factor in the congestion 

experienced at this parking lot and boat launch. Opportunities for 

parking lot expansion need to be evaluated in order to develop an 

appropriate solution which accommodates all users while considering 

environmental impacts and possible mitigative measures.  
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3 Stakeholder Consultation – Study 
Commencement  

In accordance with the Class EA process illustrated in Figure 2, there are a number of points of 

stakeholder consultation. The first point is the Notice of Study Commencement which is used to 

inform the general public and stakeholders of the start of the study. The Notice of Study 

Commencement is a discretionary point of contact whereas the remaining are mandatory 

3.1 NOTIFICATION   

A Notice of Study Commencement was published on the Town half-page and posted on the Town 

website and Social Media feeds on July 29, 2021. The notice was also mailed via Canada Post on 

the same date to all property owners within the immediate area based on mailing information 

provided by the Town. A copy of this Notice is provided in Appendix A. Notices were also 

submitted to the appropriate review agencies (including MECP, MNRF, MMAH), stakeholder 

groups, special interest groups and First Nations. It is noted that MNRF was consulted with 

respect to the First Nations to be contacted.  

The notice identified the intent of the study and Class EA guidelines to be followed. In addition, 

it invited public input and comments early in the process such that they could be considered in 

the overall study, design, and completion.  

3.2 PUBLIC COMMENTS  

Public comments were received in response to the delivery and posting of the Notice of 

Commencement. A copy of these written submissions are included in Appendix A. 

Key comments of concern expressed by property owners and/or public in general are 

summarized by the following points: 

▪ Impacts to wetland habitat / environmental issues from expanding the parking lot; 

▪ Increased transient / day use of parking lot and Morrison Lake by non-resident boaters; 

▪ Potential need for increased boat mooring with increased parking; 

▪ Need for monitoring and compliance by Town; 

▪ Lack of adequate signage identifying deeded /reserved parking spaces; 

▪ Roadside parking occurring when spaces are full; 

▪ Garbage left behind; 
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▪ Night-time use of parking area; 

▪ Trespassing onto adjacent properties; 

▪ Increased traffic on North Morrison Lake Road; 

▪ Use of the parking area and docks as a location to swim, play and bbq activities are in 

dangerous conflict with boat access and launching needs. 

 

Supportive comments expressed by property owners and/or public in general included the 

following: 

▪ Additional parking is needed for island cottagers currently without a deeded space (consider 

leased spaces or 

▪ permit parking, signed accordingly to help control transient use); 

▪ Larger, wider spaces needed for trailer parking and turning etc.; 

▪ Important to retain access by contractors, tradespeople and emergency responders; 

▪ Consider widening to north side of Morrison Lake Road and provide parallel parking; 

▪ Consider short term parking space available only while launching. 

An acknowledgement response was delivered to each respondent and comments were brought 

forward for consideration in the next steps of the study when evaluating alternative solutions. 

3.3 AGENCY COMMENTS  

Agencies, First Nations and utility companies were circulated with the Notice of Commencement, 

including: 

Provincial Agency 

▪ MECP 

▪ MNRF 

▪ MMAH 

First Nations 

▪ Wahta Mohawks First Nation 

▪ Moose Deer Point First Nation 

▪ Wasauksing First Nation 

▪ Huron-Wendat Nation  
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▪ Georgina Island First Nation 

▪ Moon River Metis Council 

▪ Metis Nation of Ontario  

▪ Williams Treaties Coordinator 

▪ Chippewas of Georgina Island First Nation  

▪ Chippewas of Rama First Nation 

▪ Beausoleil Island First Nations 

▪ Curve Lake First Nation  

▪ Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation  

▪ Hiawatha First Nation  

▪ Alderville First Nation 

Utility Companies 

▪ Eelxicon (Gravenhurst Town Rep) 

▪ Hydro One  

▪ Bell Canada 

Other Stakeholder Groups 

▪ The Lions Club of Gravenhurst 

▪ Rotary Club of Gravenhurst  

▪ Gravenhurst Business Improvement Area Board 

▪ Morrison Lake Association  

No comments of concern were provided by agencies in response to the Notice. 
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4 Alternative Solutions 

In consideration of the Problem Statement, several solutions were developed in an incremental 

expansion approach to address the following: 

▪ Expand the available public parking; 

▪ Improve vehicle movements through the parking lots; 

▪ Improve storm water drainage; 

▪ Improve lighting distribution; 

▪ Improve signage and better define deeded island parking spaces; and  

▪ Consider environmental impacts and propose appropriate mitigation measures. 

4.1 ALTERNATIVE A: DO-NOTHING   

The Do-Nothing solution corresponds to the existing configuration. No improvements or change 

would be made to the parking lot to solve the identified problems and therefore the existing 

problems will remain.  

4.2 ALTERNATIVE B: 270 SQUARE METRE INCREASE  

Under Alternative B the parking lot will be reconstructed and expanded by approximately 270 

square metres as well as 13 additional public parking spaces, 4 oversized trailer parking spaces 

and 14 deeded private parking spaces. With this alternative parking spaces will be defined with 

precast concrete curbs and signage indicating public and deeded parking locations. All 

expansion for this alternative takes place in the northwest corner of the existing parking lot. See 

Appendix F, the PIC presentation, for details.  

4.3 ALTERNATIVE C: 700 SQUARE METRE INCREASE  

Under Alternative C the parking lot will be reconstructed and expanded by approximately 700 

square metres and will include 14 deeded private spaces for island residents, 25 public parking 

spaces and 5 trailer parking spaces. Again, precast concrete curbs will define the parking and 

signage will be erected to indicate public parking and private parking. All expansion will be done 

to the north and west of the existing parking lot. See Appendix F, the PIC presentation, for details. 
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4.4 ALTERNATIVE D: 2,100 SQUARE METRE INCREASE  

Under Alternative D the parking lot will be reconstructed and expanded by approximately 2,100 

square metres. 14 deeded private parking spaces are included along with 40 public parking 

spaces and 10 trailer parking spaces. There will be precast concrete curb defining parking 

locations as well as signage to define private and public parking. All expansion will be done to 

the north and west of the existing parking lot. See Appendix F, the PIC presentation, for details. 
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5 Environmental Inventory 

Prior to the establishing the Recommended Solution, consideration was given to a number of 

environmental elements within the study area which might guide or dictate how the solutions are 

developed. 

5.1 PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT  

The physical environment pertains to the actual footprint of the parking lot expansion and 

determining the justified level of expansion given the current level of use, capacity for future 

development and deeded parking in accordance with specific historical development 

agreements.  

5.2 NATURAL ENVIRONMENT   

A Natural Environmental Evaluation of Alternatives was completed by Michalski Nielsen 

Associates Limited, a copy of the report is provided in Appendix C.  

Field investigations completed identified a total of two natural vegetation communities 

comprising the study area consisting of upland forest and treed swamp.  

The upland forest community comprises the eastern edge of the study area and isolated areas 

along the western edge of the existing gravel parking lot. None of the observed plant species 

within the upland forest are considered regionally or locally rare.  

The treed swamp community comprises portions of the Morrison Lake Provincially Significant 

Wetland (PSW) which the boundary was mapped with GPS during field investigation and is 

located within the areas of lower topography than the adjacent upland forest communities. None 

of the observed plant species within the treed swamp community are considered regionally or 

locally rare. 

The mapping of the wetland complex has confirmed that most of the land west and north of the 

existing parking area is wetland and that some areas of the existing parking lot would have been 

built on wetland. Also, that any expansion of the parking lot will be within the PSW limits. The 

Municipal Class EA process allows for a transparent assessment of alternative which is the 

appropriate course of action in this case.  

A natural environment review was conducted for all the alternatives and the impacts based on 

Potential impacts on adjacent fish habitat, Potential impacts on water quality and fish habitat in 

the broader areas, potential impacts on woodlands, wetlands and wildlife habitat and potential 
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impacts on species at risk. The impacts to the previously mentioned criteria have been 

summarized below. 

For alternative B through D, the potential on adjacent fish habitat are all considered minor. 

Similarly, the potential for water quality impacts, and by association, on fish habitat within the 

broader area, is considered minor as parking lot expansion would be some distance back from 

the lake under each of the alternatives, with the opportunity for each to incorporate stormwater 

measures which capture parking lot runoff, attenuate those flows, and encourage infiltration and 

filtration prior to release.  

Alternatives B through D will all result in loss of a small amount of forest habitat and associated 

wildlife habitat values. Alternative C will additionally involve the removal of a small amount of 

treed swamp habitat, with Alternative D involving a somewhat larger loss of treed swamp habitat. 

There is a corresponding increase in impacts for each of these alternatives on wildlife habitat, 

however in all cases such habitat opportunities are well represented locally, with any wildlife that 

is displaced therefore able to find habitat locally.  

Alternative B through D all have some implications on Species at Risk habitat, although in all 

cases this is considered minor. There will be some loss of trees potentially affording summer 

roosting and maternity habitat for protected bat species. As within any wooded landscape in 

Muskoka, there is some potential for these lands to be utilized by Eastern Hog-nosed Snake for 

general habitat and foraging, however, there are no specialized habitat for this or any other 

reptile species, including within the areas of wetland that would be lost with Alternatives C and 

D. It is noted that consultation with MECP to ensure the project appropriately address the ESA 

issues will need to occur for the preferred alternative.  

Residual impacts on the natural environment are very limited for Alternative B, somewhat greater 

for Alternative C and the greatest for Alternative D. This is because of the increased amount of 

wildlife habitat that will be lost with on Alternative to the next.  

The recommended approach to for expansion into the PSW is the ecological offset approach for 

all the alternative solutions. The proposed ecological offset will include the follow  

▪ Create three 100 square metre ponds which will be located adjacent to the parking lot 

expansion and will contain muck soil bottom layer, have sufficient water depth to avoid the 

muck layer from freezing and include roots boles, logs and boulders for the turtles. 

▪ Create 3 turtle nesting berms which will be located adjacent to the parking lots expansion 

and be constructed out of sand and pea gravel which will try to encourage turtle nesting 

outside of the parking lot.  
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5.3 SOCIAL ENVIRONMENT  

The social environment focuses on the use of the parking lot as well as how the parking lot 

impacts the adjacent private properties in the current form as well as the expanded parking lot.  

▪ Use of the parking lot includes: 

▪ Mile Island residents and their guests 

▪ Transient / day-use activities including boating, swimming, fishing, etc.  

▪ All expansion and ecological offset measures will be located on Town owned lands and will 

not require any property acquisition.   

Other considerations that are within the social environment include on site garbage receptacles 

that are currently owned and collected by the District of Muskoka and the need for signage to 

indicate where private and public parking is allowed.   

5.4 ARCHEOLOGICAL/CULTURAL ENVIRONMENT  

A Stage 1 Archeological Background Study was undertaken by AMICK Consultants, a copy of the 

report is provided in Appendix D. 

The Archaeological Sites Database administered by the Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism and 

Culture Industries (MHSTCI) indicates there are no previously documented sites within 1 

kilometre of the study area. Background research indicates that the study area has potential for 

archaeological resources of Native origins based on the proximity of Morrison Lake. Although 

there is potential for archaeological recourses there is little to no archaeological potential within 

the study area due to the presence of an existing gravel parking lot area, boat launch and access 

road as well as the overall low-lying and wet conditions of the study area. Since current 

conditions within the study area indicate that the property has no or low archaeological potential 

and should be excluded form Stage 2 Property Assessment.  

The following is a summary of the recommendations from the Stage 1 Archaeological 

Background Study: 

▪ No further archaeological assessment of the study area is warranted; 

▪ The Provincial interest in archaeological resources with respect to the proposed undertaking 

has been addressed; and 

▪ The proposed undertaking is clear of any archaeological concern.  

 

A Technical Memorandum and Professional Opinion was completed by AMICK Consultants 

regarding cultural environment considerations. A copy of that report is provided in Appendix E.   
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The Technical Memorandum replaces the Heritage Impact Study (HIA) since there are currently 

no identified heritage attributes associated with the current parking area and boat launch. If 

cultural heritage features were associated with the proposed undertaking, appropriate mitigation 

measures could be developed if necessary. The completed Technical Memorandum serves to 

address the provincial interest. The Technical Memorandum summarizes that there is no risk to 

cultural heritage resources with the expansion of the parking area.  

5.5 ECONOMIC ENVIRONMENT  

The economic environment considers the associated relative costs to construct the expanded 

parking lot. Detailed construction costs for each alternative are not presented as part of this 

study. Essentially, the larger the installation, the greater the costs, not including the long-term 

costs of maintenance for the parking lot expansion or Town enforcement of any new by-law 

provisions.  
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6 Evaluation of Alternative Solutions 

This section will discuss the evaluation of the alternative solutions as previously identified. These 

results are considered preliminary given the need to solicit agency and public input. The 

evaluation is descriptive or qualitative in nature allowing for a comparative evaluation of the 

positives and negatives associated with each alternative solution. 

6.1 EVALUATION CRITERIA  

In completing the evaluation, a number of criteria were considered. Criteria have been divided 

into five major groups which are detailed below, and the effects of the alternatives are identified 

based on the criteria within each group. Groups and criteria are outlined below.  

Physical Environment 

▪ footprint of parking expansion 

▪ capacity  

Natural Environmental  

▪ impacts to wetlands  

▪ impacts to aquatics and wildlife 

▪ impacts to sensitive areas 

Social Environment  

▪ deeded parking vs day use spaces 

▪ trailer parking  

▪ garbage bins / collection 

▪ increased traffic on Morrison Lake Road 

▪ trespassing on adjacent properties 

 

Cultural/Heritage Environment  

▪ archaeological impacts 

▪ built heritage impacts 

▪ First Nations impacts 

Economic Environmental  

▪ construction costs 

▪ maintenance costs 

▪ by-law enforcement costs 

 

6.2 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS   

The potential impacts associated with each alternative are noted in Table 1 and discussed in 

further detail below.  
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Table 1: Alternative Solution Evaluation 

EVALUATION 
CRITERIA 

ALTERNATIVE B 

270 m2 EXPANSION 

ALTERNATIVE C 

700 m2 EXPANSION 

ALTERNATIVE D 

2,100 m2 EXPANSION 

Physical Environment ✓ Increased parking area will accommodate current demand  

X Does not accommodate future capacity  

✓ Least impact to adjacent wetlands 

✓ No expansion of the parking lot adjacent to the lake 

✓ Increased parking area will accommodate current and future 
capacity  

X 2nd greatest impacts to adjacent wetlands lands 

✓ No expansion of the parking lot adjacent to the lake   

✓ Increased parking area will accommodate current and future 
capacity  

X Greatest impacts to adjacent wetlands 

✓ No expansion of the parking lot adjacent to the lake   

Natural Environment All Alternatives: 

▪ Have minor impact to water quality and fish habitat 

▪ Have a low risk of potential impacts on species at risk 

▪ Can implement measures to mitigate potential (species at risk training, construction timing, long term storm water management, appropriate lighting design, wildlife exclusionary fencing, etc.)  

✓ No impacts on wetlands itself 

✓ Smallest loss of upland forest 

X Expanding parking lot will introduce additional disturbance 
on adjacent wildlife habitat (noise and light) 

X No offset required for wetland and associated wildlife 
habitat loss 

X Minor loss of treed swamp within a provincially significant 
wetland 

✓ Wetland area that is impacted do not provide any 
specialized habitat opportunities for wildlife and the habitat 
is well represented locally 

X 2nd greatest Loss of upland forest 

X Expanding parking lot will introduce additional disturbance 
on adjacent wildlife habitat (noise and light) 

✓ Wetland enhancement measures can be implemented to 
create wetland diversity and mitigate alternations to the 
provincially significant wetlands   

X Greatest loss of treed swamp within a provincially 
significant wetland 

✓ Wetland area that is impacted do not provide any 
specialized habitat opportunities for wildlife and the habitat 
is well represented locally 

X Greatest loss of upland forest 

X Expanding parking lot will introduce additional disturbance 
on adjacent wildlife habitat (noise and light) 

✓ Wetland enhancement measures can be implemented to 
create wetland diversity mitigate alternations to the 
provincially significant wetlands   

Social Environment All Alternatives: 

▪ Maintain original number of deeded private parking spaces for One Mile Island cottages              

▪ All expansion will take place on Town owned property 

▪ Improve signage for both deeded, restricted and day-use parking 

✓ Least added opportunity for transient / day-use parking 

Χ Not all island resident parking needs may be fulfilled 

Χ Least desirable trailer parking and traffic circulation 
configuration 

✓ Increased new non-deeded parking spaces available for 
island residents 

Χ Increased potential for transient / day-use parking 

✓ Acceptable trailer parking and traffic circulation 
configuration 

✓ Greatest number of parking spaces created for island 
residents 

Χ Greatest potential for transient / day-use parking 

Χ Acceptable trailer parking and traffic circulation 
configuration 
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EVALUATION 
CRITERIA 

ALTERNATIVE B 

270 m2 EXPANSION 

ALTERNATIVE C 

700 m2 EXPANSION 

ALTERNATIVE D 

2,100 m2 EXPANSION 

Cultural/ 

Heritage Environment 

All Alternatives: 

▪ No identified heritage attributes associated with the existing parking lot, boat launch ramp or of the larger area of the proposed undertaking 

▪ There is little to no archaeological potential and the proposed undertaking is clear of any archaeological concern 

▪ Feasible from a cultural / heritage environment perspective 

Economic 
Environment 

✓ Least construction costs X Greater construction cost due to increased parking lot 
footprint and wetland enhancement measures 

X Greatest construction cost due to increased parking lot 
footprint and wetland enhancement measures 

RECOMMENDED 
SOLUTION 

Alternative C  

Legend ✓ Positive Impact  ▪ Comparable Impact  X Negative Impact  
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6.3 RECOMMENDED SOLUTION  

The Recommended Solution is not presented as a final decision at this point in the study, but 

rather a preliminary recommendation based upon a rational evaluation of the available 

information and presented in order to solicit public input.  

Based on the initial evaluation of alternative solutions, the Recommended Solution for expanding 

the parking lot is Alternative C which is to increase the parking space by 700 square metres, 

creating 25 vehicle parking spaces in addition to 14 deeded spaces and 5 trailer parking spaces.  

Alternative C is the recommended solution for the following reasons:  

▪ Expands the available parking area while moderating the encroachment into the PSW;  

▪ Provides some designated trailer parking spaces and provides safer traffic circulation than 

the current configuration;  

▪ Fulfils Town obligation in 1963 subdivision agreement for provision of deeded spaces and 

adds some available parking; 

▪ Provides a mid-cost solution. 

 

The Do-Nothing alternative is not recommended as it does not increase current capacity and 

does not clearly define the deeded parking which is a key objective of the parking lot expansion.  

Alternative B is not recommended as it does not provide an appreciable expansion to the 

available parking. 

Alternative D is not recommended, being the largest expansion alternative considered. While 

increasing the parking lot to the largest size possible might appear to be the best alternative 

from the standpoint of providing the most parking spaces to accommodate various uses, it has 

the greatest intrusion into the PSW and the greatest environment impact.  
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7 Consultation – Public Information Centre  

Under a Schedule B Environmental Assessment, there are two mandatory points of stakeholder 

contact. As noted in Figure 2, the first point occurs towards the end of Phase 2 when a Notice of 

Public Information Centre is issued to invite stakeholder comments and public input via a Public 

Information Centre presentation. The second point of contact is upon completion of the planning 

process at which time a Notice of Completion is provided. The first point of contact is discussed 

in this section. The second point of contact is discussed in Section 9, after the identification of 

the Preferred Solution and completion of the Schedule B Class EA requirements.  

7.1 NOTIFICATION 

In accordance with the Class EA guidelines, a notification of the Public Information Centre 

(provided in Appendix F) was issued inviting stakeholder comment and input. Stakeholders 

include review agencies, the public and special interest groups.  

The Class EA guidelines indicate that, as a minimum, notice to the Ministry of Environment, 

Conservation and Parks and other directly affected stakeholders is required. Other review 

agencies are to be notified as appropriate. Accordingly, notices were sent to property owners 

the agencies listed in Section 3.3 on November 29, 2021. 

The notices were also mailed to all residents who previously received Notice of Study 

Commencement Notices. A copy of the notice was also published in The Gravenhurst Banner, 

the Town’s website and social media feeds.   

7.2 PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE 

The purpose of the Public Information Centre was to provide information to the public and 

agencies and seek their input with respect to the following: 

▪ Identification of the problem; 

▪ Development and evaluation of alternative solutions to the problem; 

▪ General inventory of the affected environments to determine the possible impacts; and  

▪ Identification of the recommended alternative.   

 

Due to the COVID-19 situation, a traditional walk-in Public Information Centre could not be held 

and instead a PowerPoint presentation with narration was uploaded to the Town’s website on 

November 25, 2021. A three (3) week review period was provided such that comments and 

questions were requested to be directed to Tatham Engineering by December 17. 
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7.3 PUBLIC COMMENT 

7.3.1 General Public Comments 

Comments were received from public stakeholders throughout the commenting period, copies 

of which are provided in Appendix F along with a tabulated summary of each written submission. 

A summary of key issues and concerns is provided below: 

▪ Impacts to wetland habitat / environmental issues from expanding the parking lot; 

▪ Increased vehicle traffic, parking and boat traffic by transient / day users with an expansion; 

▪ Removal of garbage bins and illegal dumping as a result; 

▪ Safety concerns with swimming occurring at landing; 

▪ Island owners without deeded spaces treated same as general public and not equal to 

deeded space owners; 

▪ Comments of support were provided for each alternative, from Do-Nothing to the largest 

expansion, Alternative D. 

 

An on-line petition was initiated by a private individual which is also included in Appendix F. 

A summary of key issues and concerns indicated in the petition is provided below: 

▪ Concern that a lake impact study has not been done in consideration of attracting more 

boaters as a result of expanding the parking; 

▪ Current study assessment is insufficient with respect to long-term environmental impacts;  

▪ More information needed on reasons for expansion; 

▪ Need to retain garbage bins. 

7.3.2 Island Property Owners Questionnaire 

Following the comments received from the PIC and some of the issues and questions raised 

through those comments, it was decided to solicit further input from island property owners with 

the intent of obtaining further information on how the existing parking lot is currently being 

utilized at the landing. A questionnaire was delivered to all island property owners on April 8 and 

responses were received until April 25, 2022. Results of the questionnaire from 34 respondents 

were also considered in arriving at the Preferred Solution described in Section 8. 

The questions and responses are included in Appendix F. 
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A summary of the key issues and concerns identified by island residents is provided below. 

▪ Island property owners with un-deeded spaces should not be treated same as general public; 

▪ Often no parking space available when arriving at landing, both vehicle and docking; 

▪ Noted that island owners rely on the landing for vehicle and trailer parking, launching, visitor 

parking, deliveries: 

▪ Need clear signage to designate reserved vehicle parking and address maximum permitted 

docking time. 

7.4 AGENCY COMMENT 

The provincial agencies, First Nations communities and utility companies indicated in Section 3.3 

were again circulated, this time with notice of posting the presentation. 

No comments were received from these groups in response to posting the PIC presentation. 

7.5 DISCUSSION OF PUBLIC COMMENTS 

Comments received from public stakeholders can be grouped into the categories indicated below 

and discussion is provided in response to key concerns. 

7.5.1 Environmental Impacts 

The study team acknowledges there will be some environmental impacts with any proposed 

expansion to the parking area.  

The irregular configuration of Alternative B was based on followed existing contours that 

represented the least amount of filling in the wetland while providing some expansion of the 

parking area. However, the very limited parking expansion is not considered a worthwhile 

undertaking considering the parking demand which exists. 

Alternative C increases intrusion into the wetland area, but still with regard to the existing 

contours and limiting the amount of filling in the wetland area which were the underlying 

elements of Alternative B. 

The configuration of Alternative D was considered the next degree of expansion, based on adding 

traffic aisles with more vehicle circulation and parking stalls, including for trailer parking. 

With each alternative, based on the environmental review, turtle nesting habitat areas are 

proposed to help offset environmental impacts and expansion on the lake side has been avoided. 
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7.5.2 Parking Needs 

Island property owners have indicated they may utilize as many as 4 spaces for their own 

individual needs, being two for the owners and two for visitors. The original 1963 subdivision 

agreement for 19 lots made between Previews Corporation Limited and The Corporation of the 

United Townships of Medora and Wood (now the Town of Gravenhurst), dated 4th of March 1963 

was not specific with regard to how many spaces are to be provided. The pertinent clause from 

the 1963 agreement is as follows: 

 “The Owner agrees to grant in fee simple unto the Township, clear of 

encumbrances, for public purposes pursuant to the provisions of Section 

28(5) of the Planning Act, Block A as shown on the proposed plan and agrees 

to provide adequate facilities for docking and parking on the said Block A for 

purchasers of lots on the island shown on the proposed plan.” 

In consideration of increased environmental impacts associated with increased expansion into 

the wetland area, 19 deeded parking spaces are therefore proposed in the Preferred Solution to 

be provided to fulfil the Town’s obligation for the 19 lots created under the subdivision 

agreement. It is recognized this does not provide a dedicated space for every island property 

owner and any spaces created beyond the 19 will be on a first come, first serve basis. If further 

deeded parking spaces are required, the Town of Gravenhurst Council will need to consider this 

issue on a case-by-case basis. 

7.5.3 Safety / Beach Use 

Concerns included the area being used for beach-use / recreational purposes by day-users and 

creating safety concerns due to conflicts with island owners’ need to access the shore by trailer 

and boat. To help address this concern, it is proposed to provide signage prohibiting use of the 

beach and docks for recreational swimming and include this as a by-law enforceable provision. 

7.5.4 Docking Facilities 

Concerns were indicated regarding the length of time some boats are left tied to the available 

docks and impinging on the ability to load items from shore and launch, or alternatively, arrive 

at shore and unload or remove boats from the water.  

There were also concerns with day-users occupying dock space for recreational purposes. 

To help address these concerns, it is proposed to provide signage indicating dock use is for in-

and-out privileges or short-term docking only with no overnight docking permitted and include 

these as by-law enforceable provisions. 
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It’s noted the Town has already previously extended the available docking opportunities at the 

launch. 

7.5.5 Garbage Collection 

Existing garbage bins at the landing were originally proposed to be removed altogether under 

each identified alternative. However, being under the jurisdiction of the District of Muskoka, solid 

waste collection at all such remote sites is currently under review by the District and provision of 

bins at the Morrison Lake landing will be subject to the outcome of a separate study process 

conducted by the District. That exercise will determine how solid waste collection is addressed 

at the North Morrison Lake Road landing location. 
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8 Preferred Solution 

8.1 DISCUSSION 

From the study process and public comments received, it’s apparent that the existing parking 

lot, how it’s currently being utilized, and its potential expansion are controversial matters among 

property owners who are both users and non-users of the parking facility. Utilization of the 

parking area by non-resident day users adds to this controversy. Further, there are concerns 

among island property owners currently without a deeded parking space that they are not 

treated equally and are grouped with the general public despite needing the landing for access 

to their properties. 

The Town has inherited a situation whereby a provision for deeded parking spaces was created 

through a subdivision development on Mile Island, which represents only 19 of a total of 59 

development lots potentially available on all the islands that could utilize the existing parking 

area for access to their properties.  

Based on responses to the island property owner questionnaire, the ultimate parking request to 

be accommodated for 59 island properties could potentially be as much as two for each owner 

plus two for visitors for each property, totaling 236 spaces. This does not include additional 

spaces for non-resident / day uses or trailer parking. 

Alternative D illustrated a concept with a relatively large expansion of the parking area that still 

only provides 54 vehicle parking spaces plus 10 trailer spaces. 

It’s evident that all desired parking demands are not going to be accommodated in any 

reasonably sized expansion alternative. As the proposed expansion increases, so too will 

environmental impacts and constructability issues from constructing in a wetland, together with 

cost. 

The Town’s original objective in considering an expansion to the parking area was to recognize 

its obligation for the 19 deeded parking spaces and improve those provisions, plus provide some 

added parking recognizing the overall demand of the parking facility by various users. 

No other similar parking facility in the Town of Gravenhurst has deeded parking spaces and the 

Town may not wish to create a precedent setting objective which it cannot reasonably achieve 

on a Town-wide basis that results from the expansion of such spaces in this location. 

In consideration of the above, Alternative C is selected as the Preferred Solution, representing a 

balanced approach in providing some expansion to the parking area while improving the current 

island property owners parking space provisions and mitigating environmental impacts. 
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8.2 PREFERRED SOLUTION  

Following the Public Information Centre and island owner questionnaire, the preliminary 

assessment and Recommended Solution was revisited in consideration of comments and input 

received from various stakeholders and the factors described in the discussion section above. 

The Preferred Solution is Alternative C, with the various aspects described below:  

1. Signage will be erected to delineate deeded parking spaces from remaining parking spaces. 

The preferred solution will provide 14 parking spaces signed as “private” or “reserved” with 

the lot number reflecting those occupied lots. An additional 5 spaces to be ultimately deeded 

for the Town owned island lots will initially be incorporated with 20 additional public parking 

spaces for public use (total 25 spaces), plus 5 public trailer parking spaces. If the Town 

decides to sell any or all of the 5 Town lots, additional reserved parking spaces will be 

designated from the 25 spaces accordingly at that time. All regular parking spaces will be 

3.0m by 6.0m and trailer parking spaces will be 3.0m by 12.0m.  

2. All expansion to the parking lot will take place in the northwest corner. There will be no 

expansion of the parking lot footprint on the south side of North Morrison Lake Road, to 

limit the potential impacts to the lake.  

3. 3 turtle nesting berms and 3 pond features will be constructed adjacent to the expansion 

area to provide ecological offset to the Provincial Significant Wetland complex that will be 

lost due to the proposed expansion.  

4. A ditch will be constructed on the east side of the parking lot to capture stormwater 

generated in the parking lot. The ditch will provide retention of the stormwater by being 

lined with natural vegetation and rock check dams to allow for sediment in the stormwater 

to settle before discharge to the lake.  

5. Lighting will be increased to provide coverage of the expanded parking area and shielded 

to avoid light intrusion into the wetland area or adjacent properties. 

6. A by-law will be created to make the noted restrictions on reserved spaces, dock use (no 

overnight docking) and beach use (no swimming) enforceable by Town by-law officers 

accordingly. 

7. Signage will be provided, indicating the restrictions on reserved parking spaces, beach and 

dock uses per by-law. 

8. A garbage collection bin location has been shown on the drawing representing the existing 

condition. The ultimate garbage collection solution is the responsibility of the District of 

Muskoka and is currently undergoing a separate study process conducted by the District.  
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The Preferred Solution is illustrated in Figure 3 below: 

Figure 3: Preferred Solution (Alternative C) 
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8.3 COST ESTIMATE  

A preliminary construction cost estimate for the Preferred Solution is $285,000 which includes 

the following items: 

1. Siltation and erosion controls during construction; 

2. Tree clearing and sub-grade excavation / preparation; 

3. Environmental habitat features per design; 

4. New granular parking area with filter fabric underlay and fencing; 

5. Amend existing parking area with fresh granular surface; 

6. Add reserved parking and by-law restrictions signage; 

7. Drainage improvements; 

8. Additional lighting. 

 



North Morrison Lake Parking Lot Expansion Schedule B Class EA   |  Class EA Phase 1  & 2 Report  32 

 

9 Completion of the Class EA Process 

This chapter details the remaining steps to complete the Schedule B Class Environmental 

Assessment process and to proceed to Phase 5, Implementation, which entails completion of the 

engineering design and subsequent construction. 

9.1 CONFIRMATION OF CLASS EA SCHEDULE   

As previously noted, the construction of a new parking lot not associated with a building 

provided the construction value is less than $9.5M is considered a Schedule A or pre-approved 

undertaking. However, through the natural environmental inventory the Provincially Significant 

Wetland (PSW) complex location was confirmed to be adjacent to the existing parking lot. 

Therefore, any expansion is going to impact the PSW so a Schedule B process which provides 

for public and agency input has been undertaken. The process employed is therefore considered 

appropriate in satisfying Class EA guidelines.  

9.2 SUBMISSION TO THE TOWN OF GRAVENHURST 

The Phase 1 & 2 Report was submitted to the Town of Gravenhurst and the Preferred Solution 

endorsed by Town staff.  

9.3 30-DAY REVIEW PERIOD 

The Phase 1 & 2 Report will be placed on public record for a period of 30 days following the 

Notice of Study Completion. As per the notice, the public and review agencies will be encouraged 

to further review the report and provide written comments.  

If there are outstanding concerns that the project may have a potential adverse impact on 

constitutionally protected Aboriginal and treaty rights, the public can ask that the Ministry of the 

Environment, Conservation and Parks to make a Section 16 (6) Order.  

A Section 16(6) Order request cannot be made to delay or stop the planning and implementation 

of a project that is going through a Class EA process. Before a Section 16(6) Order request is 

made the public should try to resolve any concerns or issues directly with the Town or Project 

Team.  

9.4 PHASE 5: IMPLEMENTATION  

Phase 5 of the Municipal Class EA process pertains to the implementation of the Preferred 

Solution and includes the following key tasks: 

▪  Complete detail engineering design; 
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▪ Complete contract drawings and tender documents;  

▪ Apply for any necessary approvals; 

▪ Ensure adequate Town funding is in place; 

▪ Proceed to construction; and, 

▪ Monitor for environmental provisions and commitments. 

9.4.1 Design, Approvals and Construction 

It is the intent of the Town to proceed to construction on the parking lot improvements subject 

to Council approval and available funding following the 30-day review period.  Further, timing 

will be impacted by the tendering process and environmental restrictions. Considering these 

factors, the anticipated construction start is in 2024. In preparation, engineering drawings 

detailing required works, including the appropriate mitigation measures will be prepared and 

submitted to the Town and appropriate review agencies to obtain the necessary approvals prior 

to construction. There are no further requirements with respect to public consultation during 

Phase 5 although coordination with directly affected stakeholders is likely to be required, as 

appropriate (i.e. deeded parking space holders, adjacent properties, etc.). 

9.4.2 Impact Mitigation  

Further to the possible impacts to the environments resulting from implementation of the 

preferred solution, a number of mitigation measures have been identified as outlined in Table 2. 

This is not intended to be a complete list of the potential impacts and mitigation measures, but 

rather an initial overview. During detail design, the extent of impacts will be identified and 

appropriately addressed.  

Table 2: Potential Impacts and Mitigation 

NEGATIVE IMPACT POTENTIAL MITIGATING MEASURE 

Fisheries and 

Aquatic Habitat 

▪ Minimize run-off into storm ditches and Morrison Lake during 
construction through silt control measures 

Water Quality / 

Stormwater 

Management  

▪ Provision for spill control 

▪ Fast and accurate reporting of spills 

▪ Implementation of erosion and sedimentation controls  
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Wildlife and Species 

at Risk  

▪ Clear vegetation between September 15 and April 15 

▪ Contractor to receive Species at Risk Sensitivity training 

▪ Perimeter silt fence to serve as exclusion fence for wildlife  

Residents  ▪ Notify directly affected public when construction is scheduled 

 

9.4.3 Monitoring  

Monitoring objectives include: 

▪ Monitoring of individual measures and issues (i.e. erosion and sedimentation control) 

▪ Monitoring of overall effectiveness of control measures; and  

▪ Ongoing identification of areas of potential concern. 

Construction inspection will occur on a regular basis to ensure that the mitigation measured 

described in this report and in the subsequent contact documents are carried out effectively. The 

timing and frequency of these visits will coincide with the schedule of the construction operations 

and will be adjusted to reflect the sensitivities of the site and if unforeseen environmental 

problems during construction arise. The construction inspectors will maintain daily records which 

will detail any concerns, corrective actions and further actions required. 

9.5 STAKEHOLDER CONSULTATION  

There are no further requirements with respect to stakeholder consultation during Phase 5, other 

than what might be required to secure the necessary permits and approvals of the final design.  

 

  



  

 

 

Appendix A: 
Study Commencement 

  
  



TOWN OF GRAVENHURST 
NORTH MORRISON LAKE ROAD PARKING LOT EXPANSION 

SCHEDULE B, CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 
 

NOTICE OF STUDY COMMENCEMENT 

The Town of Gravenhurst is proposing to expand the existing North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot. The proposed 
improvements include increasing the available parking by increasing the existing parking lot area, plus associated 
improvements to storm water drainage.  

 

The Town is proceeding with a Schedule B Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (EA) to consider the impacts 
associated with the proposed improvements. The Class EA process will include the following: 

• Identify the problem and alternative solutions; 

• For each alternative, consider potential impacts to the noted environments and possible mitigating measures; 

• Public and agency consultation and participation; 

• Evaluate the alternatives based on the project objectives, environmental impacts and comments provided; 
and,  

• Identify a preferred solution, document the process in a Project File and make available for public review and 
comment. 

The purpose of this notice is to invite public and agency input and comment early in the study such that they can be 
incorporated into the planning and overall study design. Comments should be directed to the Consultant as noted 
below. A further opportunity for public input and comment will be provided at an upcoming Public Information Centre 
(PIC) during which time the various alternative solutions and assessment of each will be presented. Please watch the 
Town of Gravenhurst website for further details of the PIC, including format due to COVID. 



 

Owner 
Town of Gravenhurst 
3-5 Pineridge Gate 
Gravenhurst, ON P1P 1Z3 
 

Andrew Stacey, CET 
Director of Infrastructure Services 
Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca 
705-687-3412 ext 256   

Consultant 
Tatham Engineering Limited 
8 Barron Drive 
Bracebridge, ON   P1L 0A1 
 
Phil Watts, P.Eng. 
Project Engineer 
pwatts@tathameng.com 
705-645-7756 ext 2063 

Information will be collected in accordance with the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act.  With the 
exception of personal information, all comments will be become part of the public record. 

This Notice issued July 29, 2021. 

 

mailto:Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca
tel:705-726-9300%20ext%201371
mailto:pwatts@tathameng.com


From: Phil Watts
To: Bracebridge File
Subject: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion - Schedule B Municipal Class EA (218545-2, Notice Comments,

Redacted, Agency)
Date: Monday, January 24, 2022 2:49:57 PM
Attachments: MECP Response Letter_Notice of Commencement_North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion.pdf

From: Bell, Trevor (MECP) <Trevor.Bell@ontario.ca> 
Sent: September 24, 2021 3:11 PM
To: andrew.stacey@gravenhurst.ca
Cc: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>; Brandon McKenzie <bmckenzie@tathameng.com>;
Potter, Katy (MECP) <Katy.Potter@ontario.ca>; Hood, Cindy (MECP) <cindy.hood@ontario.ca>
Subject: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion - Schedule B Municipal Class EA

Good afternoon,

Please find attached a letter from the Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and
Parks, Environmental Approvals Branch, regarding the above mentioned project. Feel
free to contact me directly with any questions or concerns you may have.

Sincerely,

Trevor Bell | Regional Environmental Planner
Project Review Unit, Environmental Assessment Branch
Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks

5775 Yonge Street, 8th floor, Toronto ON, M2M 4J1
New Phone: 437-770-3731 | trevor.bell@ontario.ca 



 

 

Ministry of the Environment, 
Conservation and Parks 
 
Environmental Assessment Branch  
 
 
1st Floor 
135 St. Clair Avenue W 
Toronto ON  M4V 1P5 
Tel.: 416 314-8001  
Fax.: 416 314-8452 

Ministère de l’Environnement, de la 
Protection de la nature et des Parcs 
 
Direction des évaluations 
environnementales 
 
Rez-de-chaussée 
135, avenue St. Clair Ouest 
Toronto ON  M4V 1P5 
Tél. :     416 314-8001 
Téléc. : 416 314-8452 

 

 
September 24, 2021           
 
 
Andrew Stacey, CET 
Director of Infrastructure Services 
Town of Gravenhurst 
andrew.stacey@gravenhurst.ca   
BY EMAIL ONLY 
  
Re: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion  

Town of Gravenhurst 
 Schedule B Municipal Class Environmental Assessment 
 Notice of Study Commencement 
 
Dear Mr. Stacey, 
 
This letter is in response to the Notice of Commencement for the above noted project. The 
Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks (MECP) acknowledges that the Town of 
Gravenhurst has indicated that the study is following the approved environmental planning 
process for a Schedule B project under the Municipal Engineers Association’s Municipal Class 
Environmental Assessment (Class EA). 
 
The attached “Areas of Interest” document provides guidance regarding the ministry’s interests 
with respect to the Class EA process. Please identify the areas of interest which are applicable 
to the project and ensure they are addressed. Proponents who address all the applicable areas 
of interest can minimize potential delays to the project schedule. 
 
The Crown has a legal duty to consult Aboriginal communities when it has knowledge, real or 
constructive, of the existence or potential existence of an Aboriginal or treaty right and 
contemplates conduct that may adversely impact that right. Before authorizing this project, the 
Crown must ensure that its duty to consult has been fulfilled, where such a duty is triggered.  
Although the duty to consult with Aboriginal peoples is a duty of the Crown, the Crown may 
delegate procedural aspects of this duty to project proponents while retaining oversight of the 
consultation process.  
 
The proposed project may have the potential to affect Aboriginal or treaty rights protected under 
Section 35 of Canada’s Constitution Act 1982. Where the Crown’s duty to consult is triggered in 
relation to the proposed project, the MECP is delegating the procedural aspects of rights-
based consultation to the proponent through this letter. The Crown intends to rely on the 
delegated consultation process in discharging its duty to consult and maintains the right to 
participate in the consultation process as it sees fit. 
 

mailto:andrew.stacey@gravenhurst.ca
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Based on information provided to date and the Crown`s preliminary assessment the proponent 
is required to consult with the following communities who have been identified as potentially 
affected by the proposed project: 
 

• The following Williams Treaties Communities, with a copy to the Williams Treaties 
Coordinator Karry Sandy McKenzie: 

o Chippewas of Georgina Island First Nation 
o Chippewas of Rama First Nation (Mnjikaning) 
o Beausoleil First Nation  
o Curve Lake First Nation 
o Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation 
o Hiawatha First Nation 
o Alderville First Nation 

• Huron-Wendat Nation, if there is potential for the project to impact archeological 
resources 

• Métis Nation of Ontario – Lands and Resources Department, with a copy to Region 7 
Councilor David Dusome 

• Moose Deer Point First Nation; and 

• Wahta Mohawks. 
 
