Lovesick Lake Association

Dear Ms. Jeanette Thompson
Planner/Economic Development Officer
1310 Centre Line, Selwyn, Ontario K9J 6X5
P.O. Box 270, Bridgenorth, Ontario K0L 1H0 (mailing address)
Tel: 705-292-9507 ext. 220
Dear Ms. Thompson
On November 15, 2015 the Lovesick Lake Association (LLA) sent a letter to the Township of Selwyn (Mayor
M. Smith from A. Ambler) describing our understanding of the proposed Lovesick Resort (“the
Proponent”) development (“the Proposal”), a brief description of our initial concerns and a request to be
kept appraised of the Proponent’s application and review process.
We understand your office has been in contact with Lovesick Resort respecting a pending application to
expand their campground initially for a 300-lot parcel with the ultimate plan design of 500 lots.
Considering the sensitivity of Lovesick Lake and other environmental attributes of the area, we suggest
the application and information requirements for the proposed project be inclusive of all matters that
could impact the lake’s ecosystem and the recreational values for both existing and potential users. There
are already two trailer parks on this small lake. We are very concerned about the impacts of an even larger
trailer park development on the lake water quality and quantity, its natural habitats and boating safety.
Please find below questions and information requirements that are needed to properly assess the
potential environmental and socioeconomic impacts of the proposed Lovesick Resort expansion. These
comments are provided “without prejudice” since we have not received nor reviewed the Lovesick Resort
proposal.
Our concerns with the proposed project include the following areas:
a.
b.
c.
d.
e.

Water quality and quantity;
Implementation of federal and provincial Species at Risk legislation;
The quantification of the recreational carrying capacity of Lovesick Lake;
Qualification of the socioeconomic benefits of the Proposal; and
Cumulative effects.

A. Water Quality and Quantity
Phosphorus and the Eutrophication process
Lovesick Lake is the smallest lake within the Trent Severn Waterway. It has a mean shallow depth, a small
watershed, only one major inflow source and is a prime candidate for continued eutrophication. As shown
in the illustration below 1, Lovesick Lake has the highest Total Phosphorus (TP) concentrations in the
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M. White (2006) Phosphorus and the Kawartha Lakes (Land use, Lake Morphology and Phosphorus Loading)
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Kawartha Lakes continuum2. A recent review of the total phosphorus monitoring results since 2002
concluded that all Lovesick sampling sites show a slightly declining average of ≈17 μg/L and nominal
maximum seasonal TP levels ranging between 21 μg/L and 22 μg/L3 . Lovesick Lake as with most of the
other lakes within the Kawartha Lake continuum are classified as mesotrophic. Table 1 shows the different
trophic status levels as defined by the Canadian Council of Ministers of Environment. Table 2 shows the
Provincial Water Quality Objectives. Occasionally TP concentrations in Lovesick Lake exceed the Provincial
20 μg/L guideline. We are very concerned about any incremental TP loadings to the Lake. Lovesick Lake’s
current TP concentrations are on the upper range of its tropic status (see Table 1) and any additional TP
loadings into the Lake will alter and impair the lake’s ecosystem. It is well established that phosphorus is
the “limiting nutrient” in these lakes. The excesses of cultural eutrophication will cause proliferation of
algae and other aquatic plants, the depletion of dissolved oxygen and then anoxic conditions (causing the
death of aquatic species, most notably fish). Therefore, the sensitivity of Lovesick Lake must be an
important consideration in any large scale planning decision.
Development is a major contributor to TP loadings. For example , Lake Management Plans and
assessments prepared for Lake Scugog and Pigeon Lake show that urban developmental areas contribute
a disproportionate amount of TP loadings4. Therefore, committed measures by the Proponent to control
phosphorus run-off are a major prerequisite to this development.
1. In the application the Proponent must identify the estimated concentrations and sources of
phosphorus that are projected to occur during the undertaking.
2. Fortunately, mitigation measures to prevent the egress of TP into lakes are well established. The
Proponent must identify all mitigation measures it plans to implement in a total phosphorus
Mitigation and Management Plan. This Plan should include measures taken to eliminate TP
contributions from all sources including septic systems or holding tanks, run-off from the existing
and proposed development, and the protection of groundwater from the existing and proposed
development areas.
Even the casual user of Lovesick Lake can periodically see oil sheens near the vicinity of the Lovesick resort
complex 5. The Proponent’s existing 120 boat berths6 are a potential source to introduce various pollutants
into the aquatic ecosystem. The input of substances such as fecal wastes, heavy and transition metals
and petroleum hydrocarbons can lead to bio concentration and bio accumulation by aquatic organisms
and the buildup of contaminants in the sediments and fishery habitats.
3. In the application, the Proponent must state clearly their intention to expand the current boat
dock sites and the federal and provincial approval process they intend to follow. If the Proponent
intends to expand its dock system to adjacent islands, this proposal must be included in the
application. Any approval must be conditional on this request.
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The term Kawartha Lake continuum was used by White (see reference #1) to describe the chain of Lakes shown
on page 28 of KLSA 2015 (see reference #2).
3 KLSA. 2015. The Nature of our Lakes – 2014 Lake Water Quality Report
4 Reference: see the Kawartha Regional Conservation Area Lake Management Plans and references
5 Note: There is no evidence to link the source of the observable oil sheens to Lovesick Resort.
6 This information needs to be confirmed by the Proponent.
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4. The Proponent must provide aromatic hydrocarbon and heavy and transition metal sediment
analyses at monitoring sites located at their existing docks. Without such information there is no
way of knowing what the existing baseline is, what the existing environmental effe cts are, nor
what the predicted effects will be as a result of an expansion.
5. The Proponent must provide a baseline of E. coli sample results taken during reasonable worst
case conditions to determine the current and projected risk to human health. The existing
Lovesick Resort beach is intensively used and the Proponent would be remiss if these samples are
not undertaken on a routine and frequent basis. All E. coli samples collected by the Proponent as
part of their own due diligence must be included in the application. The Proponent should provide
a mitigation plan to identify measures to prevent elevated E. coli concentrations
Water Quantity
The source of potable and domestic water for the development needs to be identified.
6. Prior to submission of the application, the Proponent should undertake a hydrogeological study
of the proposed site to determine water availability and clearly identify the water source for the
proposed development.
7. We suggest the Proponent append its Provincial water taking application and sewage works
application in the submission. Does the Proponent currently have a Provincial water taking
permit?
8. Stormwater practices should be identified and outlined in the application.
Activities during the construction period could cause aggravated potential effects on the waterways.
9.

The Proponent should prepare a Construction Environmental Protection Plan which outlines all
mitigation measures to be carried out during construction of the proposed Project.

B Species at Risk Act (SARA) and archeological studies
There are a number of listed – threatened and endangered – species that reside in this area and whose
habitat may be affected by the proposed development.
10. The Proponent must comply with the Species at Risk Act and therefore undertake a
comprehensive baseline study by qualified professionals to identify the listed species found within
the project, and local and regional study areas 7 , and identify any potential species and habitat loss
caused by the development. The baseline survey must be undertaken at the appropriate time of
year; otherwise the application should be delayed until all the baseline surveys have been
completed. If not, data gaps for the existing environment will be so prevalent that the
environmental impact predictions would not be credible. We look forward to reviewing the SARA
baseline assessment, mitigation measures, the types of permits the Proponent expects to apply
for and the compensatory offset plan.
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Environmental assessment methodologies require the Proponent to undertake the environmental and socio
economic effects evaluation using a range of special boundaries that include a Project Study Area, a Local Study
Area and a Regional study area. We expect no less in the undertaking of this Environmental Impact Study.
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11. Caughwawkuonykauk (Lovesick) Lake has a long, rich and varied cultural history that needs to be
surveyed, assessed and appropriately protected. Lovesick Lake is noted for its cultural heritage.
This small lake contains the oldest native fishing weirs found so far in North America. The
Proponent needs to assess how increased boat traffic could impact these underwater and other
possible archaeological sites. A Historic Resources Mitigation and Management Plan needs to be
prepared by the Proponent. We look forward to reviewing the Historic Resources Mitigation and
Management Plan.
12. We look forward to review, subject to confidential information requirements, the archeological
terrestrial and aquatic assessments undertaken by the Proponent.
C. The quantification of the recreational carrying capacity of Lovesick Lake
As noted above, the physical characteristics of Lovesick Lake make it susceptible to overcrowding.
While the LLA has concerns for Lovesick Lake, we recognize it is not our lake and its use should benefit
all Ontarians.
As with all lakes, but in particular those smaller highly used, intensive lakes, there needs to be a
defined amount of development and activity that the water body can absorb before it starts to
deteriorate. There are methods to determine if a lake has become overcrowded. The degree of
recreational use and the recreational use carrying capacity of Lovesick Lake need to be assessed by
the Proponent. Overcrowding is not only an environmental issue, but one of boat safety and the loss
of recreational value. There is already significant boat traffic in the body of Lovesick Lake, since the
TSW channel runs through it, and small and large boats cross the lake many times each day, often at
great speed. Since the Proponent has verbally promised prospective buyers boat access to Lovesick
Lake, we worry about accidents happening with increased boat traffic, because the lake is already
very busy with TSW channel traffic, fishing boats, water skiing and tubing, sailboats, canoes and
kayaks.
13. The Proponent must undertake a lake use carrying capacity study using established
methodologies to determine the recreational use carrying capacity of Lovesick Lake. Only then
can a realistic evaluation of the impact of further development be evaluated. The study needs to
take into account the impact of existing and projected users of the Trent-Severn Waterway. We
have attached a Recreational Carrying Capacity in Lakes 8 Guideline that could be used to
undertake the assessment. Considering the shallow nature of Lovesick, the Proponent needs to
review the lake’s bathymetry to calculate the available boating area. The Township may have its
own guidance to evaluate a lake recreational use carrying capacity. If so, could you please provide
us with a copy of the Guideline?
Without such a study, the Proponent may be misrepresenting the recreational opportunities to
their prospective clients and exposing themselves and regulatory agencies that may approve the
development to disgruntled buyers and leasers.
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S. Doshi (2006) Recreational Carrying Capacity in Lakes: How much is too much? Indiana Department of
Environmental Management.
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D. Appropriate characterization of the socioeconomic benefits of the Proposal
As mentioned on our November 15th letter, the Lovesick Lake Association is not against development and
believes the economic benefits of the Proposal should be clearly articulated.
14. The Proponent should prepare a comprehensive socioeconomic survey identifying the
socioeconomic benefits of the Proposal to other businesses and the seasonal and permanent
residents of Burleigh Falls and the surrounding area.
15. The Proponent should undertake a traffic survey to identify the effects of increased traffic and
use of the road system. The Proponent should clearly identify any road alterations that are
required because of the Project.
E. Cumulative Effects Assessment
The authorization of such a development cannot be undertaken nor approved in isolation. Therefore the
Proponent must undertake a cumulative effects assessment.
In practice, the assessment of cumulative effects requires consideration of some concepts that are not
always found in conventional approaches for planning approvals. Therefore the following points should
be taken into consideration when preparing the cumulative effects assessment9:
9

assess effects over a large regional area that may cross jurisdictional boundaries. This principle
is extremely important because this proposed development borders onto adjacent townships,
provincial and federal government lands. Only a cumulative effects assessment will truly
account for the potential adverse impacts of the proposed development; and
9 consider effects on other ecosystem components and neighbours and not just the effects of this
proposal;
9 include existing and future (e.g., reasonably foreseeable) developments; and evaluate
significance in consideration of direct and indirect effects. For example, the development of the
Fraser Estate, a few kilometres to the northeast needs to be taken into account.
16. It is recommended that the cumulative effects assessment be undertaken by the Proponent by
a qualified professional.
Summary
It is understood that the proposed development is not located along the shoreline of Lovesick Lake and
some of the drainage from the proposed development will flow to Stony Lake. However, the Proponent’s
self-titled “promotional video”, while not referencing the Proposal directly, describes the advantages of
being located near and using Lovesick Lake for recreation – fishing, swimming and boating -- as the main
focus of the sales pitch 10. We think it likely that this approach will continue in marke ting the lots and

9

See the following document for guidance in preparing the cumulative effects assessment: http://www.ceaaacee.gc.ca/default.asp?lang=en&n=B82352FF-1&offset=&toc=hide .
10 http://www.lovesicklakepark.ca/
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trailers in the expansion phase. Therefore continued and vigilant efforts to characterize the impacts of the
Project on Lovesick Lake are essential.
A major concern with any major Project is “development creep” or “Project splitting”, whereby only a
portion of the contemplated project development plan is submitted and a fragmented approval process
occurs. We strongly recommend that you and other regulatory agencies consider only the entire Proposal
for approval.
Some of the information requests, application content and the development of the management and
mitigation plans contained in this letter are beyond the scope of a typical planning application. However,
considering the importance of this application and the possible significant adverse risk to Lovesick Lake,
it is incumbent on the Proponent and the regulatory authorities to understand all the potential emission
and effluent sources, pathways and receptors and issues of boating safety that will be impacted as a result
of this proposed development. We all need to ensure that all applicable mitigation measures are
implemented to conserve Lovesick Lake’s ecosystem integrity.
We have outlined the information requirements we see as essential for the application to be reviewed.
We believe that Proponent’s application must be properly scoped. This scoping exercise must include the
concerns and issues of all lake users. Therefore an appropriate and comprehensive project scoping phase
must be undertaken to ensure the concerns of local residents are identified and the regulatory agencies
fulfill their duty to consult and accommodate prior to the submission of any application.
We strongly urge you to require the Proponent to complete the studies outlined in this letter, in order to
demonstrate that the development will in no way harm this small and sensitive lake. If these studies are
not undertaken and/or if effective mitigation measures are not incorporated into the plans, then we
strongly recommend that you do not allow this Proposal to proceed.
We look forward to working with you throughout the regulatory review period.
Sincerely

Ann Ambler
President Lovesick Lake Association

William A. Napier (Alternate)

This letter was prepared and reviewed by members of the Lovesick Lake Association. A partial list of the
contributors is below.
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Ms. D. Bogie
Mr. R. Brown
Ms. P. Moffat
Mr. S. Kletz
Copies will be forwarded to: 1) ORCA, 2) MNR – Peterborough, 3) TSW Superintendent, 4) Mayor of
Selwyn - Mary Smith, 5) Mayor of Trent Lakes - Bev Matthews, 7) Chair of the Alliance – John McGregor
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Illustration 1: A Phosphorus Profile of the Kawartha Lakes (see Footnote #1)

Table 1: Total Phosphorus Trigger Ranges for Canadian Lakes and Rivers11

Trophic Status
Ultra – Oligotrophic
Oligrophic
Mesotrophic
Meso – eutrophic
Eutrophic
Hyper - eutrophic

Canadian Trigger Ranges
Total Phosphorus (μg/L)
<4
4-10
10-20
20-35
35- 100
>100

11

Canadian Water Quality Guidelines for the Protection of Aquatic Life, Phosphorus: Canadian Guidance
Framework for the Management of Freshwater systems (2006).
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Table 2: Interim Provincial Water Quality Objective for Total Phosphorus 12

Phosphorus, Total
CAS No. 7723-14-0

12

Interim PWQO1
Current scientific evidence is insufficient to develop a firm Objective at this time.
Accordingly, the following phosphorus concentrations should be considered as
general guidelines which should be supplemented by site-specific studies:
To avoid nuisance concentrations of algae in lakes, average total phosphorus
concentrations for the ice-free period should not exceed 20 μg/L;
A high level of protection against aesthetic deterioration will be provided by a
total phosphorus concentration for the ice-free period of 10 μg/L or less. This
should apply to all lakes naturally below this value;
Excessive plant growth in rivers Excessive plant growth in rivers and streams
should be eliminated at a total phosphorus concentration below 30 μg/L

Ministry Of Environment. 1994. Water Management - Policies, Guidelines Provincial Water Quality Objectives.
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From: Ann Ambler [mailto:annieambler3824@gmail.com]
Sent: July-28-16 10:36 AM
To: Jeannette Thompson
Subject: Expansionfo Campgroound

Dear Ms Thompson:

We , the membership of the Lovesick Lake Assocation, are concerned about the preliminary planning efforts in regard to the
Lovesick Lake Campground/Trailer Park expansion.
Could you please give us some indication as to how far along this issue has progressed in the Planning and Permitting ?

We are most anxious to be kept informed as this will have an impact on the lake for a variety of reasons listed in the original letter sent
to you.
Respectfully
Ann Ambler
President LLA

From: Sergey Klyushin
Sent: Sunday, July 31, 2016 2:16 PM
To: Sergey Klyushin
Subject: Concerns about proposed Lovesick Lake Resort development

Hi there,
I am writing to you as I have serious concerns regarding the proposed Lovesick Lake Resort
development.
In mid-July, Ann Ambler, the President of the Lovesick Lake Association and with the help of Lovesick
Lake Association member Bill Napier, forwarded a letter to Jeannette Thompson, Planner/Economic
Development Officer of the Township of Selwyn. The letter outlines our concerns with regard to this
development. The proposed development will have a tremendous impact on Lovesick Lake - both
ecologically and in terms of the overall enjoyment of the lake.
I would like to express my complete support for this letter and personally request that the Township
require that the Lovesick Lake Resort complete the studies which are outlined in the letter to
demonstrate that the development will not harm our lake, before the proposal is approved.
I also request that as a taxpayer I be noted as a person of interest on this proposal and I be kept
informed of the application and the review process.
Thank You,
Sergey and Tatyana Klyushin

August 3, 2016
Jeanette Thompson
Planner/Economic Development Officer, Township of Selwyn
PO Box 270
Bridgenorth, Ontario
K0L 1H0
Dear Jeanette:
My family has owned a cottage on Lovesick Lake since 1954, my Grandparents built the road formally
Mae West Road, now known as Fire Route 9 leading into the cottage from Highway 36 and then the
cottage. The cottage was passed onto my Father and now onto me and my family. We hope to
continue our family legacy on the lake for many generations to come. This is the reason for my writing
to you. I have serious concerns regarding the proposed Lovesick Lake Resort development.
In mid‐July, Ann Ambler, the President of the Lovesick Lake Association and with the help of Lovesick
Lake Association member Bill Napier, forwarded a letter to Jeannette Thompson, Planner/Economic
Development Officer of the Township of Selwyn. The letter outlines many of the lake owners concerns
with regard to this development. The proposed development will have a tremendous impact on
Lovesick Lake ‐ both ecologically and in terms of the overall enjoyment of the lake.
I would like to express my complete support for this letter and personally request that the Township
require that the Lovesick Lake Resort complete the studies which are outlined in the letter to
demonstrate that the development will not harm our lake, before the proposal is approved.
I also request that as a taxpayer I be noted as a person of interest on this proposal and I be kept
informed of the application and the review process.

Thank you,

Tanya Harvey

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

dian bogie
Friday, August 05, 2016 6:16 PM
jthompson@nexicon.net
msmith@selwyntownship.ca ; JClinesmith@otonabee.ca; Jewelcunningham@pc.gc.ca;
trevor.griffin@ontario.ca
Lovesick Lake Resort Proposed Expansion

Aug.5,2016.
JeanetteThompson,Planner/EconomicDevelopmentOfficer;
MarySmith,MayorofSelwyn;
JClinesmith,ORCA;
JewelCunningham,TrentSevernWaterway;
TrevorGriffin,MinistryofNaturalResources;
BevMathews,MayorofTrentLakes

DearLadiesandGentlemen,
In1962,oursmallfamilyof5beganthearduousbutohsorewardingtaskofbuildingafamilycottagefromthe
groundup.
Iwas12,mybrother13andmylittlesisterwas6andourparentswereintheirlate30’s.Theyhadthisvision
ofafamily
cottageonbeautifulLovesickLake.Everyboard;tile;shingle;nailandscrewbearourfingerprints,asjustthe5
ofus
somehowmanagedtomakeavisionbecomeareality.OurcottageonLovesickLakeisextremelypreciousto
usbecause
somanythoughtsandmemoriesarewovenintoitsbeing.
Naturally,wehaveseenagreatdealofchangeovertheyearsasothersdiscoveredthebeautyofLovesickLake
andthe
surroundingwaterwaysandcountryside.Wewonderjusthowmuchmoreconcentrationourweelakecanhandle.
WiththehelpofBillNapier,AnnAmbler,PresidentoftheLovesickLakeAssoc.sentalettertoJeanetteThompson,
Planner/EconomicDevelopmentOfficeroftheTownshipofSelwynexpressingconcernsabouttheproposedLovesick
LakeResortexpandingbyanother500campsites.Thefirstphaseof200campsitesfollowedbythe2ndphaseof300.
Thisproposalwillaffectthelaketremendously.Weareconcernedaboutthequality,safety,trafficetc.nottomention
otherecologicalimpactsthiswillhaveonLovesickLake.
WecompletelysupportthesubstanceofthisletterandpersonallyrequestthattheTownshiprequirethattheLovesick
Lake
Resortcompletethestudieswhicharedescribedinordertodemonstratethatthedevelopmentwillnotharmthelake
inanyway,priortoproposalapproval.
Wealsorequestthatastaxpayers,webenotedaspersonsofinterestonthisproposalandwebekeptinformedofthe
applicationandthereviewprocess.

Thankyouinadvanceforyourseriousconsiderationsofallaspectsofthisexpansionproposal.
Sincerely
RickandDianBogie

2

From: Gary Goodyear
Sent: August-08-16 1:33 PM
To: Jeannette Thompson
Subject: Lovesick Lake Resort development

Dear Ms Thompson,
I wish to add my voice to the concerns regarding this developmental proposal.
I was recently apprised of this project, and despite my concerns over having been left out of
these discussions, I am now
wishing to be on record as objecting to such over demands on the local ecosystem and
resources.
It would seem obvious that a sensitive area such as Lovesick Lake, not too mention its relatively
small geographical area, would be
irreparably harmed environmentally and economically by this proposal as to deny such
expansion in the immediate. If such is not
obvious, then with out adequate and professional study and analysis, one must not proceed.
Please move with out haste on such studies followed up by sufficient time to allow stakeholders
time to voice their views on the proposal
and the evidence.
Sincerely
Gary and Val Goodyear
57 Fire Rte 8.

Jeanette Thompson

Margaret Bridle

Planner/Economic Development Officer
Township of Selwyn
P.O. Box 270
Bridgenorth, Ont.
K0L 1H0

Dear Ms. Thompson,

Re: Proposed Lovesick Lake Trailer Park Expansion

I am writing to you today to voice my concern regarding the proposed massive expansion of the Lovesick
Lake Trailer Park. I am also writing to express my concern about another proposed development that is
being considered at the corner of Fifteenth Line and Highway 28 and Forest Hill Road.
I do have a copy of the letter sent to your attention by the Lovesick Lake Association and I do not intend
to reiterate what was said in the letter. I fully support and agree with the letter and I support any and all
efforts being made to stop the development in the absence of appropriate independent studies being
done to examine the impact of the expansion of Lovesick Lake Trailer Park.
Lovesick Lake is, if not the smallest, one of the smallest lakes on the Trent‐Severn Waterway and yet the
Township of Selwyn is considering allowing two massive developments that have the potential to
severely impact the ecological, environmental, historical significance and aesthetic integrity of the area
and Lovesick Lake. I am concerned that the Township of Selwyn is considering moving forward with
these proposals without initiating the appropriate independent environmental, ecological, and historical
studies to determine the impact of these two proposed developments. Considering the fact that
Lovesick Lake is on the Trent‐ Severn Waterway it is inevitable that the impact on Lovesick Lake will filter
through to the other lakes on the waterway. This is evidenced by the proliferation of zebra mussels
throughout the waterway and the infiltration of non‐native water born flora and fish species as well as
the infiltration of chemical use and its impact on the water quality. For these reasons I believe it would
be prudent to contact each and every township, city and any and all communities along the Trent ‐
Severn Waterway for their input on the proposed developments due to the fact that the impact on
Lovesick Lake will certainly impact the other communities along the Trent‐Severn Waterway. At the
very least notice of these development proposals should be sent to every single tax paying resident on
Lovesick Lake and in the Selwyn Township for their advisement and potential input as the developments
will impact all residents on the lake and in the Township.

In an age when climate change is having a massive impact on the environment I hardly think adding the
stress of high density population expansion as proposed by the Lovesick Lake Trailer Park (estimated to
be, minimum 600 to 1000 people) and the addition of 120 boat slips and a 40 to 50 unit development on
the Fifteenth Line and Forest Hill Road which will potentially have access to the shoreline, will have a
positive effect on Lovesick Lake and the surrounding area in maintaining the integrity of the waterway,
surrounding land, the historical artifacts.
Interestingly, my daughter is taking a Masters of Fine Art in Documentary Media at Ryerson University
and she has elected to do her thesis on Lovesick Lake and its history. Since the beginning of the summer
she has obtained some very interesting historical information on Lovesick Lake and area including the
massive archeological riches contained in the lake itself. I refer of course to the fishing weirs that have
been dated at 6,500 years old, discovered under the lake and the numerous other artifacts that have
been discovered under the lake that provide evidence of the oldest civilization on the Canadian Shield.
Lovesick Lake was a river before it was flooded into a lake for the Trent‐Severn Waterway. The river was
used by the earliest inhabitants of Canada (artifacts have been discovered that carbon dating has
estimated to be 12,500 years old) and future generations. When they flooded the river (without notice
to the First Nations Inhabitants) to form Lovesick Lake an abundance of artifacts were covered by the
water and have been kept in place to preserve their integrity and clearly there are significant artifacts
yet to be discovered that will enhance the historical significance and story of the lake and the
surrounding area as well as enhancing the historical significance of Ontario and indeed Canada.
Expanding the number of boats and population on the lake will negatively impact the preservation of
those tangible and numerous artifacts not to mention the degradation of the environment and
ecological systems.
The historical significance of Lovesick Lake and area to the First Nation communities is immeasurable. It
does seem to me that the Township’s disregard for the First Nation community’s archeological finds and
potential archeological discoveries is a blatant disregard of the historical significance of Lovesick Lake for
First Nations, as well as the Settler’s, that defines our present existence on the lake, land and area. I am
well aware that the Government settled with the First Nations communities in 2012 with respect to the
misappropriation of their land when building the Trent‐Severn Waterway, however I do not think that
that settlement should extend to destroying the tangible artifacts of that history and indeed destroying
the historical significance to Canada.
It goes without saying that increasing the number of boats on the lake will not only negatively impact
the environment and the preservation of historical artifacts, it will pose a very real and dangerous safety
hazard. Canoeing, kayaking, sailing, paddle boarding, paddle boating and even swimming will become
extremely dangerous with an increased number of power boats on the lake. I will say once again,
Lovesick Lake is a very small lake. It simply cannot support the addition of a significant number of power
boats on the lake.
During the time period when chemical companies such as Monsanto, Bayer, Syngenta, Dow, etc. insisted
that fertilizer and pesticides were not a danger to the environment (clearly independent assessments
were not carried out or were systematically ignored for monetary gain to the decimation of the
environment and ecological systems) the resulting phosphate levels in the lakes forming part of the

Trent‐Severn waterway soared due to the run off from nearby farms, residences, golf courses etc. into
the lakes. This phosphate loading has had an impact on all the lakes along the Trent and the flow of
those phosphates and chemicals into Lovesick Lake has had a particularly severe impact due to its size.
The motor boats, particularly in the shallow areas, stirs the silt and releases the phosphates.
Unfortunately phosphate cannot be removed from any lake. Simply put Lovesick Lake has a phosphate
level of 22. If the phosphate level reaches 30 the lake will be considered dead. Population expansion
near the lake and lakeside will undoubtedly increase the phosphate and other chemical levels and the
added motor boats will most certainly cause a phosphate increase. The resulting devastation to the
environment and ecological systems will be astronomical not to mention the degradation of the
valuable historical artifacts contained in the lake as a result of these chemicals. Once a lake is dead it
cannot be brought back to life.
I do know that the residents on the lake are interested, committed and determined to do whatever is
necessary to ensure that their ecological and environmental footprints are minimal to preserve as far as
possible the integrity of Lovesick Lake and the surrounding land. Itinerant visitors, such as those that
will patron the trailer park, will not have a vested interest in preserving and maintaining a high degree of
effort in protecting the lake and area. This has been evidenced by houseboat rentals where the renters
dump their waste into the lakes rather than paying to have the tanks pumped out at an approved waste
sites. Although measures have been put in place to discourage this activity I have personally witnessed
effluent in the lake.

As with all decisions to approve expansion and development it comes down to money. It is safe to say
that money truly is the root of all evil. The short term gain of lining the pockets of governments,
businesses and individuals has dire consequences for future generations and the environment. I expect
that the residents of North Battleford, Prince Albert and other communities in Saskatchewan are
questioning the decisions of their own elected officials as well as the oil companies and indeed their
own decisions for having an oil pipeline run through their life blood, their water. In a time when water
will, and is becoming, the next big crisis affecting the world population it seems inconceivable to me that
the Township of Selwyn is willing to play Russian Roulette with Lovesick Lake and the Trent‐Severn
Waterway, by expanding the shoreline density and water usage of one of the smallest lakes on the
Trent without doing the appropriate studies to determine the impact on the lake, environment, ecology,
historical artifacts and the land as a result of these two developments. The surrounding lakes that are
used to supply water to the Trent system have just recently had their water levels severely lowered to
keep the system running. Clearly the fact that surrounding lakes would be adversely effected when
building the Trent waterway was not a concern for those building the Trent waterway. The Trent‐Severn
Waterway is considered a major and historic engineering feat. Regrettably, the other side of the coin is
that it appears that the Trent will be an environmental disaster for the surrounding land and lakes.
While hindsight is 20/20 I am disappointed that it is not being used to appropriately assess current
development and its impact on the future of Lovesick Lake, the Trent‐Severn and the surrounding land
and lakes.

I know that a neighbour of mine on Lovesick Lake is rebuilding his cottage and is certainly doing
everything to meet the requirements of building on the lake. However the Township of Selwyn has now
said that during the 1800’s there was a dirt logging road that ran down Spring Lane East and as such he
has been told that he cannot build on the line of that dirt road. There is no evidence of this road and
there is no chance that the road will ever be unearthed as it was a dirt road. The insistence of the
Township of not building on this imaginary road is laughable when it is apparent that when the new
developments are going to be allowed they will have a negative impact on the TANGIBLE historical
artifacts, the potential discovery of more TANGIBLE historical artifacts and the historical significance of
Lovesick Lake and area.
When we purchased our cottage on Lovesick Lake we did so because of the pristine water and beautiful
landscape that has not been ravaged by over development and the injection of large estate like
residences so prolific in the Muskoka region. Lovesick lake retains the charm of a quiet, small town
retreat that has managed to ward off the invasion of large development, reflecting the historical
significance of the area as well as a recognition of the size of the lake ‐ that is until the two proposals put
forward. I cannot help but wonder if the Township and developers have targeted Lovesick Lake due to
the fact that it is small and because of that they both feel that the objections will be fewer and less
threatening? However, due to the nature of the developments the impact of both developments on the
lake and the environment will be felt by ALL residents having property on the Trent‐Severn as well as the
many First Nations communities that reside and have historical significance on the lake.
It is my sincere hope that when my daughter finishes her documentary film on the historical significance
of Lovesick Lake and the surrounding area, and it is presented in Toronto and other cities and towns,
that she does not have to do an epilogue detailing the Township of Selwyn’s lack of care and indeed
concern for protecting the environment, ecology, significant archeological areas, historical significance
and the residents of Lovesick Lake simply to obtain some more tax dollars and make a developer and
trailer park owner very rich.
I implore you to, at the absolute very least, have an independent (one not supported or paid for by the
applicant) study done on the impact on the environment and ecology due to the expansion of the
Lovesick Lake Trailer Park and the Fifteen Line and Forest Hill Road development.

It is my opinion that there are larger lakes that can actually support these two developments with the
appropriate studies implemented to ensure minimal environmental and ecological impact of these two
developments. It is folly and indeed blatant disregard for the unique history of Lovesick Lake, its unique
size and its unique environment that even suggests that Lovesick Lake can and should support these two
developments.
As a tax payer I would appreciate you adding me to the list which provides updates on the two
development proposals currently being discussed on Lovesick Lake.
Respectfully,

Margaret Bridle

Cc: Mary Smith, Mayor of Selwyn
Cc: Ontario Regional Conservation Association (ORCA)
Cc: Trent Severn Waterway Director
Cc: Bev Matthews, Mayor Trent Lakes
Cc: Anne Ambler, President of Lovesick Lake Association
Cc: Curve Lake First Nations
Cc: Metis Nation Of Ontario
Cc: Justin Trudeau ‐ Prime Minister Of Canada
Cc: Kathleen Wynn ‐ Premiere Of Ontario
Cc: Carolyn Benett ‐ Federal Minister of Indigenous and Northern Affairs
Cc: David Zimmer ‐ Provincial Minister of Indigenous Relations and Reconciliation
Cc: Catherine McKenna ‐ Federal Minister of the Environment and Climate Change
Cc: Glen R. Murray – Provincial Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change
Cc: Jewel Cunningham – Director Ontario Waterways Unit, Trent‐Severn Waterway Historic Site
Cc: Greenpeace Canada

From: Patricia Moffat
Sent: August-20-16 12:12 PM
To: Jeannette Thompson
Cc: msmith@selwyntownship.ca; JClinesmith@otonabee.ca; Jewel.cunningham@pc.gc.ca; trevor.griffin@ontario.ca;
bmatthews@trentlakes.ca
Subject: Interest in Lovesick Park expansion

Dear Ms Thompson,
We own an island near the Lovesick Lock in Lovesick Lake. We are very concerned about the proposed
expansion of the Lovesick Lake Resort. We worry about the density of the development on the south side of our
lake, and particularly about increased boat traffic. We have front row seats now from our dock, watching
fishing boats, tubing, speed boats, sea-doos, water skiing and the large yachts and other boats coming through
the locks, all competing for space on this smallest of the TSW lakes, especially on weekends. We worry about
boating safety issues with a proposed expansion of 300 to 500 new trailer sites that may have boat access to
Lovesick Lake.
We fully support the letters and actions of the Lovesick Lake Association in keeping an eye on this proposed
development, being in touch with officials like you who will be evaluating the application, and informing lake
residents and other resorts of the progress of this proposal.
Please consider my husband and myself as interested persons on this proposal, and kindly keep us informed of
timelines and developments in the review process. I respectfully request that others receiving this letter, such as
ORCA, MNR, Selwyn and Trent Lakes mayors, and the TSW director do the same.
Yours sincerely,
Pat and John Moffat

From: Elizabeth Ambler
6ent: August-20-16 3:09 PM
To: Jeannette Thompson
Subject: Trailer expansion Lovesick Lake

I am writing to you as I have serious concerns regarding the proposed Lovesick Lake Resort development.