Steps that the proponent may need to take in relation to Aboriginal consultation for the proposed 
project are outlined in the “Code of Practice for Consultation in Ontario’s Environmental 
Assessment Process”.  
 
Additional information related to Ontario’s Environmental Assessment Act is available online at: 
www.ontario.ca/environmentalassessments  
 
Please also refer to the attached document “A Proponent’s Introduction to the Delegation of 
Procedural Aspects of consultation with Aboriginal Communities” for further information. 
 
The proponent must contact the Director of Environmental Assessment Branch under the 
following circumstances after initial discussions with the communities identified by MECP:  
 

• Aboriginal or treaty rights impacts are identified to you by the communities;  
• You have reason to believe that your proposed project may adversely affect an 

Aboriginal or treaty right; 
• Consultation with Indigenous communities or other stakeholders has reached an 

impasse; or  
• A Part II Order request is expected based on impacts to Aboriginal or treaty rights. 

  
The MECP will then assess the extent of any Crown duty to consult for the circumstances and 
will consider whether additional steps should be taken, including what role you will be asked to 
play should additional steps and activities be required. 
 
Once the report is finalized, the proponent must issue a Notice of Completion providing a 
minimum 30-day period during which documentation may be reviewed and comment and input 
can be submitted to the Proponent.   
 
Please ensure that the Notice of Completion advises that outstanding concerns are to be directed 
to the proponent for a response, and that in the event there are outstanding concerns regarding 

https://www.ontario.ca/document/consultation-ontarios-environmental-assessment-process
https://www.ontario.ca/document/consultation-ontarios-environmental-assessment-process
http://www.ontario.ca/environmentalassessments
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potential adverse impacts to constitutionally protected Aboriginal and treaty rights, Part II Order 
requests on those matters should be addressed in writing to: 

 Minister Jeff Yurek 
 Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks 
 777 Bay Street, 5th Floor 
 Toronto ON M7A 2J3 
 minister.mecp@ontario.ca 
 
 and          
 
   Director, Environmental Assessment Branch  
 Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks 
 135 St. Clair Ave. W, 1st Floor 
 Toronto ON, M4V 1P5 
 EABDirector@ontario.ca 
 
Please note the project cannot proceed until at least 30 days after the end of the public review period 
provided for in the Notice of Completion.  
 
Further, the project may not proceed after this time if: 
 

• a Part II Order request has been submitted to the ministry regarding potential adverse impacts 
to constitutionally protected Aboriginal and treaty rights; or 

• the Director has issued a Notice of Proposed Order regarding the project. 
 
The public can request a higher level of assessment on a project if they are concerned about potential 
adverse impacts to constitutionally protected Aboriginal and treaty rights. In addition, the Minister may 
issue an order on his or her own initiative within a specified time period. The Director will issue a Notice 
of Proposed Order to the proponent if the Minister is considering an order for the project within 30 days 
after the conclusion of the comment period on the Notice of Completion. At this time, the Director may 
request additional information from the proponent.  
 
Once the requested information has been received, the Minister will have 30 days to make a decision 
or impose conditions on your project. 
 
A draft copy of the report should be sent to me prior to the filing of the final report, allowing a 
minimum of 30 days for the ministry’s technical reviewers to provide comments.   
 
Please also ensure a copy of the final notice is sent to the ministry’s Central Region EA notification 
email account (eanotification.cregion@ontario.ca) after the report is finalized.  
 
Should you or your project team members have any questions regarding the material above, please 
contact me at trevor.bell@ontario.ca.      
 
Sincerely, 

 
Trevor Bell 
Regional Environmental Planner 

mailto:minister.mecp@ontario.ca
mailto:ClassEAnotices@ontario.ca
mailto:eanotification.cregion@ontario.ca
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cc:  Cindy Hood, Manager, Barrie District Office, MECP 
   Katy Potter, Supervisor, Project Review Unit, MECP 
   Phil Watts, Project Engineer, Tatham Engineering Ltd. 

 Brandon McKenzie, Intermediate Engineer. Tatham Engineering Ltd. 
 
 
Attachments:   Areas of Interest 

A Proponent’s Introduction to the Delegation of Procedural Aspects of 
consultation with Aboriginal Communities 
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AREAS OF INTEREST 
 
It is suggested that you check off each applicable area after you have considered / addressed it. 
 

 Species at Risk 
 

• The Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks has now assumed responsibility of 
Ontario’s Species at Risk program. For any questions related to subsequent permit requirements, 
please contact SAROntario@ontario.ca.    

 

 Planning and Policy 
 

• Ontario has released “A Place to Grow: Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe (2019)” 
which replaces the “Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe (2017)”. More information, 
including the Plan, is found here: https://www.placestogrow.ca. 

 

• Parts of the study area may be subject to the A Place to Grow: Growth Plan for the Greater 
Golden Horseshoe (2019), Oak Ridges Moraine Conservation Plan (2017), Niagara Escarpment 
Plan (2017), Greenbelt Plan (2017) or Lake Simcoe Protection Plan (2014). Applicable policies 
should be referenced in the report, and the proponent should describe how the proposed project 
adheres to the relevant policies in these plans.  

 

• The Provincial Policy Statement (2020) contains policies that protect Ontario’s natural heritage 
and water resources. Applicable policies should be referenced in the report, and the proponent 
should describe how the proposed project is consistent with these policies. 

 

 Source Water Protection (all projects) 
 
The Clean Water Act, 2006 (CWA) aims to protect existing and future sources of drinking water.  To 
achieve this, several types of vulnerable areas have been delineated around surface water intakes 
and wellheads for every municipal residential drinking water system that is located in a source 
protection area. These vulnerable areas are known as a Wellhead Protection Areas (WHPAs) and 
surface water Intake Protection Zones (IPZs). Other vulnerable areas that have been delineated 
under the CWA include Highly Vulnerable Aquifers (HVAs), Significant Groundwater Recharge Areas 
(SGRAs), Event-based modelling areas (EBAs), and Issues Contributing Areas (ICAs).  Source 
protection plans have been developed that include policies to address existing and future risks to 
sources of municipal drinking water within these vulnerable areas.   
 
Projects that are subject to the Environmental Assessment Act that fall under a Class EA, or one of 
the Regulations, have the potential to impact sources of drinking water if they occur in designated 
vulnerable areas or in the vicinity of other at-risk drinking water systems (i.e. systems that are not 
municipal residential systems). MEA Class EA projects may include activities that, if located in a 
vulnerable area, could be a threat to sources of drinking water (i.e. have the potential to adversely 
affect the quality or quantity of drinking water sources) and the activity could therefore be subject to 
policies in a source protection plan.  Where an activity poses a risk to drinking water, policies in the 
local source protection plan may impact how or where that activity is undertaken. Policies may 
prohibit certain activities, or they may require risk management measures for these activities.  
Municipal Official Plans, planning decisions, Class EA projects (where the project includes an activity 
that is a threat to drinking water) and prescribed instruments must conform with policies that address 
significant risks to drinking water and must have regard for policies that address moderate or low 
risks. 
 

• In October 2015, the MEA Parent Class EA document was amended to include reference to the 

mailto:SAROntario@ontario.ca
https://www.placestogrow.ca/
https://www.ontario.ca/document/place-grow-growth-plan-greater-golden-horseshoe
https://www.ontario.ca/document/place-grow-growth-plan-greater-golden-horseshoe
https://www.ontario.ca/page/oak-ridges-moraine-conservation-plan-2017
https://www.escarpment.org/LandPlanning/NEP
https://www.escarpment.org/LandPlanning/NEP
https://www.ontario.ca/document/greenbelt-plan-2017/
https://www.ontario.ca/page/lake-simcoe-protection-plan
https://www.ontario.ca/page/provincial-policy-statement-2020
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Clean Water Act (Section A.2.10.6) and indicates that proponents undertaking a Municipal Class 
EA project must identify early in their process whether a project is or could potentially be 
occurring with a vulnerable area. Given this requirement, please include a section in the 
report on source water protection.  
 

o The proponent should identify the source protection area and should clearly document 
how the proximity of the project to sources of drinking water (municipal or other) and any 
delineated vulnerable areas was considered and assessed. Specifically, the report should 
discuss whether or not the project is located in a vulnerable area and provide applicable 
details about the area. 

 
o If located in a vulnerable area, proponents should document whether any project activities 

are prescribed drinking water threats and thus pose a risk to drinking water (this should be 
consulted on with the appropriate Source Protection Authority). Where an activity poses a 
risk to drinking water, the proponent must document and discuss in the report how the 
project adheres to or has regard to applicable policies in the local source protection plan. 
This section should then be used to inform and be reflected in other sections of the report, 
such as the identification of net positive/negative effects of alternatives, mitigation 
measures, evaluation of alternatives etc.  

 

• While most source protection plans focused on including policies for significant drinking water 
threats in the WHPAs and IPZs it should be noted that even though source protection plan 
policies may not apply in HVAs, these are areas where aquifers are sensitive and at risk to 
impacts and within these areas, activities may impact the quality of sources of drinking water for 
systems other than municipal residential systems.   

 

• In order to determine if this project is occurring within a vulnerable area, proponents can use this 
mapping tool: http://www.applications.ene.gov.on.ca/swp/en/index.php.The mapping tool will also 
provide a link to the appropriate source protection plan in order to identify what policies may be 
applicable in the vulnerable area.  

  

• For further information on the maps or source protection plan policies which may relate to their 
project, proponents must contact the appropriate source protection authority. Please consult 
with the local source protection authority to discuss potential impacts on drinking water. 
Please document the results of that consultation within the report and include all 
communication documents/correspondence. 

 
More Information  
For more information on the Clean Water Act, source protection areas and plans, including specific 
information on the vulnerable areas and drinking water threats, please refer to Conservation 
Ontario’s website where you will also find links to the local source protection plan/assessment report.   
 
A list of the prescribed drinking water threats can be found in section 1.1 of Ontario Regulation 
287/07 made under the Clean Water Act. In addition to prescribed drinking water threats, some 
source protection plans may include policies to address additional “local” threat activities, as 
approved by the MECP.  
 

 Climate Change 
 
Ontario is leading the fight against climate change through the Climate Change Action Plan. Recently 
released, the plan lays out the specific actions Ontario will take in the next five years to meet its 2020 
greenhouse gas reduction targets and establishes the framework necessary to meet its long-term 
targets. As a commitment of the action plan, the province has now finalized a guide, 

http://www.applications.ene.gov.on.ca/swp/en/index.php
http://www.conservation-ontario.on.ca/uncategorised/143-otherswpregionsindex
http://www.conservation-ontario.on.ca/uncategorised/143-otherswpregionsindex
https://www.ontario.ca/laws/regulation/070287#BK3
https://www.ontario.ca/laws/regulation/070287#BK3
https://www.ontario.ca/page/climate-change-action-plan
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"Considering Climate Change in the Environmental Assessment Process" (Guide). 
 
The Guide is now a part of the Environmental Assessment program's Guides and Codes of Practice. 
The Guide sets out the MECP's expectation for considering climate change in the preparation, 
execution and documentation of environmental assessment studies and processes. The guide 
provides examples, approaches, resources, and references to assist proponents with consideration 
of climate change in EA. Proponents should review this Guide in detail.  
 

• The MECP expects proponents to: 
 

1. Consider during the assessment of alternative solutions and alternative designs, the following:  
a. the project's expected production of greenhouse gas emissions and impacts on 

carbon sinks (climate change mitigation); and  
b. resilience or vulnerability of the undertaking to changing climatic conditions (climate 

change adaptation). 
2. Include a discrete section in the report detailing how climate change was considered in the 

EA.  
 
How climate change is considered can be qualitative or quantitative in nature, and should be 
scaled to the project’s level of environmental effect. In all instances, both a project's impacts on 
climate change (mitigation) and impacts of climate change on a project (adaptation) should be 
considered.  

 

• The MECP has also prepared another guide to support provincial land use planning direction 
related to the completion of energy and emission plans. The "Community Emissions Reduction 
Planning: A Guide for Municipalities" document is designed to educate stakeholders on the 
municipal opportunities to reduce energy and greenhouse gas emissions, and to provide 
guidance on methods and techniques to incorporate consideration of energy and greenhouse gas 
emissions into municipal activities of all types. We encourage you to review the Guide for 
information. 
 

 Air Quality, Dust and Noise  
 

• If there are sensitive receptors in the surrounding area of this project, an air quality/odour impact 
assessment will be useful to evaluate alternatives, determine impacts and identify appropriate 
mitigation measures. The scope of the assessment can be determined based on the potential 
effects of the proposed alternatives, and typically includes source and receptor characterization 
and a quantification of local air quality impacts on the sensitive receptors and the environment in 
the study area.  The assessment will compare to all applicable standards or guidelines for all 
contaminants of concern. Please contact this office for further consultation on the level of 
Air Quality Impact Assessment required for this project if not already advised. 
 

• If a full Air Quality Impact Assessment is not required for the project, the report should 
still contain: 
 
o A discussion of local air quality including existing activities/sources that significantly impact 

local air quality and how the project may impact existing conditions; 
o A discussion of the nearby sensitive receptors and the project’s potential air quality impacts 

on present and future sensitive receptors; 
o A discussion of local air quality impacts that could arise from this project during both 

construction and operation; and 
o A discussion of potential mitigation measures. 

 

https://www.ontario.ca/page/considering-climate-change-environmental-assessment-process
https://ero.ontario.ca/notice/013-2083?_ga=2.113331267.532557834.1525694946-2101883328.1501507205
https://ero.ontario.ca/notice/013-2083?_ga=2.113331267.532557834.1525694946-2101883328.1501507205
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• As a common practice, “air quality” should be used an evaluation criterion for all road projects. 
 

• Dust and noise control measures should be addressed and included in the construction plans to 
ensure that nearby residential and other sensitive land uses within the study area are not 
adversely affected during construction activities.  

 

• The MECP recommends that non-chloride dust-suppressants be applied. For a comprehensive 
list of fugitive dust prevention and control measures that could be applied, refer to Cheminfo 
Services Inc. Best Practices for the Reduction of Air Emissions from Construction and Demolition 
Activities. report prepared for Environment Canada. March 2005. 

 

• The report should consider the potential impacts of increased noise levels during the operation of 
the completed project. The proponent should explore all potential measures to mitigate significant 
noise impacts during the assessment of alternatives. 

 

 Ecosystem Protection and Restoration 
 

• Any impacts to ecosystem form and function must be avoided where possible. The report should 
describe any proposed mitigation measures and how project planning will protect and enhance 
the local ecosystem. 

 

• All natural heritage features should be identified and described in detail to assess potential 
impacts and to develop appropriate mitigation measures. The following sensitive environmental 
features may be located within or adjacent to the study area: 

 

• Areas of Natural and Scientific Interest 
(ANSIs) 

• Rare Species of flora or fauna 

• Watercourses 

• Wetlands 

• Woodlots 
 
We recommend consulting with the Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry (MNRF), Fisheries 
and Oceans Canada (DFO) and your local conservation authority to determine if special measures or 
additional studies will be necessary to preserve and protect these sensitive features. In addition, you 
may consider the provisions of the Rouge Park Management Plan if applicable. 
 

 Surface Water 
 

• The report must include enough information to demonstrate that there will be no negative impacts 
on the natural features or ecological functions of any watercourses within the study area. 
Measures should be included in the planning and design process to ensure that any impacts to 
watercourses from construction or operational activities (e.g. spills, erosion, pollution) are 
mitigated as part of the proposed undertaking.  

 

• Additional stormwater runoff from new pavement can impact receiving watercourses and flood 
conditions. Quality and quantity control measures to treat stormwater runoff should be considered 
for all new impervious areas and, where possible, existing surfaces. The ministry’s Stormwater 
Management Planning and Design Manual (2003) should be referenced in the report and utilized 
when designing stormwater control methods.  A Stormwater Management Plan should be 
prepared as part of the Class EA process that includes: 

 

• Strategies to address potential water quantity and erosion impacts related to stormwater 
draining into streams or other sensitive environmental features, and to ensure that 
adequate (enhanced) water quality is maintained 

• Watershed information, drainage conditions, and other relevant background information 

http://www.bv.transports.gouv.qc.ca/mono/1173259.pdf
http://www.bv.transports.gouv.qc.ca/mono/1173259.pdf
http://www.bv.transports.gouv.qc.ca/mono/1173259.pdf
https://dr6j45jk9xcmk.cloudfront.net/documents/1757/195-stormwater-planning-and-design-en.pdf
https://dr6j45jk9xcmk.cloudfront.net/documents/1757/195-stormwater-planning-and-design-en.pdf
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• Future drainage conditions, stormwater management options, information on erosion and 
sediment control during construction, and other details of the proposed works 

• Information on maintenance and monitoring commitments.  
 

• Ontario Regulation 60/08 under the Ontario Water Resources Act (OWRA) applies to the Lake 
Simcoe Basin, which encompasses Lake Simcoe and the lands from which surface water drains 
into Lake Simcoe. If the proposed sewage treatment plant is listed in Table 1 of the regulation, 
the report should describe how the proposed project and its mitigation measures are consistent 
with the requirements of this regulation and the OWRA. 
 

• Any potential approval requirements for surface water taking or discharge should be identified in 
the report. A Permit to Take Water (PTTW) under the OWRA will be required for any water 
takings that exceed 50,000 L/day, except for certain water taking activities that have been 
prescribed by the Water Taking EASR Regulation – O. Reg. 63/16. These prescribed water-
taking activities require registration in the EASR instead of a PTTW. Please review the Water 
Taking User Guide for EASR for more information. Additionally, an Environmental Compliance 
Approval under the OWRA is required for municipal stormwater management works. 
 

 Groundwater 
 

• The status of, and potential impacts to any well water supplies should be addressed.  If the 
project involves groundwater takings or changes to drainage patterns, the quantity and quality of 
groundwater may be affected due to drawdown effects or the redirection of existing contamination 
flows.  In addition, project activities may infringe on existing wells such that they must be 
reconstructed or sealed and abandoned. Appropriate information to define existing groundwater 
conditions should be included in the report. 

 

• If the potential construction or decommissioning of water wells is identified as an issue, the report 
should refer to Ontario Regulation 903, Wells, under the OWRA. 

 

• Potential impacts to groundwater-dependent natural features should be addressed.  Any changes 
to groundwater flow or quality from groundwater taking may interfere with the ecological 
processes of streams, wetlands or other surficial features.  In addition, discharging contaminated 
or high volumes of groundwater to these features may have direct impacts on their function.  Any 
potential effects should be identified, and appropriate mitigation measures should be 
recommended.  The level of detail required will be dependent on the significance of the potential 
impacts. 

 

• Any potential approval requirements for groundwater taking or discharge should be identified in 
the report. A Permit to Take Water (PTTW) under the OWRA will be required for any water 
takings that exceed 50,000 L/day, with the exception of certain water taking activities that have 
been prescribed by the Water Taking EASR Regulation – O. Reg. 63/16. These prescribed water-
taking activities require registration in the EASR instead of a PTTW. Please review the Water 
Taking User Guide for EASR for more information.  

 

 Contaminated Soils 
 

• Since the removal or movement of soils may be required, appropriate tests to determine 
contaminant levels from previous land uses or dumping should be undertaken. If the soils are 
contaminated, you must determine how and where they are to be disposed of, consistent with 
Part XV.1 of the Environmental Protection Act (EPA) and Ontario Regulation 153/04, Records of 
Site Condition, which details the new requirements related to site assessment and clean up. 
Please contact the appropriate MECP District Office for further consultation if contaminated sites 

https://www.ontario.ca/page/water-taking-user-guide-environmental-activity-and-sector-registry
https://www.ontario.ca/page/water-taking-user-guide-environmental-activity-and-sector-registry
https://www.ontario.ca/page/water-taking-user-guide-environmental-activity-and-sector-registry
https://www.ontario.ca/page/water-taking-user-guide-environmental-activity-and-sector-registry
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are present.  
 

• Any current or historical waste disposal sites should be identified in the report. The status of 
these sites should be determined to confirm whether approval pursuant to Section 46 of the EPA 
may be required for land uses on former disposal sites. 

 

• The location of any underground storage tanks should be investigated in the report. Measures 
should be identified to ensure the integrity of these tanks and to ensure an appropriate response 
in the event of a spill. The ministry’s Spills Action Centre must be contacted in such an event.    

 

• The report should identify any underground transmission lines in the study area. The owners 
should be consulted to avoid impacts to this infrastructure, including potential spills. 

 

 Excess Materials Management 
 

• Activities involving the management of excess soil should be completed in accordance with the 
MECP’s current guidance document titled “Management of Excess Soil – A Guide for Best 
Management Practices” (2014). 
 

• All waste generated during construction must be disposed of in accordance with ministry 
requirements 

 

 Servicing and Facilities 
 

• Any facility that releases emissions to the atmosphere, discharges contaminants to ground or 
surface water, provides potable water supplies, or stores, transports or disposes of waste must 
have an Environmental Compliance Approval (ECA) before it can operate lawfully.  Please 
consult with the Environmental Approvals Access and Service Integration Branch (EAASIB) to 
determine whether a new or amended ECA will be required for any proposed infrastructure. 

 

• We recommend referring to the ministry’s environmental land use planning guides to ensure that 
any potential land use conflicts are considered when planning for any infrastructure or facilities 
related to wastewater, pipelines, landfills or industrial uses. 

 

 Mitigation and Monitoring 
 

• Contractors must be made aware of all environmental considerations so that all environmental 
standards and commitments for both construction and operation are met.  Mitigation measures 
should be clearly referenced in the report and regularly monitored during the construction stage 
of the project.  In addition, we encourage proponents to conduct post-construction monitoring to 
ensure all mitigation measures have been effective and are functioning properly.   

 

• Design and construction reports and plans should be based on a best management approach 
that centres on the prevention of impacts, protection of the existing environment, and 
opportunities for rehabilitation and enhancement of any impacted areas. 

 

• The proponent’s construction and post-construction monitoring plans must be documented in the 
report, as outlined in Section A.2.5 and A.4.1 of the MEA Class EA parent document. 

 
 
 
 

 Consultation 

http://www.ontario.ca/document/management-excess-soil-guide-best-management-practices
http://www.ontario.ca/document/management-excess-soil-guide-best-management-practices
https://www.ontario.ca/page/environmental-land-use-planning-guides
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• The report must demonstrate how the consultation provisions of the Class EA have been fulfilled, 
including documentation of all stakeholder consultation efforts undertaken during the planning 
process. This includes a discussion in the SR that identifies concerns that were raised and 
describes how they have been addressed by the proponent throughout the planning process. 
The Class EA also directs proponents to include copies of comments submitted on the project by 
interested stakeholders, and the proponent’s responses to these comments.  

 

 Class EA Process 
 

• The report should provide clear and complete documentation of the planning process in order to 
allow for transparency in decision-making.   
 

• If this project is a Master Plan: there are several different approaches that can be used to conduct 
a Master Plan, examples of which are outlined in Appendix 4 of the Class EA. The Master Plan 
should clearly indicate the selected approach for conducting the plan, by identifying whether the 
levels of assessment, consultation and documentation are sufficient to fulfill the requirements for 
Schedule B or C projects. Please note that any Schedule B or C projects identified in the plan 
would be subject to Part II Order Requests under the Environmental Assessment Act, although 
the plan itself would not be. 

 

• The report must demonstrate how the consultation provisions of the Class EA have been fulfilled, 
including documentation of all stakeholder consultation efforts undertaken during the planning 
process. This includes a discussion in the report that identifies concerns that were raised and 
describes how they have been addressed by the proponent throughout the planning process. 
The Class EA also directs proponents to include copies of comments submitted on the project by 
interested stakeholders, and the proponent’s responses to these comments. 
 

• The Class EA requires the consideration of the effects of each alternative on all aspects of the 
environment. The report should include a level of detail (e.g. hydrogeological investigations, 
terrestrial and aquatic assessments) such that all potential impacts can be identified, and 
appropriate mitigation measures can be developed. Any supporting studies conducted during the 
Class EA process should be referenced and included as part of the report. 

 

• Please include in the report a list of all subsequent permits or approvals that may be required for 
the implementation of the preferred alternative, including but not limited to, MECP’s PTTW, EASR 
Registrations and ECAs, conservation authority permits, species at risk permits, and approvals 
under the Impact Assessment Act, 2019.  

 

• Ministry guidelines and other information related to the issues above are available at 
http://www.ontario.ca/environment-and-energy/environment-and-energy. We encourage you to 
review all the available guides and to reference any relevant information in the report. 

http://www.ontario.ca/environment-and-energy/environment-and-energy
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A PROPONENT’S INTRODUCTION TO THE DELEGATION OF PROCEDURAL ASPECTS OF 
CONSULTATION WITH ABORIGINAL COMMUNITIES 

 
 

 
 
I. Purpose  
  
The Crown has a legal duty to consult Aboriginal communities when it has knowledge of an existing 
or asserted Aboriginal or treaty right and contemplates conduct that may adversely impact that right.  
In outlining a framework for the duty to consult, the Supreme Court of Canada has stated that the 
Crown may delegate procedural aspects of consultation to third parties.  This document provides 
general information about the Ontario Crown’s approach to delegation of the procedural aspects of 
consultation to proponents.   
  
This document is not intended to instruct a proponent about an individual project, and it does not 
constitute legal advice.   
  
II. Why is it Necessary to Consult with Aboriginal Communities?  
  
The objective of the modern law of Aboriginal and treaty rights is the reconciliation of Aboriginal 
peoples and non-Aboriginal peoples and their respective rights, claims and interests. Consultation is 
an important component of the reconciliation process.  
  
The Crown has a legal duty to consult Aboriginal communities when it has knowledge of an existing 
or asserted Aboriginal or treaty right and contemplates conduct that might adversely impact that right.  
For example, the Crown’s duty to consult is triggered when it considers issuing a permit, 
authorization or approval for a project which has the potential to adversely impact an Aboriginal right, 
such as the right to hunt, fish, or trap in a particular area.  
  
The scope of consultation required in particular circumstances ranges across a spectrum depending 
on both the nature of the asserted or established right and the seriousness of the potential adverse 
impacts on that right.  

Definitions 
  
The following definitions are specific to this document and may not apply in other contexts:  
  
Aboriginal communities – the First Nation or Métis communities identified by the Crown for the purpose 
of consultation.  
  
Consultation – the Crown’s legal obligation to consult when the Crown has knowledge of an established 
or asserted Aboriginal or treaty right and contemplates conduct that might adversely impact that right. 
This is the type of consultation required pursuant to s. 35 of the Constitution Act, 1982. Note that this 
definition does not include consultation with Aboriginal communities for other reasons, such as regulatory 
requirements.  
  
Crown – the Ontario Crown, acting through a particular ministry or ministries.  
  
Procedural aspects of consultation – those portions of consultation related to the process of 
consultation, such as notifying an Aboriginal community about a project, providing information about the 
potential impacts of a project, responding to concerns raised by an Aboriginal community and proposing 
changes to the project to avoid negative impacts.  
  
Proponent – the person or entity that wants to undertake a project and requires an Ontario Crown 
decision or approval for the project.  
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Depending on the particular circumstances, the Crown may also need to take steps to accommodate 
the potentially impacted Aboriginal or treaty right. For example, the Crown may be required to avoid 
or minimize the potential adverse impacts of the project.   
  
III. The Crown’s Role and Responsibilities in the Delegated Consultation Process  
  
The Crown has the responsibility for ensuring that the duty to consult, and accommodate where 
appropriate, is met. However, the Crown may delegate the procedural aspects of consultation to a 
proponent.   
  
There are different ways in which the Crown may delegate the procedural aspects of consultation to 
a proponent, including through a letter, a memorandum of understanding, legislation, regulation, 
policy and codes of practice.  
  
If the Crown decides to delegate procedural aspects of consultation, the Crown will generally:  
  

• Ensure that the delegation of procedural aspects of consultation and the responsibilities of the 
proponent are clearly communicated to the proponent;  

• Identify which Aboriginal communities must be consulted;  

• Provide contact information for the Aboriginal communities;  

• Revise, as necessary, the list of Aboriginal communities to be consulted as new information 
becomes available and is assessed by the Crown;  

• Assess the scope of consultation owed to the Aboriginal communities;  

• Maintain appropriate oversight of the actions taken by the proponent in fulfilling the procedural 
aspects of consultation;   

• Assess the adequacy of consultation that is undertaken and any accommodation that may be 
required;   

• Provide a contact within any responsible ministry in case issues arise that require direction 
from the Crown; and  

• Participate in the consultation process as necessary and as determined by the Crown.  
 
IV. The Proponent’s Role and Responsibilities in the Delegated Consultation Process  
  
Where aspects of the consultation process have been delegated to a proponent, the Crown, in 
meeting its duty to consult, will rely on the proponent’s consultation activities and documentation of 
those activities. The consultation process informs the Crown’s decision of whether or not to approve 
a proposed project or activity.  
  
A proponent’s role and responsibilities will vary depending on a variety of factors including the extent 
of consultation required in the circumstance and the procedural aspects of consultation the Crown 
has delegated to it.  Proponents are often in a better position than the Crown to discuss a project and 
its potential impacts with Aboriginal communities and to determine ways to avoid or minimize the 
adverse impacts of a project.  
  
A proponent can raise issues or questions with the Crown at any time during the consultation 
process.  If issues or concerns arise during the consultation that cannot be addressed by the 
proponent, the proponent should contact the Crown.    
   
a) What might a proponent be required to do in carrying out the procedural aspects of 
consultation?   
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Where the Crown delegates procedural aspects of consultation, it is often the proponent’s 
responsibility to provide notice of the proposed project to the identified Aboriginal communities.  The 
notice should indicate that the Crown has delegated the procedural aspects of consultation to the 
proponent and should include the following information:  
  

• a description of the proposed project or activity;  

• mapping;   

• proposed timelines;  

• details regarding anticipated environmental and other impacts;  

• details regarding opportunities to comment; and  

• any changes to the proposed project that have been made for seasonal conditions or other 
factors, where relevant.    

 
Proponents should provide enough information and time to allow Aboriginal communities to provide 
meaningful feedback regarding the potential impacts of the project.  Depending on the nature of 
consultation required for a project, a proponent also may be required to:  
  

• provide the Crown with copies of any consultation plans prepared and an opportunity to 
review and comment;  

• ensure that any necessary follow-up discussions with Aboriginal communities take place in a 
timely manner, including to confirm receipt of information, share and update information and 
to address questions or concerns that may arise;   

• as appropriate, discuss with Aboriginal communities potential mitigation measures and/or 
changes to the project in response to concerns raised by Aboriginal communities;  

• use language that is accessible and not overly technical, and translate material into Aboriginal 
languages where requested or appropriate;  

• bear the reasonable costs associated with the consultation process such as, but not limited 
to, meeting hall rental, meal costs, document translation(s), or to address technical & capacity 
issues;  

• provide the Crown with all the details about potential impacts on established or asserted 
Aboriginal or treaty rights, how these concerns have been considered and addressed by the 
proponent and the Aboriginal communities and any steps taken to mitigate the potential 
impacts;  

• provide the Crown with complete and accurate documentation from these meetings and 
communications; and  

• notify the Crown immediately if an Aboriginal community not identified by the Crown 
approaches the proponent seeking consultation opportunities.  

  
b) What documentation and reporting does the Crown need from the proponent?  
  
Proponents should keep records of all communications with the Aboriginal communities involved in 
the consultation process and any information provided to these Aboriginal communities.  
  
As the Crown is required to assess the adequacy of consultation, it needs documentation to satisfy 
itself that the proponent has fulfilled the procedural aspects of consultation delegated to it. The 
documentation required would typically include:  
  

• the date of meetings, the agendas, any materials distributed, those in attendance and copies 
of any minutes prepared;  

• the description of the proposed project that was shared at the meeting;   

• any and all concerns or other feedback provided by the communities;  
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• any information that was shared by a community in relation to its asserted or established 
Aboriginal or treaty rights and any potential adverse impacts of the proposed activity, approval 
or disposition on such rights;  

• any proposed project changes or mitigation measures that were discussed, and feedback 
from Aboriginal communities about the proposed changes and measures;  

• any commitments made by the proponent in response to any concerns raised, and feedback 
from Aboriginal communities on those commitments;  

• copies of correspondence to or from Aboriginal communities, and any materials distributed 
electronically or by mail;  

• information regarding any financial assistance provided by the proponent to enable 
participation by Aboriginal communities in the consultation;  

• periodic consultation progress reports or copies of meeting notes if requested by the Crown;   

• a summary of how the delegated aspects of consultation were carried out and the results; and  

• a summary of issues raised by the Aboriginal communities, how the issues were addressed 
and any outstanding issues.  

 
In certain circumstances, the Crown may share and discuss the proponent’s consultation record with 
an Aboriginal community to ensure that it is an accurate reflection of the consultation process.   
 
c) Will the Crown require a proponent to provide information about its commercial 
arrangements with Aboriginal communities?   
  
The Crown may require a proponent to share information about aspects of commercial arrangements 
between the proponent and Aboriginal communities where the arrangements:  
  

• include elements that are directed at mitigating or otherwise addressing impacts of the 
project;   

• include securing an Aboriginal community’s support for the project; or   

• may potentially affect the obligations of the Crown to the Aboriginal communities.   
 
The proponent should make every reasonable effort to exempt the Crown from confidentiality 
provisions in commercial arrangements with Aboriginal communities to the extent necessary to allow 
this information to be shared with the Crown.  
  
The Crown cannot guarantee that information shared with the Crown will remain confidential. 
Confidential commercial information should not be provided to the Crown as part of the consultation 
record if it is not relevant to the duty to consult or otherwise required to be submitted to the Crown as 
part of the regulatory process.  
 
V. What are the Roles and Responsibilities of Aboriginal Communities’ in the Consultation 
Process?  
 
Like the Crown, Aboriginal communities are expected to engage in consultation in good faith. This 
includes: 

• responding to the consultation notice; 

• engaging in the proposed consultation process; 

• providing relevant documentation; 

• clearly articulating the potential impacts of the proposed project on Aboriginal or treaty rights; 
and 

• discussing ways to mitigates any adverse impacts. 
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Some Aboriginal communities have developed tools, such as consultation protocols, policies or 
processes that provide guidance on how they would prefer to be consulted.  Although not legally 
binding, proponents are encouraged to respect these community processes where it is reasonable to 
do so. Please note that there is no obligation for a proponent to pay a fee to an Aboriginal community 
in order to enter into a consultation process.   
  
To ensure that the Crown is aware of existing community consultation protocols, proponents should 
contact the relevant Crown ministry when presented with a consultation protocol by an Aboriginal 
community or anyone purporting to be a representative of an Aboriginal community.  
 
VI. What if More Than One Provincial Crown Ministry is Involved in Approving a Proponent’s 
Project?  
  
Depending on the project and the required permits or approvals, one or more ministries may delegate 
procedural aspects of the Crown’s duty to consult to the proponent. The proponent may contact 
individual ministries for guidance related to the delegation of procedural aspects of consultation for 
ministry-specific permits/approvals required for the project in question. Proponents are encouraged to 
seek input from all involved Crown ministries sooner rather than later.  
 





From: Phil Watts
To: Bracebridge File
Subject: NML - MNRF Comments (218545-2, Notice Comments, Redacted, Agency)
Date: Monday, January 24, 2022 2:59:23 PM

From: Near, Christopher (MNRF) <christopher.near@ontario.ca> 
Sent: March 5, 2021 3:15 PM
To: Gord Nielsen <gord@mnal.ca>; Brown, Jaclyn (MNRF) <Jaclyn.Brown@ontario.ca>
Cc: Stacey, Andrew <Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca>; Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>; Bill
Van Ryn <bvanryn@tathameng.com>
Subject: RE: Morrison Lake; Our File 6118

Gord,

This email is a follow up to our conversation(Near/Neilson/Brown) on Friday, February 26th.

Protection of wetlands is an interest shared by multiple agencies.  We appreciate work that the
Town of Gravenhurst, Michaelski Neilsen Ltd. and Tatham Engineering has put into planning for a
potential expansion of the parking area at North Morrison Lake.

As indicated in your letter, legislative responsibility for Endangered Species has moved to the
Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks (MECP).  We encourage you to contact MECP to
discuss your proposal and necessary requirements under the Endangered Species Act (ESA).  

MNRF’s role in wetland evaluation is to review and confirm that wetland evaluations and boundary
refinements are completed in accordance with the provincial framework (OWES), and to update
information in the provincial evaluated wetland database known as Land Information Ontario (LIO), a
mapping tool, which is used by municipalities and others to inform planning decisions. Wetland
evaluations are considered open files. For MNRF to consider a change to the boundary of an
evaluated wetland, a re-evaluation must be completed by a qualified (OWES trained) professional in
accordance with OWES and submitted to the local MNRF District Office for review. Outcomes of a
wetland re-evaluation include no change, a wetland boundary adjustment (i.e. increase or decrease
in size) or a change in wetland status. 

It is the responsibility of the planning authority to ensure all necessary approvals are obtained and
the requirements of applicable legislation, regulations and policy are achieved. Further questions
regarding approval requirements for this project should be directed to and considered by the local
municipality.

Regards, 
Chris

Chris Near
Resource Management Supervisor
Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry



Parry Sound District

From: Gord Nielsen 
Sent: January 12, 2021 2:34 PM
To: Near, Christopher (MNRF) <christopher.near@ontario.ca>; Brown, Jaclyn (MNRF)
<Jaclyn.Brown@ontario.ca>
Cc: Stacey, Andrew <Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca>; Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>; Bill
Van Ryn <bvanryn@tathameng.com>
Subject: FW: Morrison Lake; Our File 6118
 
Hi Chris and Jaclyn
 
Happy New Year!  Further to our discussions in October, attached please find a letter, drawing and
schematics providing further information on plans for the Town of Gravenhurst’s expansion of its
North Morrison Lake Road boat launch.  The Town has reduced the size of the parking lot expansion
to its minimum requirements. 
 
We hope to be able to discuss this information and the next steps in the approvals process with you
at your earliest convenience.
 
Regards,
Gord





practically be solved.

If these steps have been completed then I may have missed that information and have not had the
opportunity to provide input. If it exists, it would be an important piece of information that should
be included with the Class EA announcement.

Assuming that these two items have not been fully completed and agreed upon, I would like to offer
my perspective on each.

1. Problem Definition

Here, I will list a host of problems that Morrison Laker residents and Island residents have been
facing with the use and access of the landing:

1. Island residents need a means to access their property with a boat. This means that a parking
spot is needed to leave their car when they use their boat to get to their property. Most
islanders must leave their larger boats at their island properties and shuttle to and from the
landing using a tinny when they arrive and depart the lake. The challenge is what to do with
the tinny when you leave the lake. Some residents flip the tinny into their parking spot, some
beach their tinny on the shore to the west of the docks, some store their tinnys at friends who
have a mainland cottage. There is no consistent solution for this issue. Often there is no space
available to beach a tinny for a short period of time like for a trip into town as many tinnys are
beached for long-term storage (weeks or more). Some island residents use pontoon boats to
shuttle between their cottage and the landing and in some cases they leave their pontoon
boats tied up at a dock while they leave for shorter periods but sometimes up to a full day.
With 2-3 pontoons at the docks the space is limited for others. (The installation of the second
long dock at the end of 2020 has certainly helped with dock space).

2. Boat trailer storage for island residents. Once a boat is launched an island resident now needs
to find a storage location for the trailer. Land residents obviously store their trailers on their
properties. Some island residents push their trailers deeper into the woods at the north end
of the parking lot for summer storage. Some of these can reduce available parking for vehicles
and day use vehicle/trailer parking.

3. Some island residents have deeded parking spots (I am one of those). There are a number of
longer tenure island residents that do not have a deeded spot but have used the same spot in
the south portion of the parking area for decades well before the deeded parking opportunity
arose. Some of them did not take that opportunity to pay for the deeded parking spot so that
could be their misfortune. I still feel that these other non-deeded island residents should be
afforded a solution (at their cost) in the new landing solution.

4. There is no clear designation of deeded parking spots in the south parking area. This should
be clarified, resolved and clearly laid out and identified on a plan as part of any future
solution.

5. Parking spots in the south parking area are extremely close to the waters edge (within 3-4’ on
the east side). This blocks the shoreline for beaching tinnys and it is also an environmental
issue with gas and oil leakage from vehicles making it into the lake.

6. Some island residents have purchased more recently and may have been misled as to the



inclusion of a parking spot when they bought. Or, there was no mention of parking and the
newer island residents have simply added to the burden of cars and boats at the landing. If
the Town of Gravenhurst allowed the sale of an island lot and di not consider the need for
parking at the landing then the Town is complicit in exacerbating the problem at the landing.

7. The growth in multi-car residents in society in general has added further burden to parking
availability as island families arrive with multiple vehicles.

8. Guests of island residents add to the parking availability challenges.
9. The landing is used by ALL residents of Morrison Lake for boat launching in the spring and

pull-out in the fall plus the ins/outs needed over the season for boat maintenance.
10. Mainland residents use the landing parking as overflow parking for their guests on occasion.
11. Garbage bins should be located well away from the shoreline to avoid environmental issues.

Both versions of proposed layouts for the parking lot show the bins moved closer to the
shoreline. The proposed locations for the bins also put the bins next to vehicle parking and in
positions that make access and dumping of the bins challenging to the waste collection trucks.
Potential for damage to parked vehicles is higher.

12. Garbage bin abuse is evident on a daily basis where land residents and the general public use
the bins rather than awaiting regular street pick-up. Similarly, many lake residents and the
general public  use the bins and the area around the bins for dumping large items that should
be taken to the dump and paid for. I am sure the Town is aware of this problem as staff are
regularly attending to this issue.

13. Security – there are ongoing thefts from vehicles and boats. Many tinny motors have been
stolen over the years. Lighting and potentially security cameras should be considered in any
new proposal.