In mid-July, Ann Ambler, the President of the Lovesick Lake Association and with the help of Lovesick
Lake Association member Bill Napier, forwarded a letter to Jeannette Thompson, Planner/Economic
Development Officer of the Township of Selwyn. The letter outlines our concerns with regard to this
development. The proposed development will have a tremendous impact on Lovesick Lake - both
ecologically and in terms of the overall enjoyment of the lake.
I would like to express my complete support for this letter and personally request that the Township require
that the Lovesick Lake Resort complete the studies which are outlined in the letter to demonstrate that the
development will not harm our lake, before the proposal is approved. The extra amount of boat traffic on a
small lake plus sewage for a development must be of concern.
I also request that as a taxpayer I be noted as a person of interest on this proposal and I be kept informed of
the application and the review process.
Thank You
Elizabeth Ambler.
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From: Cathy Webb [mailto:cewebb02@yahoo.ca]
Sent: August-21-16 2:12 PM
To: Jeannette Thompson
Subject: concern re Lovesick Lake trailer park expansion

Jeanette Thompson, Planner/Economic Development Officer, Township of
Selwyn
Dear Jeanette,
1

We are writing to you as we have serious concerns regarding the proposed Lovesick
Lake Resort development.
In mid-July, Ann Ambler, the President of the Lovesick Lake Association and with the
help of Lovesick Lake Association member Bill Napier, forwarded a letter to you which
outlines our concerns with regard to this development. The proposed development
may have a tremendous negative impact on Lovesick Lake - both ecologically and in
terms of the overall enjoyment of the lake.
We would like to express our complete support for the above-mentioned letter and
personally request that the Township require that the Lovesick Lake Resort complete
the studies which are also outlined in the letter. The proposal should only be
approved if said studies demonstrate that the development will not harm our
lake.
We also request that, as taxpayers, that we be noted as persons of interest on
this proposal and be kept informed of the application and the review process,
including notice of any meetings.
Thank you for your attention in this matter,
Cathy and Jeff Webb
4654 County Rd. 36
Buckhorn, On
K0L 1J0
emails: cewebb02@yahoo.ca
jwebb1661@rogers.com
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From: Susan Weston [mailto:weston_susan@hotmail.com]
Sent: August-22-16 6:04 PM
To: Jeannette Thompson
Subject: Proposed Lovesick Resort Development

DearJeanette
1

IamwritingtoyouasIhaveseriousconcernsregardingtheproposedLovesickLakeResortDevelopment.
InmidͲJuly,AnnAmbler,thePresidentofourLakeAssociationandwiththehelpofBillNapier,forwardeda
lettertoyouasplanneréEconomicDevelopmentOfficeroftheTownshipofSelwyn,outliningourconcerns
withregardtothisdevelopment.Iwouldliketoalsoexpressmycompletesupportforthisletterand
personallyrequestthattheTownshiprequiretheLovesickResorttocompletethestudieswhichareoutlined
inthelettertodemonstratethatthedevelopmentwillnotharmourlakebeforetheproposalisapproved.I
alsorequestthatIbenotedasapersonofinterestonthisproposalandIbekeptinformedoftheapplication
andthereviewprocess.
ThankYou
SusanWeston
73Ͳ301CarnegieAve.(home)
PeterboroughON.
K9L0B3
or
3206SpringLaneEast(cottage)
SelwynON

2

Caitlin Robinson, Planner, County of Peterborough,

As a Lovesick Lake property owner and taxpayer, it has recently come to our attention of a proposal to
significantly expand the Lovesick Lake Trailer Park Resort.
We are also aware that in mid‐July, Ann Ambler, President of the Lovesick Lake Association forwarded a
letter from the LL Association to Jeanette Thompson, Planner/Economic Development Officer for the
Township of Selwyn, outlining concerns regarding this development. Our concern is that the proposed
development will have a serious impact on Lovesick Lake, both ecologically and in terms of overall lake
enjoyment.
We are expressing our complete support for this letter. We also request that prior to approving any
proposed development, it would be a requirement for Lovesick Lake Resort to complete the studies
which are outlined in the letter and demonstrate that this development will not harm our lake, .
We also request that as Lovesick Lake island property owners and taxpayers, we be recognized as
persons of interest on this proposal and be kept informed of the application and the review process.
Thank You,
Peter and Theresa Gvildys

From: i
On Behalf Of Karin Schwind-Renaud
Sent: August-24-16 2:09 PM
To: Jeannette Thompson
Subject: Proposed Lovesick Lake Resort Development
Dear Ms. Thompson,
We are writing to you as we have serious concerns regarding the proposed Lovesick Lake Resort development.
In mid-July, Ann Ambler, the President of the Lovesick Lake Association and with the help of Lovesick Lake
Association member Bill Napier, forwarded a letter to you. The letter outlined our concerns with regard to this
development. The proposed development will have a tremendous impact on Lovesick Lake - both ecologically and
in terms of the overall enjoyment of the lake.
We would like to express our complete support for this letter and personally request that the Township require that
the Lovesick Lake Resort complete the studies which are outlined in the letter to demonstrate that the development
will not harm our lake, before the proposal is approved.
We also request that as taxpayers we be noted as persons of interest on this proposal and be kept informed of the
application and the review process.
Sincerely,
Karin Schwind-Renaud & Rick Renaud

Gayle and David Kubica

Dear Jeannette Thompson,
We are writing to express our concern over the proposed Lovesick Lake Resort development. Firstly, we
wish to request that we be noted as persons of interest regarding this proposal so we may be kept
informed regarding the application and any developments regarding the development.
Our concerns are numerous:
1. Lake capacity

4. Boat Traffic 7. Environmental effects: land and water

2. Water quality

5. Highway traffic

3. At risk species federal legislation

6. Actual benefits of the proposal

The Lovesick Lake Association sent a letter last November outlining some of these concerns in detail. As
residents we feel we must be allowed and encouraged to have a voice in this process. A comprehensive
research plan needs to be put in place to ensure the quality of the lake and surrounding area for years to
come. Lovesick Lake already suffers the effects of overfishing, over population and high total
phosphorus concentrations.
Please do not hesitate to contact us to discuss this issue in more detail. We can be reached at the above
telephone number during the daytime.
With kindest regards,
Gayle and David Kubica

From: Selwyn Kletz
Sent: Monday, August 29, 2016 8:03 AM
To: jthompson@nexicom.net; Mary Smith <msmith@selwyntownship.ca>; bmatthews@trentlakes.ca;
trevor.griffin@ontario.ca; Jewel.cunningham@pc.gc.ca; JClinesmith@ononabee.ca
Subject: Lovesick Lake
I am writing to you as I have serious concerns regarding the proposed Lovesick Lake Resort
development.
In mid-July, Ann Ambler, the President of the Lovesick Lake Association and with the help of Lovesick
Lake Association member Bill Napier, forwarded a letter to Jeannette Thompson, Planner/Economic
Development Officer of the Township of Selwyn. The letter outlines our concerns with regard to this
development. The proposed development will have a tremendous impact on Lovesick Lake - both
ecologically and in terms of the overall enjoyment of the lake.
I would like to express my complete support for this letter and personally request that the Township
require that the Lovesick Lake Resort complete the studies which are outlined in the letter to
demonstrate that the development will not harm our lake, before the proposal is approved.
I also request that as a taxpayer I be noted as a person of interest on this proposal and I be kept
informed of the application and the review process.
Thank You
Selwyn J. Kletz
3108 Spring Lane North
Lakefield

From: Rose Brozek
Sent: September-01-16 8:21 AM
To: Jeannette Thompson
Subject: Proposed Expansion of Lovesick Lake Campground/Trailer Park Concern

Jeanette,
I am a cottage owner on Lovesick Lake and am writing to you as I have serious concerns
regarding the proposed Lovesick Resort development.
In mid-July Ann Ambler, the President of our Lake Association and with the help of Bill Napier
forwarded a letter to you. They outlined their concerns with regard to this development. I
would like to express my complete support for this letter and personally request that the
Township require Lovesick Resort complete the studies which are outlined in the letter to
demonstrate that the development will not harm our lake before the proposal is
approved. Lovesick Lake has an ancient history of Native heritage plus is on the cusp of the
Canadian Shield.
I also request that I be noted as a person of interest on this proposal and I be kept informed by
email of the application and the review process.
Thank you
Rose Brozek
My cottage is located at 3162 Spring Lake Road North,
Burleigh Falls, Ontario.

From: tracy blyth
Sent: September-01-16 5:27 PM
To: Jeannette Thompson
Subject: Lovesick Lake Resort Expansion

August 31, 2016
Jeanette Thompson, Planner/Economic Development Officer,
Township of Selwyn
P.O. Box 270
Bridgenorth, Ontario K0L 1H0
Dear Ms. Thompson:
I am writing to you as I have serious concerns regarding the proposed Lovesick Lake Resort
development.
In mid-July, Ann Ambler, the President of the Lovesick Lake Association and with the help of Lovesick
Lake Association member Bill Napier, forwarded a letter to Jeannette Thompson, Planner/Economic
Development Officer of the Township of Selwyn. The letter outlines our concerns with regard to this
development. The proposed development will have a tremendous impact on Lovesick Lake - both
ecologically and in terms of the overall enjoyment of the lake.
I would like to express my complete support for this letter and personally request that the Township
require that the Lovesick Lake Resort complete the studies which are outlined in the letter to
demonstrate that the development will not harm our lake, before the proposal is approved.
I also request that as a taxpayer I be noted as a person of interest on this proposal and I be kept
informed of the application and the review process.

Thank You

Tracy Blyth and Don Belliveau
123 Fire Route #9
Buckhorn, ON K0L 1J0
Municipality of Trent Lakes

Please forward any correspondence to:
Tracy Blyth and Don Belliveau
42 Sloane Avenue
Toronto, ON
M4A 2A5

From: Anne Summers
Sent: September-05-16 5:43 PM
To: Jeannette Thompson; msmith@selwyntownship.ca; JClinesmith@ononabee.ca;
Jewel.cunningham@pc.gc.ca
Subject: Lovesick Lake

I am writing to you as I have serious concerns regarding the proposed Lovesick Resort
development .I support a letter sent to Jeannette Thompson , Planner / Economic
Development Officer of the Township sent in mid July by Ann Amber President of our
association. I request that all studies be completed and that I be informed of the review
process.
I also would appreciate information about the many UNAUTHORIZED buildings that
exist on Lovesick Lake.
Anne Summers

From: NIGEL RADLEY
Sent: September-05-16 7:55 PM
To: Jeannette Thompson
Subject: Lovesick Lake Campground Trailer Park Expansion
I am writing to you as I have serious concerns regarding the proposed Lovesick Resort development.
In mid-July, Ann Ambler, the President of our Lake Association and with the help of Bill Napier, forwarded a letter to
you outlining our concerns with regards to this development. I would like to express my complete support for this
letter and personally request that the Township requires Lovesick Resort to complete the studies which are outlined
in the letter to demonstrate that the development will not harm our lake, all to be completed before the proposal is
approved.
I also request that I be noted as a person of interest on this proposal and I be kept informed of the application and the
review process.
Thank You
Nigel and Arlene Radley
4 Hampstead Gate
Courtice, Ontario
L1E 1V2
(40 Ruba Island, Part 9/10/11, Lovesick Lake)
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WKDWWKHGHYHORSPHQWZLOOQRWKDUPWKHODNHEHIRUHWKHSURSRVDOLVDSSURYHGE\WKH7RZQVKLS:HDOVRUHTXHVWDPRUHGHWDLOHGWUDIILF
VWXG\EHFRPSOHWHGEDVHGRQXVDJHGXULQJWKHKLJKWUDIILFSHULRGVEHIRUHDSSURYDOLVJLYHQWRWKHXVHRI)RUHVW+LOO5RDG
:HDOVRZRXOGOLNHWRUHTXHVWDVWD[SD\HUVWKDWZHEHQRWHGDVSHUVRQVRILQWHUHVWRQWKLVSURSRVDODQGEHNHSWLQIRUPHGRIWKH
DSSOLFDWLRQDQGWKHUHYLHZSURFHVV
7KDQN\RX
%LOODQG&DWK\%HDWW\
6SULQJ/DQH1RUWK
7RZQVKLSRI6HOZ\Q
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From: Troy LaBranche
Sent: September-06-16 7:24 AM
To: Jeannette Thompson
Subject: Lovesick Lake Camp Ground expansion

Jeanette,
I am writing you to express my serious concerns with the proposed expansion of the Lovesick Lake
Campground and resort development.
In mid July the Lovesick Lake Cottagers Association President, Ann Ambler, along with member Bill Napier
forwarded a letter to you outlining our concerns with regard to this development.
I would like to express my complete support behind this letter and personally request the Township to
require that Lovesick Lake Resort complete the studies which were outlined in the letter from Ann Ambler.
These studies will help to ensure any development will not harm our lake before the purposed development
is approved.
I also request that I be noted as a person of interest on this proposal and be kept informed of the application
and the review process.
Thank you,
Troy LaBranche

From: Betty LaBranche
Sent: September-10-16 9:44 AM
To: Jeannette Thompson
Subject: Lovesick Lake plans

I am writing to you as I have serious concerns regarding the proposed Lovesick Resort development.
In mid July, Ann Ambler, the President of our Lake Association and with the help of Bill Napier,
forwarded a letter to Jeannette Thompson, Planner/Economic Development Officer of the Township of
Selwyn, outlining our concerns with regard to this development. I would like to express my complete
support for this letter and personally request that the Township to require that the Lovesick Resort
complete the studies which are outlined in the letter to demonstrate that the development will not
harm our lake, before the proposal is approved. I also request that I be noted as a person of
interest on this proposal and I be kept informed of the application and the review process.
Lovesick Lake is a small body of water that has become increasingly busy with boat traffic and
recreational water activities over the past few years. Safety to everyone has become an issue ‐ too
many people using a limited area to ski, wakeboard, seadoo etc. Three to five hundred more sites could
mean that many more boats and water toys as well – unthinkable! This lake has many rocky areas that
are unsafe for such activities – meaning that the main area of the lake already becomes crowded at
times. The TSW channel from Burleigh Falls lock to the Lovesick lock runs directly through that area as
well ‐ there will be accidents!. There are islands and bays that are wonderful for paddlers and fishers –
they will be at risk (and are now).
Please consider the impact of these numbers on the health of the lake but also on the health and safely
of those who use it.
Thank You,
Betty LaBranche,
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IamwritingtoyouasIhaveseriousconcernsregardingtheproposedLovesickLakeResortdevelopment.
InmidͲJuly,AnnAmbler,thePresidentoftheLovesickLakeAssociationandwiththehelpofLovesickLakeAssociation
memberBillNapier,forwardedalettertoJeannetteThompson,Planner/EconomicDevelopmentOfficerofthe
TownshipofSelwyn.Theletteroutlinesourconcernswithregardtothisdevelopment.Theproposeddevelopmentwill
haveatremendousimpactonLovesickLakeͲbothecologicallyandintermsoftheoverallenjoymentofthelake.
IwouldliketoexpressmycompletesupportforthisletterandpersonallyrequestthattheTownshiprequirethatthe
LovesickLakeResortcompletethestudieswhichareoutlinedinthelettertodemonstratethatthedevelopmentwillnot
harmourlake,beforetheproposalisapproved.
IalsorequestthatasataxpayerIbenotedasapersonofinterestonthisproposalandIbekeptinformedofthe
applicationandthereviewprocess.
WearealsoveryconcernedwiththeentrancetothenewcampsitewhichistobeoffForestHillRdwhereitintersects
withSpringLane.ForestHillRdisverynarrowandhillywithverypoorsitelines,thespeedoflocaltrafficis50kmor
less,weareconcernedwiththesafetyofallwhocurrentlyusetheroadtowalkanddrive.
ThankYou
RoseandLarryMacrae3194SpringLaneEastSelwynTwps.705Ͳ654Ͳ4937
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Dear Caitlin Robinson,
We are writing to express our concern over the proposed Lovesick Lake Resort development. Firstly, we
wish to request that we be noted as persons of interest regarding this proposal so we may be kept
informed regarding the application.
Our concerns are numerous:
1. Lake capacity
2. Water quality
3. At risk species federal legislation

4. Boat Traffic
5. Highway traffic
6. Actual benefits of the proposal

7. Environmental effects: land and water
The Lovesick Lake Association sent a letter last November outlining some of these concerns in detail. As
residents we feel we must be allowed and encouraged to have a voice in this process. A comprehensive
research plan needs to be put in place to ensure the quality of the lake and surrounding area for years to
come. Lovesick Lake already suffers the effects of over fishing, over population and high total
phosphorus concentrations.
Much of the information presented in the proposal is untrue and/or the information was collected at
times that do not accurately reflect the immense impact this development will have on our Lake and
surrounding area if it is allowed to proceed. We will not be able to reverse the effects of such
development.
We have been residents of this township our entire lives and cannot see any real benefits to allowing
such development to happen. We have many trailer parks that service our area, all within close
proximity to Lovesick Lake Trailer Park. Sadly, we can only see the negative aspects this kind of
development will have on our unique and fragile Lovesick Lake.
Please do not hesitate to contact us to discuss this issue in more detail. We can be reached at the above
telephone number during the daytime.
With kindest regards,

Gayle Peters and David Kubica

From: PETER GVILDYS
Date: September 11, 2016 at 5:12:51 PM EDT
To: <gherron@selwyntownship.ca>
Subject: Lovesick Lake Campground/Trailer Park Proposed Expansion
JGerryHerron,CouncillorforSmithTownship,

As a Lovesick Lake property owner and taxpayer, it has recently come to our attention of a
proposal to significantly expand the Lovesick Lake Trailer Park Resort.
We are also aware that in mid-July, Ann Ambler, President of the Lovesick Lake Association
forwarded a letter from the LL Association to Jeanette Thompson, Planner/Economic
Development Officer for the Township of Selwyn, outlining concerns regarding this
development. Our concern is that the proposed development will have a serious impact on
Lovesick Lake, both ecologically and in terms of overall lake enjoyment.
We are expressing our complete support for this letter. We also request that prior to
approving any proposed development, it would be a requirement for Lovesick Lake Resort to
complete the studies which are outlined in the letter and demonstrate that this development will
not harm our lake, .
We also request that as Lovesick Lake island property owners and taxpayers, we be recognized
as persons of interest on this proposal and be kept informed of the application and the review
process.
Thank You,
Peter and Theresa Gvildys

5RELQVRQ&DLWOLQ
)URP
6HQW
7R
6XEMHFW

)UHG3DWWHUVRQIUHGGLHSHH#JPDLOFRP!
6HSWHPEHU$0
5RELQVRQ&DLWOLQ
'HVWUXFWLRQRI/RYHVLFN/DNH

)ROORZ8S)ODJ
)ODJ6WDWXV

)ROORZXS
)ODJJHG

,DPZULWLQJWR\RXDV,KDYHVHULRXVFRQFHUQVUHJDUGLQJWKHSURSRVHG/RYHVLFN/DNH5HVRUWGHYHORSPHQW
,QPLG-XO\$QQ$PEOHUWKH3UHVLGHQWRIWKH/RYHVLFN/DNH$VVRFLDWLRQDQGZLWKWKHKHOSRI/RYHVLFN/DNH$VVRFLDWLRQ
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,DOVRUHTXHVWWKDWDVDWD[SD\HU,EHQRWHGDVDSHUVRQRILQWHUHVWRQWKLVSURSRVDODQG,EHNHSWLQIRUPHGRIWKHDSSOLFDWLRQ
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To all public servants and/or officials involved with this application:
As a long-time resident of Lovesick Lake, I wish to add my support to any and
all letters of protest sent to you by my neighbours on and around the lake,
objecting in the strongest possible manner to the proposed trailer park
expansion. It is beyond ridiculous at this day and age to even consider such
an expansion, and to imagine that 300 more camp sites are not going to have
an extremely negative effect on the lake itself and the people living on it. I
have yet to hear any logical explanation for even considering such an
application, or to be presented with description of any possible positive
outcomes that may result from it. You have a responsibility to the existing
permanent residents who are paying the taxes supporting the municipality,
and who have elected you to your current positions. Please stop this madness!

In mid-July, Ann Ambler, the President of our Lake Association and with the
help of Bill Napier ,forwarded a letter to Jeannette Thompson,
Planner/Economic Development Officer of the Township of Selwyn, outlining
our concerns with regard to this development. I would like to express my
complete support for this letter and personally request that the Township to
require that the Lovesick Resort complete the studies which are outlined in
the letter to demonstrate that the development will not harm our lake,
before the proposal is approved in full or in part.
I also request that I be noted as a person of interest on this proposal and I
be kept informed of the application and the review process.
Dan Peer
3178 Spring Lane East
Lakefield, ON
K0L 2H0
416-573-3869
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Caitlin Robinson, Planner, County of Peterborough
crobinson@county.peterborough.on.ca

September 14, 2016

RE: PROPOSED LOVESICK LAKE RESORT DEVELOPMENT

Dear Ms. Robinson,
We are writing to you as we have serious concerns regarding the proposed Lovesick Lake Resort
development.
In mid-July, Ann Ambler, the President of the Lovesick Lake Association and with the help of
Lovesick Lake Association member Bill Napier, forwarded a letter to Jeannette Thompson,
Planner/Economic Development Officer of the Township of Selwyn. The letter (attached) outlines
our concerns with regard to this development. The proposed development will have a tremendous
impact on Lovesick Lake - both ecologically and in terms of the overall enjoyment of the lake.
We would like to express our complete support for this letter and personally request that the
Township require that the Lovesick Lake Resort complete the studies which are outlined in the letter
to demonstrate that the development will not harm our lake, before the proposal is approved.
We also request that as a taxpayers we be noted as persons of interest on this proposal and be
kept informed of the application and the review process.

Kind regards,

Karin Schwind-Renaud & Rick Renaud

From: Bill Langley
Sent: Thursday, September 15, 2016 7:18 AM
To: Anita Locke; Donna Ballantyne
Subject: Lovesick Lake Campground Expansion

Please note that both my wife and I (William and Eva Langley) are opposed to the proposed
expansion of the Lovesick Lake Campground. The expansion of this campground to just under
300 sites will have a negative impact Lovesick Lake, the traffic along Forest Hill Rd and will
drastically affect the home and cottage owners who live on Spring Lane just east of the
campground expansion. The studies they have had conducted do not address all the areas of
concern to the people and surrounding area that the doubling of the current number of
campsites will affect.
Please notify us of any and all meetings regarding the bylaw zoning changes that this
proposed development will conduct.
respectfully
William and Eva Langley...
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IamwritingyouasIhaveseriousconcernsregardingtheproposedLovesickLakeResortdevelopment.Bywayof
introduction,myfamilyaresecondgenerationlandownersonthislake,commonlyviewedasoneofthesmallestlakes
ontheTrentͲSevernsystem.Likeallpropertyownersonthelake.Wehavetakengreatprideinoureffortstobe
responsiblestewardsofthisfragileanddiverseecosystem.Ecosystemsaren’tjustwaterbased.Wealsomonitorand
shareourlandswithabroadrangeoflandbasedfloraandfaunawithinanextremelysmallarea.Wedothiswithlove,
prideandthefullknowledgeofthefragilityofthenaturaltreasuresthatsurroundus.Thelandandlakeweshareexists
inadelicatebalance.Asyounodoubtknow,thislittlelakeisalreadyfightingabattleintermsofwaterquality,threats
towildlife,infrastructurechallengesandthelistgoeson.Theproposeddevelopmentposesanunwarranted,and
irreversiblecommercialthreattoallthatmakesLovesickLake.Itthreatenstounravelallmodesteffortsovertheyears
ofpropertyownerstoprotectthelegacyofthewatersandlandwecherish
InmidͲJuly,AnnAmbler,PresidentoftheLovesickLakeAssociation(withthehelpofLovesickLakeAssociation
memberBillNapier),forwardedalettertoJeannetteThompson,Planner/EconomicalDevelopmentOfficerofthe
TownshipofSelwyn.Thatletteroutlinedourconcernswithregardtothisdevelopment.Theproposeddevelopment
mayhaveadisastrousimpactonLovesickLake–bothecologicallyandintermsoftheoverallenjoymentofthelake
and/orthesurroundinglandandplant/wildlife.
Iamwritingthistoexpressmycompletesupportforthereferencedletter.IpersonallyrequestthattheTownship
requiretheLovesickLakeResortdevelopersbesubjecttotherigorousandobjective(unbiased)studieswhichare
outlinedintheletter.ItisincumbentonallpartiesinvolvedtoensureͲbeyondanydoubt–thattheproposed
developmentposesnoharmtoLovesickLakeanditssurroundingareabeforeanysuchproposalisapproved.
Ialsorequestthat,asataxpayer,IberecognisedasapersonofinterestonthisproposalandthatIbekeptinformed
oftheapplicationandreviewprocess.Allcommunicationshouldbesenttothisemailaddress.
ThankYou.
GregandRoseOxenham
3198SpringLaneEast
LovesickLake
goxenham@rogers.com
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Robinson, Caitlin
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Cathy Beatty <beattyw@rogers.com>
September 26, 2016 4:33 PM
Jeannette Thompson; Mudd, Iain; Robinson, Caitlin; Beverley Hurford; Jennifer
Clinesmith; Alanna Boulton
Gerry Herron; alocke@selwyntownship.ca; dballantyne@selwyntownship.ca;
ssenis@selwyntownship.ca; Cathy Beatty
Lovesick Lake Trailer Park Expansion - identified concerns from submitted documents
Final - Kevin Duguays report.docx; Final - Wastewater Treatment.docx; Final Environmental Impact Study.docx; Final TRAFFIC IMPACT STUDY.docx; Final Stormwater Management report.docx; Final - Archeological Assessment.docx
Follow up
Flagged

The Lovesick Lake Conservation Committee performed a detailed review of the documents which were
submitted as part of the Lovesick Lake Trailer Park Development C15-16. In this review we identified a large
list of concerns with inconsistencies in the reports, assumptions which were made which we believe are
incorrect or inappropriate and many examples of where the work done on the report is, in our opinion,
inadequate to support the conclusions made.
We have included six separate documents below which summarize our specific concerns for each of the
documents submitted.
We ask that you forward our concerns to the individuals charged with reviewing the documents so that they
may ensure that have also identified all of the concerns and inconsistencies we found.
Thank you,
Cathy Beatty
On behalf of the Lovesick Lake Conservation Committee who represents the concerns of the following
residents of Lovesick Lake:
John and Ann Ambler, Liz Ambler and family, Ruth and Don Barrett, Cathy and Bill Beatty, Don Belliveau,
Tracy Blyth, Sandra and David Bennett, Dian and Richard Bogie, Jim and Anita Braund, Jim and Lorna
Broekstra, Alison Broekstra and Dan Stokes, Ron and Katie Brown, Stan and Rose Brozek, Erin Darlow and
Donny Walsh, David Dick and family, Don and Barbara Dunford, Valerie and Gary Goodyear, Peter and
Theresa Gvildys, Cullen Hawken and family,
Jim Badcock and Maria Johnson, Carol and Selwyn Kletz, Gayle Peters and David Kubica, Eva and Bill
Langley, Rose and Larry Macrae, John and Adriana Martin, Julie Otto, Pat and John Moffat, Bill and Lois
Napier, Bryan and Jacqui Pell, Arunas and Marilyn Pleckaitis, Brian and Carrie Porter, Rick and Karen Renaud,
Bev and Ed Richards, Jane and Alex Ross, Gord and Lynne Stephens, Shari Slater, David and Maralyn
Strachan, Heather and Guy Thompson,Margo and Bob Vanderland, Chris Waghorn and Monica Dion, Ron and
Jackie Waldron, Darren and Laurie Wasylyk, Jeff and Cathy Webb, Gary and Susan Weston, Christian and
David Zuladek, Nigel and Arlene Radley, Carol Bugglin and Mark Borer, Margie Bridle and family, Shirely
Burrett-Smith, Peter Milan and Jennifer Witzel, Tony and Lesly Niemann, Bob Smith and Lisa Robinson, Terry
and Lisa Thomas, Sergey and Tatyana Klyushin, Greg Oxenham, Nick Sheppard, Dan Duran, Fred Patterson,
John Scandiffio, David Wright, Jennifer Wright, Warren and Michelle Mar, Mark and Rebecca Brinkman,
Nicole Bell, Dan Peer and also working with the Association of Stony Lake Cottagers (ASLC) and the
Environmental Council of Clear, Ston(e)y and White Lakes
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PLANNING JUSTIFICATION REPORT‐OFFICIAL PLAN AMENDMENT AND ZONING BY‐LAW AMENDMENT
APPLICATIONS
PROPOSED TRAILER PARK DEVELOPMENT
FOREST HILL ROAD
TOWNSHIP OF SELWYN, COUNTY OF PETERBOROUGH
Prepared by KEVIN M. DUGUAY
COMMUNITY PLANNING AND CONSULTING INC.
July, 2015
Concerns identified by the Lovesick Lake Conservation Committee created to communicate the concerns
of the Lovesick Lake and area residents to the Lovesick Lake Development prepared by Dian Bogie
1) Pg. 7 Section 1.2.2 Components of Strategy, Item 2: “maintain and enhance the County’s quality of life
through managed orderly growth and development while considering the natural environment and
watersheds as a basis for the management of future development,”
Concern: How can a development that adds 300 trailers in 4 years and doubles the population on a lake
be considered “orderly growth”?
2) Pg 7 Section 1.2.2 Components of Strategy, Item 3: “protect the integrity of the environment by
recognizing all natural resources as important features to be protected, regulated and enhanced by a
‘holistic’ or ecosystem approach that is based on watershed areas to reflect natural systems rather than
political boundaries; ”
Concern: Recognition of all natural resources as important features has not been adequately studied to
date and in fact some studies were unable to be completed due to lack of information. Example, see
Environmental Impact Study, Pages 21 and 24 Sections 4.2, 4.4 to 4.4.5.
2) Pg. 9 Section 2.6 Development Applications: General Policies
There are a number of studies which we believe are critical and are not outlined in this report:
a) Hydrogeological Studies complete according to MOE guidelines
b) Market Analysis/Justification Study where is it?
c) Planning Study/Analysis, where is it?
d) Noise Impact Study, not included.
3) Pg. 11 Section 4.3.2 paragraph 2: “to provide for limited rural development and to ensure that such
development does not threaten the quality or quantity of ground and surface water”
Concern: “ground and surface water” see MOEE report Appendix C, 1st Page “No details regarding the
thickness or extent of this soil deposit or groundwater conditions of the site are known.” Thus, as the
information has not been obtained to conclude that the development does not threaten the quality or
quantity of ground and surface water. Thus, additional studies are required before an appropriate
conclusion can be reached which will ensure the environment is protected.
1

4) Section 5.3.3.2 Pg. 14. Wherever possible and feasible, road access to a proposed subdivision or
development will be from an adequate existing municipal travelled public road, rather than directly from
a Provincial Highway.
Section 5.3.3.4 Pg. 15 last paragraph “The local road would appear to currently require
upgrade/improvements, and not as a result (directly) of the proposed development.”
Concern: The traffic report reached a different conclusion due to the fact that they didn’t actually look
at the road. The comments above would indicate that Mr Duguay believes that the current road is not
adequate and needs improvement.
5) Section 6.2.9.3 Pg. 18 “The development serves as an extension of the existing Lovesick Lake Trailer
Park. The management/operation of the new resort will be carried out by the owners/operators of
Lovesick Lake Trailer Park. Resort users will have access to waterfront, eatery and other facilities
provided as part of the current operation. Similarly, current Park (Resort) users will be able to enjoy the
walk path and other recreation facilities to form part of the new Resort development.”
Concern: This statement proves that the lake can’t be ignored as there is a direct link as described
above. It is an extension not a new entity unto itself. It speaks directly to the illegal practice of Project
Splitting, of which this is a blatant example.
6) Section 7.9.1 “An established waiting list for the proposed facility demonstrates the need, from a
tourism/business perspective, for the new/expanded facility.”
Concern: How many of those on the waiting list are dependent upon boat dockage at the facility?
Boating is part of their advertisement package and yet this does not appear to be a part of the
evaluation.
7) Section 7.9.4 a) Pg. 20 “The Traffic Impact Study has confirmed the adequacy of the road to
accommodate the anticipated volume of traffic (Phase 1 and 2 components).”
Concern: This same report is in direct contradiction to the above statement stating that the road would
“currently require upgrade/improvements”(see point 5 above)
8) Section 7.9.4 c) “the adequacy of the potable water supply,”
Concern: We have a major concern with this statement. Where is the water coming from? Currently no
licence is in place for water taking from the Lake or any mention of water taking in the future. This
requires a legal permit and is not included in any studies to date. This is a critical aspect of this
development that MUST be identified and evaluated BEFORE approval is given.
9)Section 7.9.6 Pg. 21 “The proposed development does not represent a form of land use that would
cause depreciation of value on adjacent properties.”
Concern: We believe this is a false statement. How has this been evaluated? Have adjacent property
owners been advised? If anything, property values would be devalued due to increased loads for roads,
boats, noise, quality and safety of lake etc.
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10) Section 7.9.7 Pg.21 “The development will generate additional property realty taxes, create
permanent and seasonal employment opportunities and would increase tourism dollar expenditures
within the area/Township.
Concern: There is no substantive report report to support this supposition. How many jobs, permanent,
seasonal, additional property realty taxes?
11) Summary Pg. 21 “In summary the Applications can be considered as serving to expand upon existing
Trailer Park use (Lovesick Lake Trailer Park)”
Concern: We are seriously concerned as the application appears to be being evaluated as a
development with no connections to the existing Trailer Park thus no connection to Lovesick Lake.
However, this statement above along with Point 5) above clearly indicates the intention to have this
development be as one with the existing park. We believe the developers taking the position with the
County and Township that this is a stand alone development is an attempt to Project Split which is illegal
and disallows us from introducing Lake issues. We feel very strongly that this is inappropriate and illegal
and that any evaluation of this project MUST consider that it is an addition to the existing Lovesick Lake
Trailer Park and thus require the Developer disclose their intention with regard to the lakefront
development and the County and Township to evaluation the possible impact on the lake.
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ORIGINAL STAGE 1 & 2 ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT
LOTS 43 AND 44, CONCESSION 10
TOWNSHIP OF SMITH, COUNTY OF PETERBOROUGH
PREPARED BY:
ANTHONY BUTLER (P310) & SHANE McCartney
EARTHWORKS ARCHAELOGICAL SERVICES
SUBMITTED JANUARY 28, 2014
Concerns of the Lovesick Lake Conservation Committee created created to communicate the concerns
of the Lovesick Lake and area residents to the Lovesick Lake Development prepared by Dian Bogie
1)Section 1.3.2 Pg. 8 “All 3 soil types are shallow deposits that overlay limestone bedrock, and contain
very high to exceedingly high stone levels. Drainage is moderate to poor, with the Washago Humisol
considered to have exceptionally poor drainage. (Gillespie and Acton 1981: 26)”
COMMENT:
A) This is remarkable when considering the reports regarding Storm Water Management and
Waste Water Treatment and Management and the poor or lack of adequate recommendations
due to bedrock.
B) No mention is made of the ancient weirs discovered in Lovesick Lake that are of historical value.