14. The Morrison Lake landing is listed as a public landing. This causes further issues with the
increased day-use use of the landing:

a. Heavy use by anglers. This creates congestion at the landing and docks during boat
launching and pull-out. These day visitors park their car and trailer within the north
parking area and consume a high percentage of parking space with their long
car/trailer. They often completely block parking spots for single cars in the north
parking area limiting vehicle parking significantly. They are often rude and disrespectful
to Morrison Lake residents and they often park along the sides of the road to the east
of the landing causing congestion on the incoming laneway.

b. Public use of the landing has resulted in the introduction of invasive species into
Morrison Lake with grave consequences for the quality of the lake in the near future. In
particular we have seen the emergence of Eurasian Water Milfoil infestations, bluegill
fish, Starry Stonewart and phragmites (on land). The more the landing is used by the
general public who have no stake in the condition of the lake, the more environmental
damage will be done.

c. Public use is causing dangerous situations to occur:
 i.      Swimmers are using the docks to swim off of and are in the direct path of
boat traffic accessing the dock.

 ii.      Day users are setting up barbecues on the docks and using the docks for
lounging, playing and fishing from. This hampers the use of the docks for
island and lake residents.

 iii.      Anglers are using the lake at night and fishing without lights on their



boats. I have personally almost run into a group fishing near the landing
docks late at night.

d. An assessment whether a like of this size can accommodate the growing day use should
be undertaken. The stress on the landing, the lake and the residents of the lake is
increasing. Could the landing be de-listed from the Town of Gravenhurst website listing
public landings? This could reduce or eliminate many of the root cause problems listed
above.

 
2. Goals and Guiding Principals for Proposed Solutions to Problems Identified

 
In my opinion, any solution for the landing should strive for the following goals:

Clarity for parking spots for deeded and un-deeded island residents
Equity for all island residents that need to use the landing to access their island properties
Environmental stewardship and safety for the lake
Safety and security for all users of the landing and the lake
Respectful interactions amongst island residents, land residents and general public
Balanced access to the lake for all lake residents and the general public based on the capacity
of the lake and current environmental conditions
Consideration for the property immediately to the east of the landing (privacy, noise
reduction, eliminate impacts by those parking along the lot line)

 
3. Ideas for Consideration defining Project Objectives and Building a Solution for the Landing

 
Undertake an assessment of what other similar lakes with island properties are doing for
solutions to the island resident problems (parking, boat storage, docks, short and long-term
docking of boats). If a consistent solution can be identified that works it could be easier to
implement as precedents have already been set. Do a lessons learned on those other lakes to
see what works and what doesn’t work so well.
Provide docks and slips for island residents to dock larger boats during the summer
eliminating or minimizing the need for tinny docking/beaching or storage in parking spots. The
shoreline to the west of the current landing is undeveloped and likely protected wetlands so
having a set of slips in that location could be a good way to protect the shoreline. Annual
maintenance fees for the slips could be charged. A floating system could likely be left in the
water for winter with minimal damage (I have a floating dock that I leave in the water for
winter and no damage has resulted in the 12 years I have been doing this).

In the event that this is not immediately feasible then a solution is required for
additional short-term shore parking for islanders doing day trips into town.

There are two versions of proposed landing/parking layouts that have been circulated. Both
have been created by Tatham Engineering and both have the same file number and date (Sep
2018) – see attached. Each has pros/cons that should be reviewed using input to consolidate
into one workable design.
The latest landing layout proposal (showing 14 private parking spots, 40 vehicle parking spots
and 10 vehicle/trailer parking spots) creates a significantly larger parking area that may
exacerbate some of the problems listed above including:

Higher number of parking spots that will invite more public access increasing stress on



the landing, docks and lake.
The size of the lot impinges to a higher degree upon wetlands
Does the 14 private parking spots (for the deeded island residents) cover the needs of
other long tenure island residents and newer island residents?
Are the south parking spots far enough away from the waterline to eliminate
environmental impacts and provide better beaching access for temporary beaching of
tinnys?
Garbage bins are closer to the waterline, could be more difficult to access for dumping
and eliminate a number of potential deeded parking spot locations. With continued
dumping of larger items beside the bins this location needs to be reconsidered. The
parking spot directly next to the bins will end up being impinged by these discarded
items.

The other version of a layout (with a triangular bump-out of parking area to the north west
may have fewer impacts but could also be improved upon to offer slightly more parking:

The odd triangular area adds minimal additional parking and vehicle/trailers parked will
likely entrap the parking spots on the east and north section. Many day users park their
vehicle/trailer wherever they can find space and often with no concern for how much
space they consume of block other parking areas.
With my knowledge of the north end of the parking it would see the lot could be
extended north and on the west side it could be pushed in a straight line further into
the woods with minimal or no impact on lower lying wetlands. Something between the
two available proposals could probably work with minimal environmental impacts.
Garbage bin locations are a concern for the same reasons noted above.
Private parking spot numbers and southern-most proximity to the waterline have the
same concerns as above.

Clear delineation and signage for all parking spots will be critical to maximizing the number of
vehicles that ultimately will be able to park. Any unmarked or gray areas will be abused by day
visitors and others.
Limit day use and day parking by having paid parking spots. After the paid spots are filled then
no additional usage should be allowed.
Potential to use the roadway leading into the landing parking lot by extending the shoulder on
the north side of the road making it available for vehicle/trailer parking and more parking
locations in general. It should be well marked and have a clearly delineated start/finish of this
parking zone.
De-list Morrison Lake landing from the public landing list. This will de-stress that day use,
make the landing safer for all users and limit the growth in day use that we continue to see
year over year. The size of the lake may not have the capacity to accept such high usage and
the environmental impacts will be reduced and potentially reversed. This could lead to a more
cost effective, more environmentally friendly landing/parking solution.
Clear signage will be required for private parking area and for the specific stalls for the deeded
and/or all island residents.
Clear signage for public parking and vehicle/trailer parking must be included in the proposal.
Deeded parking spots should be offered to all island residents and any future sale of island
lots approved by the Town must include parking accommodation to avoid growth of this
problem. Those that currently do not have deeded spots should be required to pay for this in
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From: Phil Watts
To:
Cc: ; Andrew Stacey; Bracebridge File
Subject: RE: N Morrison Lake Rd parking lot expansion (218545-2)
Date: October 6, 2021 11:03:06 AM

Hello Mr.  -

Thank you for your comments and observations with respect to the Notice of Study Commencement on this project.
All comments received are taken into consideration when developing and ultimately selecting the preferred solution
during the Class EA study.

The study will identify and evaluate alternative solutions and their associated impacts. A Public Information Centre
(PIC) presentation will be made available for public review and comment which will include preliminary design
information and supporting background studies. Having expressed interest in this study exercise, you will be directly
notified when the PIC is available for review via the Town website. We expect the PIC to be posted in October
2021.

Thank you for your participation in this study.

Regards,
Phil

Phil Watts, B.Eng., P.Eng.
Senior Engineer

Tatham Engineering Limited
8 Barron Drive | Bracebridge| Ontario | P1L 0A1
T 705-645-7756 #2063 | E pwatts@tathameng.com

This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information for the sole use of the intended recipient.  Any
review or distribution by others is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this email in error, please contact the
sender and delete all copies.

-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: August 26, 2021 11:51 AM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Cc:  Andrew Stacey <Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca>
Subject: N Morrison Lake Rd parking lot expansion

________________________________

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Tatham Engineering. Do not click on links or open attachments
unless you know the sender and have verified the sender’s email address and know the content is safe.

________________________________



Hi Phil,
In response to the Notice of Study Commencement, I’d like to note that an expansion of the parking lot is badly
needed for island residents, particularly for people like me who don’t have deeded spaces. The increasing congestion
is at least partly a result of the town allowing more development on the lake and advertising it as a good fishing
spot. Given that, I believe the town has a responsibility to increase the availability of parking.
I offer the following comments/suggestions:
1. Please note that island cottagers who don’t have a deeded parking space beach their tinnies on a strip of land on
the southwest corner of the parking lot when they leave the lake.  It’s very important that this land remain available.
Otherwise, the boats could well be tied to the town dock during the week. A small number of reasonably-priced
leased boat slips may resolve the issue.
2. Please consider reasonably-priced leased vehicle parking spaces for islanders who don’t have deeded spaces. This
would help to alleviate concerns that an expanded parking lot will simply attract more visitors since the new spaces
would be largely occupied by residents.
3. If environmental reasons prevent the expansion of the parking lot, please consider the purchase of adjacent land
that is not being used by cottagers.
4. Again, if environmental reasons prevent the expansion of the parking lot, please consider formal parking spaces
opposite the lake side of North Morrison Lake Rd.
Thank-you for your attention to this matter.

Sent from my iPhone



From: Phil Watts
To: Bracebridge File
Subject: FW: North Morrison Lake Parking (218545-2, PIC comments)
Date: Tuesday, January 11, 2022 3:03:38 PM

From: Stacey, Andrew <Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca> 
Sent: December 14, 2021 3:18 PM
To: >; Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>; Steven Klinck
< >; Kelly, Paul <paul.kelly@districtcouncil.ca>
Subject: RE: North Morrison Lake Parking

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Tatham Engineering. Do not click on links
or open attachments unless you know the sender and have verified the sender’s email address
and know the content is safe.

Good afternoon Ms. ,

Thank you for your comments which will now be included as part of the project file. 
Please note the focus of this Schedule B Environmental Assessment is for the
potential parking lot expansion only as outlined within the various alternatives
received in your package. If for some reason mail delivery has been delayed the EA
package can also be viewed virtually through the following link
https://www.gravenhurst.ca/en/news/north-morrison-lake-parking-lot-expansion-
assessment-study.aspx.
 
Your interest around garbage collection would be more appropriately directed to the
District of Muskoka, being the upper tiered municipality responsible for the provision
of this level of service within Gravenhurst and Muskoka as a whole.   To this vein I
would encourage you to sign up for the District’s Engauge Muskoka platform available
through the following link https://www.engagemuskoka.ca/bin-site-transition-plan so
that you can keep informed and up to date on the status of the Bin Site Transition
program and to provide appropriate feedback and comment where requested.
 
Regarding your statement that you have been “made aware that the agency that did
the environmental study is the same if not totally related to the company doing the
expansion of the parking lot” I confirm this is incorrect information. The Town
previously retained Tatham Engineering’s consulting services through a public
procurement process and should a preferred Alternative be selected, the Town will
again publicly procure a contractor to undertake the construction phase.
 
I trust this answers your query,



Regards,

Andrew

From: > 
Sent: Monday, December 13, 2021 6:04 PM
To: Stacey, Andrew <Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca>; pwatts@tathameng.com; Steven Klinck
<swklinck@gmail.com>; Kelly, Paul <paul.kelly@districtcouncil.ca>
Subject: North Morrison Lake Parking
 
Andrew and all others , there are some concerns with the expansion of the parking lot and the
removal of the garbage bins. 
I look at the environmental impact that was referenced as the Ministry of the Environment and it’s
concern toward continued conservation of nesting sites for loons, turtles and ducks and
salamanders.  If the parking lot is expanded to the Option C we have chosen an option that will
impact them forever.  This is also increased if the garbage bins are removed as many people will just
leave their debris, refuse on site to pollute and allow some animal species to suffer even more. Also
in this regard, increased boat traffic and boat trailers on an increased parking space will transfer
species of invasive order like zebra muscles to the lake. The concept that was mentioned in a
previous email indicated the Ministry of the Environment emphasizes a need for increased
monitoring  in the area as some illegal dumping has occurred. Who will be called with general
enforcements of bylaws- and will there be a 24-7 administrative contact? I have seen from some
lake visitors a general disregard for our community and the water itself. 
If the garbage bins are removed from our landing and I realize there are time frames for many lakes
; where will the increase in boaters, fishermen and trailers put their garbage accumulated during the
day? This could result in even pollution of garbage in our small lake.  Properties on the island that
rent would have to be respectful to transport their garbage after their rental ceases and often that
could be after the closing hours of the dump.  The hours of operation could result in a dumping on
the roadside or in the private garbage bins we have purchased to keep animals safe and away from
harm and human interaction. 
In regard to personal safety, you referenced the frequent maintenance needed on North Morrison
Lake road and the liability  to the Town as our  community uses strollers with small children ,
and bikes on the uneven and gravelly road.  Often we have to dodge the existing traffic and boat
trailers as they speed toward the docking facility.  If the parking area is increased dramatically it
follows so will this traffic situation making us as pedestrians unsafe. When you  increase the number
of parking spaces we will see  boat trailers park on the sides of the roadway, like Sparrow Lake and
so many larger lakes.  As a small lake if you  increase the parking lot and trailer facilities we have
again caused concern not only for pedestrians but for land owners trying to leave their own
property.
Summer allows for more renters and that usually means increased vehicles in the high season and
again they may not be aware of community and the environmental impact as they do not own the
property and do not have a financial obligation. 
I feel the option  A - do nothing is the wise choice as it allows  parking for island property owners
that exist  and it has been successful  and handled for many years to this point.   The 



garbage bins are a must.  If A is chosen you can expand in the future if the need arrives. To begin
with C you have eliminated the optional  future plans - this is too aggressive ! 
I have been made aware of the agency that did the environmental study is the same if not totally
related  to the company doing the expansion  of the parking lot - if this is true we look upon this as a
total conflict of interest - to this end I would like more information as a tax payer and resident. Is this
how our Town handles issues? I thought our land and property tax covered waste removal and that
should continue to be an option for the islanders.  We do not have all the privileges of in town
property owners yet we pay high premiums.  
 
Please consider my concerns and respond.  I truly feel option A - do nothing-  will be the best and
most non disruptive option, 
 
 

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPad



From: Phil Watts
To:
Cc: Stacey, Andrew; Brandon McKenzie; Bracebridge File
Subject: RE: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion (218545-2-CO)
Date: August 6, 2021 2:30:12 PM

Hello  –

Thank you for your comments and observations with respect to the Notice of Study Commencement
on this project. All comments received are taken into consideration when developing and ultimately
selecting the preferred solution during the Class EA study.

The study will identify and evaluate alternative solutions and their associated impacts. A Public
Information Centre (PIC) presentation will be made available for public review and comment which
will include preliminary design information and supporting background studies. Having expressed
interest in this study exercise, you will be directly notified when the PIC is available for review via the
Town website. We expect the PIC to be posted in August 2021.

Thank you for your participation in this study.

Regards,
Phil

Phil Watts, B.Eng., P.Eng.
Senior Engineer

Tatham Engineering Limited
8 Barron Drive | Bracebridge| Ontario | P1L 0A1
T 705-645-7756 #2063 | E pwatts@tathameng.com

  

From:  
Sent: August 1, 2021 5:18 PM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Subject: re: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Tatham Engineering. Do not click on links
or open attachments unless you know the sender and have verified the sender’s email address
and know the content is safe.



Phil Watts, Project Engineer, pwatts@tathameng.com,

705-645-7756 ext 2063

 
 
Here are my comments  re:  NOTICE OF STUDY COMMENCEMENT - North Morrison Lake Road
Parking Lot Expansion.
 
I am not sure how it currently works but I suggest that cottage owners on the island should be
assigned at least 1 parking spot with appropriate signage and be charged rent for these
permanent parking spots.  As a taxpayer I should citizens of Muskoka should not have to pay
to build and maintain other persons permanent parking spots.  
 
Since the town is allowing larger cottages to be built on the islands and this tends to mean
more guests, maybe have a lottery each year where some cottagers can apply for 2 parking
spots.
 
A number of parking spots should be made available to the general public (e.g. for fishing)
and/or visitors.   Current parking spots do not seem to be large enough for a boat trailer
attached to a vehicle.
 
I use the boat launch on North Morrison Lake, usually once in the spring and fall to launch my
boat as there is no public boat launch on the south side of Morrison Lake.
 
I suggest making 1 or 2 short-term parking spots e.g. 30 minutes, that would accommodate a
vehicle and trailer that persons who are launching their boat can use.  I have been yelled at for
stopping in someone empty parking spot for a few minutes while I assisted my spouse after
launching the boat.  I had to park somewhere in order to get out of the way of the next person
wanting to use the boat launch.
 
Parking spots need signage and so do the docks e.g. no overnight parking etc.,. 
 
Regards,
 



https://www.gravenhurst.ca/Modules/News/index.aspx?newsId=0d19d1b8-0f28-46b3-90d4-
d28e5f59ee1f&feedId=e18a5915-ff28-4cff-970f-264baabf538f,4a157399-12be-4495-898d-
93e3ce15a2a6,c190379e-b1a3-43a2-8bfa-62d6bd84f235,ebae7b28-33be-430e-b843-
4f0d37d09540,23d30687-63eb-437d-aa07-39fba970e7b9,2c1eb433-5445-4416-aba2-
842e226b5898,b453e88d-b6e9-439b-8746-8586013a30ea,447b9424-9632-4668-b10e-
906cddd29290,57051579-0115-4f6a-8176-f3481c3631e8

NOTICE OF STUDY
COMMENCEMENT - North
Morrison Lake Road
Parking Lot Expansion
Town of Gravenhurst North Morrison
Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion
schedule B, CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL
ASSESSMENT NOTICE OF Study
COMMENCEMENT The Town of
Gravenhurst is proposing to expand the

www.gravenhurst.ca



From: Phil Watts
To: Bracebridge File
Subject: FW: Morrison Lake expansion feedback (218545-2, Notice comments)
Date: Tuesday, January 18, 2022 4:49:13 PM

From:  
Sent: August 1, 2021 3:36 PM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Subject: Morrison Lake expansion feedback

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Tatham Engineering. Do not click on links
or open attachments unless you know the sender and have verified the sender’s email address
and know the content is safe.

Phil,

My name is  owner of the 27 acres on Mile Island. . .
My wife and I received a letter in the mail to respond with some feedback regarding the
North Morrison Lake parking area. We have been owners for 7 years now, certainly shorter
in comparison to the other mile isle am owners. Our experience with the public boat
launch/parking area is not positive. (Except this last year as it had been relatively quiet with
COVID). Our family needs to keep a tinny off to the side as there is no deeded parking for
us. In previous years, fisherman have stollen our boat plugs, fuel can, our tinny pushed out
into the lake and also tried stealing our motor. We lock everything up now, but, it is a sever
stress for us never knowing what we will find when we get to the boat launch.  The dock
extension was a huge help. As for parking, I’m torn as it may bring even more fisherman or
other public motorist and use up all the spots versus extending and allowing another 10
spots. As one of the largest land owners, I’d like to think we could ask for a parking spot,
but, many of those who do not have a deeded stall, scratch cars, out up rude signs, etc….
So, here’s my feedback and suggestions:

1. I’d like everyone to receive a list of those who have deeded parking and identified with a
specific sign. This needs to stand out. 
 
2. I’d like to know if I can apply for a parking spot myself.

3. I would be in favour of removing the garbage and recycle bins to help extend the
parking. Regular stalls only  

4. I don’t not think the new parking should accommodate trailers. This is a huge pain in the
ass as they currently take up 4 spots. But, if we add truck and trailer spots, even more
fishermen will come. So, I say, make it a pain in the ass for them and maybe they will go to





From:
To: Phil Watts
Cc: Bracebridge File; 
Subject: Re: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion - Schedule B, Class EA Environmental Assessment, PIC Presentation (218545-2)
Date: Saturday, December 18, 2021 2:15:49 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Tatham Engineering. Do not click on links or open attachments unless you know the
sender and have verified the sender’s email address and know the content is safe.

Good Day Phil Watts,

We are emailing our response as we don't believe our letter will show up in time for your cut-off. We just returned from Mexico and have
found that our Christmas Cards that went out from Barrie to Gravenhurst at the same time as our letter to you, hasn't arrived via post, so,
please accept this email as our follow up from your assessment. 

Our family has reviewed all of your information and have the following questions and feedback of your assessment and
recommendations. 

Questions:

1. Where is the lake impact study as a result of more boaters on a small lake? If none, why wasn't it considered as part of your
assessment or recommendations? Expanding the boat launch brings more general public boaters to a small lake, so, aside from your
environmental study of just parking expansion, I would like to think that all Morrison Lake owners will also want to see a lake traffic
assessment as well. 

2. Why doesn't your document include all comments from Morrison Lake Owners? Specifically, ours was left out and I'm not sure
why. 

a. Safety, theft, damage - Current set-up of the boat launch allows for general public to come and go and without any security,
surveillance, we have dealt with theft and damage for years. (We believe this is from general public).  

b. Owners versus general public parking. Who is really asking for more parking? Mainland owners likely are not and most Mile
Island owners have a spot. So, I'd like to know the number of owners who have actually asked for more parking. 

c. Deeded owners need to show proof. You mentioned this in your recommendation, but, you don't state that they need to
show proof. 

3. Your recommendations do not cover anything to do with North Morrison Lake Road. Why?  Increased parking equals increased
traffic. The roads are already poorly maintained, so, unless your recommendation also includes a double lane expansion and we
missed that somewhere, l highly recommend you include that in your next follow up. 

Problems:

1. Increased traffic to the lake and use of the lake by general public. You expand the parking space and you will have put up a big
welcome sign that will attract even more public. 

2. Increased traffic on North Morrison Lake Road means more accidents, damage to vehicles and other challenges. 
3. Removing the garbage and recycle bins? You're taking away the one benefit Islanders have. So, help me understanding what my

taxes actually cover if that is taken away? Consider the number of Islanders who stay at the lake longer than 1 week. Do you know
that number? Probably not. Now consider their process for removing trash.  Think it will happen every few days? Nope, but, we
guessed you figure that's not your problem, but, it will become a problem if garbage is just left at the boat launch anyway or bins
show up from people bringing their own and then we have an issue with wildlife.  

Our Vote:

leave it as it is

Why:

Your recommendation does nothing other than increase public access and fix a waterway issue. If owners had dedicated parking,
then, you start fixing problems, but, opening more parking alone makes it worse.  
Your recommendation is based on expansion only which will result in increased traffic on the lake, which will lead to even more
disastrous results on the water. Owners and general public are already on edge and it will only get worse.
Your assessment lacks the full impact on Morrison Lake focused exclusively on the boat launch area. An impact study of lake size
and volume of traffic/boaters on a small lake must be included.
We don't believe your assessment includes a majority of Morrison Lake owners. We believe it is a few voices that are raising issues.





From: Phil Watts
To:
Cc: Stacey, Andrew;  Bracebridge File
Subject: RE: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion Schedule B; EA Assessment Comments (218545-2-CO)
Date: August 12, 2021 9:37:00 AM

Hello Ms. 

Thank you for your comments and observations with photos provided in your attachment with
respect to the Notice of Study Commencement on this project. All comments received are taken into
consideration when developing and ultimately selecting the preferred solution during the Class EA
study.

The study will identify and evaluate alternative solutions and their associated impacts. A Public
Information Centre (PIC) presentation will be made available for public review and comment which
will include preliminary design information and supporting background studies. Having expressed
interest in this study exercise, you will be directly notified when the PIC is available for review via the
Town website. We expect the PIC to be posted in August 2021.

Thank you for your participation in this study.

Regards,
Phil

Phil Watts, B.Eng., P.Eng.
Senior Engineer

Tatham Engineering Limited
8 Barron Drive | Bracebridge| Ontario | P1L 0A1
T 705-645-7756 #2063 | E pwatts@tathameng.com

This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information for the sole use of the intended recipient.  Any review or distribution
by others is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this email in error, please contact the sender and delete all copies.

From:  
Sent: August 11, 2021 11:31 PM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Cc: Stacey, Andrew <Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca>;

Subject: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion Schedule B; EA Assessment Comments

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Tatham Engineering. Do not click on links



or open attachments unless you know the sender and have verified the sender’s email address
and know the content is safe.

Thank you









From: Phil Watts
To:
Cc: Stacey, Andrew; Caroline.Kirkpatrick@gravenhurst.ca; Bracebridge File
Subject: RE: RE: Parking at Landing North Morrison Lake (218545-2)
Date: October 5, 2021 12:05:08 PM

Hello  -

Thank you for your comments and observations with respect to the Notice of Study Commencement
on this project. All comments received are taken into consideration when developing and ultimately
selecting the preferred solution during the Class EA study.

The study will identify and evaluate alternative solutions and their associated impacts. A Public
Information Centre (PIC) presentation will be made available for public review and comment which
will include preliminary design information and supporting background studies. Having expressed
interest in this study exercise, you will be directly notified when the PIC is available for review via the
Town website. We expect the PIC to be posted in October 2021.

Thank you for your participation in this study.

Regards,
Phil

Phil Watts, B.Eng., P.Eng.
Senior Engineer

Tatham Engineering Limited
8 Barron Drive | Bracebridge| Ontario | P1L 0A1
T 705-645-7756 #2063 | E pwatts@tathameng.com

  

From:  
Sent: September 27, 2021 2:05 PM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Cc: Stacey, Andrew <Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca>; Caroline.Kirkpatrick@gravenhurst.ca;
Bracebridge File <bracebridgefile@tathameng.com>
Subject: Aw: RE: Parking at Landing North Morrison Lake (218545-2)

Dear Phil,

Thank you very much for the pleasant and informative call and your note!



As discussed, here our comments and concerns:

General comments:

We understand the necessity for islanders to have adequate parking space, but we are
concerned to have the public parking even bigger with additional day and fishing tourists. We
have seen over the last years, how the parking lot got bigger and bigger already (nearly
doubled in size) and are not in favor of creating additional spots for non-islanders.
We do see an impact on the environment as the marsh besides the parking lot is home and
hatching space to different species and in addition, the area gets flooded in spring time which
might cause issues with the adjacent properties, if not able to drain there.
We already noticed an increased number of fishing boats using the landing and this causes
already some issues as increased pollution of the lake, persons not washing off their boats
and bringing in invasive species and - indeed - the issue of persons coming to the landing,
needing to use a bathroom.

All the above is especially of concern to us, being the property owners of the neighboring lots
(emergency numbers 1175 and 1166) and thus right next to all the action.

The above mentioned pollution shows on our beach. We see gasoline and oil in the water and
washing up on our beach.
Persons using the landing, are not shy to dump empty beer bottles and other garbage onto
our property.
Dogs from persons at the landing run over our property, onto our dock and marking their
territory.
Persons not living on the island use the garbage bins, dumping items beside the bins and
leaving a mess.
Already today, there is quite some traffic, also at nighttime, with cars arriving, boats being
pulled over gravel to the water, early morning boat launches, etc., causing noise.
With an increase of parking spots and additional travel, all of the above will increase and we
are concerned about more pollution, persons trespassing, more dumping on our property,
more noise during day time, but especially early morning (fisher men) and at night, and the
landing turning into a hang out place.

 

We would like to understand what the plans are regarding lighting the parking lot: will it
be light enough to keep away persons with no good intentions regarding boats and motors
left from the islanders, and people chilling there? And how will this be balanced with
possible light pollution in our bedrooms?

What are the plans regarding fencing the parking lot, so trespassing and dumping onto our
properties can be avoided and we do not face additional liabilities?

Are there plans to put up signs asking for being respectful to neighbors and make them
aware of noise disturbance / keeping night time peace?



Also, what are the plans with the garbage bins? (will only islanders use them? Are they far
enough away from our properties to not attract bears and other wildlife and to not be loud,
when people bang the lids?)

With all this in mind, we wonder what will happen to our property value and our
recreation value in case the landing gets expanded even more.

Thank you very much for taking our comments seriously and into consideration!

And thanks in advance for sending us the presentation material in October!

Best regards

 23. September 2021 um 23:39 Uhr
Von: "Phil Watts" <pwatts@tathameng.com>
An: "
Cc: "Stacey, Andrew" <Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca>, 
"Caroline.Kirkpatrick@gravenhurst.ca" <Caroline.Kirkpatrick@gravenhurst.ca>, "Bracebridge 
File" <bracebridgefile@tathameng.com>
Betreff: RE: Parking at Landing North Morrison Lake (218545-2)

 - I appreciate our phone discussion this afternoon.
As discussed, I will look for your email summarizing your comments from today. These 
comments will be taken into consideration when recommending a solution for this project.

Also, I indicated you will be notified directly when the presentation material with parking 
expansion alternatives is posted and available for review on the Town website. I expect the 
earliest will be the week of October 4.

Feel free to contact me in the meantime if any questions arise.

Regards,
Phil

Phil Watts, B.Eng., P.Eng.
Senior Engineer
 
Tatham Engineering Limited
8 Barron Drive | Bracebridge| Ontario | P1L 0A1
T 705-645-7756 #2063 | E pwatts@tathameng.com
 

 This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information for the sole use of the 
intended recipient.  Any review or distribution by others is strictly prohibited.  If you have 
received this email in error, please contact the sender and delete all copies.





From: Phil Watts
To:
Cc: Stacey, Andrew; Bracebridge File
Subject: RE: North Morrison Lake Landing (218545-2-CO)
Date: August 12, 2021 3:00:05 PM

Hello Mr. 

Thank you for your comments and observations with respect to the Notice of Study Commencement
on this project. All comments received are taken into consideration when developing and ultimately
selecting the preferred solution during the Class EA study.

The study will identify and evaluate alternative solutions and their associated impacts. A Public
Information Centre (PIC) presentation will be made available for public review and comment which
will include preliminary design information and supporting background studies. Having expressed
interest in this study exercise, you will be directly notified when the PIC is available for review via the
Town website. We expect the PIC to be posted in August 2021.

Thank you for your participation in this study.

Regards,
Phil

Phil Watts, B.Eng., P.Eng.
Senior Engineer

Tatham Engineering Limited
8 Barron Drive | Bracebridge| Ontario | P1L 0A1
T 705-645-7756 #2063 | E pwatts@tathameng.com

This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information for the sole use of the intended recipient.  Any review or distribution
by others is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this email in error, please contact the sender and delete all copies.

From:  
Sent: August 12, 2021 10:40 AM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Subject: North Morrison Lake Landing

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Tatham Engineering. Do not click on links
or open attachments unless you know the sender and have verified the sender’s email address
and know the content is safe.



Dear Sirs:

Re: North Morrison Lake Landing (the “Landing”) (North Morrison Lake)
Legal Description Parcel 16597 In the Register for Muskoka, Being Block
“A” Plan M 406, Town of Gravenhurst (the “Town”)

In 1998, certain residents on Mile Island (Lots  (the “Residents”) were each granted
an easement (the “Easement(s)”) over the Landing in perpetuity in the nature of a right to park
permanently one car and/or one boat on the Landing. This right was granted by the Town
based on historical documentation which included a development agreement dated 1963,
among other documents, wherein the purpose of Block A was to provide access (parking and
docking) for the Residents to their island properties as part of the development. In addition,
when the Landing was developed in the early 1960's pursuant to such agreement, parking
spots were specifically designated by the developer for use by the Residents. Historically, the
Landing was initially used by the Residents and until 1998 only consisted of the front portion
of the Landing (being the area along the water front approx. 65 feet frontage).

At the time the Easements were registered in 1998, parking of boats and cars as well as the
launching of boats was somewhat manageable. As part of the discussions at the time, the
Town expanded the parking lot into the rear portion that exists today to provide for visitor
parking and further, provided signage indicating how the parking lot portions of the Landing
were to be used (the lake front portion being designated for the Residents parking and the rear
portion designated for visitor parking).

In recent years, for the reasons stated below, parking of boats and cars has become
unmanageable and the rights of the Residents with respect to the Easement(s) are infringed
upon on a regular basis.

While the Town owns the Landing and can regulate its use, the Town, in so doing, in recent
years has more prominently advertised the Landing as a public launch on its website.

As an advertised public launch there has been a substantially increased number of day time
visitors with trailers that require parking. In addition, over the recent years, several properties
have been developed on Mile Island and those owners are using the Landing to park their cars
and to leave their boats along the shore. Other residents on Mile Island as well as other islands
are also using the Landing to park boats and cars even though they may have alternate but less
convenient facilities available to them. Certain residents on the mainland as well as residents
of other islands have also from time to time used the Landing for parking boats and cars often
for extended periods of time. All of this additional use of the Landing has caused limited or no
access to the launching facilities and parking areas.

There are currently two docks belonging to and maintained by the Town, one of which was
provided around the time the Easements were granted (expanded in 2020), as well as one
provided in 2020 (each provided pursuant to the petition of the Residents). Historically, and
prior to 1998, there was one dock that was replaced, repaired and maintained by a small
number of islanders (predominantly the Residents).



Over the last couple of years, the Landing (and docks) are being used by the public for
recreational activities such as swimming, barbequing, sunbathing etc. It should be pointed out
that this is now a very busy Landing with boat and vehicular traffic. I understand from a
representative of the Town, that these activities are not promoted by the Town at launches.
The website is misleading in this regard, as it does offer beaches and parks for public use and
when referring to the North Morrison Lake Landing only specifies it is a dock and launch.
This has added to the traffic and has created a dangerous environment for all of those using the
Landing and docks given the amount of vehicular and boat traffic in that area. At times, at
least one of the docks and surrounding water is completely occupied by day visitors and as a
result, that particular dock rendered unusable. This is another consideration in determining the
need for expansion and use of the Landing.

Initial contact with the Town with respect to the Landing was made in 2017. It is understood
and appreciated that there have been ongoing efforts to expand the Landing. The following
was requested:

Parking:

1. The parking area currently used by the Residents (being those with the aforesaid deeded
access) be permanently designated as such with each Resident’s parking spot being clearly
identified and located in the lake front portion of the Landing. I would suggest that by-laws
protecting these parking spaces be enacted and enforced. As mentioned in my previous
correspondence to the Town, while the Residents are not in a legal position to make any
requests on their behalf, please note that there is also a very small number of other cottagers
on Mile Island that have historically parked on the Landing since the mid to late 1960s.

2. The parking lot be expanded to ensure ample parking for visitors as well as for trailers and
day visitors. We would suggest that the parking lot be expanded and areas specifically
designating their use i.e. separate trailer parking area and separate visitor parking area.

3. Lighting be improved in the parking areas.

4. Grading of the Landing.

Signage

Signs that outlines appropriate by-laws and designates use of the docking and parking areas
accordingly.

To my knowledge, this is the only point of public access to Morrison Lake that can
accommodate boat launching and parking of cars. Virtually all residents on the Lake use the
Landing at one time or another to, at the very least, launch a boat. To my knowledge the Town
owns 200 feet of frontage plus an additional 65 feet of road allowance on Block A and only 65
feet of said frontage is currently being utilized. We hope same can be expanded to
accommodate the ever growing number of users. It should be pointed out that a road has
already been permitted to be built through the wetlands in question which was permitted to
provide access to three cottages. The proposed expansion, if permitted, will be for the benefit
of many more. In the event, after the Environmental Assessment has been concluded, it is
found that it is not possible to expand the Landing to accommodate all or some of these users,
it may be necessary for the Town to reconsider the Landing’s use and users or acquire
additional lakefront access. Due to the nature of the Residents’ legal interest in the Landing,



priority in all cases should extend to the Residents as defined.

Thank you for your consideration.

Yours truly,

Resident of Mile Island



From: Phil Watts
To:
Cc: Stacey  Andrew; Bracebridge File
Subject: RE: N Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion (218545-2-CO)
Date: August 11  2021 12:57:48 PM
Attachments: image001.png

Hello Ms
 
Thank you for your comments and observations with respect to the Notice of Study Commencement on this project. All comments received are taken into consideration when developing and ultimately selecting the preferred solution during the Class
EA study.
 
The study will identify and evaluate alternative solutions and their associated impacts. A Public Information Centre (PIC) presentation will be made available for public review and comment which will include preliminary design information and
supporting background studies. Having expressed interest in this study exercise  you will be directly notified when the PIC is available for review via the Town website. We expect the PIC to be posted in August 2021.
 
Thank you for your participation in this study.
 
Regards
Phil
 
Phil Watts, B.Eng., P.Eng.
Senior Engineer
 
Tatham Engineering Limited
8 Barron Drive | Bracebridge| Ontario | P1L 0A1
T 705-645-7756 #2063 | E pwatts@tathameng.com
 

 
This ema l may contain confidential and/o  p ivileged info mation fo  the sole use of the intended ecipient.  Any ev ew o  d st ibution by othe s is st ictly p ohib ted.  If you have eceived this email in e o , please contact the sende  and delete all copies.

 
 
 
 

From:
Sent: August 9  2021 6 42 PM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Subject: N Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion
 

CAUTION  This email originated from outside of Tatham Engineering. Do not click on links or open attachments unless you know the sender and have verified the sender s email address and know the content is safe.

 

To Phil Watts

 

I would like to advise you that I own one of the 14 cottages/properties that has deeded access on Block A and I am permitted to park 1 car and/or 1 boat anywhere on Block A as stipulated on my deed. I have been on Morrison Lake for
50 years. I will reference the parking lot as the “Landing”.
 

The reason that this landing exists at all is due to the Black development who built an access road and the landing. The landing was to provide parking and docking for the 19 Island properties severed for development in 1963 on the
north side of Mile Island. There were a small number of others that took the opportunity because of this development at the landing to start parking there. They were not part of the Black development but found this location to be
convenient for them. At that time there was enough room as 19 spots had been allotted and not all had built yet. There are 14 deeded spots.
 

Although the deed stipulates that I can park 1 car and/or 1 boat anywhere on block A  the parking spots were laid out in the order of the 19 island lots  being lot 63 - lot 81 as intended by the developer.
 

When our family first arrived on Morrison Lake  the landing was quite small and only accommodated for the allotted parking spaces. Back then  the islanders on Mile Island (as we were and are still known as) were responsible for the
dock removal in the fall  putting the dock back in the lake in the spring  any maintenance and repairs the dock required  clearing the vegetation at the side of the 1 mile long road leading to the landing since the road was narrow (only a
little more than a 1 1/2 car width) and was at that time considered a private road. The town did not maintain it. It was not plowed in the winter. The islanders paid for the grading of the road when needed and we also put our money
together to have the light put in at the landing to make it safer for us. This was all at the expense of the Islanders. When referring to the islanders I respectfully refer to those on Mile Island on the north side who have deeded access.
Almost the entire Lake used the landing when they wanted to launch boats in the spring and remove their boats in the fall  as they still do today. With the use of the dock that the islanders maintained by many individuals on the Lake
said dock eventually needed replacing. The Islanders priced out a new dock and asked the Morrison Lake Rate Payers association (MLRA) to help pay for a new dock along with the Islanders 50% contribution. The MLRA refused to
contribute because the MLRA didn t want to be responsible for any possible liability associated with the use of the dock. Historically  the MLRA has never helped the islanders even though the majority of the lake used the dock at the
landing even if only a couple of times a season. Ultimately the islanders pitched in and a new dock was purchased that again almost the entire Lake and the public used until last year  2020. On principle alone a couple of islanders put
their own small dock in at the landing  not based on their cost share for the replacement dock  but on principle alone because the MLRA would not help and pitch in  even though most on the lake used the dock. The islanders again
had the responsibility to pay for the disposal of said dock with no help from the MLRA in 2020.
 

Parking at the landing started becoming a problem a couple/few decades ago and the landing was expanded to accommodate the growing families and the additional usage.  We had been advised at that time by the town to attach our
relatively newly assigned 911 number on both our parking spot on the landing and our cottage so that the public would know the parking spot was taken and it corresponded with the matching 911# on our cottage on Mile island. Our
lot numbers were also present on many parking spaces. This was mentioned to the property owners with deeded access to do this on their own. Signage had also been provided and installed by the town at that time. It was at the
bottom of the hill as you enter the landing on the right hand side. It clearly stated with arrow signs mile island resident parking only lot 63-81 on a sign pointing to the left and below that an arrow sign pointing right stating visitor
parking only. They were on a metal sign post. 
 

Unfortunately these signs were made of wood and eventually deteriorated as has the consideration for those of us with deeded access and our legal right to be there. 
 

Although already expanded to provide for the growth of the islanders families and visitors to the lake  the landing started to get busy again about 10 years ago. It was becoming a real issue. Parking was almost impossible. I personally
didn t know why until it was discovered that the town had started to advertise using the landing for various leisure activities and accesses on Morrison lake. There would be trucks and trailers parked up and down the road on both
sides making it difficult to maneuver safely through  in addition to being parked at the back of the landing on an angle resulting in the loss of 3-4 car parking spots. On the landing it became so busy you would be lucky if someone didn t
take your spot. I myself had experienced a number of incidents where I had to ask people to please move from my parking spot or a neighbour s parking spot. I have had contractors say to me that they should have parking at the front
and wanted to know what was with the signs. I explained that the deeded access properties have the parking spots with the signs. The following weekend my parking location had the sign ripped off of it. At the very least my 911 sign
looks like a designated parking spot and should be obvious or so the town thought when they told us to identify our parking spot with it. I have found people either claim that they didn t know or they just don t care. I ve witnessed
vehicles that don t belong in a deeded spot detach their trailer and tuck it up the side of their vehicle now taking up 1 1/2 -2 parking spots. There are no other indicators to assist them with where they should park when visiting the
lake. Confrontations with people shouldn t happen and you shouldn t be anxious worrying that you may not have somewhere to park your car when you arrive. I DO HAVE DEEDED ACCESS. That does have MERIT and actually MEANS
something. Yes  I can park anywhere on Block A  a car and/or a boat as mentioned earlier but should myself or any of the other 13 deeded access property owners arrive  and their spot be gone  park anywhere on Block A as our deed
indicates? What kind of problems would arise from that response if we had to just park in the middle of the landing. It does make absolute sense for the deeded access properties to have dedicated parking locations as historically
provided by the Black development in 1963. It seems like we have been lost and ignored by this whole new process. Some SIGNAGE is a reasonable and inexpensive place to start at the very least.
 

Since the Town of Gravenhurst opened up Morrison Lake for all to enjoy roughly about 10 years ago  this was when it started to become a growing problem that had not been experienced before. Safety and common courtesy on the
landing for everyone has been lost. I believe that most cottagers on Morrison lake don t know much about the landing  it s history and the rights of the cottage/property owners with deeded access. For the mainlanders they know it as
a place to hold the MLRA meetings twice yearly and somewhere to launch and remove their boats every year  and many bring their garbage to the bins  as witnessed immeasurable times. The landing has no effect on any of the
mainland property owners other than those adjacent to the landing. Some may have some interest with environmental concerns.
 