Environmental Impact Study
Lots 43 and 44, Concession 16 Smith
Cambium Reference No: 3494‐001
Prepared by Cambium Inc.
2015‐10‐28

Questions from the Lovesick Lake Conservation Committee created to communicate the concerns of the
Lovesick Lake and area residents to the Lovesick Lake Development and prepared by Dian Bogie
1)Section 3.4.3 Pg. 18 AVIFAUNA “Two (2) different survey protocols were used: breeding bird point
count surveys and nocturnal whip‐poor‐will surveys.
Concern: Having been a counter/atlasser of record for the Breeding Bird Atlas of Ontario 2001 and 2005,
it’s very important to have at least 20 hours in the field (most counters spend approx. 70 hours) during
the whole course of the breeding season (May to August). Visiting the Site on 2 occasions just 1 week
apart is not nearly adequate for a proper assessment of the species; numbers or evidence of breeding.
2) Section 4.1 Pg. 21 WETLANDS “There were 2 wetlands confirmed…” “this vegetation type has an S3
rank in Ontario indicating that it is rare to uncommon.”
Question: It is suggested that there would not likely be a negative hydrological or ecological impacts to
the wetland, provided the recommendations included in Section 5.0 are adhered to. Who will oversee
that the recommendations are in place?
3) Section 4.2 Pg. 21 SIGNIFICANT WILDLIFE HABITAT “The majority of the Site has been identified by the
MNRF as deer yard (Stratum 1) and/or deer wintering area (Stratum 2). Deer congregate in the winter
within areas that will provide protection from the winter weather, facilitate movement and provide
browsing material as discussed in Section 3.4.1.” “Cambium understands that the proposed park will be
active for only part of the year (i.e. seasonal) and will be closed in the winter months. “The roadways
and cleared lots may also increase predation success on deer by predators such as coyote;”
Question/Concern: will the park truly be seasonal? The report by Canadian Shield Consultants Inc.,
Environmental Services Team, dated Aug. 2015 states on Pg. 1 Executive Summary states otherwise:
“Amenities such as a recreational area with splash pad and hiking trails will transform the new trailer
park into a premier multi season resort. Pending development constraints and municipal bylaws, it is
hoped that the development will include some form of four season operation to promote winter
activities in the Burleigh Falls area.” Winter usage would clearly be harmful to the deer. Deer will now be
forced to cross 3 busy roads whereas previously in the winter 2 of those roads are hardly used.

4) Major section where it is indicated a full investigation could not be done:
a)Section 4.4 Pg. 24 SIGNIFICANT WOODLAND “Several of the criteria require that the amount of forest
cover within the boundary of the planning authority be known, however this information was unknown
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for this Site. As such Cambium was able to conduct only a partial evaluation of the significance of the
woodland.”
b) Section 4.4.1 Pg. 25 WOODLAND SIZE CRITERIA “Due to the lack of information regarding woodland
cover in the planning authority, Cambium was unable to evaluate the woodland under this criteria.
c) Section 4.4.2 a) Pg. 25 ECOLOGICAL FUNCTIONS CRITERIA Woodland Interior “There is interior habitat
on this property…...This criteria also required knowledge of woodland cover within the planning
authority, therefore Cambium was unable to fully evaluate the woodland under this criteria.”
d) Section 4.4.2 d) Water Protection “The woodland includes the wetland features discussed in Section
4.1 and as such may meet this criteria if minimum area thresholds were known for the planning
authority.
e) Section 4.4.5 Pg. 26 MEASURES TO PRESERVE FORM AND FUNCTION OF THE WOODLAND “While a
determination of the significance of the woodland on the Site was not fully completed due to lack of
information, Cambium has included a number of recommendations…….”
Concern: Clearly Cambium had difficulty making evaluations due to lack of information. We trust that
the County of Peterborough and the Township of Selwyn will not accept reports with so many
evaluations lacking. When will that information be forthcoming so that the report can be completed
fully and without omissions?
5) Section 4.5.1 FLOOD ATTENUATION “Runoff from the Site is expected to increase with the addition of
impermeable surface (i.e. roads and parking areas).
Section 4.5.3 EROSION POTENTIAL “Sedimentation as a result of erosion can have severe impacts on fish
habitat and spawning areas, water temperature, nutrient contributions and water clarity. Due to the
proximity of the Site to Lovesick Lake and the presence of wetlands on the property it is recommended
that erosion and sediment control measures be installed prior to any ground disturbance.” “Stilt fence
installed along the northern property boundary prior to any vegetation clearing or road construction
activities to isolate the work area from Lovesick Lake. (installed according to Ontario Provincial Standard
Drawing OPSD 219.110)”
Concern: It’s very obvious that there is real concern surrounding the expected increase in run off. The
importance of pre‐emptive activation of recommendations seems critical and we request that the
appropriate studies be completed as part of the evaluation process.
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LOVESICK LAKE PARK EXPANSION
FUNCTIONAL STORMWATER MANAGEMENT REPORT
JULY 2016
ENGAGE ENGINEERING LTD.
PROJECT NO. 14028
Questions of the Lovesick Lake Conservation Committee created to communicate the concerns of the
Lovesick Lake and area residents to the Lovesick Lake Development prepared by Dian Bogie

1)A number of sections discuss the issue of the drainage of the new development including:
a) Section 2.1 Pg. 1Drainage and site characteristics “There are five (5) existing drainage catchment
areas on the property that are identified in the Drainage Area Plan.”
b) Pg. 2 “Due to site conditions and the amount of bedrock encountered, the proposed development will
maintain existing drainage patterns as much as possible.”
c) Pg. 3 2.2 Peak Run‐off Calculations: “As anticipated the increase of impervious area under post‐
development conditions result in an increase in the peak flows.” …….
d) 2.3 Stormwater Management Options: “Quality control is required to limit peak flows to pre‐
development levels thereby protecting downstream properties from flooding. Quality controls are
required where the change in land use has the potential to increase sediment and contaminants in the
runoff.
e) Pg. 4 TABLE 3: WET POND: “Not feasible to locate ponds due to site grading/layout and high presence
of bedrock.
f) REDUCED LOT GRADING: “Site topography allows for minimum lot grading beyond road fill limits.”
g) ENHANCED GRASSED SWALES: Not feasible due to high presence of bed rock and contributing area
over 2 ha.”
h) “Based upon the above Table 3 summary, a wet pond facility cannot be functionally located on the
property, due to the site topography, layout and high presence of bed rock. In lieu of a wet pond, a
treatment train approach is likely the most feasible stormwater management plan for the proposed
rural condominium.”
i) Section 2.3 Pg. 5 “According to the MOE Stormwater Management Planning and Design Manual, it is
recommended to have 1.0m of clearance between the bottom of the soakaway cell and the water table
or bedrock. In this scenario based on the topography of the site this may not be the case in the majority
of the soakaway pits.”
Concern: Of the 4 options in Table 3, only 1 option is available. The soakaway cells will be placed in the
current natural water catchment areas, 2 of which are in close proximity to the 2 recognized significant
wetlands. These soakaway cells or multiples of them are buried underground. Depending upon the
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volumes, the sizes and number of cells varies. (see Table 4, Pg. 5 and Table 5, Pg.6). Obviously the
ground will be disturbed to varying degrees in sensitive areas.
However, it appears that this will not even be a viable solution according to their report, because most
of the areas for soakaway pits are not usable due to the bedrock. An alternative solution has not been
given
2) Stormwater management ‐ Pg. 5 “Based on the proximity to Lovesick Lake, it is our opinion that no
stormwater management quantity controls will be required for the lots in area PR1 (proposed
catchment area) …. “Given that there are no properties downstream of these lots and that the lots
outlet directly to Lovesick Lake, there is no risk of flooding and thus no quantity control is required.”
Concern: There is no plan for quantity control in Proposed Catchment Area 1, which is in the same spot
as the Existing Catchment Area 1, 28.1 ha. on the north west portion of the Site. “The catchment is
comprised of predominately of wooded areas. All surface runoff from this catchment drains to the north
west and into Lovesick Lake.” Currently, we have no knowledge of where the runoff enters the lake. It
could very well be a sensitive spawning area, artifact area etc. Further study must be taken to ensure
that the projected increase in runoff will not adversely affect that area during peak flows, especially
when we now know: “As anticipated, the increase in impervious area under post‐development
conditions results in an increase in the peak flows.”
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WASTEWATER TREATMENT DISPOSAL
CANADIAN SHIELD CONSULTANTS INC.
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES TEAM
AUGUST 2015
Questions and comments on behalf of the Lovesick Lake Conservation Committee created to
communicate concerns with the Lovesick Lake Development , prepared by Dian Bogie
1)Pg. 1 Executive Summary: “…. Amenities such as a recreational area with splash pad and hiking trails
will transform the new trailer park into a premier multi season resort. Pending development constraints
and municipal bylaws, it is hoped that the development will include some form of four season operation
to promote winter activities in the Burleigh Falls area.”
Question/Comment: It is very important that this report indicates that it is a multi season resort and
not a three season resort. This has a huge impact on the environmental assessment done which, in
direct conflict with this statement, indicates there are areas where no concerns are warranted as it is a
three season resort. It is our opinion that this MUST be clarified with the developer before a complete
assessment of their proposal can be made.
2) Pg. 1 Paragraph 6: “Similarly, with the increase in seasonal campground operations in Ontario, the
MOECC has produced a position paper in 2013 (appended) outlining specific target values for park
model unit (PMU) recreational sites. Under the position paper, all PMU sites are to be designed at a
minimum flow rate of 800L/day/site unless provisions are included to permit a design on the OBC
equivalent loading rate of 425 L /site/day with safeguards.”
Concern: For the purpose of this report the loading rate of 425L/site/day, the lesser of the two by
almost half was chosen to support the position of the Expansion Site. However, this report stipulates
this can only be used “with safeguards”. Per our review, this lower flow data has been granted to only 2
trailer parks in Ontario and they had to meet strict criteria to qualify to meet the “with safeguards”
critiera. Our understanding is that this qualification has not been granted to Lovesick Lake Trailer Park
Expansion and they have not met the “with safeguards” criteria. Therefore, all of the numbers in this
report are vastly understated. If the report had used the MOECC position paper 2013 and the flow rates
most commonly employed, most of the numbers will be almost doubled. So, instead of the 42,500 litres
per day Phase 1 of sewage, the numbers would be 80,000 litres per day of sewage. This is a substantial
difference and we request that this be examined as part of the evaluation of the development.
3) Pg. 2 MOECC Criteria for PMU Development: “While the ancillary flows from the proposed
recreational area (splashpad) are difficult to ascertain, the MOE does provide guidance when estimating
these types of ancillary flows.”
Question: It has been determined that the ancillary flows from the splashpad “are difficult to ascertain”
and estimates are used to best determine the flows. Is that good enough given the difficult topography,
minimum grading and bedrock already discovered? The daily design sewage flows are based upon 40
litres per person/day not 50 litres per person/day which is more representative of the type of
recreational area proposed (see Pg. 2) Parks, Beaches, Picnic Grounds, Public Swimming Pools. The
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maximum occupancy of 75 persons is used in the equation. Is it not critical that a complete evaluation
of the impact of this splashpad be considered before the development of it is allowed?
4) Pg. 3 Second Paragraph onwards: Since the primary focus of the assessment will be the utilization of
soil for the final receiver of the wastewater stream, the subsurface soil conditions of the site must be
verified.” …. To construct a subsurface sewage works at the site, a careful review of the native soil
conditions was completed as part of the site audit. …. The estimated permeability of the material was
listed as ranging from 14min/cm to 20min/cm, or medium to poor permeability.” …. Although overall
depths are insufficient to support common subsurface disposal design, and additional material will need
to be imported to facilitate construction.” ….
Pg.6 Paragraph 2: “For this proposal, it is recommended that one (1) SC‐40 Treatment Container‐rated at
a daily design flow capacity of 40,000 L/day – can be used per Phase of development with consideration
to reduce the overall DDSF per Phase to 40,000 L/day.”
Conclusion: The result is that a subsurface (below ground) septic system would not be viable. Therefore,
the recommendation is based upon an above ground approach using the ‘Waterloo Biofilter wastewater
treatment system’.
Concern: This SC‐40 Treatment Container is part of the recommended Waterloo Biofilter wastewater
treatment system. Once again using the MOECC values, the Daily Design Sewage Flow would be 80,000
litres/day approx. not 40,000 litres/day as noted in item 2) above. Thus, the number of Treatment
Containers would be 2 not 1 per Phase. The reason they are called ‘Treatment Containers’ is because
they are the actual size of a 40‐foot shipping container! So doing the math for all 3 Phases of the
Expansion Plan, 6 of these Containers would be on site. Imagine. In addition to the plan there would
also be the 3.52 “septic tanks in series” per phase, equalling 10.56 Septic Tanks in total. Only the
capacity of the septic tanks was provided in the reports but they did not examine the dimensions to
determine which are also very important.
5) Pg. 4 Septic Tank Design: “Given that largest commercially available septic tank in Ontario is 45,500
Litres (10,000 gallons), two (2) tanks per Phase (91,000 L total capacity) could be installed in series to
achieve the prescribed septic tank capacity.”
Concern: The figures being used are based upon a model that has not been approved for this Site and to
gain approval they need to meet very special criteria (see point 2 above). We therefore believe that the
figures that should be used for Phase 1 and Phase 2 are 80,000 litres/day not 42,500 litres/day.
The largest septic tank capacity in Ontario is currently 45,500 litres. Therefore using the calculation that
they would require 2x 80,000 litres/day would require Septic Tank Capacity of 160,000 litres and thus
3.52 Septic Tanks. These will require much more space, and we have concerns about where these will be
accommodated?
6) Pg. 5 Effluent Disposal: “the tertiary quality effluent is pressurized in shallow trenches buried on the
site. For example, based on the anticipated DDSF for individual phases of development, the prescribed
length (total) of shallow buried trenches would be: L=Q/75 for soils with percolation rate 1<T<20:
L=80,000*/75 L=1,066m (3,496 feet).
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Concern: Based upon the formula proposed, when all 3 Phases are completed the shallow buried
trenches would equal approx. 10,488 feet, which would be, in equivalent terms of football fields
(equalling the length of 23 Canadian 450 feet) at the end of Phase 1 the size of 7.7 Canadian football
fields. It is realized that these trenches will be zig‐zagged etc. but where will they be situated and is
there even enough area for their safe and effective implementation?
7) Pg. 7, Sewage Works Recommendation (cont’d) Per Phase (94 or 100 sites) where 5 critical points are
noted. One is “ the easier to manage effluent can be directed to central lift stations for collection at the
central balancing tank.” There is a diagram of the Sewage Works Recommendation, however it is
unlabelled and without a page number but it is important to be reviewed.
Concern: What happens if there is a break in the line carrying the effluent to the central lift station?
Where would the effluent go, wouldn’t it follow the natural drainage patterns which lead to the
identified wetlands? Looking at the above mentioned diagram of the sewage plan one can see the
number of pipes required to transport the effluent throughout the park to reach the Raw Sewage Lift
Stations, Balancing Tanks, Septic Tanks, Effluent Tank, and finally the number of runoff cells/trenches. A
break in any one of these areas could be dangerous. Keep in mind that drawing is based upon the
42,500 litres/day and not the 80,000 litres/day which is the current programme being used by MOE.
Thus the area required will be much larger than indicated. Is there enough room and where will it be
placed?
8) Pg. 8,9,10 Septic System Impact Assessment: These pages deal with figures and charts regarding
nitrates.
Concern: Only 1 Nitrate Sampling occurred, on July 28, 2015. One was taken from surface water in a
swamp and the other from surface water in the Trent Severn Waterway. Exact identification of sample
locations was not given; Nitrate levels were less than 0.1.
We have a MAJOR concern that phosphorous levels or E Coli tests were not conducted at all? Surely we
need a yardstick from which to measure. The negative impacts of both of those readings not being
examined are serious and must be evaluated before the development is approved.
Additional concern: Not previously mentioned is the fact that the MOE Design Expectations for Park
Model Units (PMUs) at Trailer Sites, Page. 5 indicates that Unit Sewage Flow for Travel Trailer Parks is
800 Litres/Day (note Travel) but for Mobile Home Parks it is 1000 Litres/Day. This very report submitted
by Canadian Shield Consultants in their Executive Summary, Paragraph 2 state that “will transform the
new trailer park into a premium multi season resort. …it is hoped that the development will include
some form of four season operation to promote winter activities in the Burleigh Falls area.” One then
wonders why the Mobile Home Park, using 1000 litres /day as its model is not employed during this
study and report!
9) Appendix C of the Canadian Shield Consultants Inc. Report includes a memorandum from Amec
Foster Wheeler –Sudbury who was hired to compare the soil samples submitted to them from Canadian
Shield Consultants Inc. . They specifically state in their memorandum that “no details regarding the
thickness or extent of this soil deposit or groundwater conditions of the site are known.”
Question: We are wondering how Canadian Shield Consultants could have made the conclusions they
have without knowing this very important information?
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10) Section 3.1 discusses the site in relations to the RV’s which are located on Stricker’s Lane as follows
“the adjacent properties to the north and on the portion of the site that abuts Stricker’s Lane, the land
slopes steeply down to Lovesick Lake with an exposed cliff face.” However, this is the only mention that
the report makes of the Stricker’s Lane area and there is NO evaluation made anywhere of the impact of
the run‐off from this development on this area.
Concern: In discussions with the resident’s of Stricker’s Lane, the water comes down from the cliffs,
passes through their RV sites and goes DIRECTLY into Lovesick Lake when there is any rainstorm. They
are deeply concerned about the impact that the runoff from the new development will have on their
properties and on the Lake. It is CRITICAL that this be evaluated before any development be allowed to
occur and the fact that the report did not examine this it was not comprehensive.
Other deficiencies noted in the report
a) There is no mention of where the water that supplies the comfort stations, kitchens,
washrooms, splashpad etc. is coming from? Of course it will be from Lovesick Lake because to
our knowledge there is no other source of water available. That request has yet to be found in
the report. A permit from the Ontario Government is required for that and will it even be
approved? Lovesick Lake is a very small lake ‐ can it afford the amount of water withdrawal to
support another 300 trailers and the extra amenities that are proposed?
b) The issue of the garbage which will result from the size of the Lovesick Trailer Park going from
150 trailers to 443 trailers is barely dealt with. They indicate in section 4.8 that “attracting
raccoons and coyotes should be avoided” and go on to indicate “the garbage regularly should be
transferred to a designated waste management facility”. We have major concerns that the new
RV owners will not understand or respect the need to manage the garbage and this could result
in the attraction of animals such as bears, raccoons and coyotes. Where and how will this
garbage be stored? The sheer volume will be huge.
As well, the issue of the use of Forest Hill Road once again comes up as the size of the garbage
trucks required to take that amount of garbage will be quite large and as noted they will be
required to visit frequently to control any issues. How will this be done safely on this road?
c) They discuss noise and lighting issues but the issue of the impact of the fire pits on the sites are
not discussed. It is our observation in looking at the current sites that they are all self‐
constructed fire pits that do not seem to have any formal rules or regulations on how they are
constructed for fire safety. We are also concerned about the impact that an additional 293 fire
pits could have on the air quality especially for the Stricker’s Lane sites which are below the new
sites. We believe this is something that should be evaluated.
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TRAFFIC IMPACT STUDY
LOVESICK LAKE EXPANSION DEVELOPMENT
FOREST HILL ROAD
TOWNSHIP OF SELWYN
TRANPLAN ASSOCIATES
TRAFFIC, TRANSIT, PARKING, & TRANSPORTATION PLANNING
OCTOBER, 2015
Concerns of the Lovesick Lake Conservation Committee created to communicate the concerns of the
Lovesick Lake and area residents with the Lovesick Lake Development prepared by Dian Bogie
The following summarizes specific concerns with this study and its findings:
1)Section 2.0 Pg. 3 “According to 2012 Roads Need Study, it carries less than 100 vehicles per day and
has an unposted speed limit of 80km/h.” (this sentence paragraph one, refers to the Forest Hill Road)
Concern: This is a traffic impact study and an actual study of the proposed main artery to the Site was
not even conducted and a formula 4 years old was used to determine the number of vehicles per day!
2) Section 3.1 Site Trip Generation: “Traffic generation data for development such as that proposed for
the study site are limited. A review was carried out of related trip generation date available in the
current Institute of Transportation (ITE) Trip Generation Manual (9th Edition). Land uses examined in this
review included Camping and Recreational Vehicle Park (LU416), Recreational Homes (LU260), and
Mobile Homes (LU240).
The Recreational Homes (LU260) was selected for application to the proposed development. While its
trip generation rates are lower than Mobile Homes……….”
Concern: Once again it’s recorded that data is limited and once again a formula is employed to
determine Trip Generation not actual concrete information. The land use formula LU260 not LU240 was
selected even though the Site could well be used 4 seasons as stated in the Justification Report, July 15,
2016. Therefore, the volumes in the formula are lower and not reflective of possible 4 season use.
Surely, the formula LU240 Mobile Homes should have been used to at least ensure a margin of safety.
3) Exhibit 2.1 Traffic Volumes: Please review charts.
Concern: The times of the studies were not representative of peak times. There is no difference
whatsoever between A, (2015) Traffic Volumes and B 2020 Background Traffic Volumes? No difference
in 4 years? The increase in C) Site Traffic Volumes and D) 2020 Total Traffic Volumes is negligible. How
can that be? Especially when “However, there was no indication that specific counts were collected on
Forest Hill Road.” (Pg. 8 Section 4.3)
4) Section 5.0 Conclusions and Recommendations: “Based on the traffic analyses completed for this
study, the proposed expansion of Lovesick Lake Park using Forest Hill Road as main access road will
support the future site and background traffic.”
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Concern: Actual counts of traffic were never done on Forest Hill Road and all statistics were completed
by formulation and not facts.
5) Section 5.0 “Drivers entering/exiting the study site should experience little delay. The future site
traffic volumes assumed in the study analysis will have no significant impact on traffic operations on 15th
line or Highway 28.”
Comment/concern: That’s because the studies were conducted during non peak hours. Currently,
anyone trying to turn onto or off Concession 15 on a Sunday afternoon or evening or a Holiday Monday
has long delays. There certainly is an increase in volume. It’s ludicrous to expect there will be no
significant impact on traffic when another 300 trailers/families will be added to the traffic equation.
This study was done in two fifteen minute periods on the weekend before the long weekend in May.
Thus it is not representative at all of what the normal traffic is like both on Forest Hill Road but also on
Highway 28. Thus, to conclude there are no issues with turning onto Fifteenth or off Fifteenth to
Highway 28 are inappropriate as it does not cover the timing where the issues will arise. Thus the study
has not value in the decision in our opinion.
Additional concerns:
a) There was no actual review of the road itself. This is not a two lane road and presently when
cars are passing one or both cars must go pull over and both cars must come to an almost crawl.
There is one section that the road is actually reduced to one lane as there is a large boulder
which protrudes into the road.
b) The study did not examine the large trucks which will be required to go on this road for
deliveries nor does it look at cars pulling boats on trailers. These are much larger vehicles and
when in use on this road it will make it impossible for the vehicles to pass safely.
c) There is little to no shoulder on this road which will make it almost impossible for safety when
large vehicles are on this road as vehicles have nowhere to pull over to so that the cars can pass
safely.
d) Throughout the study there did not seem to be a reference to multiple vehicles per site for
family members or additional vehicles for visitors. Those numbers would be highly significant
but have not been included. As well, as noted in b) it did not consider delivery vehicles
e) The calculation of the Average Traffic assumed only 50 cars for half the year but the application
indicates that they intend to make this trailer expansion a four season facility. Thus, the basic
assumption in this calculation is again incorrect.
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Subject: Lovesick Lake Development
From: Julie Otto(Metheral)
Application for development. FILE NUMBER 150P-16009.
Application number C-15-16
As a taxpayer and fourth generation cottage owner, I'm fearful of even more activity on this precious
waterway. It has been brought to my attention that there is a possibility for an expansion of Lovesick
Lake Park. My friend and I have walked through the trailer camp every year, several times a summer, and
to see even the Burleigh dam frontage littered with campsites is mind boggling.
I have witnessed metal trailers that have been dragged out onto a peninsula with no way of ever leaving
their perch. Between the crowded RV trailers shoulder to shoulder on the mainland we have also seen the
expansion of docks attached to dock, upon dock. Huge pontoon boats, speed boats and other high end
power craft have added activity to an already populated lake.
At one time in the late 1800's my great grandfather grazed cows along the "then" river. My grandfather
built our cottage in 1916 and my father witnessed the Trent Canal being formed. I have been on Lovesick
Lake my entire life and seen the changes of buildings, streams and water quality. What was once a simple
single road down to Forest Hill Lodge, has become a double wide speed way.
Streams have dried up for the first time ever because of development. We had a fresh water spring that
everyone could access for free drinking water until more activity occurred up the hill which caused
contamination.
I have lost over four feet depth of shoreline with not only the cruisers traveling through the main channel,
but the yahoos that traipse up and down the east shoreline (as we are the ones who have the least
weeds). Weeds? There were never any weeds along our shoreline until 1986 when the zebra mussels were
introduced, via boat traffic.
Water quality is holding, but not wonderful as per our independent water studies by our cottage
association. What little wildlife habitat is left for the bear, fox, moose, turkey, and frogs etc will be
destroyed by more development. The thought of more cars, trucks, and trailers destroying what last belt of
forest there is which has been serving as a buffer from the noise pollution of an already crowded Highway
28.
This is the smallest, prettiest little lake that has more than its share of vacationers. The Burleigh Falls boat
launch is very convenient for weekend boaters and fisher people that keep every size of fish they
can catch. The loons continue to come back, even when harassed by the jet skiers and speeding boaters,
though I see them less and less due to the activity.
Is every bit of quality of life always about the all mighty dollar, when the land, water and wildlife is held
with so little respect?
Sincerely Yours
Julie Otto (Metheral)
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PleasebeadvisedthatmyfamilyandIareveryconcernedwiththeadditionalpressureswhichtheseadditional
residentswillbringtoLovesickLakeandlowerreachesoftheTrent/Severnsystem.Iwishtobeinformedofany
additionalmeetingsordocumentspertainingtothisproposal.
DouglasMoffatt.35MillSt.,Uxbridge,Ont.L9P1H9
9058524033
SentfrommyiPad
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MR. W. CULLEN HAWKEN
582 Barons Court, Burlington, ON L7R 4E4

Cell: (416) 528-1507 E-mail: cullenh@cogeco.ca

October 26, 2016
Jeanette Thompson
Planner/Economic Development Officer
Township of Selwyn, 1310 Centre Line, Selwyn, ON K9J 6X5
Re: Formal Application C-15-16, Lovesick Lake Trailer Park Development
Dear Jeannette:
I am writing in regards to Application C-15-16 involving the proposed Lovesick Lake
Trailer Park Development.
First, I wish to acknowledge the efforts being made by the developer and the due
diligence being shown by the Township in consideration of this application. I would like
to encourage strongly that this dialogue continue in all appropriate respects such that a
resolution amenable to all parties, including affected landowners and shareholders, is
achieved.
I am one of the landowners and shareholders affected by this application.
I share the road with the proposed Trailer Park and my property lies almost adjacent to it
at 3170 Spring Lane East more specifically described as Smith Con 16 PT LOT 42 RP
45R14861 Parts 1 to 4 and 6 to 9. My extended family would also be affected with
property located at 3146 Spring Lane North described by Smith Con 16 Lot 41 RP
45R3862 Parts 1 to 3.
In addition to many of the considerations already being examined in regards to this
application, there are two additional concerns that I would request be addressed in these
proceedings:
1) Long Range Plan to Provide Access to Lovesick Lake i.e. Dockage
Thus far, I have not seen significant enough discussion regarding longer-term plans
to access Lovesick Lake by the potential Trailer Park residents. More specifically,
dockage, boat ramp, beaches and swimming areas. My concern is that there may be
other plans which have not have been divulged at this point which may in fact be
material to the application. For example, the hypothetical sale of Forest Hill Lodge
and/or the removal of existing Trailers along the shore of Lovesick Lake either at
the Lovesick Lake Campground and/or Stricker’s Resort. The point is this: 293
Trailers will most certainly expect access to Lovesick Lake for swimming, boating
and docking. It needs to be addressed much more specifically.

MR. W. CULLEN HAWKEN
582 Barons Court, Burlington, ON L7R 4E4

Cell: (416) 528-1507 E-mail: cullenh@cogeco.ca
LinkedIn: www.linkedin.com/in/cullenhawken

2) Lake Stewardship
The Hawken family is one of the original families on Lovesick Lake with roots
dating back to the 1930s and earlier. My great uncle was one of the early loggers
on the lake and my grandmother told stories of the early days when there were only
12 cottages on the whole lake and wild rice covered much of the surface area. In
my own youth there were lily pads and bulrushes where today SeaDoos drive
unabated. So much has changed…
And yet one thing has not changed: the importance of stewardship. Our family, as
with most of the original families on the lake, have always had a very strong
instinct to protect the lake so that it remains a special place for generations to come.
We have fought forest fires, zebra mussels and invasive weeds. We have
participated in building strong associations including the Lovesick Lake Cottagers
Association in which my father wrote the original Constitution and I myself have
served both as a Director and President.
We care about this lake and what happens to it.
This application for a trailer park is very concerning when it comes to stewardship.
The inherent transient nature of a trailer park is generally not conducive to the longterm best interests of the lake community. Even if the developer is committed to
fostering the best intentions of the surroundings, there are 293 paying stakeholders
to manage and the odds that the health and sanctity of the lake and surrounding land
will surpass the desires of those tenants will most certainly be at odds. This
application seems to be more about revenue generation and land exploitation than it
does about stewardship.
Personally, I am saddened and disheartened by this application. There needs to be
assurances that this application will consider all aspects of stewardship to protect
and enhance the lake and the surroundings for years to come, whether that means
limiting the number of trailers or denying the application outright.
Thank you for your time and your consideration. I trust in the wisdom and the judgment
of the Township, and urge you to continue with utmost care and diligence in this
application. The decisions made today are very significant and will be difficult, if not
impossible, to undue in the future.
Sincerely,
W. Cullen Hawken
Cc:

Caitlin Robinson, crobinson@county.peterborough.on.ca
Jennifer Cline Smith, jclinesmith@otonabee.com
Alanna Boulton, alanna.boulton@pc.gc.ca

Oct. 26 ,2016

Dear
Thank you once again for setting aside the time to meet with me and others on Sept. 13th to discuss the
Lovesick Lake Trailer Park Expansion. I learned a great deal, especially, about the time lines and how this
process works.
However, there is one aspect of the meeting that has left a huge question in my mind and that is how
and why is this application being treated as a ‘stand alone/ land only’ development?

The Notice of Complete Application for both the County of Peterborough and the Township of Selwyn,
clearly state that: “The purpose of the application is to accommodate an expansion of an existing trailer
park known as Lovesick Lake Park. The proposed expansion will be completed in three (3) phases
totaling 294 new trailers and camping sites; and will also include: a registration/administration facility to
be located at the proposed main entrance on Forest Hill Road; three (3) comfort stations, recreational
features including splash-pads/playground and passive recreational trails. The development is proposing
a ‘staircase feature’ to provide pedestrian access to Strickers Lane, and ultimately the existing Lovesick
Lake trailer park.”
The very documents issued by the County and the Township as quoted above, indicate quite clearly that
this is an EXPANSION of an already existing trailer park and not a new entity unto itself. The mere
definition of the word ‘expansion’ is to “make something bigger”. Furthermore, it’s clarified just how the
expansion will be adjoined to Lovesick Lake Trailer Park which has shoreline, waterfront, dockage etc. on
Lovesick Lake. To not be allowed to introduce our concerns about the lake is very difficult to understand,
when it’s so obvious that the lake is integral to the whole process. In fact, the advertisement for the
Lovesick Lake Trailer Park is a video focusing on the recreational activities taking place along the already,
very congested shoreline.
In Kevin Duguay’s Planning Justification Report he states the following (Pg. 18): “The development
serves as a extension of the existing Lovesick Lake Trailer Park. The management/operation of the new
resort will be carried out by the owners/operators of Lovesick Lake Trailer Park. Resort users will have
access to waterfront, eatery and other facilities provided as part of the current operations. Similarly,
current Park (Resort) users will be able to enjoy the walk path and other recreation facilities to form part
of the new Resort development.” May I reiterate, “Resort users will have access to waterfront, eatery
and other facilities provided as part of the current operations.” Those other facilities are the beach,
docks, swimming areas, fishing areas etc.
Due to the reasons listed, we strongly urge that Lovesick Lake be inclusive in the process determining
the Official Plan Amendment and Zoning By-Law Amendment.
Lovesick Lake is one of the smallest, if not the smallest in the Trent Canal System and as such is
extremely sensitive to even the slightest changes. It already has the highest Phosphorous levels of all the
Kawartha Lakes and it teeters on the edge of becoming an eutrophic lake. This proposal for the
expansion and the subsequent increase in Stormwater runoff will have a negative impact on the lake.
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That is why it is so imperative that a LCA/Lakeshore Capacity Assessment be conducted before a ruling is
made. According to FOCA, “Protection of water quality is essential to protecting the environmental,
recreational, economic, and property value of a lake. Therefore, it is in the best interest of cottagers’
associations and residents living on lakes to safeguard their water resources. LCA is one way that
municipal planners can help protect the water quality of lakes from excessive development along their
shores.” Of the 6-criterion required to trigger the need for a Lakeshore Capacity Assessment, we believe
we meet 5 of the 6.
The MNR guidelines indicate that we’ve already reached our maximum boating capacity. The magnitude
and the number of projected additional boats just isn’t feasible. The dockage now in place is extremely
congested, in a narrow channel and quite close to the dam. To provide additional boating and docking in
such a high traffic area is to invite all kinds of safety hazards.
Water withdrawal/taking has not been discussed or described in any of the reports. Does the proponent
have a permit and can the lake even handle the amount for the future 294 new sites?
As a taxpayer, we have very serious concerns about the quality and safety of Lovesick Lake. If the
proponent is permitted to proceed, the likelihood of Lovesick Lake becoming eutrophic is very high. The
lake will no longer be attractive to prospective cottagers, trailer owners, boaters, fishermen etc. No one
wants to be on a plant choked and algae filled water body devoid of fish. Property values will plummet
and people will have no desire to build or camp on the lake.
Sorry, to be so blunt but at this point but we must address the economics of this issue as well as the
environmental because they go hand in hand.
We insist that Lovesick Lake be included because of the very terminology used by the County and the
Township’s “Notice of Complete Application” wherein the project is clearly identified as an EXPANSION
of an existing trailer park. If Lovesick Lake can not be included, then a detailed report or some type of
legal document must be forthcoming to support the position so that we may understand why the Lake is
being ignored.
We have been tax payers for a long time (over 50 years) If our property is at risk of losing its value due
to this development we encourage you to look at the figures garnered from private dwellings as
opposed to other places of residence. Although, the big numbers look enticing for a trailer park
expansion, the tax revenue is quite small in comparison to private dwellings. We trust that the future of
Lovesick Lake is being weighed throughout this process because without a healthy, thriving lake there is
no attraction.
We must be assured with validity that our property will not depreciate, should this venture be
approved.
We appreciate you addressing our very real concerns and questions and we thank you in advance for
doing so.
Respectfully yours.
Rick and Dian Bogie