The landing is not big enough to accommodate ALL the people who are using it now whether a day tripper (dock crowded with people  inflatables  swimmers  BBQing on the dock which makes it s actual purpose unavailable when
crowded with people) fishermen  garbage being left behind  or having nowhere to leave your boat when you need to go to town because of the additional boats parking at the shore. The town has provided additional docking in 2020
which has helped with some issues with respect to docking. However the gathering of many on a dock usually takes one dock out of commission. I have observed the landing literally filled with vehicles  boats and trailers. I ve seen 4
trucks with boats and trailers lined up 2 across and 2 deep. It is unsafe with people and children swimming right at the dock where people are coming and going with boats  cars  and trailers and with limited visibility. While putting
boats in and taking boats out  I have witnessed impatient fisherman and members of the public be extremely uncaring  even rude and backing up dangerously when having to wait to launch. Backing up with other cars and boats still
waiting to be pulled out. I have had children run right behind my car when I was backing up to the dock to unload my groceries even while I waited for them to notice my arrival and when I thought it was safe to proceed  the child
darted out behind me when I was backing up. The landing IS NOT a BEACH nor a PLAYGROUND and SHOULD NOT be treated like one. I find it hard to believe that the town wants to be held responsible if someone gets hurt playing on
and swimming off of the docks and at the landing where people are launching their boats or worse someone drowns. There is NO signage of any sort. 
 

This is a PARKING LOT PERIOD. An over crowded  dangerous and over used parking lot. Start with signage to help the public understand where they can park and where the deeded access spots are. Guidance for the public is very much
needed and needed now with respect to dock and water uses at the landing.
 

By asking everyone with property on the Lake their input or opinion on this landing matter as this received letter indicates doesn t make sense to me. I understand that this must be some sort of process but in doing so this will



undoubtably delay the process and open a big can of worms. This has been getting increasingly worse and since 2017 trying to get some sort of order at this landing has been a difficult process. 4 years and nothing has been done.
 

I have witnessed over the last 50 years what has happened to this lake. This is a small/medium sized lake with a full compliment of large ski/wake type boats and so many more cottages on the lake with many who now live here year
round. It has grown. It could take years for the town to proceed when/if able to expand the landing to accommodate something that will work for the individuals with the deeded access and the public. 
 

A potentially immediate resolve and cost efficient way for the Town would be to stop advertising Morrison Lake and put up signage. Gravenhurst does not receive any revenue for the use of the landing but the risk of a law suit if
someone gets injured on your property with their being no signage and the crowds that come to that landing could be very costly for the town. 
 

Stop advertising it  at times unbearable and definitely unmanageable and getting worse every year that passes with nothing being done. 
 

A small group representing the deeded access cottages came forward to the town in 2017 to ask for a solution. This was 4 years ago now and this is what it has turned into. 
 

My final comment/question is  with this Lake not having a marina  restaurant or any other form of a proper facility anywhere for the public to use  what are these fisherman and visitors to the lake doing when nature calls? Aside from
the other garbage they leave behind...where is their human waste going when they are potentially here enjoying the lake all day?
 

 







From: Phil Watts
To:
Cc: Stacey, Andrew; Bracebridge File
Subject: RE: Letter re: Notice of Study Commencement North Morrison Lake Road (218545-2)
Date: October 6, 2021 10:30:48 AM

Hello  -

Thank you for your comments and observations with respect to the Notice of Study Commencement
on this project. All comments received are taken into consideration when developing and ultimately
selecting the preferred solution during the Class EA study.

The study will identify and evaluate alternative solutions and their associated impacts. A Public
Information Centre (PIC) presentation will be made available for public review and comment which
will include preliminary design information and supporting background studies. Having expressed
interest in this study exercise, you will be directly notified when the PIC is available for review via the
Town website. We expect the PIC to be posted in October 2021.

Thank you for your participation in this study.

Regards,
Phil

Phil Watts, B.Eng., P.Eng.
Senior Engineer

Tatham Engineering Limited
8 Barron Drive | Bracebridge| Ontario | P1L 0A1
T 705-645-7756 #2063 | E pwatts@tathameng.com

This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information for the sole use of the intended recipient.  Any review or distribution
by others is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this email in error, please contact the sender and delete all copies.

From:  
Sent: August 25, 2021 11:39 AM
To: andrew.stacey@gravenhurst.ca; Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Subject: Letter re: Notice of Study Commencement North Morrison Lake Road

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Tatham Engineering. Do not click on links
or open attachments unless you know the sender and have verified the sender’s email address
and know the content is safe.



Good Morning:

Thank you for your letter issued July 29, 2021.

I object to the proposed expansion of the parking lot for the following reasons:

1) Environmental
The area you are proposing to expand to a parking lot is a sensitive area and vital to the lake and land ecosystem.
We already have extensive development at the lake and we should be protecting what natural areas we have left.

By expanding the parking lot, you are inviting more people to use the lake, bring in boats etc. The lake is small,
already heavily developed and is already at risk in terms of water quality, invasive species etc. 

2) Traffic. North Morrison Lake Road is not equipped for increased traffic for many day users and other boat
launchers already and if you enlarge the parking, the congestion will increase.  Already the number of vehicles
using the road has increased over the past years - and notably with the increase of permanent residents at the
lake and also as more and more people are using the landing as a boat launch (Morrison Lake residents and
cottagers, day trip users and others). The expansion will create even more traffic for a road that was not intended
for heavy use. 

Please don’t hesitate to reach out to me for further input.

Again, thank you for your notice.

Best regards,

--

________
This e-mail is intended for the use of the addressee(s) only and may contain privileged, confidential, or proprietary information
that is exempt from disclosure under law. If you have received this message in error, please inform us promptly by reply e-mail,
then delete the e-mail and destroy any printed copy. Thank you.
________



From: Phil Watts
To:
Cc: ; Stacey, Andrew; Bracebridge File
Subject: RE: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion Feedback (218545-2-CO)
Date: August 11, 2021 1:07:06 PM

Hello Mr. 

I appreciate our phone discussion yesterday. Thank you for your comments and observations with
respect to the Notice of Study Commencement on this project. All comments received are taken into
consideration when developing and ultimately selecting the preferred solution during the Class EA
study.

The study will identify and evaluate alternative solutions and their associated impacts. A Public
Information Centre (PIC) presentation will be made available for public review and comment which
will include preliminary design information and supporting background studies. Having expressed
interest in this study exercise, you will be directly notified when the PIC is available for review via the
Town website. We expect the PIC to be posted in August 2021.

Thank you for your participation in this study.

Regards,
Phil

Phil Watts, B.Eng., P.Eng.
Senior Engineer

Tatham Engineering Limited
8 Barron Drive | Bracebridge| Ontario | P1L 0A1
T 705-645-7756 #2063 | E pwatts@tathameng.com

This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information for the sole use of the intended recipient.  Any review or distribution
by others is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this email in error, please contact the sender and delete all copies.

From:  
Sent: August 11, 2021 8:51 AM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Cc
Subject: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion Feedback

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Tatham Engineering. Do not click on links
or open attachments unless you know the sender and have verified the sender’s email address
and know the content is safe.



Dear Phil, 

 
As per our conversation on Tuesday, August 10th, I would like to share my
concerns with the proposed lot expansion into precious wetlands. 
 
This disruption to the wetlands can be easily avoided by widening the north side
of North Morrison Lake Road and allowing parallel parking on the road.  
 
Thank you, 

 







From: Phil Watts
To:
Cc: Andrew Stacey; Paul.kelly@gravenhurst.ca; Bracebridge File
Subject: RE: Launch at North Morrison Lake (218545-2)
Date: October 6, 2021 11:15:16 AM

Hello Ms.  –

Thank you for your comments and observations with respect to the Notice of Study Commencement
on this project. All comments received are taken into consideration when developing and ultimately
selecting the preferred solution during the Class EA study.

The study will identify and evaluate alternative solutions and their associated impacts. A Public
Information Centre (PIC) presentation will be made available for public review and comment which
will include preliminary design information and supporting background studies. Having expressed
interest in this study exercise, you will be directly notified when the PIC is available for review via the
Town website. We expect the PIC to be posted in October 2021.

Thank you for your participation in this study.

Regards,
Phil

Phil Watts, B.Eng., P.Eng.
Senior Engineer

Tatham Engineering Limited
8 Barron Drive | Bracebridge| Ontario | P1L 0A1 T 705-645-7756 #2063 | E pwatts@tathameng.com

This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information for the sole use of the intended
recipient.  Any review or distribution by others is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this email
in error, please contact the sender and delete all copies.

From:  
Sent: September 16, 2021 10:33 AM
To: andrew.stacey@gravenhurst.ca; Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>;
Paul.kelly@gravenhurst.ca
Subject: Launch at North Morrison Lake

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Tatham Engineering. Do not click on links
or open attachments unless you know the sender and have verified the sender’s email address



and know the content is safe.

Please see the attached letter     
This was written at the request of several property owners (8 )  
There has been no attempt to rally all of the North property owners but
given the feelings of the ones who suggested this letter, one can only assume the
support would be great.



From: Phil Watts
To:
Cc:  Stacey, Andrew; Bracebridge File
Subject: RE: Environmental assessment, Morrison Lake government dock and parking lot (218545-2-CO)
Date: August 11, 2021 12:50:40 PM

Hello Ms. 

Thank you for your comments and observations with respect to the Notice of Study Commencement
on this project. All comments received are taken into consideration when developing and ultimately
selecting the preferred solution during the Class EA study.

The study will identify and evaluate alternative solutions and their associated impacts. A Public
Information Centre (PIC) presentation will be made available for public review and comment which
will include preliminary design information and supporting background studies. Having expressed
interest in this study exercise, you will be directly notified when the PIC is available for review via the
Town website. We expect the PIC to be posted in August 2021.

Thank you for your participation in this study.

Regards,
Phil

Phil Watts, B.Eng., P.Eng.
Senior Engineer

Tatham Engineering Limited
8 Barron Drive | Bracebridge| Ontario | P1L 0A1
T 705-645-7756 #2063 | E pwatts@tathameng.com

This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information for the sole use of the intended recipient.  Any review or distribution
by others is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this email in error, please contact the sender and delete all copies.

From:  
Sent: August 9, 2021 6:42 PM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>; andrew.stacey <andrew.stacey@gravenhurst.ca>
Cc: 
Subject: Environmental assessment, Morrison Lake government dock and parking lot

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Tatham Engineering. Do not click on links
or open attachments unless you know the sender and have verified the sender’s email address
and know the content is safe.



I am a property owner at number  and at  South Morrison Lake
Road.

As we have our own parking area and dock, I am not a regular user of the site. But I have a
few comments.

Garbage disposal

I use the garbage area from time to time. I think it should be moved to a clean, flat area at a
distance from the dock.. I know that it is intended for bagged garbage only but it always has
other larger items on the ground. I think a dumpster for these items would be appropriate.

Contractor access

Our contractors and tradespeople often use the area because it is easier to unload delivery
trucks and load boats from the large flat area. It is important to ensure continuing access

Parking

I do not know how the parking works and I have no idea about how many spots are required. I
assume that Council has ideas about making it easier for day visitors to park. Do people who
have assigned spaces pay a fee? Are day spaces free? Are there spaces that can be booked for
visitors for overnight and longer stays? And for contractors who are demolishing and building
on the islands? Perhaps for caterers and other special occasion suppliers?

Emergency access

If I were to call 911 for an ambulance, I would give them the address of the government dock
for access to our island. Since the paramedics have to be transported in a pontoon boat, there
should be some system of notification to ensure that a boat is available. I understand that
Muskoka pays a fee to the marina on Kahshe Lake. I think a similar arrangement could be
made for Morrison Lake.

Emergency phone

I think it would be a good idea to have a free-standing emergency phone.

Pedestrian safety

When my niece was a toddler, we would sometimes make a trip to the dock so she could walk
and run. How about a play structure and somewhere to sit?

Meetings

The residents association holds meetings twice a year here.



From: Phil Watts
To:
Cc: Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca; Bracebridge File
Subject: RE: NOTICE OF STUDY COMMENCEMENT - North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion (218545-2)
Date: October 6, 2021 11:24:11 AM

Hello Mr.  -

Thank you for your comments and observations on behalf of the MLRA with respect to the Notice of
Study Commencement on this project. All comments received are taken into consideration when
developing and ultimately selecting the preferred solution during the Class EA study.

The study will identify and evaluate alternative solutions and their associated impacts. A Public
Information Centre (PIC) presentation will be made available for public review and comment which
will include preliminary design information and supporting background studies. Having expressed
interest in this study exercise, you will be directly notified when the PIC is available for review via the
Town website. We expect the PIC to be posted in October 2021.

Thank you for your participation in this study.

Regards,
Phil

Phil Watts, B.Eng., P.Eng.
Senior Engineer

Tatham Engineering Limited
8 Barron Drive | Bracebridge| Ontario | P1L 0A1 T 705-645-7756 #2063 | E pwatts@tathameng.com

This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information for the sole use of the intended
recipient.  Any review or distribution by others is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this email
in error, please contact the sender and delete all copies.

From:  
Sent: September 27, 2021 8:52 AM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Cc: Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca; 
Subject: NOTICE OF STUDY COMMENCEMENT - North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Tatham Engineering. Do not click on links
or open attachments unless you know the sender and have verified the sender’s email address



and know the content is safe.

Good Morning,

I am writing to provide some initial comments from the Morrison Lake Ratepayers’ Association
(MLRA). We are pleased that the Town is proceeding with a Schedule B Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment (EA). We trust that this EA will provide the opportunity for full and
transparent consultation, including all property owners on Morrison Lake. Further, we are hopeful
that through such consultation the project goals will be clearly defined, all alternatives fully
considered, and an appropriate solution(s) developed that addresses the project goals while
avoiding or minimizing any impacts to adjacent landowners, water quality and the natural
environment. As taxpayers in the Town, we are also concerned about the cost of any proposed
solutions.

While we recognize the desire to provide improved parking for many of the island properties, as well
as maintaining boat launching for mainland lakefront properties, as an association we are concerned
about the potential for a parking lot expansion to increase boat traffic on the lake through day use
visitors. As a result, we believe that this EA study should also consider these impacts and the
potential ongoing responsibilities of the Town after project completion such as monitoring and
compliance. Finally, while expansion of parking for vehicles and trailers is a key consideration, this
expansion may trigger the need for increased boat mooring.

I anticipate that the MLRA will have further comments as the EA study progresses.

I do look forward to future ongoing communication between all stakeholders regarding this very
important matter.

Regards,

Mutual Funds Provided Through FundEx Investments Inc.Mutual Funds Provided Through FundEx Investments Inc.



From: Phil Watts
To:
Cc: Stacey, Andrew; Brandon McKenzie; Bracebridge File
Subject: RE: North Morrison Lake parking lot expansion (218545-2-CO)
Date: August 6, 2021 2:33:00 PM

Hello  –

Thank you for your comments and observations with respect to the Notice of Study Commencement
on this project. All comments received are taken into consideration when developing and ultimately
selecting the preferred solution during the Class EA study.

The study will identify and evaluate alternative solutions and their associated impacts. A Public
Information Centre (PIC) presentation will be made available for public review and comment which
will include preliminary design information and supporting background studies. Having expressed
interest in this study exercise, you will be directly notified when the PIC is available for review via the
Town website. We expect the PIC to be posted in August 2021.

Thank you for your participation in this study.

Regards,
Phil

Phil Watts, B.Eng., P.Eng.
Senior Engineer

Tatham Engineering Limited
8 Barron Drive | Bracebridge| Ontario | P1L 0A1
T 705-645-7756 #2063 | E pwatts@tathameng.com

  

From:  
Sent: August 4, 2021 8:08 AM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>; 
Subject: North Morrison Lake parking lot expansion

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Tatham Engineering. Do not click on links
or open attachments unless you know the sender and have verified the sender’s email address
and know the content is safe.



Hello Phil,

Thank you for taking the time to seek public feedback. The North Morrison lake Parking lot does not
meet the needs of its current or future use. I am a current Morrison Lake resident who has a boat
access home on Mile Island. We do not have deeded access to this parking lot but we require a place
to park both our car and tin boat when we leave to go to our "city" home. There are 6 properties like
ours and 14 others who have deeded spots that I am aware of. Parking is happening anywhere and
everywhere that land is available. This past weekend we had over 40 cars parked in the lot with
additional trailer parking up the street. I understand that the main environmental concerns are the
turtles as well as I am sure there are others. The last set of drawings that I saw look like they address
those concerns as well as meet the needs of the parking requirements. 

As I am sure you can imagine this is a very important issue to us as we spend the summers here at
our island home.

If expansion of the foot print cannot be achieved to increase the amount of parking I believe that tax
payers money should not be used for this.

Should there be any other feedback needed feel free to contact me at any time.

Regards,



From: Phil Watts
To:  
Cc: Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca; Brandon McKenzie; Bracebridge File
Subject: RE: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Extension (218545-2-CO)
Date: August 6, 2021 2:35:29 PM

Hello 

Thank you for your comments and observations with respect to the Notice of Study Commencement
on this project. All comments received are taken into consideration when developing and ultimately
selecting the preferred solution during the Class EA study.

The study will identify and evaluate alternative solutions and their associated impacts. A Public
Information Centre (PIC) presentation will be made available for public review and comment which
will include preliminary design information and supporting background studies. Having expressed
interest in this study exercise, you will be directly notified when the PIC is available for review via the
Town website. We expect the PIC to be posted in August 2021.

Thank you for your participation in this study.

Regards,
Phil

Phil Watts, B.Eng., P.Eng.
Senior Engineer

Tatham Engineering Limited
8 Barron Drive | Bracebridge| Ontario | P1L 0A1
T 705-645-7756 #2063 | E pwatts@tathameng.com

  

From:  
Sent: August 6, 2021 8:49 AM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Cc: Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca
Subject: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Extension

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Tatham Engineering. Do not click on links
or open attachments unless you know the sender and have verified the sender’s email address



and know the content is safe.

Hello Phil Watts,

I would like to take this opportunity to voice my objection to filling in or altering wetland around
parking area on North Morrison Lake Road.

Filling in a provincially significant wetland to appease a few individuals who use this area for
recreational purposes for a few weekends a year is a very antiquated and regressive idea.

This wetland helps filter the water and mitigate runoff as part of the Trent Severn waterway
drainage.  Not only does it provide habitat for many and various species but it also helps to fight
climate change.

The area is only really busy for several long weekends each year and adding further space for
additional use will also add pressure to and already stressed local ecosystem.

I understand cottagers are very wealthy and pay significant tax but this should not be a factor when
deciding about the right thing to do for the natural environment .  This very same environment is the
reason these visitors are coming here in the first place.

Best regards,

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
This message may contain confidential and/or privileged information and is intended only for the individual named. If you are not the
named addressee you should not disseminate, distribute or copy this email. Please notify the sender immediately by email if you have
received this email by mistake and delete this email from your system.
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From: Phil Watts
To:
Cc: Stacey, Andrew; Bracebridge File
Subject: RE: RE: North Morrison Lake Landing Expansion Plan (218545-2-CO)
Date: August 11, 2021 1:01:08 PM

Hello Mr. 

Thank you for your comments and observations with respect to the Notice of Study Commencement
on this project. All comments received are taken into consideration when developing and ultimately
selecting the preferred solution during the Class EA study.

The study will identify and evaluate alternative solutions and their associated impacts. A Public
Information Centre (PIC) presentation will be made available for public review and comment which
will include preliminary design information and supporting background studies. Having expressed
interest in this study exercise, you will be directly notified when the PIC is available for review via the
Town website. We expect the PIC to be posted in August 2021.

Thank you for your participation in this study.

Regards,
Phil

Phil Watts, B.Eng., P.Eng.
Senior Engineer

Tatham Engineering Limited
8 Barron Drive | Bracebridge| Ontario | P1L 0A1
T 705-645-7756 #2063 | E pwatts@tathameng.com

This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information for the sole use of the intended recipient.  Any review or distribution
by others is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this email in error, please contact the sender and delete all copies.

From:  
Sent: August 10, 2021 10:35 AM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Subject: Fwd: RE: North Morrison Lake Landing Expansion Plan

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Tatham Engineering. Do not click on links
or open attachments unless you know the sender and have verified the sender’s email address
and know the content is safe.



I am following up on the expansion plan. Are you able to tell me what the plan is ?
As an island resident I am most concerned with signage for deeded car parking and rules
for dock parking. A new survey is needed to mark deeded spots. Day use for picnics and
swimming is just not practical and maybe dangerous. Permit parking for non deeded spots
would help. 

Thanks 
 

 
 
Sent from my Galaxy Tab® S2

-------- Original message --------
From: "Stacey, Andrew" <Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca>
Date: 2021-08-03 1:00 PM (GMT-05:00)
To: 
Subject: RE: North Morrison Lake Landing Expansion Plan
 
Good afternoon Mr. 

I am following up to let you know that I have forwarded your message onto the Towns Consultant
Tatham Engineering. Per the Notice of Study Commencement for the Schedule B Environmental
Assessment comments should be directed to the Consultant as follows:

Tatham Engineering Limited
8 Barron Drive,
Bracebridge Ontario, P1L 0A1

Phil Watts, P. Eng
Project Engineer
pwatts@tathameng.com
705-645-7756 ext 2063.

Thanks,

Andrew

-----Original Message-----
From: noreply@gravenhurst.ca [mailto:noreply@gravenhurst.ca] On Behalf Of Steve Davenport
Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 8:10 PM
To: Stacey, Andrew <Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca>
Subject: North Morrison Lake Landing Expansion Plan

I am an owner on Mile Island. Please send me the current expansion plan being used for the





From: Phil Watts
To:
Cc: Stacey, Andrew; Brandon McKenzie; Bracebridge File
Subject: RE: Morrison lake expansion (218545-2, PIC Comments)
Date: Friday, November 26, 2021 10:52:01 AM

Hello  – thank you for your comments. These will be considered when identifying a
preferred design during this phase of the study.

As indicated in the presentation materials, following selection of a preferred design the Project File
with all materials and study results will be posted for further review and comment. You will be
advised directly when that posting is available.

Fell free to provide any other comments or questions in the meantime.

Regards,
Phil

Phil Watts, B.Eng., P.Eng.
Senior Engineer

Tatham Engineering Limited
8 Barron Drive | Bracebridge| Ontario | P1L 0A1
T 705-645-7756 #2063 | E pwatts@tathameng.com

This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information for the sole use of the intended recipient.  Any review or distribution
by others is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this email in error, please contact the sender and delete all copies.

From:  
Sent: November 26, 2021 10:28 AM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Subject: Morrison lake expansion

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Tatham Engineering. Do not click on links
or open attachments unless you know the sender and have verified the sender’s email address
and know the content is safe.

I am sending my comments for consideration 
I believe the expansion is too large for such a small lake. 



An expansion of this size should be on the Severn at Morrison landing. 
I believe we should not interfere with the wild life in this area and to redo a wild life area by man is
not always the best option. Mother Nature has done a great job so far. 
I believe we should widen North Morrison Lake road to allow cars and trucks to park alongside the
travelled portion of this dead end road. This will result in no adverse effects to the environment
surrounding the parking area now there .
Clean up the parking area we have now and move on saving the tax payer thousands upon
thousands of dollars.
Regards 
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16 Robert Boyer Lane, Bracebridge, Ontario   P1L 1R9 

(705) 645-1413  www.mnal.ca  E-mail:  info@mnal.ca 

 

ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING   BIOPHYSICAL ANALYSIS   LAKE CAPACITY ASSESSMENT   RESOURCE MANAGEMENT 

 
  

September 16, 2021 

 

 

Mr. Phil Watts, P. Eng. 

Tatham Engineering 

8 Barron Drive, R.R. #2 

Bracebridge, Ontario             P1L 1W9 
pwatts@tathameng.com 

 

 

Re: Natural Environment Evaluation of Alternatives Being Considered under the Class 

Environmental Assessment Process for the North Morrison Lake Boat Launch Parking Lot; 

Our File 6118 

 

 

Dear Mr. Watts: 

 

 

Michalski Nielsen Associates Limited has been working alongside Tatham Engineering and the Town of 

Gravenhurst on potential solutions to address long-standing parking capacity issues at the above-noted 

municipal boat launch location, located on Morrison Lake and shown in Figure 1.  After considering some 

of the constraints associated with the expansion of this parking lot, and in particular that the existing parking 

lot and launch area are almost entirely enveloped by a treed swamp which forms part of the Morrison Lake 

Provincially Significant Wetland (PSW), the Town of Gravenhurst has determined that a Class 

Environmental Assessment process provides the best means of evaluating alternatives for these works.  The 

alternatives under consideration include: 

A. do nothing; 

B. very minor expansion of the parking lot to the north of North Morrison Lake Road, avoiding any 

actual encroachment into the PSW; 

C. a moderate expansion of the parking lot to the north of North Morrison Lake Road, with some 

encroachment into the PSW and with a corresponding strategy to improve the wildlife habitat 

values of adjacent portions of the wetland; 

D. a larger expansion of the parking lot to the north of North Morrison Lake Road, with a larger 

encroachment into the PSW and with a corresponding strategy to improve the wildlife habitat 

values of the adjacent portions of the wetland. 
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Note that alternatives B through D are all focused on the lands north of North Morrison Lake Road, with 

none of these, per our initial advice on this project, contemplating any parking lot expansion on the smaller 

portion of the parking lot located south of that road and immediately adjacent to Morrison Lake.  That is 

because the adjacent lands to the lakeward portion of the parking lot are much wetter than areas of treed 

swamp north of the road, with the water table in the area proximal to the lake directly influenced by the 

lake itself.  However all three of those options will involve replacement of an existing floating dock with 

two new floating docks in the nearshore of the lake, easing congestion issues associated with the launch 

area itself. 

Our role on this project was to review natural environment conditions and provide related input, including 

by recommending mitigation and ecological offset requirements, for the various alternatives under 

consideration. 

To complete our assessment, a background review was first completed.  This included the review of aerial 

photography and mapping and contact with the local office of the Ministry of Natural Resources and 

Forestry (MNRF). 

A site inspection was carried out by two experienced ecologists on August 8, 2019.  The biologists who 

undertook this work included an aquatic ecologist and a terrestrial/wetlands ecologist, the latter being a 

provincially certified wetland evaluator.  On-site surveys included the delineation of wetland boundaries 

and classification of vegetation communities. 

The boundaries of the Morrison Lake PSW within the limits of the subject property were delineated in 

accordance with standard Ontario Wetland Evaluation System (OWES) protocols (MNRF, 2013). 

Vegetation communities were mapped and described based on their best fit to community classifications 

within the standard systems provided in the Ecosites of Ontario - Great Lakes to St. Lawrence (Banton et 

al., 2009). and the Field Guide to Forest Ecosystems of Central Ontario (Chambers et al., 1997).  Botanical 

surveys were completed by traversing the site and recording species observed in the representative 

vegetation communities.  Soil conditions within wetland areas were examined using a hand auger. 

1          Overview of Existing Environmental Conditions 

The subject property is currently used as a public boat launch, with a gravel parking lot extending through 

the southeast portion of the property, encompassing lands on both sides of North Morrison Lake Road.  

North Morrison Lake Road provides access to the launch, and continues as a private road in a westerly 

direction beyond this property.  Field investigations identified a total of two natural vegetation communities 

comprising the subject property lands, consisting of upland forest and treed swamp.  These communities 

and their corresponding boundaries are illustrated on Figure 1, and are summarized below.  
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Terrestrial System 

Forest 

G017Tt - Very Shallow, Dry to Fresh: Oak Hardwood (Banton et al., 2009) 

(ES24.1 - Sugar Maple-Red Oak-Basswood: dry to moderately fresh) (Chambers et al., 1997) 

This community comprises the eastern edge of the subject property, and also includes an isolated unit along 

the western edge of the existing gravel parking lot (Photograph 1).  Within the immediate vicinity of the 

property, deciduous species Sugar Maple (Acer saccharum), Red Oak (Quercus rubra) and Basswood (Tilia 

americana) share dominance of the canopy and subcanopy layers of this community.  Occasional 

canopy/subcanopy associates include Ironwood (Ostrya virginiana) and Eastern White Pine (Pinus 

strobus).  The understorey layer throughout this community was not dense, providing approximately 40% 

coverage, and comprised of vegetation such as Maple-leaved Viburnum (Viburnum acerifolium), Alternate-

leaved Dogwood (Cornus alternifolia) and occasional regenerating canopy/subcanopy species.  

Groundcover plant establishment was also not dense, providing approximately 50% coverage.  

Groundcover species included Large-leaved Aster (Eurybia macrophylla), False Solomon’s Seal 

(Maianthemum racemosum), and White Trillium (Trillium grandiflorum).  Soils in this community 

appeared shallow, with occasional exposed bedrock areas.  None of the observed plant species are 

considered regionally or locally rare (Crins 2004 a and b). 

 
 

Photograph 1.    Typical conditions of upland forest community on the subject property. 
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Wetland System 

Swamp 

G130Tt – Intolerant Hardwood Swamp (Banton et al., 2009) 

This community comprises the on-site portions of the Morrison Lake PSW (Photograph 2) and is located 

within areas of lower topography than the adjacent upland forest community.  Black Ash (Fraxinus nigra) 

and Red Maple (Acer rubrum) dominate the canopy and subcanopy layers of this community.  The 

groundcover layer provides dense coverage and is comprised of herbaceous species such as ferns (Royal: 

Osmunda regalis, and Sensitive: Onoclea sensibilis), Sedges (Fringed and Lake, Carex crinita and 

lacustris, respectively), Fragrant Bedstraw (Galium triflorum), and nettle (Urticacea sp).  The understorey 

shrub layer also provides dense coverage and is comprised of a mixture of Alder Buckthorn (Rhamnus 

frangula), regenerating canopy/subcanopy species, and dense Buttonbush (Cephalanthus occidentalis) 

within the portion of the wetland community located along the immediate Morrison Lake shoreline.  

Abundant sphagnum moss was also found.  None of the observed plant species are considered regionally 

or locally rare (Crins 2004 a and b). 

Soils in this community are dominated by deep (>0.9 m to refusal) sands, with minor loam, clay and gravel 

components.  Saturated conditions were present, with these soils showing evidence of demineralization 

consistent with what is expected in a wetland.  Abundant areas of standing surface water were noted 

throughout this community.  

The boundary of the Morrison Lake PSW was delineated along the north and west boundary of the existing 

gravel parking lot.  Each boundary point was demarcated with flagging tape, and GPS locations for each 

were recorded.  The wetland boundary is shown as the blue line on Figure 1; lands to the north and west 

of that line, comprising vegetation community G130Tt, are entirely wetland. 
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Photograph 2.      Typical conditions of wetland community on the subject property. 

2.            Implication of These Findings to an Expansion of the Parking Lot  

The boundary of the wetland in relation to the parking lot has been flagged.  This boundary is well-defined.  

The wetland community found on the property is contiguous with extensive areas of wetlands on adjacent 

lands that have been mapped by the Province as being part of a PSW complex.  While our detailed mapping 

of the wetland boundary in relation to this property has resulted in some refinements to the boundary MNRF 

defined at a broad level (which is typically done using aerial photography), it did confirm that most of the 

land west and north of the existing parking area is wetland.  Further, it is likely that some areas of the 

existing parking lot would have been wetland prior to its creation. 

The Province keeps an open file on all PSWs.  An application for a boundary change to such wetlands can 

be made at any time, however only on demonstration that areas included in the wetland do not have wetland 

attributes.  In our experience, MNRF will not accept any other justification for changing a wetland 

boundary. 

For land use planning applications proceeding through the Planning Act, the Provincial Policy Statement 

prohibits development or site alteration within a PSW.  Any placement of fill, as would be required for a 

parking lot, constitutes site alteration, and would therefore be prohibited within the wetland itself. 

The municipal Class Environmental Assessment process affords a different approvals process than the 

Planning Act for municipal projects which are necessary to maintain or improve upon public infrastructure.  

There are instances under that process where any such improvements do require encroachment into a PSW, 

for example as would be the case for a road widening project where a portion of the road is bordered by a 
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PSW on both sides.  The Class Environmental Assessment process allows for a transparent assessment of 

the social, environmental and economic advantages and disadvantages of each alternative in determining 

which option is preferred.  Most typically, such processes also afford an opportunity for public input to 

inform the decision-making process.  In the present instance, a review of alternatives under the Class 

Environmental Assessment process, with an opportunity for public comment on the various alternatives, 

under consideration, is appropriate. 

3.            Recommended Offset Approach if there is to be any Encroachment into the 

PSW  

In the opinion of Michalski Nielsen Associates Limited, if options are under consideration that involve any 

encroachment into the PSW, then ecological offsetting is appropriate.  This would apply to both Options C 

and D.  A generalized strategy for offsetting wetland loss has been previously discussed with the Province 

and will, if either Option C or D are determined to be the preferred solution, require further consultation 

with the Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks (MECP), the Ministry responsible for the 

administration of the Endangered Species Act. 

Our proposed habitat offset has been specifically targeted towards Blanding’s Turtle, a species which is 

known to the area of Morrison Lake.  Note that this species has not been identified on site, with conditions 

within those portions of the site that are wetland not providing suitable habitat for it.  However, it is a 

species that would directly benefit from any efforts to increase the diversity and quality of retained wetland 

areas within these lands.  Further, Blanding’s Turtle are a good indicator species; in undertaking measures 

to improve the local diversity of wetland conditions for this species, such improvements will also enhance 

habitat opportunities for other turtles, as well as for various amphibians and birds.  For both Options C and 

D, the habitat offset involves the creation of three small ponds and three berms within wetland areas 

immediately adjacent to the area of parking lot expansion. 

The three proposed ponds would each occupy an area of approximately 100 m2 (300 m2 total), all within 

the very edge of retained natural wetland; their proposed locations have been selected for a variety of 

reasons, including: 

 that there will be beneficial light exposure from the adjacent parking lot; 

 ease of construction access, with the new parking lot to serve as a work pad to reach out to these 

areas with a long-armed excavator, avoiding any disturbance of other retained wetland areas; and 

 they are within lands owned by the Town of Gravenhurst. 

These ponds, which follow the design of ponds which we have successfully installed in other settings for 

the purpose of offsetting the loss of Blanding’s Turtle habitat, and which have been demonstrated to also 
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be well used by several other species of wildlife, include a number of specific elements aimed to or 

maximize their habitat benefits, including; 

 the placement of muck soils on the pond bottoms, into which turtles and amphibians can burrow to 

overwinter; 

 having a sufficient water depth in order to allow areas of muck soils at the bottom to remain 

unfrozen over the winter; 

 incorporating areas of shallow littoral zone in which aquatic vegetation will establish, improving 

cover, foraging opportunities, and other habitat values; and 

 the inclusion of logs, root boles and boulders around the pond edge, for turtle basking. 

The three berms to be created for turtle nesting would each occupy an area of approximately 24 m2 (72 m2 

total), and are to be located immediately adjacent to the retained wetland.  They are to be constructed of a 

mixture of sand and pea gravel, which has been successfully used by our office in other settings to create 

turtle nesting opportunities.  It is noted that the creation of such habitat immediately adjacent to the created 

ponds, in combination with the proposed installation of fencing around the perimeter of the parking lot, will 

encourage turtles to use these berms, rather than the parking lot itself, for nesting purposes. 

Other measures that will need to be incorporated into the design of the expanded parking lot for Options B, 

C or D in order to minimize any harmful impacts on adjacent wetland areas include: 

 clearing of vegetation to be undertaken between September 15 and April 15, outside of the periods 

when birds are nesting and bats are roosting; 

 contractor’s to receive Species at Risk Sensitivity training and encounter protocol directives which 

are specific to this location and the timing of their work; 

 work to be properly supervised, with input and inspection by a biologist at key times; 

 during construction, installing perimeter sediment fencing of a height and standard which also 

serves as an exclusion barrier (4 foot high paige wire fencing, backed with posts, and with heavy 

duty silt fence trenched in over its length); 

 following construction, installing perimeter board fencing, to serve as an exclusion fence for 

wildlife and to additionally prevent any encroachment of human activity beyond the established 

parking lot limits; 

 having a gently graded gravel parking surface, which encourages some infiltration of runoff; 
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 grading the parking area to a ditch along its east side, which in turn grades gently towards the lake 

and which incorporates rock check dams to encourage the detention, filtration, infiltration and 

evaporation of parking lot runoff; and 

 having minimal parking lot lighting, which is focused to the parking areas only, with the board 

fencing to also minimize any negative impacts on wildlife in association with vehicle headlights. 

If either Option C or D is selected through the Class Environmental Assessment process, the next stage of 

approvals will require review of the project by staff from MECP to determine the appropriateness of these 

proposed offset and mitigation measures vis-à-vis the Endangered Species Act, and whether or not these 

works require a permit under that legislation. 

4.            Natural Environment Review of Alternatives  

Table 1 provides a review of each alternative, including consideration of their potential impacts on: 

 adjacent fish habitat; 

 water quality and, in connection with that, fish habitat in the broader area; 

 wetlands and wildlife habitat; and 

 Species at Risk. 

This tabular summary further describes opportunities to both mitigate potential impacts, as well as to offset 

wetland and associated wildlife habitat losses.  Finally, this table describes residual impacts, from the 

perspective of the natural environment. 

Alternative A, the do nothing alternative, has no negative implications to the natural environment, except 

in that ad-hoc measures by local residents to find parking could result in some destruction of adjacent 

vegetation communities and associated wildlife habitat; such impacts can be addressed through mitigation 

measures such as fencing and signage.  This alternative does not address the long-standing parking capacity 

issues at this location. 

For Alternatives B through D, the potential impacts on adjacent fish habitat are all considered very minor, 

and can be mitigated through the design of the proposed two new floating docks to replace the one existing 

dock.  Similarly, the potential for water quality impacts, and by association, on fish habitat within the 

broader area, is considered minor as parking lot expansion would be some distance back from the lake 

under each of these alternatives, with the opportunity for each to incorporate stormwater measures which 

capture parking lot runoff, attenuate those flows, and encourage infiltration and filtration prior to their 

release. 
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Alternatives B through D will all result in the loss of a small amount of forested habitat and associated 

wildlife habitat values.  Alternative C will additionally involve the removal of a small amount of treed 

swamp habitat, with Alternative D involving a somewhat larger loss of treed swamp habitat.  There is a 

corresponding increase in the impacts from each of these alternatives on wildlife habitat, however in all 

cases such habitat opportunities are well represented locally, with any wildlife that is displaced therefore 

able to find suitable habitat locally. 

Alternatives B, C and D all have some implications on Species at Risk habitat, although in all cases this is 

considered minor.  There will be some loss of trees potentially affording summer roosting and maternity 

habitat for protected bat species.  As within any wooded landscape in Muskoka, there is some potential for 

these lands to be utilized by Eastern Hog-nosed Snake for general habitat/foraging, however there are no 

specialized habitats for this or any other reptile species, including within areas of wetland that would be 

lost with Alternatives C and D. It is noted that consultation with MECP to ensure the project appropriately 

addresses ESA issues will need to occur if the preferred alternative is determined to be B, C or D. 

All alternatives afford an opportunity to mitigate potential impacts. 

Residual impacts on the natural environment are very limited for Alternative B, somewhat greater for 

Alternative C, and somewhat greater still for Alternative D.  That is because there is an increased amount 

of wildlife habitat that will be lost from one alternative to the next, with Alternative C including a small 

loss and some further alteration of lands forming part of a PSW, and with Alternative D including a 

moderate loss and some further alteration of lands forming part of a PSW. 

*     *     *     *     * 

In closing, I trust this assessment is complete and contributes to the overall evaluation of the various 

alternatives under consideration as part of this Class EA process.  Please do not hesitate to contact me 

should you have any questions or comments. 

Yours truly,  

 

MICHALSKI NIELSEN ASSOCIATES LIMITED 

Per: 

 

 
Gord Nielsen, M.Sc. 

Ecologist 

President 
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Table 1. Natural Environment Review of Alternatives. 

 

Alternative Description Potential impacts on 

adjacent fish habitat 

Potential impacts 

on water quality 

and fish habitat in 

the broader area 

Potential impacts on 

woodlands, wetlands and 

wildlife habitat 

Potential impacts on 

Species at Risk 

Opportunities to mitigate potential 

impacts 

Opportunities to offset 

wetland and associated 

wildlife habitat losses 

Residual 

impacts 

A Do nothing None 

 

None 

 

Generally none, although 

ad-hoc solutions by local 

residents to find parking 

spots where none exist 

could result in some longer-

term destruction of 

vegetation and associated 

wildlife habitat. 

 

None Potential impacts associated with ad-

hoc solutions to lack of parking can 

likely be addressed through such 

measures as fencing and signage. 

No offset required. None 

 

B Very small 

parking lot 

expansion 

Very minor:  this is an area 

where there is already a boat 

launch and transient docking, 

with considerable activity.  

The replacement of the 

existing boat dock with two 

new docks will occur within 

the same general footprint as 

is already being used and can 

be installed such that the slip 

areas are in deeper water 

where boat access and egress 

will minimally impact on 

existing aquatic vegetation.  

The replacement of the 

existing dock with two new 

ones of reasonably similar 

footprint will not have an 

appreciable influence on the 

extent of aquatic vegetation 

impacted by shading. 

Minor: all parking 

lot expansion to be 

set back some 

distance from the 

lake and will 

incorporate 

measures to capture, 

attenuate, infiltrate 

and filter parking lot 

runoff. 

Minor:  no impacts on 

wetland itself, however 

wetland buffering will be 

reduced in one area, having 

some implications to that 

adjacent portion of the 

wetland and its associated 

wildlife habitat values. 

There will also be a loss of a 

small area of upland forest, 

with an associated loss of 

wildlife habitat 

opportunities; such habitat is 

well represented locally. 

An expanded parking lot 

also introduces some 

additional disturbance 

factors which impact on 

adjacent wildlife habitat 

(noise, light). 

Very limited:  there will be a 

small loss of forested habitat, 

with some of the trees 

potentially providing 

summer roosting and 

maternity habitat for bats, a 

number of species of which 

have been identified as being 

Endangered in Ontario (due 

to a fungal disease, not 

because of habitat loss).  In a 

circumstance like this, the 

most appropriate mitigation 

measure is to time tree 

removals outside of the 

period when bats are using 

them. 

 

The following measures are important 

to the mitigation of impacts: 

 Species at Risk sensitivity training 

for contractor; 

 timing of tree removals; 

 temporary exclusion fencing during 

construction; 

 sediment and erosion controls 

during construction; 

 long-term stormwater management; 

 minimal and directional parking lot 

lighting; 

 long-term fencing to help exclude 

wildlife and reduce human 

encroachment and lighting impacts 

on adjacent habitat. 

No offset required. Very limited:  it 

will involve the 

loss of a small 

amount of 

forested habitat. 
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Alternative Description Potential impacts on 

adjacent fish habitat 

Potential impacts 

on water quality 

and fish habitat in 

the broader area 

Potential impacts on 

woodlands, wetlands and 

wildlife habitat 

Potential impacts on 

Species at Risk 

Opportunities to mitigate potential 

impacts 

Opportunities to offset 

wetland and associated 

wildlife habitat losses 

Residual 

impacts 

C Modest 

parking lot 

expansion 

Very minor:  this is an area 

where there is already a boat 

launch and transient docking, 

with considerable activity.  

The replacement of the 

existing boat dock with two 

new docks will occur within 

the same general footprint as 

is already being used and can 

be installed such that the slip 

areas are in deeper water 

where boat access and egress 

will minimally impact on 

existing aquatic vegetation.  

The replacement of the 

existing dock with two new 

ones of reasonably similar 

footprint will not have an 

appreciable influence on the 

extent of aquatic vegetation 

impacted by shading. 

Minor: all parking 

lot expansion to be 

set back some 

distance from the 

lake and will 

incorporate 

measures to capture, 

attenuate, infiltrate 

and filter parking lot 

runoff. 

Moderate:  there will be a 

loss of some treed swamp.  

While this vegetation 

community is well-

represented locally, losses 

would be within a wetland 

community that forms part 

of a PSW.  Areas of wetland 

that would be impacted do 

not provide any specialized 

habitat opportunities for 

wildlife, apart from their 

potential provision of early 

spring amphibian breeding 

habitat, a habitat that is 

well-represented locally. 

There will also be a loss a 

small area of upland forest, 

with an associated loss of 

wildlife habitat 

opportunities; such habitat is 

well represented locally. 

An expanded parking lot 

also introduces some 

additional disturbance 

factors which impact on 

adjacent wildlife habitat 

(noise, light). 

Very limited:  there will be a 

small loss of forested habitat, 

together with a small loss of 

treed swamp, with some of 

the trees in both such areas 

potentially providing summer 

roosting and maternity 

habitat for bats, a number of 

species of which have been 

identified as being 

Endangered in Ontario (due 

to a fungal disease, not 

because of habitat loss).  In a 

circumstance like this, the 

most appropriate mitigation 

measure is to time tree 

removals outside of the 

period when bats are using 

them. 

Note that the treed swamp 

community that will be 

impacted by the parking lot 

expansion does not have any 

particular habitat values for 

reptile species that are 

protected under the ESA. 

 

The following measures are important 

to the mitigation of impacts: 

 Species at Risk sensitivity training 

for contractor; 

 timing of tree removals; 

 temporary exclusion fencing during 

construction; 

 sediment and erosion controls 

during construction; 

 long-term stormwater management; 

 minimal and directional parking lot 

lighting; 

 long-term fencing to help exclude 

wildlife and reduce human 

encroachment and lighting impacts 

on adjacent habitat. 

Yes.  Wetland enhancement 

measures create considerable 

additional wetland diversity, 

and will enhance local habitat 

opportunities for a variety of 

turtles, amphibians and some 

birds.  There will, however, be 

a net reduction of wetland 

size, and a further requirement 

to make improvements within 

adjacent areas that are part of 

the wetland.  The project will 

result in a small loss and some 

further alteration of lands 

forming part of a PSW. 

Minor:  it will 

include both a 

small loss of 

forested habitat 

and a small loss 

and some further 

alteration of 

lands forming 

part of a PSW. 
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Alternative Description Potential impacts on 

adjacent fish habitat 

Potential impacts 

on water quality 

and fish habitat in 

the broader area 

Potential impacts on 

woodlands, wetlands and 

wildlife habitat 

Potential impacts on 

Species at Risk 

Opportunities to mitigate potential 

impacts 

Opportunities to offset 

wetland and associated 

wildlife habitat losses 

Residual 

impacts 

D Larger 

parking lot 

expansion 

Very minor:  this is an area 

where there is already a boat 

launch and transient docking, 

with considerable activity.  

The replacement of the 

existing boat dock with two 

new docks will occur within 

the same general footprint as 

is already being used and can 

be installed such that the slip 

areas are in deeper water 

where boat access and egress 

will minimally impact on 

existing aquatic vegetation.  

The replacement of the 

existing dock with two new 

ones of reasonably similar 

footprint will not have an 

appreciable influence on the 

extent of aquatic vegetation 

impacted by shading. 

Minor: all parking 

lot expansion to be 

set back some 

distance from the 

lake and will 

incorporate 

measures to capture, 

attenuate, infiltrate 

and filter parking lot 

runoff. 

Larger than Option C 

(involving more removal of 

treed swamp, although still 

moderate in consideration 

of the extent of surrounding 

treed swamp: while this 

vegetation community is 

well-represented locally, 

losses would be within a 

wetland community that 

forms part of a PSW.  Areas 

of wetland that would be 

impacted do not provide any 

specialized habitat 

opportunities for wildlife, 

apart from their potential 

provision of early spring 

amphibian breeding habitat, 

a habitat that is well-

represented locally. 

There will also be a loss a 

small area of upland forest, 

with an associated loss of 

wildlife habitat 

opportunities; such habitat is 

well represented locally. 

An expanded parking lot 

also introduces some 

additional disturbance 

factors which impact on 

adjacent wildlife habitat 

(noise, light). 

Very limited:  there will be a 

small loss of forested habitat, 

together with a somewhat 

greater loss of treed swamp, 

with some of the trees in 

both such areas potentially 

providing summer roosting 

and maternity habitat for 

bats, a number of species of 

which have been identified 

as being Endangered in 

Ontario (due to a fungal 

disease, not because of 

habitat loss).  In a 

circumstance like this, the 

most appropriate mitigation 

measure is to time tree 

removals outside of the 

period when bats are using 

them. 

Note that the treed swamp 

community that will be 

impacted by the parking lot 

expansion does not have any 

particular habitat values for 

reptile species that are 

protected under the ESA. 

 

 

The following measures are important 

to the mitigation of impacts: 

 Species at Risk sensitivity training 

for contractor; 

 timing of tree removals; 

 temporary exclusion fencing during 

construction; 

 sediment and erosion controls 

during construction; 

 long-term stormwater management; 

 minimal and directional parking lot 

lighting; 

 long-term fencing to help exclude 

wildlife and reduce human 

encroachment and lighting impacts 

on adjacent habitat. 

Yes.  Wetland enhancement 

measures create considerable 

additional wetland diversity, 

and will enhance local habitat 

opportunities for a variety of 

turtles, amphibians and some 

birds.  There will, however, be 

a net reduction of wetland 

size, and a further requirement 

to make improvements within 

adjacent areas that are part of 

the wetland.  The project will 

result in a moderate loss and 

some further alteration of 

lands forming part of a PSW. 

Moderate:  it 

will include both 

a small loss of 

forested habitat 

and a moderate 

loss and some 

further alteration 

of lands forming 

part of a PSW. 
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2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
This report describes the results of the 2021 Stage 1 Archaeological Background Study of the 
Proposed Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Municipal Class EA, Part of Lot F, Concession 
19 (Geographic Township of Morrison, District of Muskoka) Block A of Plan M406, Town 
of Gravenhurst, District Municipality of Muskoka, conducted by AMICK Consultants 
Limited.  This study was conducted under Professional Archaeologist License #P058 issued 
to Michael Henry by the Minister of Heritage, Sport, Tourism and Culture Industries for the 
Province of Ontario.  This assessment was undertaken as a requirement under the 
Environmental Assessment Act (RSO 1990) and the Provincial Policy Statement (2020) as a 
component study of an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed undertaking as part 
of the pre-submission process.  Within the land use planning and development context, 
Ontario Regulation 544/06 under the Planning Act (1990b) requires an evaluation of 
archaeological potential and, where applicable, an archaeological assessment report 
completed by an archaeologist licensed by the Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism and 
Culture Industries (MHSTCI).  Policy 2.6 of the Provincial Policy Statement (PPS 2020) 
addresses archaeological resources. All work was conducted in conformity with Ontario 
Ministry of Tourism and Culture (MTC) Standards and Guidelines for Consultant 
Archaeologists (MTC 2011), the Ontario Heritage Act (RSO 1990a).  
 
AMICK Consultants Limited was engaged by the proponent to undertake a Stage 1 
Archaeological Background Study of lands potentially affected by the proposed undertaking 
and was granted permission to carry out archaeological fieldwork.  The entirety of the study 
area was subject to property inspection and photographic documentation on 26 July 2021. 
During the property inspection, it was clear that the entirety of the study area was not viable 
for Stage 2 Assessment by test pit survey due to the low-lying and wet conditions as well as 
the large area of gravel disturbance that was not viable for test pitting. All records, 
documentation, field notes, photographs and artifacts (as applicable) related to the conduct 
and findings of these investigations are held at the Southwestern District corporate offices of 
AMICK Consultants Limited until such time that they can be transferred to an agency or 
institution approved by the Ontario Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism and Culture 
Industries (MHSTCI) on behalf of the government and citizens of Ontario. 
 
STAGE 1 RECOMMENDATIONS: 
 
As a result of the Stage 1 property inspection and photographic documentation of the study 
area, due to the high degree of disturbance and low-lying wet area, there is little to no 
archaeological potential.  Consequently, the following recommendations are made: 
 

1. No further archaeological assessment of the study area is warranted; 
2. The Provincial interest in archaeological resources with respect to the proposed 

undertaking has been addressed; 
3. The proposed undertaking is clear of any archaeological concern. 
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5.0 PROJECT CONTEXT 
 
5.1  DEVELOPMENT CONTEXT  
 
This report describes the results of the 2021 Stage 1 Archaeological Background Study of the 
Proposed Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Municipal Class EA, Part of Lot F, Concession 
19 (Geographic Township of Morrison, District of Muskoka) Block A of Plan M406, Town 
of Gravenhurst, District Municipality of Muskoka, conducted by AMICK Consultants 
Limited.  This study was conducted under Professional Archaeologist License #P058 issued 
to Michael Henry by the Minister of Heritage, Sport, Tourism and Culture Industries for the 
Province of Ontario.  This assessment was undertaken as a requirement under the 
Environmental Assessment Act (RSO 1990) and the Provincial Policy Statement (2020) as a 
component study of an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed undertaking as part 
of the pre-submission process.  Within the land use planning and development context, 
Ontario Regulation 544/06 under the Planning Act (1990b) requires an evaluation of 
archaeological potential and, where applicable, an archaeological assessment report 
completed by an archaeologist licensed by the Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism and 
Culture Industries (MHSTCI).  Policy 2.6 of the Provincial Policy Statement (PPS 2020) 
addresses archaeological resources. All work was conducted in conformity with Ontario 
Ministry of Tourism and Culture (MTC) Standards and Guidelines for Consultant 
Archaeologists (MTC 2011), the Ontario Heritage Act (RSO 1990a).  
 
AMICK Consultants Limited was engaged by the proponent to undertake a Stage 1 
Archaeological Background Study of lands potentially affected by the proposed undertaking 
and was granted permission to carry out archaeological fieldwork.  The entirety of the study 
area was subject to property inspection and photographic documentation on 26 July 2021. 
During the property inspection, it was clear that the entirety of the study area was not viable 
for Stage 2 Assessment by test pit survey due to the low-lying and wet conditions as well as 
the large area of gravel disturbance that was not viable for test pitting. It should be noted that 
the low-lying and wet conditions within the study area are present year-round and not 
seasonal. All records, documentation, field notes, photographs and artifacts (as applicable) 
related to the conduct and findings of these investigations are held at the Southwestern 
District corporate offices of AMICK Consultants Limited until such time that they can be 
transferred to an agency or institution approved by the Ontario Ministry of Heritage, Sport, 
Tourism and Culture Industries (MHSTCI) on behalf of the government and citizens of 
Ontario. 
 
A development plan was not available at the date of filing. 
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5.2  HISTORICAL CONTEXT  
 
5.2.1 PRE-CONTACT LAND-USE OUTLINE 
 
What follows is an outline of Aboriginal occupation in the area during the Pre-Contact Era 
from the earliest known period, about 9000 B.C. up to approximately 1650 AD.  
 
5.2.1.1   PALAEO-INDIAN PERIOD (APPROXIMATELY 9000-7500 B.C.) 
 
North of Lake Ontario, evidence suggests that early occupation began around 9000 B.C.  
People probably began to move into this area as the glaciers retreated and glacial lake levels 
began to recede.  The early occupation of the area probably occurred in conjunction with 
environmental conditions that would be comparable to modern Sub-Arctic conditions.  Due 
to the great antiquity of these sites, and the relatively small populations likely involved, 
evidence of these early inhabitants is sparse and generally limited to tools produced from 
stone or to by-products of the manufacture of these implements. 
 
5.2.1.2  ARCHAIC PERIOD (APPROXIMATELY 8000-1000 B.C.) 
 
By about 8000 B.C. the gradual transition from a post glacial tundra-like environment to an 
essentially modern environment was largely complete.  Prior to European clearance of the 
landscape for timber and cultivation, the area was characterized by forest.  The Archaic 
Period is the longest and the most apparently stable of the cultural periods identified through 
archaeology.  The Archaic Period is divided into the Early, Middle and Late Sub-Periods, 
each represented by specific styles in projectile point manufacture.  Many more sites of this 
period are found throughout Ontario, than of the Palaeo-Indian Period.  This is probably a 
reflection of two factors:  the longer period of time reflected in these sites, and a greater 
population density.  The greater population was likely the result of a more diversified 
subsistence strategy carried out in an environment offering a greater variety of abundant 
resources.  (Smith 2002:58-59) 

 
Current interpretations suggest that the Archaic Period populations followed a seasonal cycle 
of resource exploitation.  Although similar in concept to the practices speculated for the big 
game hunters of the Palaeo-Indian Period, the Archaic populations utilized a much broader 
range of resources, particularly with respect to plants.  It is suggested that in the spring and 
early summer, bands would gather at the mouths of rivers and at rapids to take advantage of 
fish spawning runs.  Later in the summer and into the fall season, smaller groups would move 
to areas of wetlands to harvest nuts and wild rice.  During the winter, they would break into 
yet smaller groups probably based on the nuclear family and perhaps some additional 
relatives to move into the interior for hunting.  The result of such practices would be to create 
a distribution of sites across much of the landscape.  (Smith 2002: 59-60). 

 
The material culture of this period is much more extensive than that of the Palaeo-Indians.  
Stylistic changes between Sub-Periods and cultural groups are apparent, although the overall 
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quality in production of chipped lithic tools seems to decline.  This period sees the 
introduction of ground stone technology in the form of celts (axes and adzes), manos and 
metates for grinding nuts and fibres, and decorative items like gorgets, pendants, birdstones, 
and bannerstones.  Bone tools are also evident from this time period.  Their presence may be 
a result of better preservation from these more recent sites rather than a lack of such items in 
earlier occupations.  In addition, copper and exotic chert types appear during the period and 
are indicative of extensive trading (Smith 2002: 58-59). 
 
5.2.1.3  WOODLAND PERIOD (APPROXIMATELY 1000 B.C.-1650 A.D.) 
 
The primary difference in archaeological assemblages that differentiates the beginning of the 
Woodland Period from the Archaic Period is the introduction of ceramics to Ontario 
populations.  This division is probably not a reflection of any substantive cultural changes, as 
the earliest sites of this period seem to be in all other respects a continuation of the Archaic 
mode of life with ceramics added as a novel technology.  The seasonally based system of 
resource exploitation and associated population mobility persists for at least 1500 years into 
the Woodland Period.  (Smith 2002: 61-62) 
 
The Early Woodland Sub-Period dates from about 1000-400 B.C. Many of the artifacts from 
this time are similar to the late Archaic and suggest a direct cultural continuity between these 
two temporal divisions.  The introduction of pottery represents and entirely new technology 
that was probably acquired through contact with more southerly populations from which it 
likely originates. (Smith 2002:62) 
 
The Middle Woodland Sub-Period dates from about 400 B.C.-800 A.D.  Within the region 
including the study area, a complex emerged at this time termed “Point Peninsula”.  Point 
Peninsula pottery reflects a greater sophistication in pottery manufacture compared with the 
earlier industry.  The paste and temper of the new pottery is finer and new decorative 
techniques such as dentate and pseudo-scallop stamping appear.  There is a noted 
Hopewellian influence in southern Ontario populations at this time.  Hopewell influences 
from south of the Great Lakes include a widespread trade in exotic materials and the 
presence of distinct Hopewell style artifacts such as platform pipes, copper or silver panpipe 
covers and shark’s teeth.  The populations of the Middle Woodland participated in a trade 
network that extended well beyond the Great Lakes Region. 

 
The Late Woodland Sub-Period dates from about 500-1650 A.D.  The Late Woodland 
includes three separate phases: Early, Middle and Late.   
 
The Early Phase dates to approximately 950-1050 A.D.  This stage marks the beginning of a 
cultural development that led to the historically documented meeting between First Nations 
and Europeans.  At this stage formal semi-sedentary villages emerge.  The Early stage of this 
cultural development is divided into two cultural groups in southern Ontario.  The areas 
occupied by each being roughly divided by the Niagara Escarpment.  To the west were 
located the Glen Meyer populations, and to the east were situated the Pickering people 
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(Smith 2002: 67). The Princess Point phase dates to approximately 500-1000 A.D and falls 
within the Early Phase.  Pottery of this phase is distinguished from earlier technology in that 
it is produced by the paddle method instead of coil and the decoration is characterized by the 
cord wrapped stick technique.  Ceramic smoking pipes appear at this time in noticeable 
quantities.  Princess Point sites cluster along major stream valleys and wetland areas.  Maize 
cultivation is introduced by these people to Ontario.  These people were not fully committed 
to horticulture and seemed to be experimenting with maize production.  They generally 
adhere to the seasonal pattern of occupation practiced by earlier occupations, perhaps staying 
at certain locales repeatedly and for a larger portion of each year (Smith 2002: 65-66). 

 
The Middle Phase dates to approximately 1300-1400 A.D. This stage is divided into two sub-
stages. The first is the Uren sub-stage lasting from approximately 1300-1350 A.D. The 
second of the two sub-stages is known as the Middleport sub-stage lasting from roughly 
1350-1400 A.D.  Villages tend to be larger throughout this stage than formerly (Smith 2002: 
67). 

 
The Late Phase dates to approximately 1400-1650 A.D.  During this time the cultural 
divisions identified by early European explorers are under development and the geographic 
distribution of these groups within southern Ontario begins to be defined.  
 
5.2.2 GENERAL HISTORICAL OUTLINE 
 
Muskoka takes its name from the famous Ojibwa War of 1812 warrior and Chief “Musqua 
Ukee” or “not easily turned back on the day of battle”.  He was head of the band of Ojibwa 
settled at Rama outside of Orillia in Simcoe County (Page, H. R. & Co. 1879: 15). 
 
A treaty signed in 1850 ceded the land northwest of Penetanguishene to Sault St. Marie and 
east to the Ottawa River to the government and in 1857 Muskoka and Macaulay Townships 
were surveyed.  Settlement was slow prior to 1868 but in the late 1860’s a campaign to 
promote settlement saw the population of the district rise from 6,000 in 1871 to 16,000 in 
1881 (MPSGG 1985). 
 
Morrison Township was opened for settlement after the first ridge was built across the 
Severn River in 1858.  In 1859 the first 17 locations on the colonisation road being built from 
Severn to Gravenhurst were issued in Morrison Township.  In 1860 the township was 
surveyed and was subdivided in to farm lots.  The lands east of the Muskoka Road were 
unsuitable for farming, however the western side had some fine farmland and half of the 
township was settled relatively quickly.  This area included the environs of Sparrow Lake 
(Coombe, 2011). 
 
The Town of Gravenhurst’s heritage runs deep, dating back to the 19th century. With lumber 
being high in demand, settlers began coming to Muskoka for the bountiful forests. 
Lumberyards and railways were built around 1875 to transport lumber to other parts of the 
province. Eventually, lumber mills were flourishing along the shorelines of the lake, and the 
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railway started carrying passengers traveling into Gravenhurst and Muskoka to enjoy the 
tranquil lakes and forests of the region. Hotels and resorts were built throughout the lakes and 
a booming tourist trade developed. To transfer guests to and from these resorts, a huge boat 
building industry began. 

Muskoka Wharf is the homeport of the R.M.S. Segwun. Built in 1887, it is the oldest 
operating steamship in North America. The Muskoka Boat and Heritage Centre is also 
located at the wharf, chronicling and showcasing the history of development in the area. 
Antique boats are also on display, featured in the Grace and Speed boathouse. In 1887, fire 
destroyed most of Gravenhurst’s buildings in the center of town. Most of the older buildings 
that remain today were built after this time. In the same year, Gravenhurst was incorporated 
as a town. A plaque, listing all the reeves and 24 mayors of Gravenhurst since incorporation, 
is mounted on a large granite boulder in the Mayor’s Garden at the current municipal office 
building. (Gravenhurst 2015) 
 
Map 2 is a facsimile segment from the District of Muskoka from the Guide Book and Atlas 
of Muskoka and Parry Sound Districts (H.R. Page 1879). Map 2 illustrates the location of the 
study area and environs as of 1879. The study area is not owned by anyone and no structures 
are located within the study area. There is very little settlement in the area during the time 
that the map was created. This map illustrates Morrison Lake adjacent to the study area.  
 
It must be borne in mind that inclusion of names of property owners and depictions of 
structures and other features within properties on these maps were sold by subscription.  
Property owners paid to include information or details about their properties.  While 
information included within these maps may provide information about the occupation of a 
property at a specific moment in time when the information was collected, the absence of 
such information does not necessarily indicate that the property was not occupied. 
 
5.2.3 CURRENT CONDITIONS 
 
The present use of the study area is as a parking area and boat launch for Morrison Lake. The 
study area also contains wooded area that is low-lying and wet year-round. Topographical 
imagery shows the remainder of the property outside of the parking area as wetland. The 
study area is roughly 1.1 hectares in area.  The parking area and boat launch within the study 
area are paved gravel and a small gravel access road continues from the parking area west 
into the wet wooded area. The study area is bounded on the north and west by wood lot, on 
the east by wood lot and cottage lots, and on the south by Morrison Lake. The study area is 
approximately 1.3 kilometres to the southwest of the intersection of North Morrison Lake 
Road and Southwood Road. Current conditions encountered during the Stage 1 Property 
Reconnaissance are illustrated in Map 3. 
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5.2.4 SUMMARY OF HISTORICAL CONTEXT 
 
Background research indicates the property has potential for significant archaeological 
resources of Native origins based on proximity to Morrison Lake, which has an accessible 
shoreline and may have been used for potable water and as a navigable waterway. 
 
5.3  ARCHAEOLOGICAL CONTEXT  
 
The Archaeological Sites Database administered by the Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism 
and Culture Industries (MHSTCI) indicates that there are no (0) previously documented sites 
within 1 kilometre of the study area.  However, it must be noted that this is based on the 
assumption of the accuracy of information compiled from numerous researchers using 
different methodologies over many years.  AMICK Consultants Limited assumes no 
responsibility for the accuracy of site descriptions, interpretations such as cultural affiliation, 
or location information derived from the Archaeological Sites Database administered by 
MHSTCI.  In addition, it must also be noted that a lack of formerly documented sites does 
not indicate that there are no sites present as the documentation of any archaeological site is 
contingent upon prior research having been conducted within the study area. 
 
On the basis of information supplied by MHSTCI, no archaeological assessments have been 
conducted within 50 metres of the study area.  AMICK Consultants Limited assumes no 
responsibility for the accuracy of previous assessments, interpretations such as cultural 
affiliation, or location information derived from the Archaeological Sites Database 
administered by MHSTCI.  In addition, it must also be noted that the lack of formerly 
documented previous assessments does not indicate that no assessments have been 
conducted. 
 
Data contained in previous archaeological reports in close proximity to the study area that is 
relevant to Stage 1 Background Study is defined within the Standards and Guidelines for 
Consultant Archaeologists in Section 7.5.8 Standard 4 as follows: 
 

“Provide descriptions of previous archaeological fieldwork carried out within the 
limits of, or immediately adjacent to the project area, as documented by all available 
reports that include archaeological fieldwork carried out on the lands to be 
impacted by this project, or where reports document archaeological sites 
immediately adjacent (i.e., within 50 m) to those lands.” 

(MTCS 2011: 126 Emphasis Added) 
 
In accordance with data supplied by MHSTCI for the purposes of completing this study, 
there are no previous reports detailing, “archaeological fieldwork carried out on the lands to 
be impacted by this project”, nor do any previous reports document known archaeological 
sites within 50 metres of the study area. 
 
The Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists stipulates that the necessity to 
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summarize the results of previous archaeological assessment reports, or to cite MHSTCI File 
Numbers in references to other archaeological reports, is reserved for reports that are directly 
relevant to the fieldwork and recommendations for the study area (S & Gs 7.5.7, Standard 2, 
MTC 2011: 125).  This is further refined and elaborated upon in Section 7.5.8, Standards 4 & 
5, MTC 2011: 
 

“4. Provide descriptions of previous archaeological fieldwork carried out within 
the limits of, or immediately adjacent to the project area, as documented by all 
available reports that include archaeological fieldwork carried out on the lands 
to be impacted by this project, or where reports document archaeological sites 
immediately adjacent (i.e., within 50m) to those lands.” 

“5. If previous findings and recommendations are relevant to the current stage 
of work, provide the following: 

a. a brief summary of previous findings and recommendations 
b. documentation of any differences in the current work from the previously 

recommended work 
c. rationale for the differences from the previously recommended work”  

       (Emphasis Added) 

The study area is situated in area for which there is no archaeological master plan. 
 
It must be further noted that there are no relevant plaques associated with the study area, 
which would suggest an activity or occupation within, or in close proximity to, the study area 
that may indicate potential for associated archaeological resources of significant CHVI.   

 
In addition, archaeological sites data is also used to determine if any archaeological resources 
had been formerly documented within or in close proximity to the study area and if these 
same resources might be subject to impacts from the proposed undertaking.  This data was 
also collected in order to establish the relative significance of any resources that might be 
encountered during the conduct of the present study. For example, the relative rarity of a site 
can be used to assign an elevated level of significance to a site that is atypical for the 
immediate vicinity.  The requisite archaeological sites data of previously registered 
archaeological sites was collected from the MHSTCI and the corporate research library of 
AMICK Consultants Limited.  The Stage 1 Background Research methodology also includes 
a review of the most detailed available topographic maps, historical settlement maps, 
archaeological management plans (where applicable) and commemorative plaques or 
monuments.  When previous archaeological research documents lands to be impacted by the 
proposed undertaking or archaeological sites within 50 metres of the study area, the reports 
documenting this earlier work are reviewed for pertinent information.  AMICK Consultants 
Limited will often modify this basic methodology based on professional judgment to include 
additional research (such as, local historical works or documents and knowledgeable 
informants).  
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5.3.1 PRE-CONTACT REGISTERED SITES 
 
A summary of registered and/or known archaeological sites within a 1-kilometre radius of 
the study area was gathered from the Archaeological Sites Database, administered by 
MHSTCI.  As a result, it was determined that no (0) archaeological sites relating directly to 
Pre-Contact habitation/activity had been formally registered within the immediate vicinity of 
the study area.  However, the lack of formally documented archaeological sites does not 
mean that Pre-Contact people did not use the area; it more likely reflects a lack of systematic 
archaeological research in the immediate vicinity.  Even in cases where one or more 
assessments may have been conducted in close proximity to a proposed landscape alteration, 
an extensive area of physical archaeological assessment coverage is required throughout the 
region to produce a representative sample of all potentially available archaeological data in 
order to provide any meaningful evidence to construct a pattern of land use and settlement in 
the past. 
 
The study area lies adjacent to Morrison Lake, which is a source of potable water and a 
navigable water way. The distance to water criteria used to establish potential for 
archaeological sites suggests potential for Pre-Contact occupation and land use in the area in 
the past.   
 
Table 1 illustrates the chronological development of cultures within southern Ontario prior to 
the arrival of European cultures to the area at the beginning of the 17th century.  This general 
cultural outline is based on archaeological data and represents a synthesis and summary of 
research over a long period of time.  It is necessarily generalizing and is not necessarily 
representative of the point of view of all researchers or stakeholders.  It is offered here as a 
rough guideline and as a very broad outline to illustrate the relationships of broad cultural 
groups and time periods. 
 

TABLE 1 PRE-CONTACT CULTURAL CHRONOLOGY FOR SOUTHERN ONTARIO 

Years ago Period Southern Ontario 
250 Terminal Woodland Ontario and St. Lawrence Iroquois Cultures 

1000 
2000 

Initial Woodland Princess Point, Saugeen, Point Peninsula, and Meadowood 
Cultures 

3000 
4000 
5000 
6000 

 
Archaic 

 
Laurentian Culture 

7000 
8000 
9000 

10000 
11000 

 
Palaeo-Indian 

  
Plano and Clovis Cultures 

 

  (Wright 1972) 
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5.3.2 POST-CONTACT REGISTERED SITES 
 
A summary of registered and/or known archaeological sites within a 1-kilometre radius of 
the study area was gathered from the Archaeological Sites Database, administered by 
MHSTCI.  As a result, it was determined that no (0) archaeological sites relating directly to 
Post-Contact habitation/activity had been formally registered within the immediate vicinity 
of the study area.   
 
5.3.3 LOCATION AND CURRENT CONDITIONS 
 
The study area is described as the Proposed Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Municipal 
Class EA, Part of Lot F, Concession 19 (Geographic Township of Morrison, District of 
Muskoka) Block A of Plan M406, Town of Gravenhurst, District Municipality of Muskoka. 
The study area was subject to this assessment as a requirement under the Environmental 
Assessment Act (RSO 1990) and the Provincial Policy Statement (2020) as a component 
study of an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed undertaking as part of the pre-
submission process.  
 
The present use of the study area is as a parking area and boat launch for Morrison Lake. The 
study area also contains wooded area that is low-lying and wet year-round. Topographical 
imagery shows the remainder of the property outside of the parking area as wetland. The 
study area is roughly 1.1 hectares in area.  The parking area and boat launch within the study 
area are paved gravel and a small gravel access road continues from the parking area west 
into the wet wooded area. The study area is bounded on the north and west by wood lot, on 
the east by wood lot and cottage lots, and on the south by Morrison Lake. The study area is 
approximately 1.3 kilometres to the southwest of the intersection of North Morrison Lake 
Road and Southwood Road. Current conditions encountered during the Stage 1 Property 
Reconnaissnce are illustrated in Map 3. 
 
5.3.4 PHYSIOGRAPHIC REGION 
 
The study area is situated within the georgian bay fringe, a broad belt bordering Georgian 
Bay characterised by bae rock ridges and shallow soil.  The bare rock ridges are due partly to 
wave acions from glacial lake Algonquin.  The proximity to Toronto has made this area very 
popular for recreational use, just as the generally poor soil development has made it 
relatively agriculture free except for narrow strips of sand, silt and clay loams in valleys.  
(Chapman and Putnam 1984: 214). 
 
5.3.5 SURFACE WATER 
 
Sources of potable water, access to waterborne transportation routes, and resources 
associated with watersheds are each considered, both individually and collectively to be the 
highest criteria for determination of the potential of any location to support extended human 
activity, land use, or occupation.  Accordingly, proximity to water is regarded as the primary 
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indicator of archaeological resource potential.  The Standards and Guidelines for Consultant 
Archaeologists stipulates that undisturbed lands within 300 metres of a water source are 
considered to have archaeological potential (MTC 2011: 21).   
 
Morrison Lake is located adjacent to the study area to the south. The lake also has an 
accessible shoreline and may have been used as a source of potable water and a navigable 
waterway. The wooded area within the property is also identified as wetland within 
topographical imagery. 
 
5.3.6 CURRENT PROPERTY CONDITIONS CONTEXT 
 
Current characteristics encountered within an archaeological research study area determine if 
property Assessment of specific portions of the study area will be necessary and in what 
manner a Stage 2 Property Assessment should be conducted, if necessary.  Conventional 
assessment methodologies include pedestrian survey on ploughable lands and test pit 
methodology within areas that cannot be ploughed.  For the purpose of determining where 
property Assessment is necessary and feasible, general categories of current landscape 
conditions have been established as archaeological conventions.  These include: 
 
5.3.7.1 BUILDINGS AND STRUCTURAL FOOTPRINTS 
 
A building, for the purposes of this particular study, is a structure that exists currently or has 
existed in the past in a given location.  The footprint of a building is the area of the building 
formed by the perimeter of the foundation.  Although the interior area of building 
foundations would often be subject to property Assessment when the foundation may 
represent a potentially significant historic archaeological site, the footprints of existing 
structures are not typically assessed.  Existing structures commonly encountered during 
archaeological assessments are often residential-associated buildings (houses, garages, 
sheds), and/or component buildings of farm complexes (barns, silos, greenhouses).  In many 
cases, even though the disturbance to the land may be relatively shallow and archaeological 
resources may be situated below the disturbed layer (e.g. a concrete garage pad), there is no 
practical means of assessing the area beneath the disturbed layer.  However, if there were 
evidence to suggest that there are likely archaeological resources situated beneath the 
disturbance, alternative methodologies may be recommended to study such areas. 
 
The study area contains no buildings or structural footprints.  
 
5.3.7.2 DISTURBANCE 
 
Areas that have been subjected to extensive and deep land alteration that has severely 
damaged the integrity of archaeological resources are known as land disturbances. Examples 
of land disturbances are areas of past quarrying, major landscaping, and sewage and 
infrastructure development (MTC 2011: 18), as well as driveways made of gravel or asphalt 
or concrete, in-ground pools, and wells or cisterns. Surfaces paved with interlocking brick, 
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concrete, asphalt, gravel and other surfaces meant to support heavy loads or to be long 
wearing hard surfaces in high traffic areas, must be prepared by the excavation and removal 
of topsoil, grading, and the addition of aggregate material to ensure appropriate engineering 
values for the supporting matrix and also to ensure that the installations shed water to avoid 
flooding or moisture damage. All hard surfaced areas are prepared in this fashion and 
therefore have no or low archaeological potential. Major utility lines are conduits that 
provide services such as water, natural gas, hydro, communications, sewage, and others. 
These major installations should not be confused with minor below ground service 
installations not considered to represent significant disturbances removing archaeological 
potential, such as services leading to individual structures which tend to be comparatively 
very shallow and vary narrow corridors. Areas containing substantial and deeply buried 
services or clusters of below ground utilities are considered areas of disturbance, and may be 
excluded from Stage 2 Property Assessment. Disturbed areas are excluded from Stage 2 
Property Assessment due to no or low archaeological potential and often because they are 
also not viable to assess using conventional methodology. 

“Earthwork is one of the major works involved in road construction. This process 
includes excavation, material removal, filling, compaction, and construction. 
Moisture content is controlled, and compaction is done according to standard design 
procedures. Normally, rock explosion at the road bed is not encouraged. While filling 
a depression to reach the road level, the original bed is flattened after the removal 
of the topsoil. The fill layer is distributed and compacted to the designed 
specifications. This procedure is repeated until the compaction desired is reached. 
The fill material should not contain organic elements, and possess a low index of 
plasticity. Fill material can include gravel and decomposed rocks of a particular size, 
but should not consist of huge clay lumps. Sand clay can be used. The area is 
considered to be adequately compacted when the roller movement does not create a 
noticeable deformation. The road surface finish is reliant on the economic aspects, 
and the estimated usage.” [Emphasis Added] 

(Goel 2013) 
 
The supporting matrix of a hard paved surface cannot contain organic material which is 
subject to significant compression, decay and moisture retention. Topsoil has no engineering 
value and must be removed in any construction application where the surface finish at grade 
requires underlying support. 
 
Installation of sewer lines and other below ground services associated with infrastructure 
development often involves deep excavation that can remove archaeological potential. This 
consideration does not apply to relatively minor below ground services that connect 
structures and facilities to services that support their operation and use. Major servicing 
corridors will be situated within adjacent road allowances with only minor, narrow and 
relatively shallow underground services entering into the study area to connect existing 
structures to servicing mainlines. The relatively minor, narrow and shallow services buried 
within a residential property do not require such extensive ground disturbance to remove or 
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minimize archaeological potential within affected areas. 
 
The study area contains an area of disturbance as evident through the parking area, boat 
launch, and small access road. These areas are paved gravel that were not viable for test pit 
survey. Any archaeological potential that may have existed in these areas in the past have 
since been removed. Map 3 of this report illustrates the locations of these features. 
 
5.3.7.3 LOW-LYING AND WET AREAS 
 
Landscape features that are covered by permanently wet areas, such as marshes, swamps, or 
bodies of water like streams or lakes, are known as low-lying and wet areas.  Low-lying and 
wet areas are excluded from Stage 2 Property Assessment due to inaccessibility. 
 
The study area consists mostly of low-lying and wet area. This area is identified within 
topographical imagery as wetland. This area is wet year-round, and therefore, has very little 
archaeological potential. Map 3 of this report illustrates the location of these features. 
 
5.3.7.4 STEEP SLOPE 
 
Landscape which slopes at a greater than (>) 20 degree change in elevation, is known as 
steep slope.  Areas of steep slope are considered uninhabitable, and are excluded from Stage 
2 Property Assessment. 
 
Generally, steep slopes are not assessed because steep slopes are interpreted to have low 
potential, not due to viability to assess, except in cases where the slope is severe enough to 
become a safety concern for archaeological field crews.  In such cases, the Occupational 
Health and Safety Act takes precedence as indicated in the introduction to the Standards and 
Guidelines.  AMICK Consultant Limited policy is to assess all slope areas whenever it is safe 
to do so.  Assessment of slopes, except where safety concerns arise, eliminates the invariably 
subjective interpretation of what might constitute a steep slope in the field.  This is done to 
minimize delays due to conflicts in such interpretations and to increase the efficiency of 
review. 
 
The study area does not contain areas of steep slope.  
 
5.3.7.5 WOODED AREAS 
 
Areas of the property that cannot be ploughed, such as natural forest or woodlot, are known 
as wooded areas.  These wooded areas qualify for Stage 2 Property Assessment, and are 
required to be assessed using test pit survey methodology. 
 
The study area contains mostly wooded area. This area was not viable for test pit survey due 
to the standing water and overall low-lying and wet condition of the wooded area. Map 3 of 
this report illustrates the location of these features. 
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5.3.7.6 PLOUGHABLE AGRICULTURAL LANDS 
 
Areas of current or former agricultural lands that have been ploughed in the past are 
considered ploughable agricultural lands.  Ploughing these lands regularly turns the soil, 
which in turn brings previously buried artifacts to the surface, which are then easily 
identified during visual inspection.  Furthermore, by allowing the ploughed area to weather 
sufficiently through rainfall, soil is washed off of exposed artifacts at the surface and the 
visibility of artifacts at the surface of recently worked field areas is enhanced markedly.  
Pedestrian survey of ploughed agricultural lands is the preferred method of physical 
assessment because of the greater potential for finding evidence of archaeological resources 
if present.   
 
The study area does not contain any ploughable lands.  
 
5.3.7.7 LAWN, PASTURE, MEADOW  
 
Landscape features consisting of former agricultural land covered in low growth, such as 
lawns, pastures, meadows, shrubbery, and immature trees.  These are areas that may be 
considered too small to warrant ploughing, (i.e. less than one hectare in area), such as yard 
areas surrounding existing structures, and land-locked open areas that are technically 
workable by a plough but inaccessible to agricultural machinery.  These areas may also 
include open area within urban contexts that do not allow agricultural tillage within 
municipal or city limits or the use of urban roadways by agricultural machinery.  These areas 
are required to be assessed using test pit survey methodology. 
 
The study area does not contain any areas of lawn, pasture or meadow. 
 
5.3.8 SUMMARY 
 
Background research indicates the vicinity of the study area has potential for archaeological 
resources of Native origins based on proximity to Morrison Lake, which is a source of 
potable water that may have also used as a navigable water way with an accessible shoreline. 
Although there is potential for archaeological resources based on proximity to water, there is 
little to no archaeological potential within the study area due to the presence of a paved 
gravel parking area, boat launch and access road, as well as the overall low-lying and wet 
condition of the study area.   
 
Current conditions within the study area indicate that the property has no or low 
archaeological potential and should be excluded from Stage 2 Property Assessment. These 
areas were identified through the presence of the paved gravel parking area, boat launch, and 
small access road as well as the low-lying and wet area that covers the rest of the property. 
Based on the property inspection, the entirety of the study area was not viable for Stage 2 
Property Assessment. 
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Archaeological potential does not indicate that there are necessarily sites present, but that 
environmental and historical factors suggest that there may be as yet undocumented 
archaeological sites within lands that have not been subject to systematic archaeological 
research in the past. 
 
6.0 PROPERTY INSPECTION, FIELD METHODS AND WEATHER CONDITIONS 
 
A detailed examination and photo documentation was carried out on the study area in order 
to document the existing conditions of the study area to facilitate the Stage 1 Property 
Reconnaissance on 26 July 2021. All areas of the study area were visually inspected and 
select features were photographed as a representative sample of each area defined within 
Map 3. Observations made of conditions within the study area at the time of the inspection 
were used to inform the requirement for Stage 2 Property Assessment for portions of the 
study area as well as to aid in the determination of appropriate Stage 2 Property Assessment 
strategies. The property inspection was conducted under good weather and lighting. Based on 
the property inspection, the entirety of the study area was not viable for Stage 2 Property 
Assessment due to the paved gravel disturbance and low-lying and wet conditions of the 
remainder of the study area. The locations from which photographs were taken and the 
directions toward which the camera was aimed for each photograph are illustrated in Map 3 
of this report. 
 
It must be noted that AMICK Consultants Limited has been retained to assess lands as 
specified by the proponent.  As such, AMICK Consultants Limited is constrained by the 
terms of the contract in place at the time of the Archaeological Assessment and can only 
enter into lands for which AMICK Consultants Limited has received consent from the owner 
or their agent(s).  The proponent has been advised that the entire area within the planning 
application must be subject to archaeological assessment and that portions of the planning 
application may only be excluded if they are of low potential, are not viable to assess, or are 
subject to planning provisions that would restrict any such areas from any form of ground 
altering activities.   
 
7.0 RECORD OF FINDS 
 
7.1 ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
 
No archaeological resources of any description were encountered anywhere within the study 
area. 
 