2

5RELQVRQ&DLWOLQ
)URP
6HQW
7R
&F

6XEMHFW
$WWDFKPHQWV

&DWK\%HDWW\EHDWW\Z#URJHUVFRP!
1RYHPEHU$0
-HQQLIHU&OLQHVPLWK%HYHUOH\+XUIRUG
-HDQQHWWH7KRPSVRQ5RELQVRQ&DLWOLQ0XGG,DLQ$ODQQD%RXOWRQ6KHUU\6HQLV0DU\
6PLWK*HUU\+HUURQDORFNH#VHOZ\QWRZQVKLSFD'RQQD%DOODQW\QH
EPDWWKHZV#WUHQWODNHVFDUZLQGRYHU#WUHQWODNHVFD
/RYHVLFN/DNH7UDLOHU3DUNFRQWLQXHGFRQFHUQVZLWKDWWDFKPHQW P\DSRORJLHV
02(2SHUDWLRQDO3ROLF\6WDWHPHQWSGI

)ROORZ8S)ODJ
)ODJ6WDWXV

)ROORZXS
)ODJJHG

3OHDVHILQGEHORZWKHVDPHHPDLOIRUZDUGHGODVWHYHQLQJZLWKWKHDWWDFKPHQW
,QRXUOHWWHURI-XO\IURP$QQ$PEOHUZHUDLVHGRXUFRQFHUQWKDWWKHPHWKRGRORJ\XVHGWRUHYLHZWKH
SURSRVHG7UDLOHU3DUN'HYHORSPHQWRQ/RYHVLFN/DNHEHFRPSUHKHQVLYH6SHFLILFDOO\ZHVWDWHG
³ZHDUHFRQFHUQHGZLWKGHYHORSPHQWFUHHSRUSURMHFWVSOLWWLQJZKHUHE\RQO\DSRUWLRQRIWKHFRQWHPSODWHG
GHYHORSPHQWSODQLVVXEPLWWHGDQGDIUDJPHQWHGDSSURYDOSURFHVVRFFXUV:HVWURQJO\UHFRPPHQG\RXDQG
RWKHUUHJXODWRU\DJHQFLHVFRQVLGHUWKHHQWLUHSURSRVDOIRUDSSURYDO´
7KH/RYHVLFN/DNH&RQVHUYDWLRQ&RPPLWWHHPHWRQ2FWREHUDQGFRQFOXGHGWKDWWKLVFRQWLQXHVWREHD
PDMRUFRQFHUQRIRXUVDQGZHZDQWHGWRVSHFLILFDOO\DGGUHVVWKLVZLWK\RX:HEHOLHYHWKDW25&$DVWKH
SURYLQFLDOUHSUHVHQWDWLYHLQWKLVSURFHVVLVWKHRQHDJHQF\WKDWFRXOGEHFULWLFDOLQHQVXULQJWKLVFRPSUHKHQVLYH
UHYLHZLVSHUIRUPHG,QUHYLHZLQJWKH2QWDULR(QYLURQPHQWDO3URWHFWLRQ$FWDQGWKH&DQDGLDQ(QYLURQPHQWDO
$VVHVVPHQW$FWZHEHOLHYHWKH\ERWKLQGLFDWHWKDWWKHUHYLHZSURFHVVVKRXOGLQFRUSRUDWHWKHQHHGWRDFFHVVWKH
SRWHQWLDOLPSDFWWKLVGHYHORSPHQWPD\KDYHRQWKHODNH7KLVLVVXSSRUWHGE\FRXUWFDVHVZKHUHWKHFRXUWV
KDYHIRXQGWKDWDGRSWLQJDQDUURZVFRSHRIDFFHVVLQJDSURMHFWDQGQRWUHYLHZLQJWKHSRWHQWLDOLPSDFWVQRW
VSHFLILFDOO\RXWOLQHGLQWKHGHYHORSPHQWSODQLVQRWDFFHSWDEOH:HKDYHDWWDFKHGWKHSDSHULVVXHGE\WKH
&DQDGLDQ(QYLURQPHQWDO$VVHVVPHQW$JHQF\UHJDUGLQJWKLVLVVXH
:HZKROLYHRQWKLVODNHNQRZWKDWWKLVGHYHORSPHQWZLOOKDYHDQLPSDFWRQWKHZDWHUJLYHQWKHVPDOOVL]HRI
WKHODNH,QRXUPHHWLQJRQ6HSWHPEHULWZDVLQGLFDWHGWKDWWKH7RZQVKLSRI6HOZ\QDQGWKH&RXQW\
RI3HWHUERURXJKZHUHQRWJLYLQJPDMRUFRQVLGHUDWLRQWRWKLVSRWHQWLDOLPSDFW:HKDYHVLQFHIRUZDUGHGHPDLOV
WRDOOSDUWLHVLQDWWHQGDQFHDWWKLVPHHWLQJVSHFLILFDOO\VKRZLQJKRZWKH)LQDO-XVWLILFDWLRQ5HSRUWVHFWLRQ
VHFWLRQSDJHVWDWHV³UHVRUWXVHUVZLOOKDYHDFFHVVWRZDWHUIURQWHDWHU\DQGRWKHUIDFLOLWLHVSURYLGHG
DVSDUWRIWKHFXUUHQWRSHUDWLRQ´7KLVLVFRQFOXVLYHHYLGHQFHWKDWWKHZDWHULVDQLPSRUWDQWSDUWRIWKLV
GHYHORSPHQWDQGWKDWWKHGHYHORSPHQWZLOOJLYHWKHIDPLOLHVSXUFKDVLQJWKH59VLWHVXQOLPLWHGDFFHVVWRD
ODUJHZDWHUIURQWRQWKHODNHIRUVZLPPLQJDQGERDWLQJ(YHQWKRXJKWKHDSSOLFDWLRQGRHVQRWLQFOXGHDQ\
FKDQJHVWRWKHH[LVWLQJZDWHUIURQWDWWKLVWLPHZHNQRZIURPEHKLQGWKHVFHQHVGLVFXVVLRQVWKDWWKH\KDYH
DPELWLRXVSODQVIRUWKHZDWHUIURQWDQGWKH\KDYHMXVWQRWGLVFORVHGWKHVHLQWKHILUVWDSSOLFDWLRQ
:HUHVSHFWIXOO\LPSORUH\RXDVWKHUHSUHVHQWDWLYHRIWKH3URYLQFHRI2QWDULRWRSOHDVHHQVXUH\RXUUHYLHZ
LQFOXGHVDOODVSHFWVRIWKLVGHYHORSPHQWLQFOXGLQJWKHORQJWHUPLPSDFWRQWKHTXDOLW\RIWKHZDWHURI/RYHVLFN
/DNH7KHGHYHORSHUVKRXOGEHDVNHGWRGLVFORVHDOORIWKHLUIXWXUHSODQVIRUWKLVSURSHUW\DQGWKHVHVKRXOGEH
HYDOXDWHGDVSDUWRIWKHLUDSSOLFDWLRQ7RDOORZWKHPWR³IUDJPHQW´WKHLUDSSOLFDWLRQLVDEVROXWHO\XQDFFHSWDEOH
ERWKWRRXUVHOYHVDQGEDVHGRQRXUUHYLHZVWKH&RXUWV\VWHPLQ&DQDGD
1

&DWK\%HDWW\
2QEHKDOIRIWKH/RYHVLFN/DNH&RQVHUYDWLRQ&RPPLWWHHZKRKDVVXSSRUWIURPWKHIROORZLQJUHVLGHQWVRI
/RYHVLFN/DNH
-RKQDQG$QQ$PEOHU/L]$PEOHUDQGIDPLO\5XWKDQG'RQ%DUUHWW&DWK\DQG%LOO%HDWW\'RQ%HOOLYHDX
7UDF\%O\WK6DQGUDDQG'DYLG%HQQHWW'LDQDQG5LFKDUG%RJLH-LPDQG$QLWD%UDXQG-LPDQG/RUQD
%URHNVWUD$OLVRQ%URHNVWUDDQG'DQ6WRNHV5RQDQG.DWLH%URZQ6WDQDQG5RVH%UR]HN(ULQ'DUORZDQG
'RQQ\:DOVK'DYLG'LFNDQGIDPLO\'RQDQG%DUEDUD'XQIRUG9DOHULHDQG*DU\*RRG\HDU3HWHUDQG
7KHUHVD*YLOG\V-LP%DGFRFNDQG0DULD-RKQVRQ&DURODQG6HOZ\Q.OHW]*D\OH3HWHUVDQG'DYLG.XELFD
(YDDQG%LOO/DQJOH\5RVHDQG/DUU\0DFUDH-RKQDQG$GULDQD0DUWLQ-XOLH2WWR3DWDQG-RKQ0RIIDW%LOO
DQG/RLV1DSLHU%U\DQDQG-DFTXL3HOO$UXQDVDQG0DULO\Q3OHFNDLWLV%ULDQDQG&DUULH3RUWHU5LFNDQG
.DUHQ5HQDXG%HYDQG(G5LFKDUGV-DQHDQG$OH[5RVV*RUGDQG/\QQH6WHSKHQV6KDUL6ODWHU'DYLGDQG
0DUDO\Q6WUDFKDQ+HDWKHUDQG*X\7KRPSVRQ0DUJRDQG%RE9DQGHUODQG&KULV:DJKRUQDQG0RQLFD'LRQ
5RQDQG-DFNLH:DOGURQ'DUUHQDQG/DXULH:DV\O\N-HIIDQG&DWK\:HEE*DU\DQG6XVDQ:HVWRQ&KULVWLDQ
DQG'DYLG=XODGHN1LJHODQG$UOHQH5DGOH\&DURO%XJJOLQDQG0DUN%RUHU0DUJLH%ULGOHDQGIDPLO\
6KLUHO\%XUUHWW6PLWK3HWHU0LODQDQG-HQQLIHU:LW]HO7RQ\DQG/HVO\1LHPDQQ%RE6PLWKDQG/LVD
5RELQVRQ7HUU\DQG/LVD7KRPDV6HUJH\DQG7DW\DQD.O\XVKLQ*UHJ2[HQKDP1LFN6KHSSDUG'DQ'XUDQ
-D\QH$PEOHU)UHG3DWWHUVRQ-RKQ6FDQGLIILR'DYLG:ULJKW-HQQLIHU:ULJKW:DUUHQDQG0LFKHOOH0DU0DUN
DQG5HEHFFD%ULQNPDQ1LFROH%HOO-D\QH$PEOHU'RXJDQG6DXQGUD0RIIDW%UXFH'\HUDQG'DQ3HHU
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Thankyouforyourresponsetomyrequestforinformation.
AsIindicatedinmytelephonecallourfamilyisveryconcernedaboutthisproposal.LovesickLakeisalreadyoverused
byresidentsoftheEXISTINGpark.Thenumberofboats,personalwatercrafthasmultipliedbyafactorof
2or3sincewebuiltourcottageonRebasIsland.WearecontenttolivewiththeCURRENTlevelofnoise,trespassand
boatwashdamage.Anincreaseinanyoftheseareaswillnotonlybeunpleasantbutdangerous.
Anumberofyearsagowewereatthecottagewhenasmallgroupofboys(ages12to15?)weretransportedtoa
sectionofourpropertynexttoStrickersresort.WerecognizedtheboysandtheboatasbeingfromLovesickLakeTrailer
Parksincewe.rentedaslipfordockingourboatatthepark.
Theboysstayedovernightandbuiltacampfireontheisland.Icalledouttothemtobecarefulwiththefireandthey
agreed.Thenextdaytheyleftaround11:00.Theythoughttheirfirewasoutbutitwasn't.About3:00weheardthe
soundsofafirecracklinganduponinvestigationfoundalargefirehadstartedandwasreachingintothebranchesofa
largepinetree.Werushedtothesitewithbucketsandanythingelsewecouldusetocarrywatertodousethefire.A
couplefromStricker'srushedtothesitewiththeirboatandhelpedusfightthefire.Afteranhourorsoitseemedtobe
out.Wehadcalledthefiredepartmentandtheyarrivedabout5:00.Theymadesurethefirewasoutandoneofthe
officerswhenaskedsaidweshouldposttheislandas"notrespassing"andifanyoneattemptstocamptheretellthem
toleaveanddon'tbeafraidtocalltheO.P.P.iftheyrefuse.
Wepostedtheislandandhavehadnofurtherincidents.
Hadweorourneighboursnotbeentherethiscouldhavebeenadisaster.
Ifthisdevelopmentgoesaheadthepossibilityofmoresuchincidentswilllikelyriseindirectproportiontothenumber
ofnewresidents.Willitbenecessarytohaveafireboatonthelake?
OnthosedayswhentheO.P.P.arepresentwiththeirpatrolboattheycertainlyseemtobebusywithboaterswho
speedanddrivedangerously.

Weareconcerned,alsowiththeapplicationtorezonebecauseofthedeparturefromtheofficialplanwhichstatesthat
(sec.1.2.2.3"protecttheintegrityoftheenvironmentbyrecognizingallnaturalresourcesasimportantfeaturestobe
protected,regulatedandenhancedbya'holistic'
orecosystemapproachthatisbasedonwatershedareastoreflectnaturalsystemsratherthanpoliticalboundaries."
ITISOURCONSIDEREDOPINIONTHATHISDEVELOPMENTWILLDONOTHINGTOENHANCEORPROTECTTHE
ENVIRONMENTKNOWNASLOVESICKLAKE.
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WEAREALSOCONCERNEDTHATTHEWHOLEOFLOVESICKLAKEISNOTBEINGPROTECTEDBECAUSEOFTHERAPID
INCREASEINTHENUMBEROFDWELLINGSBEINGBUILTONTHENORTHSIDEOFLOVESICKLAKE.ITWOULDAPPEAR
THATTHEOFFICIALPLANWASWRITTENSPECIFICALLYFORTHISINSTANCE.THEWATERSHEDRATHERTHANPOLITICAL
BOUNDARIESSHOULDBEPROTECTED.
TheimpactofdevelopmentoneithersideofLovesickLakedoesnotrecognizethedottedlineonamapshowing
politicalboundaries.
ThisproposaldoesnothingtoenhancetheenvironmentofLovesickLake.
Iamsureotheragencieswillcommentonthe15'roadwaysbeingproposedasbeingunfitforemergencyvehiclesto
gainaccessinanemergency.
Weareconcernedtowiththeamountofroofcoveringtobeaddedtothisnaturalarea.Wellover660squaremetres
willbegivenovertoroads,roofs,walkways,washroomsinwhatisnowawaterrechargingareacoveredwithnatural
vegetation.
Whereistheenhancement?