 
 
 
7.2 ARCHAEOLOGICAL PHOTO DOCUMENTATION 
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The documentation produced during the field investigation conducted in support of this 
report includes:  one sketch map, one page of photo log, one page of field notes, and 21 
digital photographs.  
 
8.0 ANALYSIS AND CONCLUSIONS 
 
AMICK Consultants Limited was engaged by the proponent to undertake a Stage 1 
Archaeological Background Study of lands potentially affected by the proposed undertaking 
and was granted permission to carry out archaeological fieldwork.  The entirety of the study 
area was subject to property inspection and photographic documentation on 26 July 2021. 
During the property inspection, it was clear that the study area was not viable for test pit 
survey due to the high degree of disturbance through the paved gravel areas and the low-
lying and wet conditions within the rest of the property. All records, documentation, field 
notes, photographs and artifacts (as applicable) related to the conduct and findings of these 
investigations are held at the Southwestern District corporate offices of AMICK Consultants 
Limited until such time that they can be transferred to an agency or institution approved by 
the Ontario Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism and Culture Industries (MHSTCI) on behalf 
of the government and citizens of Ontario. 
 
8.1 STAGE 1 ANALYSIS AND CONCLUSIONS 
 
As part of the present study, background research was conducted in order to determine the 
archaeological potential of the proposed project area. 
 
“A Stage 1 background study provides the consulting archaeologist and Ministry report 
reviewer with information about the known and potential cultural heritage resources within a 
particular study area, prior to the start of the field assessment.”  (OMCzCR 1993) 
 
The evaluation of potential is further elaborated Section 1.3 of the Standards and Guidelines 
for Consultant Archaeologist (2011) prepared by the Ontario Ministry of Tourism and Culture: 
 
“ The Stage 1 background study (and, where undertaken, property inspection) leads to an 
evaluation of the property’s archaeological potential. If the evaluation indicates that there is 
archaeological potential anywhere on the property, the next step is a Stage 2 assessment.”  

(MTC 2011: 17) 
 
Features or characteristics that indicate archaeological potential when documented within the 
study area, or within close proximity to the study area (as applicable), include: 
 
“ - previously identified archaeological sites 

- water sources (It is important to distinguish types of water and shoreline, and to 
distinguish natural from artificial water sources, as these features affect site locations 
and types to varying degrees.): 

o primary water sources (lakes, rivers, streams, creeks) 
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o secondary water sources (intermittent streams and creeks, springs, marshes, 
swamps) 

o features indicating past water sources (e.g., glacial lake shorelines indicated 
by the presence of raised sand or gravel beach ridges, relic river or stream 
channels indicated by clear dip or swale in the topography, shorelines of 
drained lakes or marshes, cobble beaches) 

o accessible or inaccessible shoreline (e.g., high bluffs, swamp or marsh fields 
by the edge of a lake, sandbars stretching into marsh) 

- elevated topography (e.g., eskers, drumlins, large knolls, plateaux) 
- pockets of well-drained sandy soil, especially near areas of heavy soil or rocky 

ground 
- distinctive land formations that might have been special or spiritual places, such as 

waterfalls, rock outcrops, caverns, mounds, and promontories and their bases. There 
may be physical indicators of their use, such as burials, structures, offerings, rock 
paintings or carvings. 

- resource areas, including: 
o food or medicinal plants (e.g., migratory routes, spawning areas, prairie) 
o scarce raw materials (e.g., quartz, copper, ochre or outcrops of chert) 
o early Post-contact industry (e.g., fur trade, logging, prospecting, mining) 

- areas of early Post-contact settlement. These include places of early military or 
pioneer settlement (e.g., pioneer homesteads, isolated cabins, farmstead complexes), 
early wharf or dock complexes, pioneer churches and early cemeteries. There may be 
commemorative markers of their history, such as local, provincial, or federal 
monuments or heritage parks. 

- Early historical transportation routes (e.g., trails, passes, roads, railways, portage 
routes) 

- property listed on a municipal register or designated under the Ontario Heritage 
Actor that is a federal, provincial or municipal historic landmark or site 

- property that local histories or informants have identified with possible 
archaeological sties, historical events, activities, or occupations” 

 (MTC 2011: 17-18) 
 
The evaluation of potential does not indicate that sites are present within areas affected by 
proposed development.  Evaluation of potential considers the possibility for as yet 
undocumented sites to be found in areas that have not been subject to systematic 
archaeological investigation in the past.  Potential for archaeological resources is used to 
determine if property assessment of a study area or portions of a study area is required.   

 
“Archaeological resources not previously documented may also be present in the 
affected area.  If the alternative areas being considered, or the preferred alternative 
selected, exhibit either high or medium potential for the discovery of archaeological 
remains an archaeological assessment will be required.”   

(MCC & MOE 1992: 6-7) 
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“The Stage 1 background study (and, where undertaken, property inspection) leads to 
an evaluation of the property’s archaeological potential.  If the evaluation indicates 
that there is archaeological potential anywhere on the property, the next step is a 
Stage 2 assessment.” 

(MTC 2011: 17) 
 

In addition, archaeological sites data is also used to determine if any archaeological resources 
had been formerly documented within or in close proximity to the study area and if these 
same resources might be subject to impacts from the proposed undertaking.  This data was 
also collected in order to establish the relative cultural heritage value or interest of any 
resources that might be encountered during the conduct of the present study. For example, 
the relative rarity of a site can be used to assign an elevated level of cultural heritage value or 
interest to a site that is atypical for the immediate vicinity.  The requisite archaeological sites 
data of previously registered archaeological sites was collected from the MHSTCI and the 
corporate research library of AMICK Consultants Limited.  The Stage 1 Background 
Research methodology also includes a review of the most detailed available topographic 
maps, historical settlement maps, archaeological management plans (where applicable) and 
commemorative plaques or monuments.  When previous archaeological research documents 
lands to be impacted by the proposed undertaking or archaeological sites within 50 metres of 
the study area, the reports documenting this earlier work are reviewed for pertinent 
information.  AMICK Consultants Limited will often modify this basic methodology based 
on professional judgment to include additional research (such as, local historical works or 
documents and knowledgeable informants).  
 
Section 7.7.3 of the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (MTC 2011: 
132) outlines the requirements of the Analysis and Conclusions component of a Stage 1 
Background Study.  
 
1) “Identify and describe areas of archaeological potential within the project area. 
2) Identify and describe areas that have been subject to extensive and deep land 

alterations. Describe the nature of alterations (e.g., development or other activity) 
that have severely damaged the integrity of archaeological resources and have 
removed archaeological potential.” 

 
CHARACTERISTICS INDICATING ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL 
 
Section 1.3.1 of the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists specifies the 
property characteristics that indicate archaeological potential (MTC 2011: 17-18).  Factors 
that indicate archaeological potential are features of the local landscape and environment that 
may have attracted people to either occupy the land or to conduct activities within the study 
area.  One or more of these characteristics found to apply to a study area would necessitate a 
Stage 2 Property Assessment to determine if archaeological resources are present.  These 
characteristics are listed below together with considerations derived from the conduct of this 
study. 
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1) Previously Identified Archaeological Sites 

Previously registered archaeological sites have not been documented within 300 
metres of the study area. 

 
2)  Water Sources 

Primary water sources are described as including lakes, rivers streams and creeks.  
Close proximity to primary water sources (300 metres) indicates that people had 
access to readily available sources of potable water and routes of waterborne trade 
and communication should the study area have been used or occupied in the past.  
 
Morrison Lake is located adjacent to the study area to the south. 
 
Secondary water sources are described as including intermittent streams and creeks, 
springs, marshes, and swamps.  Close proximity (300 metres) to secondary water 
sources indicates that people had access to readily available sources of potable water, 
at least on a seasonal basis, and in some cases seasonal access to routes of waterborne 
trade and communication should the study area have been used or occupied in the 
past.  
 
There is an unnamed creek adjacent to the study area and the wooded portions within 
the study area are identified as wetland within topographic imagery. 

   
3) Features Indicating Past Water Sources  

Features indicating past water resources are described as including glacial lake 
shorelines indicated by the presence of raised sand or gravel beach ridges, relic river 
or stream channels indicated by clear dip or swale in the topography, shorelines of 
drained lakes or marshes, and cobble beaches.  Close proximity (300 metres) to 
features indicating past water sources indicates that people had access to readily 
available sources of potable water, at least on a seasonal basis, and in some cases 
seasonal access to routes of waterborne trade and communication should the study 
area have been used or occupied in the past.  

 
There are no identified features indicating past water sources within 300 metres of the 
study area.  

 
4) Accessible or Inaccessible Shoreline 

This form of landscape feature would include high bluffs, swamp or marsh fields by 
the edge of a lake, sandbars stretching into marsh, etc.   

 
 Morrison Lake shoreline is located adjacent to the study area to the south. A large  

portion of the property is also identified as wetland. 
 

5) Elevated Topography  
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Features of elevated topography that indicate archaeological potential include eskers, 
drumlins, large knolls, and plateaux. 

 
There are no identified features of elevated topography within the study area. 

 
6) Pockets of Well-drained Sandy Soil 

Pockets of sandy soil are considered to be especially important near areas of heavy 
soil or rocky ground. 

 
The soil throughout the study area was completely saturated and had standing water 
on all areas of natural soil. Therefore, the presence of well-drained sandy soil is 
highly unlikely due to the amount of pooling of water on the surface of the soil. 

 
7) Distinctive Land Formations  

These are landscape features that might have been special or spiritual places, such as 
waterfalls, rock outcrops, caverns, mounds, and promontories and their bases. There 
may be physical indicators of their use, such as burials, structures, offerings, rock 
paintings or carvings.  

 
There are no identified distinctive land formations within the study area.  

 
8) Resource Areas 

Resource areas that indicate archaeological potential include food or medicinal plants 
(e.g., migratory routes, spawning areas, and prairie), scarce raw materials (e.g., 
quartz, copper, ochre or outcrops of chert) and resources of importance to early Post-
contact industry (e.g., logging, prospecting, and mining).  

 
There are no identified resource areas within the study area.  

 
9) Areas of Early Post-Contact Settlement 

These include places of early military or pioneer settlement (e.g., pioneer homesteads, 
isolated cabins, and farmstead complexes), early wharf or dock complexes, pioneer 
churches and early cemeteries. There may be commemorative markers of their 
history, such as local, provincial, or federal monuments or heritage parks.  

 
The study area is not situated in close proximity to an area of early Post-Contact 
Settlement.  

 
10) Early Historical Transportation Routes  

This includes evidence of trails, passes, roads, railways, portage routes. 
 

Although the study area is not located in close proximity to any early Historical 
roadways or railways; Morrison Lake may have been used as a navigable waterway in 
the past as a means of trade or communication. 
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11) Heritage Property 

Property listed on a municipal register or designated under the Ontario Heritage Act 
or is a federal, provincial or municipal historic landmark or site. 

  
There are no listed or designated heritage buildings or properties that form a part of 
the study area.  There are no listed or designated heritage buildings or properties that 
are adjacent to the study area.  
 

12) Documented Historical or Archaeological Sites 
This includes property that local histories or informants have identified with possible 
archaeological sites, historical events, activities, or occupations. These are properties 
which have not necessarily been formally recognized or for which there is additional 
evidence identifying possible archaeological resources associated with historic 
properties in addition to the rationale for formal recognition. 

 
There are no known heritage features, or known historic sites, or known 
archaeological sites within the study area in addition to those formally documented 
with the appropriate agencies or previously noted under a different criterion. 

 
CHARACTERISTICS INDICATING REMOVAL OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL 
 
Section 1.3.2 of the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists specifies the 
property characteristics which indicate no archaeological potential or for which 
archaeological potential has been removed (MTC 2011: 18-19).  These characteristics are 
listed below together with considerations derived from the conduct of this study. 
The introduction of Section 1.3.2 (MTC 2011: 18) notes that “Archaeological potential can 
be determined not to be present for either the entire property or a part(s) of it when the area 
under consideration has been subject to extensive and deep land alterations that have 
severely damaged the integrity of any archaeological resources.  This is commonly referred 
to as ‘disturbed’ or ‘disturbance’, and may include:” 
 

1) Quarrying  
There is no evidence to suggest that quarrying operations were ever carried out within 
the study area. 
 

2) Major Landscaping Involving Grading Below Topsoil  
Unless there is evidence to suggest the presence of buried archaeological deposits, 
such deeply disturbed areas are considered to have lost their archaeological potential. 
Properties that do not have a long history of Post-Contact occupation can have 
archaeological potential removed through extensive landscape alterations that 
penetrate below the topsoil layer.  This is because most archaeological sites originate 
at grade with relatively shallow associated excavations into the soil.  Pre-Contact sites 
and early historic sites are vulnerable to extensive damage and complete removal due 
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to landscape modification activities.  In urban contexts where a lengthy history of 
occupation has occurred, properties may have deeply buried archaeological deposits 
covered over and sealed through redevelopment activities that do not include the deep 
excavation of the entire property for subsequent uses.  Buildings are often erected 
directly over older foundations preserving archaeological deposits associated with the 
earlier occupation.   

 
There is evidence to suggest that major landscaping operations involving grading 
below topsoil were carried out within the study area. Surfaces paved with interlocking 
brick, concrete, asphalt, gravel and other surfaces meant to support heavy loads or to 
be long wearing hard surfaces in high traffic areas, must be prepared by the 
excavation and removal of topsoil, grading, and the addition of aggregate material to 
ensure appropriate engineering values for the supporting matrix and also to ensure 
that the installations shed water to avoid flooding or moisture damage. In this case, 
the paved gravel parking area, boat launch and small access road are examples of 
major landscaping operations. It should also be noted that the parking area is at a 
significantly higher grade than the surrounding area, likely to avoid flooding as the 
wooded areas adjacent to the parking area are low-lying and wet year-round. All hard 
surfaced areas are prepared in this fashion and therefore have no or low 
archaeological potential. Disturbed areas are excluded from Stage 2 Property 
Assessment due to no or low archaeological potential and often because they are also 
not viable to assess using conventional methodology.  

 
3) Building Footprints  

Typically, the construction of buildings involves the deep excavation of foundations, 
footings and cellars that often obliterate archaeological deposits situated close to the 
surface. 

 
There are no buildings within the study area.  

 
4) Sewage and Infrastructure Development  

Installation of sewer lines and other below ground services associated with 
infrastructure development often involves deep excavation that can remove 
archaeological potential.   

 
There is no evidence to suggest that substantial below ground services of any kind 
have resulted in significant impacts to any significant portion of the study area.  
Major utility lines are conduits that provide services such as water, natural gas, hydro, 
communications, sewage, and others.  These major installations should not be 
confused with minor below ground service installations not considered to represent 
significant disturbances removing archaeological potential, such as services leading to 
individual structures which tend to be comparatively very shallow and vary narrow 
corridors.  Areas containing substantial and deeply buried services or clusters of 
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below ground utilities are considered areas of disturbance, and may be excluded from 
Stage 2 Property Assessment.   

 
“Activities such as agricultural cultivation, gardening, minor grading and landscaping do 
not necessarily affect archaeological potential.”   

(MTC 2011: 18) 
 
“Archaeological potential is not removed where there is documented potential for deeply 
buried intact archaeological resources beneath land alterations, or where it cannot be 
clearly demonstrated through background research and property inspection that there has 
been complete and intensive disturbance of an area.  Where complete disturbance cannot be 
demonstrated in Stage 1, it will be necessary to undertake Stage 2 assessment.”    

(MTC 2011: 18) 
 
SUMMARY 
 
Table 2 below summarizes the evaluation criteria of the Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism 
and Culture Industries (MHSTCI) together with the results of the Stage 1 Background Study 
for the proposed undertaking.  Based on the criteria, the property is deemed to have 
archaeological potential on the basis of proximity to water and an accessible shoreline. 
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TABLE 2 EVALUATION OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL 

FEATURE OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL YES NO N/A COMMENT 

1 Known archaeological sites within 300m  N  
If Yes, potential 
determined 

PHYSICAL FEATURES 
2 Is there water on or near the property?  Y    If Yes, what kind of water? 

2a 
Primary water source within 300 m. (lakeshore, 
river, large creek, etc.)  Y    

If Yes, potential 
determined 

2b 
Secondary water source within 300 m. (stream, 
spring, marsh, swamp, etc.) Y     

If Yes, potential 
determined 

2c 
Past water source within 300 m. (beach ridge, 
river bed, relic creek, etc.)   N   

If Yes, potential 
determined 

2d 
Accessible or Inaccessible shoreline within 300 m. 
(high bluffs, marsh, swamp, sand bar, etc.) Y   

If Yes, potential 
determined 

3 
Elevated topography (knolls, drumlins, eskers, 
plateaus, etc.)   N   

If Yes, and Yes for any of 4-
9, potential determined 

4 Pockets of sandy soil in a clay or rocky area   N   
If Yes and Yes for any of 3, 
5-9, potential determined 

5 
Distinctive land formations (mounds, caverns, 
waterfalls, peninsulas, etc.)   N   

If Yes and Yes for any of 3-
4, 6-9, potential 
determined 

HISTORIC/PREHISTORIC USE FEATURES 

6 

Associated with food or scarce resource harvest 
areas (traditional fishing locations, 
agricultural/berry extraction areas, etc.)   N   

If Yes, and Yes for any of 3-
5, 7-9, potential 
determined. 

7 Early Post-Contact settlement area within 300 m.  N   

If Yes, and Yes for any of 3-
6, 8-9, potential 
determined 

8 
Historic Transportation route within 100 m. 
(historic road, trail, portage, rail corridors, etc.)  Y     

If Yes, and Yes for any 3-7 
or 9, potential determined 

9 

Contains property designated and/or listed under 
the Ontario Heritage Act (municipal heritage 
committee, municipal register, etc.)   N   

If Yes and, Yes to any of 3-
8, potential determined 

APPLICATION-SPECIFIC INFORMATION 

10 
Local knowledge (local heritage organizations, 
Pre-Contact, etc.)   N   

If Yes, potential 
determined 

11 

Recent disturbance not including agricultural 
cultivation (post-1960-confirmed extensive and 
intensive including industrial sites, aggregate 
areas, etc.)  Y    

If Yes, no potential or low 
potential in affected part 
(s) of the study area. 

If YES to any of 1, 2a-c, or 10 Archaeological Potential is confirmed 
If YES to 2 or more of 3-9, Archaeological Potential is confirmed  
If YES to 11 or No to 1-10 Low Archaeological Potential is confirmed for at least a portion of the study 
area. 
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9.0 RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
9.1 STAGE 1 RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
As a result of the Stage 1 property inspection and photographic documentation of the study 
area, due to the high degree of disturbance and low-lying wet area, there is little to no 
archaeological potential.  Consequently, the following recommendations are made: 
 

1. No further archaeological assessment of the study area is warranted; 
2. The Provincial interest in archaeological resources with respect to the proposed 

undertaking has been addressed; 
3. The proposed undertaking is clear of any archaeological concern. 

 
  



ORIGINAL 25 November 2021 Stage 1 Archaeological Background Study of the Proposed Morrison Lake 
Road Parking Lot Municipal Class EA, Part of Lot F, Concession 19 (Geographic Township of Morrison, 

District of Muskoka) Block A of Plan M406, Town of Gravenhurst, District Municipality of Muskoka 
(AMICK File #2021-437/MHSTCI File #P058-2048-2021) 

 

AMICK Consultants Limited         Page 28 

10.0 ADVICE ON COMPLIANCE WITH LEGISLATION 
 
While not part of the archaeological record, this report must include the following standard 
advisory statements for the benefit of the proponent and the approval authority in the land 
use planning and development process: 
 

a. This report is submitted to the Minister of Heritage, Sport, Tourism and Culture 
Industries as a condition of licensing in accordance with Part VI of the Ontario 
Heritage Act, R.S.O. 1990, c. 0.18.  The report is reviewed to ensure that it complies 
with the standards and guidelines issued by the Minister, and that the archaeological 
fieldwork and report recommendations ensure the conservation, protection and 
preservation of the cultural heritage of Ontario.  When all matters relating to 
archaeological sites within the project area of a development proposal have been 
addressed to the satisfaction of the Ministry of Tourism and Culture, a letter will be 
issued by the ministry stating that there are no further concerns with regard to 
alterations to archaeological sites by the proposed development. 
 

b. It is an offence under Sections 48 and 69 of the Ontario Heritage Act for any party 
other than a licensed archaeologist to make any alteration to a known archaeological 
site or to remove any artifact or other physical evidence of past human use or activity 
from the site, until such time as a licensed archaeologist has completed 
archaeological fieldwork on the site, submitted a report to the Minister stating that 
the site has no further cultural heritage value or interest, and the report has been 
filed in the Ontario Public Register of Archaeological Reports referred to in Section 
65.1 of the Ontario Heritage Act. 

 
c. Should previously undocumented archaeological resources be discovered, they may 

be a new archaeological site and therefore subject to Section 48 (1) of the Ontario 
Heritage Act. The proponent or person discovering the archaeological resources 
must cease alteration of the site immediately and engage a licensed archaeologist to 
carry out archaeological fieldwork, in compliance with sec. 48 (1) of the Ontario 
Heritage Act. 

 
d. The Cemeteries Act, R.S.O. 1990, c. C.4 and the Funeral, Burial and Cremation 

Services Act, 2002, S.O. 2002, c.33 (when proclaimed in force) require that any 
person discovering human remains must notify the police or coroner and the 
Registrar of Cemeteries at the Ministry of Consumer Services. 

 
e. Archaeological sites recommended for further archaeological fieldwork or protection 

remain subject to Section 48 (1) of the Ontario Heritage Act and may not be altered, 
or have artifacts removed from them, except by a person holding an archaeological 
licence. 
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12.0 MAPS 
 

 
MAP 1 LOCATION OF THE STUDY AREA (ESRI 2021) 
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MAP 2 FACSIMILE SEGMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF MUSKOKA FROM THE GUIDE BOOK AND 

ATLAS OF MUSKOKA AND PARRY SOUND DISTRICTS (H.R. PAGE 1879) 
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MAP 3 AERIAL PHOTO OF THE STUDY AREA (GOOGLE EARTH 2021) 
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13.0 IMAGES 

  
IMAGE 1 STANDING WATER IN WOODED AREA 

(WETLAND) 
IMAGE 2 WOODED, WETLAND AREA 

  
IMAGE 3 STANDING WATER IN WOODED AREA 

(WETLAND) 
IMAGE 4 PARKING AREA- PAVED GRAVEL 

  
IMAGE 5 PARKING AREA LEADING TO BOAT 

LAUNCH 
IMAGE 6 GROWN-OVER SMALL ACCESS ROAD 
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Cultural Heritage Assessment 

  



 

 

24 August 2021 
 
 

 
 
 
Phil Watts, B. Eng., P. Eng. 
Senior Engineer 
Tatham Engineering Limited 
8 Barron Drive, 
Bracebridge, Ontario P1L 0A1 
Telephone: (705) 645-7756 x 2063 
Email: pwatts@tathameng.com 

RE:     Technical Memorandum and Professional Opinion Respecting Potential Direct and 
Indirect Impacts to Cultural Heritage Resources Adjacent Morrison Lake Road Parking 
Lot Municipal Class EA, Part of Lot F, Concession 19 (Geographic Township of Morrison, 
District of Muskoka) Block A of Plan M406, Town of Gravenhurst, District Municipality of 
Muskoka (AMICK File #2021-438) 
 
Mr. Watts, 
 
The purpose of completing a Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) is to ensure that the proposed 
undertaking is compliant with Provincial Policy Statement policy 2.6.3: “Planning authorities 
shall not permit development and site alteration on adjacent lands to protected heritage property 
except where the proposed development and site alteration has been evaluated and it has been 
demonstrated that the heritage attributes of the protected heritage property will be conserved.” 
 
In the design for the proposed undertaking, an existing municipal parking area with boat access to 
Morrison Lake will be expanded and improved for public use. There are currently no identified 
heritage attributes associated with the existing use of the current parking area and boat ramp or of 
the larger area of the proposed undertaking.  If cultural heritage features were associated with the 
proposed undertaking, appropriate mitigation measures could be developed if necessary.  For the 
purposes of a Municipal Class EA, MHSTCI has requested that this be confirmed by a qualified 
heritage consultant and in similar situations has been satisfied with a lesser scoped HIA in the 
form of a technical memo, (given that the municipality can confirm there are no heritage 
properties to be recognized). 
 
This Memorandum serves to address the request posed by MHSTCI. 



 

 

 
The proposed undertaking is to expand an already existing facility to serve the precise same 
function with greater capacity.  The road and existing parking lot is busy now and will remain so 
when the work is done.  So, while construction may be seen as a visual scar on the viewshed from 
the lake, it’s temporary and everything goes back to looking pretty much as it did before. The 
parking lot, even after expansion, will be surrounded by existing tree canopy which will serve to 
minimize the visual impact of any change to the parking lot area as viewed from the lake. The 
indirect impacts are negligible at the worst and direct impacts non-existent.  The indirect impacts 
to the properties will be as a result of the visual landscape alteration, which will be visually 
unappealing and the noise of heavy equipment, which can be distracting from a meaningful 
participatory engagement with the landscape.  These types of impacts are typical of active 
construction sites and are of a temporary nature and these temporary and indirect impacts will be 
mitigated once the construction is complete.  It would unnecessarily complicate the proposed 
undertaking if efforts to mitigate these impacts during construction activities were attempted. 
 
In consideration of the above, we advise that in our view, any concern respecting potential direct 
or indirect impacts to heritage resources in close proximity to the proposed undertaking has been 
addressed. 
 
The potential for impacts to below ground heritage resources, including the possibility for 
unmarked graves within the existing roadways is a matter which has been addressed through a 
comprehensive archaeological investigation. 
 
I trust the foregoing is sufficient for your present requirements.  Should you have any questions 
or wish to discuss the matter further, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned. 
 
Sincerely 

 
Michael B. Henry CD BA FRAI FRSA CAPH 
Partner 
 

AMICK Consultants Limited 
237 Sanders Street East, Exeter, Ontario N0M 1S1 

Tel: (519) 432-4435 Email:  mhenry@amick.ca 
www.amick.ca 
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TOWN OF GRAVENHURST 
NORTH MORRISON LAKE PARKING LOT EXPANSION 

SCHEDULE B, CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT STUDY 
 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTRE 

The Town of Gravenhurst is proposing to improve the existing North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot. The proposed works 
include expanding public parking, better define deeded island parking spaces, improve traffic movements through the 
parking lot, improve signage, improve lighting and improve stormwater drainage. The study will consider environmental 
impacts and propose appropriate mitigation measures.  

 

In accordance with the requirements for Schedule B projects of the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment process, 

the Town will present study material for public review commencing the week of November 29nd, 2021, which includes the 

recommended solution. Due to the current COVID situation, the presentation material can be accessed on the Town’s 

website at the following link www.gravenhurst.ca/NMLexpansion. Enquiries and comments on the presentation material 

will be received by the Consultant at the email address below until December 17th, 2021.  

Owner 
Town of Gravenhurst 
3-5 Pineridge Gate  
Gravenhurst, ON P1P 1Z3 
 
Andrew Stacey, C.E.T. 
Director of Infrastructure Services 
Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca   
 

Consultant 
Tatham Engineering Limited 
8 Barron Drive 
Bracebridge, ON   P1L 0A1 
 
Phil Watts, P.Eng. 
Project Engineer 
pwatts@tathameng.com 
705-645-7756 ext 2063 

Information will be collected in accordance with the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act. With the exception 
of personal information, all comments will be become part of the public record. 

This Notice issued November 29, 2021. 

http://www.gravenhurst.ca/NMLexpansion
mailto:pwatts@tathameng.com
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North Morrison Lake Parking Lot Expansion 

S C H E D U L E  B  C L A S S  E N V I R O N M E N TA L  A S S E S M E N T  

P u b l i c  I n f o r m a t i o n  C e n t r e   

N o v e m b e r  2 9 , 2 0 2 1
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This Public Information Centre will:

• Establish channels of communication with the public 

& stakeholders

• define the study area, study purpose & objective

• present background study information 

• present the need & justification for the study and 

issues to be resolved

• identity alternative solutions & potential 

environmental impacts

• seek input & comment for consideration in the 

selection of a preferred solution

Welcome

Public & Stakeholders should:

• Review the presentation material

• Ask questions of the Consultant

• Submit comments & indicate whether you want to be kept 

informed of the process
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The objectives of the study are to :

• expand the available public parking 

• improve vehicle movements through the parking lot 

• improve storm water drainage 

• Improve lighting distribution 

• Improve signage and better define deeded island 

parking spaces  

• consider environmental impacts and propose 

appropriate mitigation measures 

Background, Study Objective & Purpose 

The purpose of this phase (Phase 2) of the study is to:

• develop alternative solutions 

• identify the location, extent & sensitivity of affected 

environments

• assess the alternatives given potential environmental impacts

• identify a preferred solution

• establish measures to mitigate adverse impacts

• satisfy the requirements for a Schedule B Class EA study



4Tatham Engineering Municipal Class EA Process

 Schedule B 

 Phases 1 and 2 

 Opportunities for 

public review & 

input

 Notices Public Info 

Centre

we are here

 The Class EA schedule is based on the type of work, potential impacts & dollar value 

CONSULT REVIEW 
AGENCIES AND PUBLIC 

re: PROBLEM OR 
OPPORTUNITY AND 

ALTERNATIVE 
SOLUTIONS
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Existing Conditions:

• Public gravel boat launch area with an approximately area of 1600 m2 (23 m x 85 m) 

• Accommodates 14 private deeded parking spaces that have been facilitated through historical development 

agreements specific for water access properties on One Mile Island. 

• Limited space for public parking or boat trailer parking

• Vehicle movements are poor throughout parking area due to limit space, especially vehicles with boat trailers 

• Insufficient storm water drainage measures 

• Existing boat launch infrastructure (i.e. docks) will remain and is not considered part of this study

Problem Identification

Future Needs:

• Clearly identify deeded, private parking spaces per historical development agreements 

• Provide additional parking spaces, including for trailers, so public has safe access to Morrison Lake 

• Improve vehicle movements to provide a safer and more convenient parking lot 

• Implement storm water drainage measures

• Improve lighting distribution

• Improve signage 
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North Morrison Landing is a public waterfront landing that provides deeded parking in accordance with

area specific historical development agreements, including uninterrupted public access to Morrison Lake.

The Towns Official Plan further acknowledges the importance of municipal water access points as part of

building healthy communities and contains such policies that encourage both the establishment of

enhanced public access points to water, while also improving quality of life and attracting investment.

Public waterfront landings shall be protected and enhanced wherever possible.

PROBLEM STATEMENT:

Limited parking capacity at the North Morrison Lake Boat Launch has been a matter which will continue

to be a factor in the congestion experienced at this parking lot and boat launch. Opportunities for

parking lot expansion need to be evaluated in order to develop an appropriate solution which

accommodates all users while considering environmental impacts and possible mitigative measures.

Problem Identification
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Alternative A: Do Nothing 

• maintain existing conditions with no 
improvements

Alternative B: 270m2 Increase in 
Parking Area

• reconstruct and expand parking by 270 
square metres in the northwest corner

• No expansion on the lake side of North 
Morrison Lake Road. 

• 14 private parking spaces 

• 13 public parking spaces

• 4 trailer parking spaces

Alternative Solutions

Alternative C: 700m2 Increase in Parking Area 

• reconstruct and expand parking lot by 700 square metres to the north and 
west of the existing parking lot

• No expansion on the lake side of North Morrison Lake Road

• 14 private parking spaces

• 25 public parking spaces

• 5 trailer parking spaces 

Alternative D: 2,100m2 Increase in Parking Area 

• Reconstruct and expand parking lot by 2,100 square metres to the west and 
north of existing parking lot

• No expansion on the lake side of North Morrison Lake Road

• 14 private parking spaces 

• 40 public parking spaces 

• 10 trailer parking spaces

Can the alternatives fully address the required and future needs?

X Alternative A – no improvements, therefore required and future needs cannot be satisfied.

 Alternative B, C and D – will increase parking lot capacity. Each will be considered further. 

Pre-Screen 
Alternatives
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Alternative B

Alternative Solutions (cont’d)
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Alternative C

Alternative Solutions (cont’d)
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Alternative D

Alternative Solutions (cont’d)
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Environmental Inventory Studies – Summary of Results

Archaeological Environment 

• A Stage 1 Archaeological Background Study was completed by AMICK Consultants Limited 

• No archaeological resources were encountered 

• The recommendations are as follows:

• No further archaeological assessment of the study area is warranted;

• The provincial interest in archaeological resources with respect to the proposed undertaking has been addressed

• The proposed undertaking is clear of any archaeological concern

Cultural Heritage Environment

• Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) was completed by AMICK Consultants Limited

• Assessment found there was no identified heritage attributes associated with the existing use of the current parking 

area and boat launch or of the larger area of the proposed undertaking 

• No concern from a cultural heritage perspective with the parking lot expansion
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Natural Environment 

• A Natural Environment Evaluation was completed by Michalski Nielson Associates Limited

• Two natural vegetation communities make up the subject lands, consisting of forest and treed swamp.  

• The wetland has been identified by the province as being part of a Provincially Significant wetland complex. 

• Wetland boundaries have been identified and it confirmed that the lands north and west of the existing parking area 
are wetland and likely that some areas of the existing parking were wetlands prior to the construction of the existing 
parking lot. 

• Recommendation for expansion of the parking lot is to use ecological offsetting.

• Create habitat specifically targeted toward Blanding’s Turtles using the following methods:

• Create 3 small ponds and 3 turtle nesting berms 

• Ponds will be located adjacent to parking lot expansion and will contain muck soil bottoms, have sufficient 
water depth to avoid muck bottom from freezing and include logs, root boles and boulders for turtle 
basking

• Berms will be located adjacent parking lot and be constructed of sand and pea gravel which will try to 
encourage turtle nesting outside of the parking lot.

• Other recommendations to minimize impacts include:

• Clearing vegetation at the appropriate time of year

• Contractors receiving species-at-risk training

• Work supervised by a biologist at key times 

• Installing wildlife exclusion fencing around parking lot 

• Have a gently graded parking lot surface so infiltration is encouraged
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Environmental Inventory Studies – Summary of Results (cont’d)

Natural Environment Evaluation Findings 

• Report found that:

“Residual impacts on the natural environment are very limited for Alternative B, somewhat greater for Alternative C and 
somewhat greater still for Alternative D. That is because there is an increased amount of wildlife habitat that will be lost 
from one alternative to the next, with Alternative C including a small loss and some further alteration of lands forming part
of a PSW, and with Alternative D including a moderate loss and some further alterations of lands forming part of a PSW.”
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Social Environment – Summary of Public Comments

Public comments were received in response to the Notice of Commencement which was posted on the Town website and also

mailed directly to affected property owners and agencies. The following points summarize the main comments received:

• Comments of concern expressed by property owners and/or public in general included the following:

• Impacts to wetland habitat / environmental issues from expanding the parking lot,

• Increased transient / day use of parking lot and Morrison Lake by non-resident boaters,

• Potential need for increased boat mooring with increased parking,

• Need for monitoring and compliance by Town,

• Lack of adequate signage identifying deeded /reserved parking spaces,

• Roadside parking occurring when spaces are full,

• Garbage left behind,

• Night-time use of parking area,

• Trespassing onto adjacent properties,

• Increased traffic on North Morrison Lake Road,

• Use of the parking area and docks as a location to swim, play and bbq activities are in dangerous conflict with 
boat access and launching needs,

• Supportive comments expressed by property owners and/or public in general included the following:

• Additional parking is needed for island cottagers currently without a deeded space (consider leased spaces or 
permit parking, signed accordingly to help control transient use),

• Larger, wider spaces needed for trailer parking and turning etc.,

• Important to retain access by contractors, tradespeople and emergency responders,

• Consider widening to north side of Morrison Lake Road and provide parallel parking,

• Consider short term parking space available only while launching.

Environmental Inventory Studies – Summary of Results (cont’d)
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Assessment of Alternatives 

Evaluation 
Criteria 

Alternative B
270 m2 Expansion

Alternative C
700 m2 Expansion

Alternative D
2,100 m2 Expansion

Physical 
Environment

 Increased parking area will accommodate current 
demand 

X Does not accommodate future capacity 
 Least impact to adjacent wetlands
 No expansion of the parking lot adjacent to the lake

 Increased parking area will accommodate 
current and future capacity 

X 2nd greatest impacts to adjacent wetlands lands
 No expansion of the parking lot adjacent to the 

lake  

 Increased parking area will accommodate current and 
future capacity 

X Greatest impacts to adjacent wetlands
 No expansion of the parking lot adjacent to the lake  

Natural 
Environment

All Alternatives:
 Have minor impact to water quality and fish habitat
 Have a low risk of potential impacts on species at risk
 Can implement measures to mitigate potential (species at risk training, construction timing, long term storm water management, appropriate lighting design, wildlife exclusionary 

fencing, etc.) 

 No impacts on wetlands itself
 Smallest loss of upland forest
X Expanding parking lot will introduce additional 

disturbance on adjacent wildlife habitat (noise 
and light)

X No offset required for wetland and associated 
wildlife habitat loss

X Minor loss of treed swamp within a provincially 
significant wetland

 Wetland area that is impacted do not provide any 
specialized habitat opportunities for wildlife and the 
habitat is well represented locally

X 2nd greatest Loss of upland forest
X Expanding parking lot will introduce additional 

disturbance on adjacent wildlife habitat (noise and 
light)

 Wetland enhancement measures can be implemented 
to create wetland diversity and mitigate alternations 
to the provincially significant wetlands  

X Greatest loss of treed swamp within a provincially 
significant wetland

 Wetland area that is impacted do not provide any 
specialized habitat opportunities for wildlife and 
the habitat is well represented locally

X Greatest loss of upland forest
X Expanding parking lot will introduce additional 

disturbance on adjacent wildlife habitat (noise and 
light)

 Wetland enhancement measures can be 
implemented to create wetland diversity mitigate 
alternations to the provincially significant wetlands  

Social 
Environment

All Alternatives:
 Maintain original number of deeded private parking spaces for One Mile Island cottages             
 All expansion will take place on Town owned property
 Remove garbage bins and receptacles (users to take away own waste)
 Improve signage for both deeded, restricted and day-use parking

 Least added opportunity for transient / day-use 
parking

Χ Not all island resident parking needs may be 
fulfilled

Χ Least desirable trailer parking and traffic 
circulation configuration

 Increased new parking spaces added for island 
residents

Χ Increased potential for transient / day-use parking
 Acceptable trailer parking and traffic circulation 

configuration

 Greatest number of parking spaces created for island 
residents

Χ Greatest potential for transient / day-use parking
Χ Acceptable trailer parking and traffic circulation 

configuration

Cultural/
Heritage 
Environment

All Alternatives:
 No identified heritage attributes associated with the existing parking lot, boat launch ramp or of the larger area of the proposed undertaking
 There is little to no archaeological potential and the proposed undertaking is clear of any archaeological concern
 Feasible from a cultural / heritage environment perspective

Economic 
Environment

 Least construction costs X Greater construction cost due to increased parking 
lot footprint and wetland enhancement measures

X Greatest construction cost due to increased parking lot 
footprint and wetland enhancement measures

RECOMMENDED 
SOLUTION

Alternative C 

Legend  Positive Impact  Comparable Impact X Negative Impact 
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Discussion of Alternatives

A number of measures are proposed with each of the alternative solutions to help address the various concerns expressed over 
situations which have been indicated, as follows:

 Garbage receptables will be removed, users will be required to take their waste with them. Related signage will be posted.

 Consistent signage will be placed for each deeded parking space with the property address identified and indicating such 
spaces are reserved.

 Additional signage will be posted regarding code of conduct and addressing use of the boat launch and trailer parking etc.

 The Town will review amending the parking by-law to permit enforcement of the deeded spaces.

Recommended Solution

The Recommended Solution is Alternative C based on the following:

 Addresses the Problem Statement with the provision of additional parking and mitigative measures for natural habitat 
impacts;

 Represents a minor wetland intrusion with new nesting habitat to offset and mitigate impacts;

 Improved access for parking and traffic circulation;

 Represents a balanced expansion – provides parking improvements and suitable mitigation measures without over-expanding;

 Represents a mid-cost alternative

Discussion and Recommended Solution
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• All questions and comments can be addressed to the Consultant and are requested by December 17, 2021. 

• Review / address all stakeholder comments

• Identify Preferred Solution for the parking lot expansion 

• Prepare Notice of Study Completion 

• Post Project File materials for 30-day public review and comment

• The Ministry can be asked to make a Section 16 Order (formerly Part II Order) for the following:

• You have outstanding concerns that the project may have potential adverse impact on constitutionally 
protected Aboriginal and treaty rights

• You believe that an Order may prevent, mitigate or remedy this impact

• Section 16 Order request should not be made to delay or stop the planning and implementation of the project

• Before a Section 16 Order request is made, concerns should try to be resolved directly with the Consultant and the 
Owner

Next Steps 

Consultant
Tatham Engineering Ltd.
8 Barron Drive
Bracebridge, ON P1L 0A1

Phil Watts, P.Eng.
Project Engineer
pwatts@tathameng.com
705-645-7756 ext 2063

Owner
Town of Gravenhurst 
3-5 Pineridge Gate
Gravenhurst, ON P1P 1Z3

Andrew Stacey, CET
Director of Infrastructure Services 
705-687-3412 ext 256



From: Phil Watts
To: Bracebridge File
Subject: FW: Expansion of Morrison Lake Parking Lot (218545-2, PIC comments - UNredacted)
Date: Thursday, January 20, 2022 6:49:21 PM

From:  
Sent: December 17, 2021 4:40 PM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Cc: 

 Andrew Stacey
<Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca>
Subject: Expansion of Morrison Lake Parking Lot

Hi Phil, 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the proposed expansion of the Morrison Lake parking
lot. 

I am one of the islanders who doesn’t have deeded parking and I’m the only islander on the
Morrison Lake Ratepayers Association Executive Board. 
 
I know all parties concerned have worked hard to reach a good decision and that differences of
opinion are a natural and healthy part of the process. 
 
I don’t begrudge the deeded owners for addressing their concerns and hope my comments aren’t
seen as criticism of their concerns. 
 
In general, I think the study is a step in the right direction.
 
But I disagree with the basic premise as stated in the “Problem Identification.”

And I disagree with the recommended Alternative C as inadequate for not only future needs but for
existing needs. I believe the larger Alternative D comes closest to meeting those needs. 
 
Problem Identification 

I disagree with the “Problem Identification” because, while articulating the needs of the deeded
owners, it says nothing about the other taxpayers residing on the island. 

The other taxpaying residents are lopped in with the general public and given no more status than a
visiting fisherman from Toronto. 
 
When a study starts by only recognizing half the property owners (when undeveloped lots are
considered), then it is bound to be flawed because the parameters and conclusions of the study flow
from that incomplete premise. 



The study should start with the premise that there is a need to provide parking for all the island
properties. 
 
The town allowed the development of the other island properties, collected building fees and
charges taxes annually on those properties. It cannot now approve a plan that potentially denies the
non-deeded owners access to their property. If the town creates a situation where people can’t park
their vehicles then that’s exactly what’s happening. 
 
Here’s why. When I bought my property nine years ago, the realtor showed me a parking lot with
lots of space. And there remained lots of space for a few years, except on long weekends.  But as the
town allowed more development and encouraged the general public to fish in Morrison Lake, it
became more difficult to find parking for both my vehicle and the tinny I need to get back and forth
from my property. 

The solution, I believe, is to allow the non-deeded property owners to lease a parking space in the
new lot at a reasonable cost. 

This would also satisfy the concerns of some of the mainlanders that a bigger parking lot would
attract more boat traffic. If the additional parking spaces are reserved for the other island residents,
there will be no increase in boat traffic from the general public. 

The study must also address the need for the non-deeded owners to park the tinnies they use to
access their properties. The deeded owners can put their tinnies at the rear of their parking spaces.
Presumably, similar accommodation could be made for storing boats on the leased parking spaces,
or the town could provide leased boat slots off the town dock. 
 
Alternative D over Alternative C

I support Alternative D over C because, if we’re putting all this effort into a design, it shouldn’t be
one that will be redundant in five years. 
 
The plan should note the number of water access lots it has allowed for development (63?), minus
those who already have parking and provide parking to meet that need. Only Alternative D suffices
in that regard. 
 
It’s fundamental that the taxpayers have first right to parking and access to their property before the
general public is considered. 
 
Accordingly, any bylaw changes enhancing parking enforcement for the deeded owners should
include parking enforcement for the non-deeded. 

Thank you for reading this to the end. I owe all those who have done so a coffee. 
 
Sent from my iPhone



From: Phil Watts
To: Bracebridge File
Subject: FW: NML Expansion Comments (218545-2, PIC comments)
Date: Tuesday, January 11, 2022 5:56:16 PM

From:  
Sent: December 16, 2021 9:31 AM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Subject: NML Expansion Comments

Good morning,
Thank you for you presentation on the North  Morrison Lake parking lot expansion.
Having been a family member of Morrison Lake since 1955, and a resident of Mile Island.
Your option B is my preference, but due to the Towns guidelines on water accessibility, I can
understand your preference to Option C.
My concern of increasing the public parking and trailer parking is that over the last five to eight years
there has been a tremendous increase in the number of day fishing. Boats coming in any day of the
week and spending most of the day on the water.
My objection to the increased boat traffic is that there are no public facilities for these people to
use. So, what is happening now? People are forced to go behind trees, parked cars.
I would rather see a reduction in the public parking to Option B and have the town address these
issues.

Thank you

 



From: Phil Watts
To: Bracebridge File
Subject: FW: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion - (218545-2, PIC comments)
Date: Tuesday, January 11, 2022 5:45:46 PM

From:  
Sent: November 29, 2021 8:03 AM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Subject: Re: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion - Schedule B, Class EA Environmental
Assessment, PIC Presentation (218545-2)

Thank you Mr. Watts.

I have one more comment to add.

I think disabled parking spot be included in the plan in order to comply with AODA regulations
laws. 

https://aoda.ca/accessible-parking-in-ontario/

Accessible Parking in Ontario
Under the Design of Public Spaces Standard of the AODA, cities and other organizations
building or reconstructing on-street or off-street parking spaces must make those spaces
accessible to visitors with disabilities who hold accessible parking permits.Some people with
permits will drive themselves, while others will drive with family or friends. Moreover, some
people need accessible spaces ...

aoda.ca

From: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Sent: November 25, 2021 6:46 PM
To: 
Cc: Bracebridge File <bracebridgefile@tathameng.com>
Subject: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion - Schedule B, Class EA Environmental
Assessment, PIC Presentation (218545-2)
 
Hello    - you are receiving this email because you have previously expressed interest in
this study and/or provided comments.
 
Due to the current COVID situation, a Public Information Centre (PIC) presentation of study materials



has been made available for review on the Town’s website via the following link:
www.gravenhurst.ca/NMLexpansion

The presentation materials include:
- a description of the Class EA study process;
- problem identification and statement;
- proposed alternative solutions with evaluation of each;
- a recommended solution;
- next steps, with where and how to direct comments or questions; and,
- supporting study materials.

Comments received as a result of posting the Notice of Study Commencement on July 29, 2021 have
been considered when conducting the study.

Comments on the PIC presentation materials are invited from interested parties and are requested
by December 17, 2021, following which a preferred solution will be identified.  A Project File of all
study material will then be posted on the Town’s website for a further 30-day review period.
Pending resolution of any outstanding comments at that time, and Town of Gravenhurst Council
approval, the project may proceed to construction.

Thank you for your participation in this study.

Phil Watts, B.Eng., P.Eng.
Senior Engineer

Tatham Engineering Limited
8 Barron Drive | Bracebridge| Ontario | P1L 0A1
T 705-645-7756 #2063 | E pwatts@tathameng.com

This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information for the sole use of the intended recipient.  Any review or distribution
by others is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this email in error, please contact the sender and delete all copies.



From: Phil Watts
To: Bracebridge File
Subject: FW: North Morrison Lake Parking Lot Expansion (218545-2, PIC comments)
Date: Tuesday, January 11, 2022 6:24:50 PM

From:  
Sent: December 9, 2021 11:36 AM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Subject: North Morrison Lake Parking Lot Expansion

Hello,

I am a full-time resident on Morrison Lake. I am concerned about the proposed
parking lot expansion at the North Morrison Lake Parking Lot.

At best, Alternative A should be considered for the parking lot - there are enough
already spaces for cottagers on the island, and limited public parking. This means
that a lake that already has too much boat traffic will not be even more overburdened
by additional public access and resulting boating. Morrison Lake is home to a
Provincially Significant Wetland (PSW) and we want to continue to protect this
wetland. More boats on the lake means more boat wakes - this will lead to increased
disturbance of nesting areas of loons and other wildlife that reside in the PSW.

At worst, Alternative B should be considered. If we want to ensure safe public
access to Morrison Lake, that is fine, but we are not a large lake and we should not
be promoting increased boat traffic on the lake. Furthermore, this option (aside from
doing nothing) also has the least impact on the PSW and surrounding forest - this is
vitally important.

Why do you want to pave paradise for a parking lot? Alternatives C and D are NOT
an option for Morrison Lake.

Thank you for your time,

, full-time Morrison Lake resident.



From: Phil Watts
To: Bracebridge File
Subject: FW: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion - Schedule B, Class EA Environmental Assessment, PIC

Presentation (218545-2)
Date: Wednesday, January 19, 2022 3:04:17 PM

From:  
Sent: January 19, 2022 2:11 PM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Subject: Re: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion - Schedule B, Class EA Environmental
Assessment, PIC Presentation (218545-2)

I have notified all of those on the petition to let them know.

From: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Sent: January 19, 2022 12:05 PM
To: 
Cc: Stacey, Andrew <Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca>; Bracebridge File
<bracebridgefile@tathameng.com>
Subject: RE: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion - Schedule B, Class EA Environmental
Assessment, PIC Presentation (218545-2)
 
Hi  – given the widespread nature of the signatories on the petition, responses to the
questions in the petition will be included in the Project File which can be publicly accessed. As
indicated, there will be a further 30-day public review and comment period following posting of the
Project File. Outstanding questions or concerns at that time will be responded to directly as they are
received.
 
Regards,
Phil
 

From:  
Sent: January 19, 2022 11:41 AM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Subject: Re: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion - Schedule B, Class EA Environmental
Assessment, PIC Presentation (218545-2)
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Tatham Engineering. Do not click on links
or open attachments unless you know the sender and have verified the sender’s email address
and know the content is safe.



Phil,

I heard back from a number of cottage owners from the petition clarifying that they would like
responses back as it relates to the requested information and concerns in the petition and not
just my own family questions.  (I see you mention below that they will be considered when
conducting the study, but, they are looking for more information upfront as it relates to their
concerns). 
 

 

From: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Sent: January 18, 2022 4:47 PM
To: 
Cc: Stacey, Andrew <Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca>; Bracebridge File
<bracebridgefile@tathameng.com>
Subject: RE: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion - Schedule B, Class EA Environmental
Assessment, PIC Presentation (218545-2)
 

Hello  - thank you for your comments in response to the Public Information Centre
materials posted for review November 29 , 2021. We assure you all comments received are being
considered when conducting this study.

 

Please see below for responses, in “red”, to specific questions.

 

A Project File of all study material, including all comments received and a Preferred Solution, will be
posted on the Town’s website for a further 30-day review period. Having participated in the study to
date you will be directly notified when the Project File is available for review, currently expected to
be within 2- 3 weeks.

 

Pending resolution of any outstanding comments at that time, and subject to Town of Gravenhurst
Council approval, the project may proceed to construction.

 

Thank you for your participation in this study.



Phil Watts, B.Eng., P.Eng.

Senior Engineer

Tatham Engineering Limited

8 Barron Drive | Bracebridge| Ontario | P1L 0A1

T 705-645-7756 #2063 | E pwatts@tathameng.com

From:  
Sent: December 18, 2021 2:16 PM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Cc: Bracebridge File <bracebridgefile@tathameng.com>; 

Subject: Re: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion - Schedule B, Class EA Environmental
Assessment, PIC Presentation (218545-2)

Good Day Phil Watts,

We are emailing our response as we don't believe our letter will show up in time for your cut-
off. We just returned from Mexico and have found that our Christmas Cards that went out
from Barrie to Gravenhurst at the same time as our letter to you, hasn't arrived via post, so,
please accept this email as our follow up from your assessment. 

Our family has reviewed all of your information and have the following questions and
feedback of your assessment and recommendations. 

Questions:

1. Where is the lake impact study as a result of more boaters on a small lake? If none, why



wasn't it considered as part of your assessment or recommendations? Expanding the
boat launch brings more general public boaters to a small lake, so, aside from your
environmental study of just parking expansion, I would like to think that all Morrison
Lake owners will also want to see a lake traffic assessment as well. 

Regular monitoring of the lake system by the District of Muskoka indicates the water
body to be in good health and as such there has not been a need to develop policies
towards the enhanced protection of the lake or to consider the waterbody as being
over threshold. Alternative C was indicated as the recommended alternative, in part,
as a balanced alternative, from both environmental and fiscal standpoints, to better
accommodate a level of use which is already occurring without necessarily
encouraging an expansion of transient use.

2. Why doesn't your document include all comments from Morrison Lake Owners?
Specifically, ours was left out and I'm not sure why. 

a. Safety, theft, damage - Current set-up of the boat launch allows for general public
to come and go and without any security, surveillance, we have dealt with theft
and damage for years. (We believe this is from general public).  

All water landings within Gravenhurst including the North Morrison Landing are
available for public use and enjoyment under current policy. It is not the intent to
make this a secured compound or full time monitored facility. Lighting enhancements
suited to each alternative are proposed.

b. Owners versus general public parking. Who is really asking for more parking?
Mainland owners likely are not and most Mile Island owners have a spot. So, I'd
like to know the number of owners who have actually asked for more parking. 

Currently there are eighteen lots which have deeded mainland parking rights at the
North Morrison Landing, five of which are under the ownership of the Town of
Gravenhurst. Over time as the community has grown there has been increased
pressure for adequate parking at the North Morrison Landing and for further
protection of the deeded parking privileges established previously through historical
development. In response to this need as part of the Capital Budget approval process
in 2017, Administration at the Town was directed to expand the parking and docking
facilities beyond what is currently in place.

Through the budget process $200,000 was allocated towards the capital initiative for
the purpose of delineating and defining public vs private deeded parking spaces,
putting in place provisions for limited boat trailer parking, a minor expansion to the
current available public parking capacity, improving lighting and general safety,
additional docking, and implementing a formal permitting system that is enforceable
by the By-law Services Division.

c. Deeded owners need to show proof. You mentioned this in your



recommendation, but, you don't state that they need to show proof. 

Deeded spaces are proposed to be clearly signed. An enforceable by-law is
proposed as part of the recommended solution.

3. Your recommendations do not cover anything to do with North Morrison Lake Road.
Why?  Increased parking equals increased traffic. The roads are already poorly
maintained, so, unless your recommendation also includes a double lane expansion and
we missed that somewhere, l highly recommend you include that in your next follow
up. 

Improvements to North Morrison Lake Road are included in the 2022 Town’s capital
budget.

Problems:

1. Increased traffic to the lake and use of the lake by general public. You expand the
parking space and you will have put up a big welcome sign that will attract even more
public. 

The North Morrison Landing is one of several water landings scattered throughout
Gravenhurst all of which are available to the public under current policy setting. The
intention of expanded parking is to better accommodate current use in a balanced
fashion without necessarily encouraging expansion of transient use.

2. Increased traffic on North Morrison Lake Road means more accidents, damage to
vehicles and other challenges. 

Proposed road improvements are expected to help alleviate these concerns.
3. Removing the garbage and recycle bins? You're taking away the one benefit Islanders

have. So, help me understanding what my taxes actually cover if that is taken away?
Consider the number of Islanders who stay at the lake longer than 1 week. Do you know
that number? Probably not. Now consider their process for removing trash.  Think it will
happen every few days? Nope, but, we guessed you figure that's not your problem, but,
it will become a problem if garbage is just left at the boat launch anyway or bins show
up from people bringing their own and then we have an issue with wildlife.

The District of Muskoka is currently undergoing a waste bin site transition program
due to a mandate by the Province which requires all dumpster bins be removed by
2023. The District is working on alternative waste services with each community and
more information can be found here: https://www.engagemuskoka.ca/bin-site-
transition-plan . At this location, a high volume of illegal dumping has been
documented including tires, oils, paints and renovation materials.

Our Vote:
leave it as it is

Why:
Your recommendation does nothing other than increase public access and fix a waterway



issue. If owners had dedicated parking, then, you start fixing problems, but, opening more
parking alone makes it worse.  
Your recommendation is based on expansion only which will result in increased traffic on the
lake, which will lead to even more disastrous results on the water. Owners and general public
are already on edge and it will only get worse.
Your assessment lacks the full impact on Morrison Lake focused exclusively on the boat
launch area. An impact study of lake size and volume of traffic/boaters on a small lake must
be included.
We don't believe your assessment includes a majority of Morrison Lake owners. We believe it
is a few voices that are raising issues. Please include number of owners in your follow up. 
Your recommendation will allow the municipality to charge non-deeded owners, parking. 
Your recommendation lacks consideration of safety and security.
Your recommendation impacts Morrison Lake owners negatively not positively.

 
Phil, as one of the largest land-holders at Morrison Lake, you might think that our preferred solution
was D, but, we are considering ALL owners in our evaluation, not just our own situation. I would
hope that your follow up would be the same, a reflection of the majority and not the minority. 
 
Please feel free to contact me at anytime to discuss further. 
 
Regards, 
 

 
 

 
    
 

From: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Sent: November 25, 2021 6:48 PM
To: 
Cc: Bracebridge File <bracebridgefile@tathameng.com>
Subject: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion - Schedule B, Class EA Environmental
Assessment, PIC Presentation (218545-2)
 
Hello Mr.    - you are receiving this email because you have previously expressed interest in
this study and/or provided comments.
 
Due to the current COVID situation, a Public Information Centre (PIC) presentation of study materials
has been made available for review on the Town’s website via the following link:
www.gravenhurst.ca/NMLexpansion

The presentation materials include:
- a description of the Class EA study process;
- problem identification and statement;



- proposed alternative solutions with evaluation of each;
- a recommended solution;
- next steps, with where and how to direct comments or questions; and,
- supporting study materials.

Comments received as a result of posting the Notice of Study Commencement on July 29, 2021 have
been considered when conducting the study.

Comments on the PIC presentation materials are invited from interested parties and are requested
by December 17, 2021, following which a preferred solution will be identified.  A Project File of all
study material will then be posted on the Town’s website for a further 30-day review period.
Pending resolution of any outstanding comments at that time, and Town of Gravenhurst Council
approval, the project may proceed to construction.

Thank you for your participation in this study.

Phil Watts, B.Eng., P.Eng.
Senior Engineer

Tatham Engineering Limited
8 Barron Drive | Bracebridge| Ontario | P1L 0A1
T 705-645-7756 #2063 | E pwatts@tathameng.com

This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information for the sole use of the intended recipient.  Any review or distribution
by others is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this email in error, please contact the sender and delete all copies.



From:
To: Phil Watts
Cc: Bracebridge File
Subject: Re: North Morrison Lake Landing (218545-2)
Date: Tuesday, January 11, 2022 5:53 59 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Tatham Engineering. Do not click on links or open attachments unless you know the
sender and have verified the sender’s email address and know the content is safe.

Wow, thanks Phil for getting back to me and letting me know how things are going to proceed. 

Hoping things at least go ahead as initially positioned. Parking lot was packed just this Sunday which was unheard of no more than a year
ago and this is just the beginning of winter. 

We had over 20 people Ice fishing on the lake and the majority of them were visitors all with new pop up tents specifically designed for
this purpose and lots of ATVs and Snow Vehicles to get out onto the Ice. 

It’s use is increasing exponentially as is the population moving north. 

Keeping my fingers crossed. 

 

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone

On Tuesday, January 11, 2022, 5:40 PM, Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com> wrote:

Hello – thank you for your comments in response to the Public Information Centre materials posted November 29 , 2021, which
we acknowledge. We assure you all comments received are being considered when conducting this study.
 
A Project File of all study material for the proposed parking lot expansion, including all comments received and a preferred solution,
will be posted on the Town’s website for a further 30-day review period. Having participated in the study to date you will be directly
notified when the Project File is available for review, which is anticipated within the next 2- 3 weeks.
 
Pending resolution of any outstanding comments at that time and Town of Gravenhurst Council approval, the project may proceed to
construction.
 
Thank you for your participation in this study.
 
Phil Watts, B.Eng., P.Eng.
Senior Engineer
Tatham Engineering Limited
8 Barron Drive | Bracebridge| Ontario | P1L 0A1 T 705-645-7756 #2063 | E pwatts@tathameng.com
 
________________________________________
This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information for the sole use of the intended recipient.  Any review or
distribution by others is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this email in error, please contact the sender and delete all copies.

 

 

From:  
Sent: November 27, 2021 11:38 AM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Subject: North Morrison Lake Landing

 

Hi Phil

 

As an owner of one of the lots on One Mile Island that has the deeded parking at the landing, I want to first stress
my pleasure with the fact that at least your recommending proposal "C" and not some totally unrealistic proposal
that will in no way meet the needs of all the users near term. The problem I do have though with "C" is that it will
not sustain these needs for very long.



 

It is very clear from the level of development that is going on in the immediate area that there is going to be a
large influx of people over the next 5-10 years and the demand for access to our beautiful Morrison Lake is going
to just continue to grow and grow which we have actually seen over the last few years. It's pointless trying to deny
this inevability so go with proposal "D" and be done with it.

 

Also I think it's important to point out that we are deeded 2 parking spots each, one for a boat and another for a
car and this has been clearly documented in previous town minutes and on our deeds, so best your plans take
heed of this fact or we will end up in court fighting over this. 

 

All for now, and thanks for all your efforts on this project.

 



From: Phil Watts
To: Bracebridge File
Subject: FW: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion - (218545-2 PIC comments)
Date: Tuesday, January 11, 2022 6:20:16 PM

From:  
Sent: December 6, 2021 12:31 PM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Cc: 
Subject: Re: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion - Schedule B, Class EA Environmental
Assessment, PIC Presentation (218545-2)

Thank you for inviting comments on the PIC presentation materials.  
 
My preferred solution would be Alternative “B” as this solution focuses on what is needed today and in the
future to maintain public access and environmental integrity. 

Alternative B maintains the average annual daily traffic count and will have the least impact affecting
the road condition, pedestrian traffic and road pollution.  
 
Alternative B formally recognizes the ‘deeded’ parking lots.

Alternative B includes a design for vehicles with trailers, keeping them from parking on the roadside.

Alternative B has the least potential environmental impact and encroachment into the Provincially
significant wetland designation. 

Alternative B improves vehicle and launch movements and secures current and future public parking
requirements. 
 
I will NOT support the staff recommendation Alternative C.
Alternative C focuses on mitigative measures that are not necessary or worth investing, for this
municipal water access point.
This solution will bring in more vehicles and intensify the ongoing deterioration of North Morrison Lake
Road.  More vehicles will present increased danger to pedestrian/children foot/bike traffic, create dust
pollution and speeding.   As well, Alternative C will have a far greater residual impact on the natural
environment and wetland habitat.  

 

On Nov 25, 2021, at 6:50 PM, Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com> wrote:
 
Hello    - you are receiving this email because you have previously
expressed interest in this study and/or provided comments.
 
Due to the current COVID situation, a Public Information Centre (PIC) presentation of
study materials has been made available for review on the Town’s website via the
following link: www.gravenhurst.ca/NMLexpansion
 



The presentation materials include: 
- a description of the Class EA study process;
- problem identification and statement;
- proposed alternative solutions with evaluation of each;
- a recommended solution;
- next steps, with where and how to direct comments or questions; and,
- supporting study materials.

 
Comments received as a result of posting the Notice of Study Commencement on July
29, 2021 have been considered when conducting the study.
 
Comments on the PIC presentation materials are invited from interested parties and
are requested by December 17, 2021, following which a preferred solution will be
identified.  A Project File of all study material will then be posted on the Town’s website
for a further 30-day review period. Pending resolution of any outstanding comments at
that time, and Town of Gravenhurst Council approval, the project may proceed to
construction.
 
Thank you for your participation in this study.
 
Phil Watts, B.Eng., P.Eng.
Senior Engineer
 
Tatham Engineering Limited
8 Barron Drive | Bracebridge| Ontario | P1L 0A1
T 705-645-7756 #2063 | E pwatts@tathameng.com
 

 
This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information for the sole use of the intended recipient.  Any
review or distribution by others is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this email in error, please contact the sender
and delete all copies.



From: Phil Watts
To: Bracebridge File
Subject: FW: Parking at Landing North Morrison Lake (218545-2, PIC Comments)
Date: Tuesday, January 11, 2022 6:43:13 PM

From:  
Sent: December 16, 2021 1:35 PM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Subject: Parking at Landing North Morrison Lake (218545-2)

Dear Phil, 

 
thank you for letting us know about the different scenarios for the Parking at the Landing, 
shown at
https://www.gravenhurst.ca/en/news/north-morrison-lake-parking-lot-expansion-assessment-
study.aspx#EnquiresComments.
 
While we fully support increased parking for islanders, we are not in agreement of 
implementing Alternative C.
 
Creating 25 public parking spaces will attract too many visitors, which will have a very negative 
effect on the quality of our time spent at the cottage. Beside all the bullets mentioned below, 
we want to stress again the pollution the increased traffic will cause, which will be visible by 
gasoline and oil in the water. The way the landing is located in our bay, the residues of gas and 
oil are blown towards our beach and dock, impacting swimming and usage of lake water as 
drinking water very negatively.
 
We would be fine with a slightly larger solution than Alternative B, which at least should include 
14 parking spots so that each cottage has room for two cars, but adding an additional 11 is not 
acceptable for us. 
 
Thank you for giving us the opportunity to voice our opinion. Please confirm the receipt of this 
email.
 
Best regards and have a good holiday season!
 

 
 
 

Gesendet: Montag, 27. September 2021 um 19:04 Uhr
Von: 
An: "Phil Watts" <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Cc: "Stacey, Andrew" <Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca>, 
"Caroline.Kirkpatrick@gravenhurst.ca" <Caroline.Kirkpatrick@gravenhurst.ca>, 
"Bracebridge File" <bracebridgefile@tathameng.com>
Betreff: Aw: RE: Parking at Landing North Morrison Lake (218545-2)

Dear Phil,

Thank you very much for the pleasant and informative call and your note!

As discussed, here our comments and concerns:

General comments:



We understand the necessity for islanders to have adequate parking space, but we 
are concerned to have the public parking even bigger with additional day and fishing 
tourists. We have seen over the last years, how the parking lot got bigger and bigger 
already (nearly doubled in size) and are not in favor of creating additional spots for 
non-islanders.
We do see an impact on the environment as the marsh besides the parking lot is 
home and hatching space to different species and in addition, the area gets flooded 
in spring time which might cause issues with the adjacent properties, if not able to 
drain there.
We already noticed an increased number of fishing boats using the landing and this 
causes already some issues as increased pollution of the lake, persons not washing 
off their boats and bringing in invasive species and - indeed - the issue of persons 
coming to the landing, needing to use a bathroom.

 

All the above is especially of concern to us, being the property owners of the 
neighboring lots (emergency numbers  and ) and thus right next to all the 
action.

The above mentioned pollution shows on our beach. We see gasoline and oil in the 
water and washing up on our beach.
Persons using the landing, are not shy to dump empty beer bottles and other 
garbage onto our property.
Dogs from persons at the landing run over our property, onto our dock and marking 
their territory.
Persons not living on the island use the garbage bins, dumping items beside the bins 
and leaving a mess.
Already today, there is quite some traffic, also at nighttime, with cars arriving, boats 
being pulled over gravel to the water, early morning boat launches, etc., causing 
noise.
With an increase of parking spots and additional travel, all of the above will increase 
and we are concerned about more pollution, persons trespassing, more dumping on 
our property, more noise during day time, but especially early morning (fisher men) 
and at night, and the landing turning into a hang out place.

We would like to understand what the plans are regarding lighting the parking lot: 
will it be light enough to keep away persons with no good intentions regarding 
boats and motors left from the islanders, and people chilling there? And how will 
this be balanced with possible light pollution in our bedrooms?

What are the plans regarding fencing the parking lot, so trespassing and dumping 
onto our properties can be avoided and we do not face additional liabilities?

Are there plans to put up signs asking for being respectful to neighbors and make 
them aware of noise disturbance / keeping night time peace?



Also, what are the plans with the garbage bins? (will only islanders use them? Are 
they far enough away from our properties to not attract bears and other wildlife 
and to not be loud, when people bang the lids?)

With all this in mind, we wonder what will happen to our property value and our 
recreation value in case the landing gets expanded even more.

Thank you very much for taking our comments seriously and into consideration!

And thanks in advance for sending us the presentation material in October!

Best regards

Best to be reached via email:

 

Gesendet: Donnerstag, 23. September 2021 um 23:39 Uhr
Von: "Phil Watts" <pwatts@tathameng.com>
An: "
Cc: "Stacey, Andrew" <Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca>, 
"Caroline.Kirkpatrick@gravenhurst.ca" <Caroline.Kirkpatrick@gravenhurst.ca>, 
"Bracebridge File" <bracebridgefile@tathameng.com>
Betreff: RE: Parking at Landing North Morrison Lake (218545-2)

Hello  - I appreciate our phone discussion this afternoon.
As discussed, I will look for your email summarizing your comments from today. These 
comments will be taken into consideration when recommending a solution for this 
project.

Also, I indicated you will be notified directly when the presentation material with 
parking expansion alternatives is posted and available for review on the Town website. 
I expect the earliest will be the week of October 4.

Feel free to contact me in the meantime if any questions arise.

Regards,
Phil

Phil Watts, B.Eng., P.Eng.
Senior Engineer
 
Tatham Engineering Limited
8 Barron Drive | Bracebridge| Ontario | P1L 0A1
T 705-645-7756 #2063 | E pwatts@tathameng.com
 

 This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information for the sole use of 
the intended recipient.  Any review or distribution by others is strictly prohibited.  If 
you have received this email in error, please contact the sender and delete all copies.





From: Phil Watts
To: Bracebridge File
Subject: FW: North Morrison Lake Parking Lot Expansion Assessment (218545-1, PIC comments)
Date: Tuesday, January 11, 2022 4:36:16 PM

-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: November 27, 2021 9:16 AM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Subject: North Morrison Lake Parking Lot Expansion Assessment

Good morning

We are residents of Morrison Lake, and have just watched your presentation on the study.

While we do not disagree with the selected option of expansion, we are not in favour of removing the garbage bins.  
We are concerned that will lead to more burning on site of potentially toxic garbage as well as dumping along our
roadways.  we have experienced this in the past when short term tenants are told to take their garbage with them,
they simply don’t.

Please remove your recommendation to delete the garbage bins from the parking lot.

thank you



From: Phil Watts
To: Bracebridge File
Subject: FW: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion - Schedule B, Class EA Environmental Assessment, PIC

Presentation (218545-2)(PIC Comments - original and to redact)
Date: Monday, January 17, 2022 4:01:00 PM

From: Phil Watts 
Sent: January 17, 2022 4:00 PM
To: 
Cc: Bracebridge File <bracebridgefile@tathameng.com>
Subject: RE: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion - Schedule B, Class EA Environmental
Assessment, PIC Presentation (218545-2)

Hello Ms.  - thank you for your comments in response to the Public Information Centre
materials posted November 29 , 2021. We assure you all comments received are being considered
when conducting this study.

Please see specific responses in red to your questions below.

A Project File of all study material for the proposed parking lot expansion, including all comments
received and a preferred solution, will be posted on the Town’s website for a further 30-day review
period. Having participated in the study to date you will be directly notified when the Project File is
available for review, which is anticipated within the next 2- 3 weeks.

Pending resolution of any outstanding comments at that time and Town of Gravenhurst Council
approval, the project may proceed to construction.

Thank you for your participation in this study.

Phil Watts, B.Eng., P.Eng.
Senior Engineer

Tatham Engineering Limited
8 Barron Drive | Bracebridge| Ontario | P1L 0A1 T 705-645-7756 #2063 | E pwatts@tathameng.com

From:  
Sent: December 7, 2021 10:12 AM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Cc: Bracebridge File <bracebridgefile@tathameng.com>
Subject: Re: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion - Schedule B, Class EA Environmental
Assessment, PIC Presentation (218545-2)
 
Dear Mr. Watts,



Thank you for sending the North Morrison Lake Parking lot expansion Information to me as
promised. 

I have a few additional questions for your review and would appreciate some clarification. 
 
1) as referred to in all the paperwork, the North Morrison Lake parking lot is referred to as a parking
lot, docks and boat launch. Is the intention for the parking lot to be used only as a boat launch with
docks and parking? 
 
Although I can appreciate the Town of Gravenhurst wanting to allow access for the public to
Morrison Lake through the Township‘s property, will swimming and using the docks as if at a beach
going to be prohibited using signage?

As I mentioned in my comments and concerns back in August, swimming at the shoreline near the
docks will not be lessened with any of the designs for expansion. Without signage to prohibit this
activity, the Town is likely liable for injury or worse. 

The Town intends to post various signage, including for restricted parking spaces, conduct and
use of the area in general. As part of the study process, your comment to specifically restrict
swimming related activity will be brought forward for Town staff and Council consideration.

 
2) Speaking of comments and or concerns addressed being public record, where do I find this
information on line, and if not available on line, where do I need to go to review or read these
comments? Where do I find the “Bracebridge File” that contains the copy of comments from the
public?
 

Please see my opening comments with information regarding next steps. The Project File will
include all public comments received, is currently being finalized and hasn’t been posted yet.

 
3) While it is noted that Option C is the preferred option, once the public and interested parties have
made further comments based on the flow charts, to what degree are the further comments
considered in determining the final option and who then makes the final decision?
 

To this point of the study, Alternative C was indicated as the Recommended Solution. Going
forward, all comments are considered and a Preferred Solution will be identified based on all
information during the study. Ultimately, in consideration of all material, Town Council makes
the final decision to proceed (or not) and on what basis.

 
Thank you and I look forward to hearing from you.
 

 
Sent from my iPhone
 



On Nov 25, 2021, at 6:29 PM, Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com> wrote:

Hello Ms.   - you are receiving this email because you have previously expressed
interest in this study and/or provided comments.
 
Due to the current COVID situation, a Public Information Centre (PIC) presentation of
study materials has been made available for review on the Town’s website via the
following link: www.gravenhurst.ca/NMLexpansion
 
The presentation materials include:

- a description of the Class EA study process;
- problem identification and statement;
- proposed alternative solutions with evaluation of each;
- a recommended solution;
- next steps, with where and how to direct comments or questions; and,
- supporting study materials.

 
Comments received as a result of posting the Notice of Study Commencement on July
29, 2021 have been considered when conducting the study.
 
Comments on the PIC presentation materials are invited from interested parties and
are requested by December 17, 2021, following which a preferred solution will be
identified.  A Project File of all study material will then be posted on the Town’s website
for a further 30-day review period. Pending resolution of any outstanding comments at
that time, and Town of Gravenhurst Council approval, the project may proceed to
construction.
 
Thank you for your participation in this study.
 
Phil Watts, B.Eng., P.Eng.
Senior Engineer
 
Tatham Engineering Limited
8 Barron Drive | Bracebridge| Ontario | P1L 0A1
T 705-645-7756 #2063 | E pwatts@tathameng.com
 

 
This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information for the sole use of the intended recipient.  Any
review or distribution by others is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this email in error, please contact the sender
and delete all copies.

 
 
 



From: Phil Watts
To: Bracebridge File
Subject: FW: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion (218545-2, PIC Comments)
Date: Monday, January 17, 2022 7:04:50 PM

From:  
Sent: December 16, 2021 9:41 PM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>; Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca
Cc: >; 

Subject: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion
                     Hi Phil,

 
Thank you for the time you and your firm have put into this proposal. As
one of the non-deeded islanders who has been on the lake and using this
parking lot since 1965 I feel that the needs of the non-deeded islanders
are not being considered. 
 
There are at least 6 of us who all pay taxes to the Town of Gravenhurst
the same as the deeded islanders and need in some way to be included in
the new parking plan. As this is the only public access to the lake we need
a space to park our car and leave our tinnies when we are not there the
same as we have all been doing since the township/government sold us
the properties. In my case for the last 56 years I've been using the same
parking spot and all the islanders deeded and non-deeded have all had
"self-appointed  designated and identified " spots for their cars and boats.
Which has been the same spot for everyone actually in the whole time we
have been on the lake. I'm really having a hard time understanding as to
why this needs to change in the new design. Seems to me this whole
project is creating a two tier system on the island. 
 
There have been a few options presented for parking spots for the non-
deeded cottagers and I hope they will be considered and incorporated in
whichever plan is finally accepted as again we are tax paying owners the
same as the deeded owners.
 
Thanking you in advance for your time in reviewing this and looking
forward to a positive outcome for all.
 
Regards,

 



From: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>

Date: November 25, 2021 at 6:56:03 PM EST
To: 
Cc: Bracebridge File <bracebridgefile@tathameng.com>
Subject: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot
Expansion  - Schedule B, Class EA Environmental
Assessment, PIC Presentation (218545-2)

Hello Mr.     - you are receiving this email because
you have previously expressed interest in this study
and/or provided comments.
 
Due to the current COVID situation, a Public Information
Centre (PIC) presentation of study materials has been
made available for review on the Town’s website via the
following link: www.gravenhurst.ca/NMLexpansion
 
The presentation materials include:

- a description of the Class EA study process;
- problem identification and statement;
- proposed alternative solutions with evaluation of

each;
- a recommended solution;
- next steps, with where and how to direct

comments or questions; and,
- supporting study materials.

 
Comments received as a result of posting the Notice of
Study Commencement on July 29, 2021 have been
considered when conducting the study.
 
Comments on the PIC presentation materials are invited
from interested parties and are requested by December
17, 2021, following which a preferred solution will be
identified.  A Project File of all study material will then be
posted on the Town’s website for a further 30-day review
period. Pending resolution of any outstanding comments
at that time, and Town of Gravenhurst Council approval,
the project may proceed to construction.
 
Thank you for your participation in this study.
 
Phil Watts, B.Eng., P.Eng.
Senior Engineer



 
Tatham Engineering Limited
8 Barron Drive | Bracebridge| Ontario | P1L 0A1
T 705-645-7756 #2063 | E pwatts@tathameng.com
 

 
This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information for the sole
use of the intended recipient.  Any review or distribution by others is strictly
prohibited.  If you have received this email in error, please contact the sender
and delete all copies.

 
 
 



From: Phil Watts
To: Bracebridge File
Subject: North Morrison Lake Parking Lot Expansion(218545-2, PIC comments - UNredacted)
Date: Thursday, January 20, 2022 7:18:03 PM

From:  
Sent: December 16, 2021 8:01 PM
To: Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca; Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Cc: ; paul.kelly2@gravenhurst.ca; ;

Subject: North Morrison Lake Parking Lot Expansion

Andrew Stacey and Phil Watts

As residence of North Morrison Lake Road we wish to share our concern and disappoint with the Parking
Lot Expansion assessment.

We would like to understand why the parking lot is even being assessed for expansion.  What is the
reason why the city feels this is important? Why does the city feel its tax payers want the parking lot
expansion?  Is this an issue worthy of this sort of investment; the world and our communities have far
greater concerns than expanding a parking lot especially since it has not ben expressed clearly why there
is a need to expand the parking lot in the first place.  Our governments should be focused on dealing with
Covid and ensuring funds are being properly assigned to support those in need and our first line
responders; not an expansion of a parking lot that is more than capable of functioning as is to meet the
needs of the community. 
 
Over all the assessment process has been poorly communicated and appears to be rushed with little to
no consideration to valid concerns that residence and tax payers have. Communication is occurring after
the fact, once decisions have been made.

For example the do nothing option seems to have been dismissed with little to know reason being
provided; essentially leaving the residence with the impression that this is going to happen regardless of
what we as tax payers want from our town and representatives. It seems that the decision is being made
by engineers rather than officials who have been elected to represent the citizens of Gravenhurst.

Not enough consideration has been given to the impact the increased parking will have on road traffic,
noise pollution of said traffic, and the impact to others who use the road for walking with families, riding
bikes or going for a run.  All things one envisions when thinking of a beautiful country/cottage community.
Instead we are being forced to accept a substantial increase in road traffic which will have a major impact

on how residents can safely use the road.  
 
Morrison lake is not a large lake and it has two boat launches already.  The launches provide enough
access to the lake for the local residence and the local community.  Morrison lake is not large enough to
support the sort of increase in boat traffic that the engineers are looking to allow with the substantial
increase in parking lot size.  The increased boat traffic, the impact to the water, the shore line and the
over all natural habitat seems to be ignored or poorly considered.  This is shocking considering the
importance the health of the  environment  is to most Canadians.  Have important but simple question like
“can the lake support the increase usage numbers” been considered?  Additionally what level of water
traffic can exist and still ensure the safety of those using the lake? What evaluation was done to answer
these sorts of questions? I can tell you that we worry about the boat traffic every weekend in the summer.
The boat wakes are currently eroding shore lines, there are near miss accidents all the time, and the



expansion of a parking lot will not make this any better.  The number of fishing boats that come to
Morrison lake currently grows each year.  This has led to many of us finding fishing line and fishing tackle
int the water and on the shore. This will only get worse with the proposed parking expansion.   How do we
control pollutants and foreign plant life from being transported to our lake via increased boat traffic?  
Morrison Lake is not Lake Muskoka or Lake Joseph; it is small community lake.  

All of the above does not even consider what the direct impact will be on the wild life when it comes to
increasing the parking lot size by filling in valuable wet lands?  What does this do to natural run off and
water levels?  What does installing lights do to the animal life and the tranquility of the area?

The current parking serves those who live on the lake and islands, it serves the local community who
currently use the lake for the day.  Why is expansion needed?  If you remove garbage bins what are
island residents to do with waste?
Are there not limits on the number of residences on a lake?  Governments are seeking to limit the size
and quantity of residences on lakes, should we not be considering limits on the numbers using a lake?
We are very concerned that the do nothing option has been apparently dismissed out right with no further
consideration. Sorry but this decision should not be made by the engineers but rather our elected officials
and even better by the citizens.  If this parking lot expansion is so dire than let the citizens decide if they
want it or not.  Let the citizens know what the true full costs of the expansion will be; be transparent! 

As stated above the most basic question seems to have failed to be answered; why is this projected even
being contemplated?  Further more how can it economically, socially, and environmentally be justified?

We bought our property because of the small lake, the natural environment and the local community.  The
proposed plan will greatly impact all of these in a negative way. This project will have a large increase of
use by people who do not have a vested interest in keeping lake healthy, safe and clean. 
As significant tax payers we wish to express very clearly we do not want our tax dollars spent to increase
the size of the parking lot.  We expect our elected officials to listen to it citizens or understand we will
make changes when it comes time to voice our wishes on election day.
There are many more pressing things to be done and invested in vs a parking lot expansion.  The costs
spent to date on the assessment has already wasted too much valuable time and resources.  Please stop
the process and move onto addressing things that matter; certainly not a parking lot.

“We don’t know what we we’ve got till its gone…. they paved paradise, put up a parking lot…” 
 
Please stop the parking lot expansion on Morrison Lake.

Sincerely



From: Phil Watts
To: Bracebridge File
Subject: FW: North Morrison Lake Parking (218545-2 PIC Comments)
Date: Monday, January 17, 2022 6:06:44 PM

From:  
Sent: Tuesday, December 14, 2021 3:43 PM
To: Stacey, Andrew <Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca>
Subject: Re: North Morrison Lake Parking
 
Thank you for the prompt reply and I will follow your lead to the sites on garbage bins and their
removal.  I also appreciate the info that the Town has used various companies for the
 environmental study and then will seek out yet another to perform the tasks.  It’s good to hear the
truth and I know you are giving me access to further educate myself. 

Sent from my iPad
 

On Dec 14, 2021, at 3:18 PM, Stacey, Andrew <Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca> wrote:

Good afternoon ,
 
Thank you for your comments which will now be included as part of the
project file.  Please note the focus of this Schedule B Environmental
Assessment is for the potential parking lot expansion only as outlined
within the various alternatives received in your package. If for some
reason mail delivery has been delayed the EA package can also be
viewed virtually through the following link
https://www.gravenhurst.ca/en/news/north-morrison-lake-parking-lot-
expansion-assessment-study.aspx.
 
Your interest around garbage collection would be more appropriately
directed to the District of Muskoka, being the upper tiered municipality
responsible for the provision of this level of service within Gravenhurst and
Muskoka as a whole.   To this vein I would encourage you to sign up for
the District’s Engauge Muskoka platform available through the following
link https://www.engagemuskoka.ca/bin-site-transition-plan so that you
can keep informed and up to date on the status of the Bin Site Transition
program and to provide appropriate feedback and comment where
requested.
 
Regarding your statement that you have been “made aware that the
agency that did the environmental study is the same if not totally related to
the company doing the expansion of the parking lot” I confirm this is
incorrect information. The Town previously retained Tatham Engineering’s
consulting services through a public procurement process and should a



preferred Alternative be selected, the Town will again publicly procure a
contractor to undertake the construction phase.
 
I trust this answers your query,
 
Regards,
 
Andrew
 
 

From: > 
Sent: Monday, December 13, 2021 6:04 PM
To: Stacey, Andrew <Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca>; pwatts@tathameng.com;
Steven Klinck <swklinck@gmail.com>; Kelly, Paul <paul.kelly@districtcouncil.ca>
Subject: North Morrison Lake Parking
 
Andrew and all others , there are some concerns with the expansion of the parking lot
and the removal of the garbage bins. 
I look at the environmental impact that was referenced as the Ministry of the
Environment and it’s concern toward continued conservation of nesting sites for loons,
turtles and ducks and salamanders.  If the parking lot is expanded to the Option C we
have chosen an option that will impact them forever.  This is also increased if the
garbage bins are removed as many people will just leave their debris, refuse on site to
pollute and allow some animal species to suffer even more. Also in this
regard, increased boat traffic and boat trailers on an increased parking space will
transfer species of invasive order like zebra muscles to the lake. The concept that was
mentioned in a previous email indicated the Ministry of the Environment emphasizes a
need for increased monitoring  in the area as some illegal dumping has occurred. Who
will be called with general enforcements of bylaws- and will there be a 24-7
administrative contact? I have seen from some lake visitors a general disregard for our
community and the water itself. 
If the garbage bins are removed from our landing and I realize there are time frames
for many lakes ; where will the increase in boaters, fishermen and trailers put their
garbage accumulated during the day? This could result in even pollution of garbage in
our small lake.  Properties on the island that rent would have to be respectful to
transport their garbage after their rental ceases and often that could be after the
closing hours of the dump.  The hours of operation could result in a dumping on the
roadside or in the private garbage bins we have purchased to keep animals safe and
away from harm and human interaction. 
In regard to personal safety, you referenced the frequent maintenance needed
on North Morrison Lake road and the liability  to the Town as our  community uses
strollers with small children , and bikes on the uneven and gravelly road.  Often we
have to dodge the existing traffic and boat trailers as they speed toward the docking
facility.  If the parking area is increased dramatically it follows so will this traffic
situation making us as pedestrians unsafe. When you  increase the number of parking



spaces we will see  boat trailers park on the sides of the roadway, like Sparrow Lake
and so many larger lakes.  As a small lake if you  increase the parking lot and trailer
facilities we have again caused concern not only for pedestrians but for land owners
trying to leave their own property.
Summer allows for more renters and that usually means increased vehicles in the high
season and again they may not be aware of community and the environmental impact
as they do not own the property and do not have a financial obligation. 
I feel the option  A - do nothing is the wise choice as it allows  parking for island
property owners that exist  and it has been successful  and handled for many years to
this point.   The 
 garbage bins are a must.  If A is chosen you can expand in the future if the need
arrives. To begin with C you have eliminated the optional  future plans - this is too
aggressive ! 
I have been made aware of the agency that did the environmental study is the same if
not totally related  to the company doing the expansion  of the parking lot - if this is
true we look upon this as a total conflict of interest - to this end I would like more
information as a tax payer and resident. Is this how our Town handles issues? I thought
our land and property tax covered waste removal and that should continue to be an
option for the islanders.  We do not have all the privileges of in town property owners
yet we pay high premiums.  
 
Please consider my concerns and respond.  I truly feel option A - do nothing-  will be
the best and most non disruptive option, 
 
 

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPad



From: Phil Watts
To: Bracebridge File
Subject: FW: North Morrison Lake Parking Lot Expansion Assessment Study (218545-2 PIC comments - UNredacted)
Date: Thursday, January 20, 2022 6:22:25 PM

From:  
Sent: November 30, 2021 5:35 PM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Subject: North Morrison Lake Parking Lot Expansion Assessment Study

Hi Phil,

My name is  and my family has owned a property on  Road (off 
) for over 30 years.  We've used the North Morrison Lake parking lot to drop our boat and

other watercraft in the water every year for as long as I can remember.  While I do agree that some
updates are required here, I had a few questions / concerns I was hoping you could respond to.

1. On slide 16, it is stated that Option B will not satisfy future capacity. I'm assuming this relates
to the future capacity of residents on One Mile Island. If that is the case, do you have a
projection of the future capacity of One Mile Island?  I believe this is key in determining how
many additional parking spots are required.

2. On slide 16, it is stated that Option C (and Option D, for that matter) will increase the
potential for transient / day-use parking.  I know this is a major concern for a lot of residents
on the lake.  Are there any additional options that could be explored here, such as parking
passes issued to every resident on the lake?  I envision this as a parking pass that could be
placed on the dash.  This way additional capacity could be created, where X spots are deeded
for island residents, Y spots are reserved for lake residents with parking passes and Z spots
would be open for true public use.  This solution would result in a net zero change for the
number of true public spots available.

3. On slide 17, it is stated that public garbage bins will be removed.  I honestly believe this will
backfire and that garbage will be left behind at the boat launch / parking lot.  Were there any
other options considered here? Larger, more robust garbage bins?  What is the documented
concern from the public regarding the existing garbage bins?

4. On slide 17, it is stated that the town will review amending the parking by-law to permit
enforcement of deeded spaces.  This ties in with point #2 that I listed above.  If this is possible,
could it go a step further to permit enforcement of dedicated "public lake resident" parking
spots?

5. Although not mentioned in the presentation, there are many documented cases of theft at
the North Morrison Lake parking lot.  Having an expanded lot would only exacerbate this
problem.  How is this being factored into the decision making process?

All-in-all, the parking lot does need updating.  The flow of traffic can be tough at times.  However,
when I compare Options B and C, I'm gathering the factors that carry the most weight are 1) parking
capacity and 2) traffic flow.  If parking capacity / traffic flow didn't carry the most weight, Option B
would have been selected, as far as I can tell.  Further, if parking capacity / traffic flow weren't a



concern at all, I don't believe there would even be a need for Option B, C or D in the first place.

With that said, I think it's imperative to dedicate the additional parking capacity that is created from
either Option B, C or D to those who need it.  There is no need for additional parking to be allocated
for public use.  The lake is not getting any bigger and it already struggles to manage the existing boat
traffic at times.  If additional properties are being built on the island and additional parking capacity
is required for that, those parking spots should be assigned for future use and not opened to the
public.

Looking forward to hearing your response.
Thank you for your time & consideration.

Regards,



From: Phil Watts
To: Bracebridge File
Subject: FW: North Morrison Lake Parking Expansion (218545-2, PIC comments)
Date: Tuesday, January 11, 2022 5:53:47 PM
Attachments: Parking Lot Deed (1).png

Zoning Amendment Pages 1 and 2 (1).pdf
Dawson"s Lighting Design.pdf

From:  
Sent: December 15, 2021 9:00 PM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Subject: North Morrison Lake Parking Expansion

Hello Mr. Watts,

Thank you again for your phone call last week and your time on the phone.

My parents purchased a lot on Mile Island in the fall of 1969 and built the following year.  I was ten years
old at the time, so our cottage has been a big part of my life and now my own family's life, being my wife
and children.  Our lot was part of the development that has "deeded parking" at this landing/launch and
we certainly rely on and respect this area for use of our cottage. 

Landing parking has been an ongoing issue and is only getting worse for many reasons.  A big part is the
number of vehicles per household has increased over time.  Secondly, over time, there have been
numerous new island cottage construction approvals without any provisions for mainland parking.  Lastly,
with the Town advertising the site as one of their Public Launches, this also adds day trippers with
vehicles/boats and only intensifies the parking challenges. 
 
Unfortunately, it appears that the Town of Gravenhurst does not currently have any policies or standards
applied to the designation of their Public Launches that take into consideration other factors such as site
size, traffic/volume, historical use and deeded parking commitments.  Standardized policy and regulations
should be a priority for managing all municipally owned launch areas in a consistent and sustainable
manner.   

My comments on the four options being presented would be nothing more larger then Option C, in fact
something between the size of B and C would hopefully satisfy current and future requirements.  There
still needs to to be some other work beyond adding parking spots to make this area function properly.

There are a few points that I wanted to express please;

1.  Your report indicates "14 private parking spaces" which I assume is referring to the deeded parking. 
There are in fact 14 properties with deeded parking, each having 2 spaces, for a total of 28 spots.  (I've
attached a copy of the deed {it's my neighbour's } that reads "one car and/or boat" and part of
our recent zoning amendment with the Town where the staff report also addresses two parking spaces
too).  
 
2.  In the early stages of this project, there was an electrical plan researched and prepared by Dawsons
Inc.  It was very extensive and with the original (smaller project), they had allowed for three light
standards.  I've attached at copy of this for your perusal incase this has not been shared. On all of the
current expansion plans, only one light standard is proposed.  Appropriate lighting is important as
theft/vandalism has been a concern in recent years and I'm sure this can be attained while still fulfilling
the Town's Dark Sky standards. 



3.  The proposed parking spots are all 3  meters wide.  This seems to be wider then what would be
considered a "standard parking spot".  Reducing these spots to 2.6 or 2.75 meters wide would allow for
the more spots and/or a smaller area.

4.  There's alot of expense to accommodate the Blanding turtle.  Have these species been known in this
area?  They seem very distinct and I have never seen one.  I've seen snapping and painted turtles
(assisted them to cross the road), I've seen rattle snakes, owls and a few other species at the landing, but
never once in over 50 years have I seen this breed of turtle.

5.  It's my opinion that the Town should not allow the development/sale of water access properties without
any parking arrangements.  There's been a few instances where the real estate agent has indicated there
is parking included when it is not.

6.  There's no doubt that we have a crowding issue at our landing.  I suggest that it be taken off the
Town's web site to attract the public at least until the issues and the expansion can be resolved and
proper consideration to establish standardized criteria for designating and promoting general public
launch areas.

Thank you again and our family looks forward to a positive resolution for this project.

Regards,













www.gravenhurst.ca/NMLexpansion
 
The presentation materials include:

- a description of the Class EA study process;
- problem identification and statement;
- proposed alternative solutions with evaluation of each;
- a recommended solution;
- next steps, with where and how to direct comments or questions; and,
- supporting study materials.

 
Comments received as a result of posting the Notice of Study Commencement on July 29, 2021
have been considered when conducting the study.
 
Comments on the PIC presentation materials are invited from interested parties and are
requested by December 17, 2021, following which a preferred solution will be identified.  A
Project File of all study material will then be posted on the Town’s website for a further 30-day
review period. Pending resolution of any outstanding comments at that time, and Town of
Gravenhurst Council approval, the project may proceed to construction.
 
Thank you for your participation in this study.
 
Phil Watts, B.Eng., P.Eng.
Senior Engineer
 
Tatham Engineering Limited
8 Barron Drive | Bracebridge| Ontario | P1L 0A1
T 705-645-7756 #2063 | E pwatts@tathameng.com
 

 
This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information for the sole use of the intended recipient.  Any review or
distribution by others is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this email in error, please contact the sender and delete all copies.

 
 
 



From: Phil Watts
To: Bracebridge File
Subject: FW: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion (218545-2, PIC comments - UNredacted)
Date: Thursday, January 20, 2022 6:46:40 PM

From:  
Sent: December 17, 2021 11:56 AM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Cc: ; Andrew Stacey <Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca>; 

Subject: North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot Expansion

Good Morning Phil,

I am writing in regards to the North Morrison Lake Road Parking Expansion project. I have viewed
the Public Information Centre presentation you presented on November 29, 2021 to the Town. As
one of the "non-deeded" islanders I would like to share my thoughts and concerns with you. 
 
I purchased my island property in 1985 and have been using, and relied on, the parking lot to gain
access to my island cottage. This includes parking a vehicle whilst there, parking a tinnie when away,
and having access to the docks for transporting goods to and from my property. My property was
originally purchased and settled in 1941, so owners before me have also relied on the parking lot for
access to the island. 
 
With respect to the scope of the current proposal I am frustrated that the deeded islanders are
being addressed separately, and preferentially, from those of us who do not have deeds. We are all
tax paying residents and have the same requirements for utilizing the parking lot. Yet those of us
who do not have deeds are being relegated to the public category in terms of parking
considerations. As tax paying residents our requirements are not the same as the general public. 
 
I recognize that a deed has value, but I would argue that long term island owners like myself and the
others, must have our needs included in this project. For years the island owners have all had self
appointed parking spots and invested funds over and above tax dollars, to maintain and improve
"their" parking spot. There was comfort and security in knowing that upon arrival your boat was
there in your parking spot, and that you had a place to park your car. Based upon the
current proposal we will lose this.

I was encouraged that your PIC presentation, Environmental Inventory Studies Slide, Supportive
Comments section, noted that "additional parking is needed for island cottagers currently without a
deeded space" and "consider leased spaces or permit parking, signed accordingly to help control
transient use". Options like these to address the parking needs of those of us without parking deeds,
must be incorporated into the plan. All island residents, deed or not, should receive the same
treatment for use of the parking lot to gain access to our island property.

Thank you,





From: Phil Watts
To: Bracebridge File
Subject: FW: North Morrison lake parking expansion (218545-2, PIC comments)
Date: Tuesday, January 11, 2022 6:34:09 PM

From:  
Sent: December 16, 2021 4:42 PM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Subject: Fwd: North Morrison lake parking expansion

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: 
Date: December 16, 2021 at 4:39:32 PM EST
To: Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca, psatts@tathameng.com
Subject: North Morrison lake parking expansion

Mr. Stacey and Mr. Watts
My name is  and I have been on North Morrison lake for 30 years. 
18 of those years as a seasonal resident and 12 years permanent residence since my
husband and I retired. It’s been a wonderful life living up here permanently but as we
know all things change over time and Morrison lake is no exception.
Over the last 10 years we have observed an increase in people boating that are not
from this lake and I know this as I have had to tow many back to shore.  (Im not saying
this lake can’t be enjoyed by non residence)
The landing on North Morrison lake has had a few improvements over the years with
new docks and grading to the parking lot. 
Yes from time to time it might be tight on parking but to expand in the way you have
proposed will only bring in more cars and boats and increase problems that this lake
does not need. The area that is proposed to expand the parking has always been
deemed wet land from most of our understanding and now that has changed. 
I understand also that the garbage bins are being removed which normally I wouldn’t
be concerned but with a public boat launching area comes garbage and that is the
responsibility of the town to provide garage bins/cans. Without any garbage bins we
will find garbage all the North Morrison lake rd or at our individual driveways. 
I see that now along southwood rd towards the dump garbage thrown in the ditches
and doesn’t get picked up unless phone calls are made to the town. 
I am not in favor of an expansion and vote to leave it AS IS and do nothing. 
Thank you 

 



Sent from my iPad



From: Phil Watts
To: Bracebridge File
Subject: FW: North Morrison landing. (218545-2, PIC comments)
Date: Tuesday, January 11, 2022 6:13:54 PM

From:  
Sent: December 4, 2021 9:05 PM
To: Phil Watts <pwatts@tathameng.com>
Subject: North Morrison landing.

I  have been looking long and hard at your plans. 
I would like to put in that fencing is not needed. I for one like to look at nature. Why do we need a
fence? That is for city people. 
Also it would cut down on the cots. I know then your percentage would be reduced. But my taxes
would be less because I don't have to build it, maintain it and put a new fence up in 5 years because
everyone backs into them. 
please ensure this comment is registered for my  politicians to see. 
 
--









     Name City Province Postal Code Country Signed On
     Cindy Slater Mississauga L5L3L7 Canada 12/20/2021

     Heather Sims Fisher Toronto M4B Canada 12/20/2021
     Daryl Morris Caledon L7K Canada 12/20/2021

     Kent Rawlings Toronto L6L4V6 Canada 12/20/2021
     David Slater Mississauga L5L 3L7 Canada 12/20/2021

     Lucas Kobe Kilworthy P0E1G0 Canada 12/20/2021
     Burns Dwain Oakville L6M0G2 Canada 12/20/2021

     Christian Caswell Barrie L4N 3K2 Canada 12/20/2021
     Lenore Black Markham L3R Canada 12/20/2021
     Teri Caswell Barrie L4N Canada 12/20/2021

     Judy Bruce Wasaga Beach L9Z 2B1 Canada 12/20/2021
     Scott Stewart Gravenhurst P1P Canada 12/20/2021

     Marlene Poisson Gravenhurst P1P Canada 12/20/2021
     Neil Maukoken Gravenhurst P1P Canada 12/20/2021

     Marliese Nyman Nipigon P0T Canada 12/20/2021
     Serge Rousseau Plessisville G6L 2R2 Canada 12/20/2021

     Mark Baistrocchi Toronto M6L Canada 12/20/2021
     Csthy doyle Kilworthy P0E1G0 Canada 12/20/2021

     Joan Klatt Oakville L6j4v7 Canada 12/20/2021
     Stephen Titus Kilworthy ON P0E 1G0 Canada 12/20/2021

     Hunter Caswell Barrie L4M Canada 12/20/2021
     Catherine Haggar Toronto M4E Canada 12/20/2021

     Mark Wadey Canada 12/20/2021
     Rob Vellinga Springwater 57 marks road Canada 12/20/2021

     Samantha Cline Gravenhurst P1P Canada 12/20/2021
     Donna pambrun Edmonton T6k1r7 Canada 12/21/2021
     Chase Caswell Barrie L4N Canada 12/21/2021

     Betta Kittin Canada 12/21/2021
     Mira Hamat Vaughan L6A Canada 12/21/2021

     Jonathan Dow Severn P0V Canada 12/21/2021
     Tracey O’Brien Toronto M5R Canada 12/21/2021

     Chantal Alexander Severn P0V Canada 12/21/2021
     Shawna Crocker Trout River A0k5p0 Canada 12/21/2021

     Lori Scott Whitby L1R1E1 Canada 12/21/2021
     timi wood Ottawa K1S Canada 12/21/2021

     Katie LeMoine Kilworthy P0e1g0 Canada 12/21/2021
     Cheryl Lagimodiere Frog Lake T0A Canada 12/21/2021

     Asher Brown Victoria V8R Canada 12/21/2021
     John B Langley V2Y Canada 12/21/2021

     Nana Andrews Gods Lake R0B Canada 12/21/2021
     mark klarenbach Edmonton T6H 5G5 Canada 12/21/2021

     Brad Jones Edmonton T6W 1E7 Canada 12/21/2021
     Roy Beaton Regina S4M Canada 12/21/2021

     Juan Gonzales Belleville K8N Canada 12/21/2021
     Paul Johnston Kamloops V0j1w0 Canada 12/21/2021

     Pearl Sacha Surrey V3V 3A1 Canada 12/21/2021
     Karen Fontana Chilliwack V2R Canada 12/21/2021

     Brittany Neadow Calgary T3G Canada 12/21/2021
     claire o'sullivan Montréal H2V Canada 12/21/2021



     crawford caswell Calgary T3A 2N5 Canada 12/22/2021
     Wayne Baker Oakville L6M Canada 12/22/2021

     Steve Davenport Midland ON L4R0H5 Canada 12/22/2021
     Claudette Blanchard Bathurst E2A Canada 12/22/2021

     Egleysi Medina Fort Mcmurray T9K Canada 12/22/2021
     Erica Godin Kitchener N2E Canada 12/22/2021

     Christine Brown Paris N3L Canada 12/22/2021
     Romald Portelli Orillia L3V Canada 12/22/2021

     Alison Kelly Gravenhurst P1P Canada 12/22/2021
     Michelle Moseley Mississauga L5M Canada 12/22/2021

     Donna Moore Calgary T3E Canada 12/22/2021
     Noelle Kelly Toronto M6P Canada 12/22/2021
     Yonus Dualeh Brampton L6V Canada 12/22/2021

     Madeline Stearns Victoria V8Z Canada 12/22/2021
     Carmichael Manfredi Burnaby V5b 2j5 Canada 12/22/2021

     Norman Stoehr Altamonte Springs Florida 32701 US 12/22/2021
     setareh emadzadeh Vancouver V6G Canada 12/22/2021

     Lisa Mcmanus Brampton L6w Canada 12/22/2021
     Van Haeften Van Haeften Toronto 6850 Canada 12/22/2021

     Jesse Currie Delta V4K Canada 12/22/2021
     Lisa Swain Kilworthy P0E 1G0 Canada 12/22/2021

     Carleigh Mccune Salmon Arm V1E Canada 12/22/2021
     Katie McKenzie Brampton L7A Canada 12/22/2021

     Fernando Meza Surrey V3v4r4 Canada 12/22/2021
     Samantha Whonnock Vancouver V5r5j7 Canada 12/22/2021

     Kristi Bryant Burnaby V5C Canada 12/22/2021
     Jason Madden Vancouver V6J Canada 12/22/2021
     Sean Del Ben Vancouver V6J Canada 12/22/2021

     Susan Foley Kilworthy P0E1G0 Canada 12/23/2021
     KEITH EDWARDS Gravenhurst P1P Canada 12/23/2021
     Susan’s Susan Burlington L7S Canada 12/23/2021

     Blair Foley Kilworthy P0E1G0 Canada 12/23/2021
     Stephanie Sums Toronto M8V Canada 12/23/2021

     Kim Burns Canada 12/23/2021
     Donna DeVito Jacksonville Florida 32225 US 12/23/2021

     Jennifer Clarke Gravenhurst P0E 1G0 Canada 12/23/2021
     Diana Rothbauer Toronto M9P Canada 12/23/2021

     Howard Russell Toronto M Canada 12/23/2021
     Karen Knott Brampton ON. L6S 2J1 Canada 12/23/2021

     Matthew Michael Toronto M5V Canada 12/23/2021
     Brian Kelly KILWORTHY P0E 1G0 Canada 12/24/2021
     Eric Clarke Surrey V3Z Canada 12/24/2021

     Kelly Kokerus Burlington L7S Canada 12/24/2021
     Kevin Kokerus Burlington L7S Canada 12/24/2021

     Alex Gamaley Richmond Hill L4C8M7 Canada 12/25/2021
     Logan Oneill Toronto M2N Canada 12/25/2021

     Dave Crooks Calgary T3G Canada 12/25/2021
     Abraham Morales Atlanta Georgia 30341 US 12/25/2021

     Anna Laidler East Stroudsburg 18301 US 12/25/2021
     Peperoni Cameroni Whomsley Wallingford 19086 US 12/25/2021



     Matthew Hartford Livermore 94551 US 12/25/2021
     Regina Brooks Pittsburgh 15209 US 12/25/2021

     Ludmila Dmitriev-Odier Stillwater 74075-6148 US 12/25/2021
     Marcela Martinez Santa Maria 93458 US 12/25/2021

     Lisa Rawlings Mississauga L5G4A7 Canada 12/25/2021
     Ryry Leach Vancouver V0J 2N0 Canada 12/26/2021

     Elizabeth Poirier Kelowna V1V 1R4 Canada 12/26/2021
     Frances Finn-Latteier Vancouver V5L Canada 12/26/2021

     Sarah Heidman Collingwood L9Y Canada 12/26/2021
     Mail Ok Trenton K8n Canada 12/26/2021

     Morris Gareri Veronica Orangeville L9W 5H7 Canada 12/26/2021
     Clarke Maria Toronto M5T Canada 12/27/2021

     Ellen Turkienicz Toronto M2N Canada 12/28/2021
     Taylor Rawlings Gravenhurst P1P Canada 12/31/2021

     Michaela Caswell Barrie L4N Canada 12/31/2021
     Hayley Manninen Barrie L4N Canada 12/31/2021

     Lucas Jelinek Brampton L6R Canada 12/31/2021
     Jordan Gibson Barrie L4N Canada 12/31/2021

     Max Keiser Port Hope L1A Canada 12/31/2021
     Jake Huitema Barrie L4N Canada 12/31/2021

     Jack Pauze Barrie L4N5R3 Canada 12/31/2021
     Rick Schott US 12/31/2021

     Nazi iu Ejeu Eoeopw 70918 US 12/31/2021
     Kathy rhoden Port Charlotte 33948 US 12/31/2021
     Nate Pacheco Fredericksburg 22405 US 12/31/2021

     Arwen Dale Atlanta 30324 US 12/31/2021
     Mark Brook Uxbridge L9P Canada 1/1/2022
     Ron Tyslau Lethbridge T1J Canada 1/1/2022
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Name City Province Postal Code Country Date Comment
David Slater    Canada 12/20/2021 """Need to understand who is asking for this 
expansion, why, and what the broader impacts are."""
Christian Caswell Barrie  L4N 3K2 Canada 12/20/2021 """I am signing because expansion 
for the sake of a few voices, isn't right. I am signing because we have the opportunity and responsibility to 
make the best decisions possible for the future of Morrison Lake.  Finally, disrupting the ecological balance 
for more parking is just plain stupid. What are we teaching our children if we can't figure out something such 
as this."""
Csthy doyle Kilworthy  P0E1G0 Canada 12/20/2021 """I‘m a PR- want to keep the lake 
clean for my grandchildren"""
Steve Titus Kilworthy  P0E 1G0 Canada 12/20/2021 """I believe the expansion should be at 
Morrison Landing on the Trent Severn Water Way, not a small little lake like Morrison Lake"""
Mark Wadey    Canada 12/20/2021 """I'm not sure a full assessment has been 
properly done. With participation from the stakeholder and owners of cottages of Morrison Lake."""
Mira Hamat Vaughan  L6A Canada 12/21/2021 """I own a cottage on Morrison lake and 
I believe that expansion will have a negative environmental impact."""
Paul Johnston Kamloops  V0j1w0 Canada 12/21/2021 """time to vote the people that 
aren't listening"""
Lisa Swain Kilworthy  P0E 1G0 Canada 12/22/2021 """I live on Morrison Lake and would like 
more information on environmental effect on land and lake due to more boating traffic and lands disturbed 
to increase size of parking lot. Garbage and recycling bins should remain."""
Kim Burns    Canada 12/23/2021 """I believe more information is required as to what 
is driving the need for more parking and its impact on the lake and roads."""
Diana Rothbauer Toronto  M9P Canada 12/23/2021 """Want to keep morrison lake for those 
who live and vacation there  do not want to increase day usage"""
Howard Russell Toronto  M Canada 12/23/2021 """Howard Russell"""



TOWN OF GRAVENHURST 
NORTH MORRISON LAKE PARKING LOT EXPANSION 

SCHEDULE B, CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT STUDY 

QUESIONNAIRE TO ISLAND PROPERTY OWNERS 

March 28, 2022  

 

We have received comments from stakeholders as part of this Class EA Study and because of various 

concerns expressed, we are requesting all island property owners to take a few minutes and complete 

this brief questionnaire to confirm how the existing launch and parking lot is being utilized. This will help 

the Town when considering improvements to the parking area which benefit all users. 

Completed questionnaires will be received until April 15, 2022. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

1. Please complete the following information for follow up purposes: 

Name: ________________________________________ 

Email address:__________________________________ 

Island property address or Lot No.: _________________ 

2. Do you currently have a deeded parking space at the parking lot / launch?    Y / N   _____ 

3. Do you typically have the need to park more than one vehicle at the parking  
lot / launch?          Y / N  _____ 

If yes, how many vehicles including visitor vehicles?   _____ 

4. Where do you park your vehicle and empty trailer in the parking area when attending the island? 

Response: 

 

5. Where do you currently store your watercraft when not at your island residence? (i.e., on shore at 
the launch, docked at the launch, offsite) 

 
Response: 
 
 
 

6. Where do you dock your bock when attending the mainland? (i.e., at the launch docks, beached, 
offsite) 

 
Response: 
 



 
            

7. Have you experienced issues with there not being enough available parking spaces for your own use?  

 

Y / N _____ 

 

How frequently has this been an issue? __________________________________________________ 

 

Are there certain days, or seasonality, to when it’s typically an issue? _________________________ 

(e.g. spring, fall, long weekends, every weekend etc.) 

 

Additional Comments: 

 

 

 

8. From your observations in using the parking area and launch, please list any other improvements to 

the existing parking area you feel are required to facilitate the intended parking use. 

Response: 

 

 

9. Any other comments? 

Response: 

 

 

 

Note: 

The results of this survey may be published as part of the current Class EA study report, with the exception 

of personal information. 

 

On behalf of the Town of Gravenhurst, we thank you for your participation in this questionnaire. 

Questions may be directed as follows: 

Study Consultant 
Tatham Engineering Limited 
8 Barron Drive 
Bracebridge, ON   P1L 0A1 
 



Phil Watts, P.Eng.    
Project Engineer 
pwatts@tathameng.com 
705-645-7756 ext 2063 



MORRISON LAKE ISLAND PROPERTY OWNERS - APRIL 8, 2022 QUESTIONNAIRE SUMMARY

Yes No Other Responses Related Comments

1.
Do you currently have a deeded parking space at 

the parking lot/launch?
13 21

2.
Do you typically have the need to park more than 

one vehicle at the parking lot/launch?
20 14

3.
If yes, how many vehicles including visitor vehicles? Most common response: 2 on 

average plus up to 2 for visitors

4.
Where do you park your vehicle and empty trailer 

in the parking area when attending the island?

Most common response for trailers 

is they are offsite, with one or two 

exceptions. Vehicles are in deeded 

spot, in back of lot or on side of 

road

5.

Where do you currently store your watercraft when 

not at your island residence? (i.e., on shore at the 

launch, docked at the launch, offsite.)

9 indicate a tin boat pulled into 

deeded spot. Otherwise variety of 

pulled on shore, offsite, or tied at 

dock.

Boats tied at dock occupying dock space for extended period. 

Vandalism in general to both boats, accessories and vehicles.

6.

Where do you dock your boat when attending the 

mainland? (i.e., at the launch docks, beached, 

offsite.)

Most indicate at the docks, or 

beached if there is not room. Some 

indicate docks if it's a short time for 

drop off / pick up, or beached if 

intend to be longer.

7. 

Have you experienced issues with there not being 

enough available parking spaces for you to use? 24 10

8. How frequent has this been an issue?
Most common response is often to 

very frequent
Increasing frequency noted over last several years

9.

Are there certain days, or seasonality, to when it's 

typically an issue? (e.g. spring, fall, long weekends, 

every weekend, etc.)

Generally all summer weekends 

but especially long weekends
Noted day use vehicles and trailers using space

RESPONSES (Total: 34)
QUESTION
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MORRISON LAKE ISLAND PROPERTY OWNERS - APRIL 8, 2022 QUESTIONNAIRE SUMMARY

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

We use the launch frequently

Please consider our use of the parking lot when giving deeded access lots designated parking. We use it just like they do and pay the same tax rate. We should not be lumped in with 

the general public when it comes to parking at our summer home. We pay taxes to be there and the general public does not. Please take into consideration the fact that our cottages 

have been parking there since the 1960’s. 

I want to elaborate on the last question #10. While we haven’t run into a situation of not finding a parking spot at the public boat launch, we have run into rude and pissed off so called 

“deeded spot owners”. I don’t think anyone cares that they have a deeded spot, but, let’s hold them accountable to show proof and mark that spot as such. That way deeded owners 

won’t run into problems of having their spot taken. Prove-it, Mark-it and let’s move Past-it. 

All14 deeded cottages and the 4 long term non-deeded cottagers have all had and have used the same identified parking spots for many many years

The parking problem has become much more acute since the town began promoting the lake as a fishing destination several years ago. 

I want to stress that undeeded island taxpayers should not be treated the same as out-of-town fishermen in terms of their right to parking, and ultimately access to their property. 

Undeeded islanders should be given an equivalent parking option as was given to the deeded islanders, ie the option of paying for a parking spot. 

OTHER COMMENTS PROVIDED

We have been parking pretty well in the same spot for the past thirty years, pretty much since the road went in.

A sign with a time limit as to how long someone could dock at the landing docks might dissuade people from parking there for entire days.

Our dedicated parking is on South Morrison Lake Road. We use the North landing for boat launching and waste and recycling at the bins

We are looking for a more organized parking lot with clear demarkation for parking spots. This will maximize the number of cars that could be parked. We do need some additional 

space to handle the guest parking and the ever increasing parking by public users of the launch. The public use by fishermen, day use visitors for boating and kayaking is becoming a 

real strain on the parking lot and the safe operation of the docks. We have had public visitors set up camp on the docks with chairs, towels and bbq's making it impossible to dock 

without getting into a confrontation with these day visitors. When fishermen are using the lake for the day they simply park their truck/trailer towards the north end of the public 

parking area and they can tale up the entire area with 3-4 of them. We have seen fishermen fishing at dark with no lights on right around the boat launch making it very unsafe to 

approach or leave the dock after dark. The parking lot does need to accomodate space and access for the garbage bins that should be for island residents use. The garbage bins are 

abused by mainland residents and local Muskoka residents who drop off all kinds of large debris and fill the bins with construction debris and garbage they should take to the dump. A 

solution for this shoul dbe considered in any new plan. Lighting should be improved to help with safety of the pakred vehicles - we have lots of theft in the parking lot from cars and 

also boat motors. The deeded parking spots need to allocated in the new design and clearly marked/labeled with each island address. There are many island residents that do not have 

a deeded spot because they were not aware of the initiative in the early 90's that created the deeded spots or they decided not to partake at the time. We had to pay for the deeded 

spot. Many of these islanders have owned on the lake for generations and have an "assumed" parking spot. Generally they have been able to maintain use of these spots by putting a 

sign wup with their name or lot number. I believe that we should deal farily with these island residents and allocate a parking spot for them but they should also have to contribute 

monetarily for this benefit. The Town should not allow any further sales of island properties unless they can provide a deeded parking spot for that new island property. There have 

been many sales of island properties and building of new cottages in the last 10 years without any consideration for parking. I also feel that the Town should remove the lake/boat 

launch from the list of public access. The lake is not large enough to support day use and heavy fishing use. The day use fisherman have brought invasive species into the lake and it will 

continue to get worse. Vehicle parking needs to be moved further back from the waters edge for improved environmental safety. I believe we can expand the parking lot reasonably 

with minimal impact to the wetlands, forest and animals. If we make a huge expansion then we invite even more people to come and use the lake on a day basis. Day use should be 

limited to a fixed number of parking spots and they should be paid for by day users. This might help cut down on over-parking alond the main road into the parking area. Set a firm 

quota for day visitors and spots and enforce it. Most provincial parks limit the attendance on a daily basis, why not this public launch if it remains on the public launch list? Parking for 

day use fishermen needs to be provided and clearly marked (with limited numbers) so that they do not interfere with the rest of the parking lot. Curbstones should be used to clearly 

mark parking spots. Paving may not be needed and it may cause excessive  water run-off into the lake. Properly constructed engineered fill and gravel coul dstill be fine as long as clear 

marking for parking spots can be achieved.

We use the government dock and parking for deliveries and trades.

I have responded to your requests for comments etc. from the start of this process and you have those comments and concerns on record. I have no desire to fight with people who 

have no concern nor do they care about my legal rights per my deed to park there. It is stressful and leads to real unnecessary  anxiety. 

Garbage will be an issue if the bins are removed.  Currently the dump is closes at 4:30 on Sundays which isn’t convenient.

This issue needs resolve. Been ungoing for many years now.

Most issues are caused by people using Island residents deeded spots. Signs would help. Also, people use the docks as picnic/swimming areas causing congestion on summer 

weekends.

The area needs to be well thought out. Many people leave their tin boats at the landing for the week as they head home at the end of the weekend. A designed area for that use would 

be wise. Also there are people that leave their boats tied up to the dock and leave for several days which reduces the available spot for everyone else. Also a large visitor parking area 

is a must. Paving the boat launch area would also be helpful as the sand and gravel gets torn up all the time by people pulling their boats out with inadequate vehicles. 

We have two lots and have always had two parking spots deeded at the landing, and expect to still have that after you redo the lot. Also, I heard that you were thinking of taking away 

the garbage bins which I find ridiculous and offensive. I pay a lot of taxes, have no garbage pickup, no mail and apparently I'm not to send my child to a local school. Other than the 

road I get nothing other than the garbage. 

Mainland cottage owners have the luxury of having a driveway to park their vehicle, trailers, guest vehicles, receive deliveries, etc. As an island owner we rely on the parking area to 

fulfill this requirement. Since this is the only public access to the lake we have no other option for parking and access to the island. Ideally there would be ample space to support the 

current volume and allocate one reserved parking space for each island owner. 

Ya go with Option "D" and save us all the aggrevation of having to revisit this issue in just a few more years. The influx of people moving north from the city now that more and more 

people can work from home is just going to drive up the demand for access to the lake and thus increase the use of the landing.

VEHICLE PARKING: 

We would like to purchase deeded access. As an islander, we have no option available to us  for standardized/consistent parking for us or our guests. We have gotten to the landing 

late on a Friday night & had no legal parking option - what are we supposed to do after a 2-hour drive?  It impacts our enjoyment of the lake, our property value and there are 

significant frustrations across islanders because it’s inconsistent on who has parking & who doesn’t. 

BOAT PARKING: 

Many lakes have landings with marina-style boat docking. There is considerable frustration with no boat parking for mainland activities. The current solution is to dry dock a “tinny” in a 

swamp area of the government landing. This is not a meaningful or appropriate solution given taxes, environmental protection goals or standard accessibility needs. I respectfully 

request that accessible-deeded or assigned boat parking for islanders at the mainland be a consideration. 

a published set of rules for use of this facility by islanders with non deeded access does not seem to be available and is required

We have only used this lot for the garbage bins.
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Appendix G: 
Preferred Solution 



ALTERNATIVE C



  

 

 

Appendix H: 
Study Completion 



TOWN OF GRAVENHURST 
NORTH MORRISON LAKE ROAD PARKING LOT EXPANSION 

SCHEDULE B, CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 
 

NOTICE OF STUDY COMPLETION 

The Town of Gravenhurst has completed a Class Environmental Assessment (Class EA) study for the proposed 
expansion of the existing North Morrison Lake Road Parking Lot. The preferred key design improvements include: 

▪ Expanding the existing parking lot in the northwest corner to accommodate 25 vehicle spaces plus an 
additional 5 trailer parking spaces; 

▪ Signage to delineate 14 existing deeded parking spaces from public parking spaces;  
▪ Improved signage throughout the parking lot area indicating the restrictions on reserved parking spaces, 

beach and dock uses; 
▪ 3 Turtle nesting berms and 3 pond features will be constructed adjacent to the expansion area; 
▪ Improved ditching on the east side of the parking lot, with features for sediment control before surface 

drainage discharge to the lake; and 
▪ Improved lighting within the parking lot.  

 

 

The Class EA study followed the planning and design process for Schedule B projects as described in the Municipal 
Class EA document for Municipal Road Projects, published by the Municipal Engineers Association. The findings of 
the Class EA process have been documented in a Class Environmental Assessment Phase 1 & 2 Report.   

The purpose of this notice is to advise the public and stakeholder groups that the completed Phase 1 & 2 Report is 
available for review and can be accessed through the Town website at www.gravenhurst.ca .  

http://www.gravenhurst.ca/


Interested persons may provide written comments to our project team by April 4, 2023. All comments and concerns 
should be sent directly to the project Consultant. In addition, a request may be made to the Ministry of the 
Environment, Conservation and Parks for an order requiring a higher level of study (i.e. requiring an individual / 
comprehensive EA approval before being able to proceed), or that conditions be imposed (e.g. require further 
studies), only on the grounds that the requested order may prevent, mitigate or remedy adverse impacts on 
constitutionally protected Aboriginal and treaty rights. Requests on other grounds will not be considered.  

Requests should include the requester’s contact information and full name. Requests should specify what kind of 
order is being requested (request for conditions or a request for an individual / comprehensive environmental 
assessment), how an order may prevent, mitigate or remedy potential adverse impacts on Aboriginal and treaty 
rights, and any information in support of the statements in the request. This will ensure that the Ministry is able to 
efficiently begin reviewing the request. 

The request should be sent in writing or by email to: 

Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks 
777 Bay Street, 5th Floor 
Toronto ON M7A 2J3 
minister.mecp@ontario.ca 

and 

Director, Environmental Assessment Branch 
Ministry of Environment, Conservation and Parks 
135 St. Clair Ave. W, 1st Floor 
Toronto ON, M4V 1P5 
EABDirector@ontario.ca 
 
Requests should also be copied to the Town by mail or by e-mail. Please visit the Ministry’s website for more 
information on requests for orders under Section 16 of the Environmental Assessment Act at: 
https://www.ontario.ca/page/class-environmentalassessments-part-ii-order 
 

 Owner 
Town of Gravenhurst 
3-5 Pineridge Gate 
Gravenhurst, ON P1P1Z3 
 
Andrew Stacey, CET 
Director of Infrastructure Services 
Andrew.Stacey@gravenhurst.ca 
705-687-3412 ext 256 

Consultant 
Tatham Engineering Limited 
8 Barron Drive 
Bracebridge, ON   P1L 0A1 
 
Phil Watts, P.Eng. 
Project Engineer 
pwatts@tathameng.com 
705-645-7756 ext 2063 

Information will be collected in accordance with the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act.  With the 
exception of personal information, all comments will be become part of the public record. 

This Notice issued March 6, 2023. 

 

mailto:EABDirector@ontario.ca
https://www.ontario.ca/page/class-environmentalassessments-part-ii-order
mailto:Andrew.Stacey@
tel:705-726-9300%20ext%201371
mailto:pwatts@tathameng.com
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