ͲͲͲͲͲOriginalMessageͲͲͲͲͲ
From:Robinson,Caitlin[mailto:CRobinson@county.peterborough.on.ca]
Sent:October31,20169:16AM
To:DougMoffatt
Cc:JeannetteThompson
Subject:RE:Lovesickdevelopmentofexpandedtrailerpark
HelloMr.Moffatt,
Thankyouforyouremail.Ithasbeenincludedinthefile.
Yourrequesttobenotifiedofpublicmeetings,decisions,etc.hasbeennotedinthefile,andyouwillreceiveanynotices
fromtheCountyand/orTownshipviaemail.
Furtherdetailsrelatedtotheproposeddevelopmentincludingthevariousstudiesandreportsthatweresubmittedin
supportofthedevelopmentcanbefoundontheTownship'swebsiteatthefollowinglinkbelow:
http://www.selwyntownship.ca/en/Modules/News/index.aspx?newsId=b177a541Ͳ6c58
Ͳ4404Ͳad2aͲ1dcf8625badc
Regards,
Caitlin
CaitlinRobinson,B.E.S.
Planner
PeterboroughCounty
Tel:705Ͳ743Ͳ0380ext340
ͲͲͲͲͲOriginalMessageͲͲͲͲͲ
From:DougMoffatt[mailto:dougmoffatt@powergate.ca]
2

Sent:October13,20163:13PM
To:jthompson@nexicom.net
Cc:Robinson,Caitlin<CRobinson@county.peterborough.on.ca>
Subject:Lovesickdevelopmentofexpandedtrailerpark
PleasebeadvisedthatmyfamilyandIareveryconcernedwiththeadditionalpressureswhichtheseadditional
residentswillbringtoLovesickLakeandlowerreachesoftheTrent/Severnsystem.Iwishtobeinformedofany
additionalmeetingsordocumentspertainingtothisproposal.
DouglasMoffatt.35MillSt.,Uxbridge,Ont.L9P1H9
9058524033
SentfrommyiPad
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:HZRXOGDSSUHFLDWHUHFHLYLQJFODULILFDWLRQRQWKHEDVLVRQZKLFKWKLVGHYHORSPHQWLVEHLQJ
HYDOXDWHG
,QRXURSLQLRQWKHGHYHORSHUKDVPDQ\FRQIOLFWLQJGHWDLOVLQWKHLUDSSOLFDWLRQZKLFKPDNHVWKHEDVLV
RIWKHDSSOLFDWLRQYHU\XQFOHDU,VWKLVGHYHORSPHQW
D
E

$QHZVWDQGDORQHGHYHORSPHQWRU
$QH[SDQVLRQRIDQH[LVWLQJWUDLOHUSDUN"

:HZHUHWROGLQRXUPHHWLQJRQ6HSWHPEHUWKWKDWQRFRQVLGHUDWLRQZDVEHLQJJLYHQWRWKHLPSDFW
RIWKLVGHYHORSPHQWRQ/RYHVLFN/DNHDVLWZDVDQHZODQGRQO\GHYHORSPHQWDQGWKDWWKHVWDLUFDVH
ZDVVLPSO\D³ZDONZD\´FRQQHFWLQJWKHWZRSURSHUWLHV7KXVLWZDVRXUXQGHUVWDQGLQJLWLVEHLQJ
HYDOXDWHGDVDQHZWUDLOHUSDUN
+RZHYHUZHKDYHUHFHQWO\OHDUQHGWKDWWKH&RXQW\RI3HWHUERURXJK¶VRIILFLDOSODQGRHVQRWSHUPLW
WKHHVWDEOLVKPHQWRIDQHZWUDLOHUSDUNXQGHUVHFWLRQDVIROORZV
³7KH7UDLOHU3DUNGHVLJQDWLRQDSSOLHVWRWUDLOHUSDUNVH[LVWLQJDWWKHWLPHRIDGRSWLRQRIWKLV3ODQ7KH
HVWDEOLVKPHQWRIQHZWUDLOHUSDUNVLVQRWFRQWHPSODWHGGXULQJWKHOLIHRIWKLV3ODQ1RWKLQJLQWKLV3ODQ
VKRXOGSURKLELWWKHH[SDQVLRQRIDOHJDOO\UHFRJQL]HG7UDLOHU3DUN
)XUWKHUWKHSODQQLQJDFWDOVRVSHFLILFDOO\VWDWHVLQVHFWLRQWKDWWUDLOHUSDUNVDUHRQO\DOORZHGLI
WKH\DUHDWHPSRUDU\RUVHDVRQDOQDWXUHRQO\+RZHYHULQWKHDSSOLFDWLRQWKHGHYHORSHUVSHFLILFDOO\
WULHGWRVHOOWKHHFRQRPLFEHQHILWVRIWKLVWUDLOHUSDUNE\LQGLFDWLQJLWLVDQ³DOOVHDVRQ´SDUN
$VQRWHGDERYHLWLVRXUXQGHUVWDQGLQJWKDWWKH7RZQVKLSRI6HOZ\QDQGWKH&RXQW\RI3HWHUERURXJK
DUHORRNLQJDWWKHDSSOLFDWLRQDVDQHZWUDLOHUSDUNQRWDQH[SDQVLRQ+RZHYHUSHUWKH2IILFLDO
3ODQQLQJ$FWQHZWUDLOHUSDUNVDUH127$//2:(',WZRXOGDSSHDUWRXVWKDWWKHGHYHORSHUKDV
WKURZQLQRQHVWDLUFDVHLQRUGHUWRDYRLGWKLVVHFWLRQRIWKH2IILFLDO3ODQ,QRXURSLQLRQLWLVDQDEXVH
RIWKHUXOHVWKDWKDYHEHHQSXWLQSODFHE\WKH&RXQW\:HEHOLHYHWKDWWKH&RXQW\DQGWKH7RZQVKLS
PXVWIROORZWKHUXOHVZKLFKDUHRXWOLQHGLQWKHLURIILFLDOSODQDVWKHLQIRUPDWLRQVXEPLWWHGZLWKWKH
GHYHORSPHQWDSSOLFDWLRQLQQRZD\GHPRQVWUDWHVWKHQHHGIRUDQHZWUDLOHUSDUN$OVRWKHSODQQLQJ
MXVWLILFDWLRQDQGRWKHUVXEPLWWHGGRFXPHQWVDUHLQVXIILFLHQWWRVXSSRUWDFKDQJHLQWKH&RXQW\ V
SROLFLHVDQGLIWKLVLVWKHFDVHWKHSURSRVHGGHYHORSPHQWRQWKHSURSHUW\VKRXOGEHUHMHFWHG
2QWKHRWKHUVLGHLIWKLVGHYHORSPHQWLVQRWDQHZWUDLOHUSDUNEXWUDWKHULVDQH[SDQVLRQWKHQWKH
1

LPSDFWRQWKHZDWHU0867EHHYDOXDWHGDVWKHH[LVWLQJZDWHUIURQWZRXOGEHDSDUWRI
WKHGHYHORSPHQW7KHIDFWWKDWWKHGHYHORSPHQWLVFORVHO\WLHGWRWKHODNHLVREYLRXVLQWKHRULJLQDO
DSSOLFDWLRQVWR6HOZ\QDQG3HWHUERURXJK7KH\FOHDUO\VWDWHWKDWZDWHUIRUWKHSURMHFWZLOOEHWDNHQ
IURPWKHODNHDQGWKXVWKHODNHZLOOEHLPSDFWHG7KHLURZQGUDZLQJVVXEPLWWHGLQFOXGHDSDUNLQJORW
IRUERDWWUDLOHUVLQGLFDWLQJWKDWWKH\DQWLFLSDWHDQLQFUHDVHLQWKHQXPEHURIERDWVRQWKHODNH$V
ZHOOWKHLPSDFWRQWKHZDWHUTXDOLW\LVFULWLFDOJLYHQWKHVPDOOVL]HRI/RYHVLFN/DNH:HEHOLHYHLI
WKH&RXQW\DQG7RZQVKLSORRNDWWKHSRWHQWLDOQHJDWLYHLPSDFWRIWKLVGHYHORSPHQWRQWKHODNHWKH\
ZLOODJDLQUHMHFWWKLVSURSRVHGGHYHORSPHQW+RZHYHULWLVRXUXQGHUVWDQGLQJWKDWFXUUHQWO\WKHVH
LPSDFWVDUHQRWEHLQJHYDOXDWHGRQWKHEDVLVWKDWLWLVDQHZSDUNDQGQRWDQH[SDQVLRQ

%DVHGRQHYHU\WKLQJZHKDYHUHDGLQRXUUHVHDUFKWKLVGHYHORSPHQWVKRXOGEHHYDOXDWHGDVRQHRU
WKHRWKHU&RXOG\RXSOHDVHKHOSXVWRXQGHUVWDQGKRZ\RXDUHHYDOXDWLQJWKLVGHYHORSPHQWDVPDQ\
RIRXUPHPEHUVDUHUDLVLQJWKLVTXHVWLRQZLWKXV

7KDQN\RXIRU\RXUFRQVLGHUDWLRQ

&DWK\%HDWW\
2QEHKDOIRIWKH/RYHVLFN/DNH&RQVHUYDWLRQ&RPPLWWHHZKRKDVVXSSRUWIURPWKHIROORZLQJ
UHVLGHQWVRI/RYHVLFN/DNH

-RKQDQG$QQ$PEOHU/L]$PEOHUDQGIDPLO\5XWKDQG'RQ%DUUHWW&DWK\DQG%LOO%HDWW\'RQ
%HOOLYHDX7UDF\%O\WK6DQGUDDQG'DYLG%HQQHWW'LDQDQG5LFKDUG%RJLH-LPDQG$QLWD%UDXQG
-LPDQG/RUQD%URHNVWUD$OLVRQ%URHNVWUDDQG'DQ6WRNHV5RQDQG.DWLH%URZQ6WDQDQG5RVH
%UR]HN(ULQ'DUORZDQG'RQQ\:DOVK'DYLG'LFNDQGIDPLO\'RQDQG%DUEDUD'XQIRUG9DOHULHDQG
*DU\*RRG\HDU3HWHUDQG7KHUHVD*YLOG\V-LP%DGFRFNDQG0DULD-RKQVRQ&DURODQG6HOZ\Q
.OHW]*D\OH3HWHUVDQG'DYLG.XELFD(YDDQG%LOO/DQJOH\5RVHDQG/DUU\0DFUDH-RKQDQG
$GULDQD0DUWLQ-XOLH2WWR3DWDQG-RKQ0RIIDW%LOODQG/RLV1DSLHU%U\DQDQG-DFTXL3HOO$UXQDV
DQG0DULO\Q3OHFNDLWLV%ULDQDQG&DUULH3RUWHU5LFNDQG.DUHQ5HQDXG%HYDQG(G5LFKDUGV-DQH
DQG$OH[5RVV*RUGDQG/\QQH6WHSKHQV6KDUL6ODWHU'DYLGDQG0DUDO\Q6WUDFKDQ+HDWKHUDQG
*X\7KRPSVRQ0DUJRDQG%RE9DQGHUODQG&KULV:DJKRUQDQG0RQLFD'LRQ5RQDQG-DFNLH
:DOGURQ'DUUHQDQG/DXULH:DV\O\N-HIIDQG&DWK\:HEE*DU\DQG6XVDQ:HVWRQ&KULVWLDQDQG
'DYLG=XODGHN1LJHODQG$UOHQH5DGOH\&DURO%XJJOLQDQG0DUN%RUHU0DUJLH%ULGOHDQGIDPLO\
6KLUHO\%XUUHWW6PLWK3HWHU0LODQDQG-HQQLIHU:LW]HO7RQ\DQG/HVO\1LHPDQQ%RE6PLWKDQG/LVD
5RELQVRQ7HUU\DQG/LVD7KRPDV6HUJH\DQG7DW\DQD.O\XVKLQ*UHJ2[HQKDP1LFN6KHSSDUG
'DQ'XUDQ-D\QH$PEOHU)UHG3DWWHUVRQ-RKQ6FDQGLIILR'DYLG:ULJKW-HQQLIHU:ULJKW:DUUHQ
DQG0LFKHOOH0DU0DUNDQG5HEHFFD%ULQNPDQ1LFROH%HOO-D\QH$PEOHU'RXJDQG6DXQGUD
0RIIDW%UXFH'\HUDQG'DQ3HHU
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From: Bill Langley
Sent: Thursday, September 15, 2016 7:18 AM
To: Anita Locke; Donna Ballantyne
Subject: Lovesick Lake Campground Expansion

Please note that both my wife and I (William and Eva Langley) are opposed to the proposed
expansion of the Lovesick Lake Campground. The expansion of this campground to just under
300 sites will have a negative impact Lovesick Lake, the traffic along Forest Hill Rd and will
drastically affect the home and cottage owners who live on Spring Lane just east of the
campground expansion. The studies they have had conducted do not address all the areas of
concern to the people and surrounding area that the doubling of the current number of
campsites will affect.
Please notify us of any and all meetings regarding the bylaw zoning changes that this
proposed development will conduct.
respectfully
William and Eva Langley...

5RELQVRQ&DLWOLQ
)URP
6HQW
7R
&F
6XEMHFW

:DUUHQ0DUZDUUHQFPDU#JPDLOFRP!
1RYHPEHU30
MWKRPSVRQ#QH[LFRPQHW
5RELQVRQ&DLWOLQVKHOOVSHOO#URJHUVFRP
/RYHVLFN/DNH7UDLOHU3DUN$SSOLFDWLRQ&

)ROORZ8S)ODJ
)ODJ6WDWXV

)ROORZXS
)ODJJHG

'HDU0V7KRPSVRQ
0\ZLIH0LFKHOOH6SHOOHQDQG,DUHWKHRZQHUVRISURSHUW\ORFDWHGDW6SULQJ/DQH6HOZ\Q
2QWDULR2XUSURSHUW\LVORFDWHGDORQJWKHILUHURXWHWKDWLVDGMDFHQWWR)RUHVW+LOO5RDGQHDUWRZKHUHWKH
DSSOLFDQWLVSURSRVLQJWRFRQVWUXFWDVLWHWUDLOHUSDUN
:HKDYHKDGDQRSSRUWXQLW\WRUHYLHZWKHDSSOLFDWLRQGRFXPHQWVWKDWKDYHDFFRPSDQLHGWKHDSSOLFDWLRQVIRUDQ
2IILFLDO3ODQDPHQGPHQWDQGD=RQLQJ%\ODZ$PHQGPHQWZKLFKZHUHSRVWHGRQWKH7RZQVKLS V
ZHEVLWH7KDQN\RXIRUPDNLQJWKLVLQIRUPDWLRQDYDLODEOH
)URPRXUUHYLHZRIWKHDSSOLFDWLRQDQGVXSSRUWLQJGRFXPHQWDWLRQZHDUHDGDPDQWO\RSSRVHGWRWKHWUDLOHUSDUN
GHYHORSPHQWEHLQJSURSRVHG:HKDYHPDQ\FRQFHUQVZLWKWKHLVVXHVUDLVHGLQWKHDSSOLFDWLRQDQGZKDWZH
IHHOLVDODFNRISODQQLQJHYLGHQFHWRVXSSRUWWKHGHYHORSPHQW,XQGHUVWDQGIURPVSHDNLQJZLWKRXUQHLJKERXUV
WKDWPDQ\RWKHUVLQWKHDUHDDUHRSSRVHGWRWKLVGHYHORSPHQWDQGWKH\KDYHDOUHDG\UDLVHGLQPRUHGHWDLOWKH
VDPHFRQFHUQVWKDWZHVKDUH$VVXFK,ZLVKWREULHIO\SRLQWRXWVRPHRIRXULPPHGLDWHFRQFHUQVZLWKWKH
SURSRVHGGHYHORSPHQW
WKHZHDNSODQQLQJUDWLRQDOHWRVXSSRUWWKHGHYHORSPHQWDQGDPHQGPHQWVWRWKH2IILFLDO3ODQDQG=RQLQJ%\
ODZ
WKHODFNRIDQ\LQIRUPDWLRQWKDWDGGUHVVHVWKHLPSDFWRQWKHZDWHUXVDJHZLWKVRPDQ\QHZXVHUVKDYLQJ
DFFHVVWR/RYHVLFN/DNH HLWKHUWKURXJKWKHH[LVWLQJWUDLOHUSDUNRUWKURXJKWKH/RYHVLFN/DNH/RGJHSURSHUW\
GLUHFWO\WRWKHQRUWK 
WKHQHHGIRUDPRUHFRPSUHKHQVLYHHQYLURQPHQWDOLPSDFWVWXG\IRUQHZUHVLGHQWVRQVXFKDSURSHUW\
ZKLFKZRXOGGRXEOHWKHQXPEHURIFXUUHQWUHVLGHQWVZKRKDYHDFFHVVWR/RYHVLFN/DNH
WKHGHILFLHQWWUDIILFVWXG\DQGDQDO\VLVZKLFKIDLOHGWRSRLQWRXW
D WKHLPSDFWDQGXQVXLWDELOLW\RIWKHWUDLOHUSDUNHQWUDQFHEHLQJRQ)RUHVW+LOOURDGHVSHFLDOO\DVLWLV
SURSRVHGWREHGLUHFWO\DGMDFHQWWRRXUILUHURXWHWRWKHZHVWDQGWKH/RYHVLFN/DNH/RGJHWRWKHQRUWK
FUHDWLQJZKDWZLOOEHDEXV\IRXUZD\VWRS
E WKHXQVXLWDELOLW\RI)RUHVW+LOO5RDGWRKDQGOHWKHLQFUHDVHGWUDIILFRIHYHQWKHILUVWSKDVHRIWKHWUDLOHUSDUN
GHYHORSPHQWDV)RUHVW+LOO5RDGLV E\RXUPHDVXUHPHQW RQO\PHWUHVZLGHDQGZRXOGQRWVDIHO\SHUPLW
WKHVLGHE\VLGHWUDYHORIDFDUJRLQJRQHZD\DQGDWUXFNSXOOLQJDWUDLOHUJRLQJWKHRWKHUZD\
F WKHFXUUHQWJUDGLQJRI)RUHVW+LOO5RDGZKLFKKDVWKUHHUHODWLYHO\ODUJHKLOOVDWLWVQRUWKHUQWHUPLQXVZKLFK
REVWUXFWVWKHYLHZRIRQFRPLQJWUDIILFMXVWEHIRUHDYHKLFOHZRXOGDSSURDFKWKHQHZWUDLOHUSDUNHQWUDQFHDQG
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G DVWKHUHLVQRZDWHUDFFHVVWRWKHQHZWUDLOHUSDUNWKHUHZRXOGEHDGGLWLRQDOWUDIILFWRDQGIURPWKHWUDLOHU
SDUNDORQJ)RUHVW+LOO5RDGIURPWKRVHORRNLQJWRODXQFKERDWVDQGRWKHUZDWHUFUDIWDWWKHH[LVWLQJWUDLOHUSDUN
VLWH
%DVHGRQDOOWKHLQIRUPDWLRQSUHVHQWHGZHDUHDVNLQJWKDWWKH&RXQFLOVIRUWKH&RXQW\RI3HWHUERURXJKDQGWKH
7RZQVKLSRI6HOZ\QGHQ\ERWKDSSOLFDWLRQV:HDOVRVXSSRUWWKH/RYHVLFN/DNH&RQVHUYDWLRQ&RPPLWWHHLQ
WKHLUFRQFHUQVDQGRSSRVLWLRQWRWKHVHDSSOLFDWLRQV
$VZHLQWHQGWRVSHDNDWWKHSXEOLFPHHWLQJZKHUHWKHVHDSSOLFDWLRQVZLOOEHFRQVLGHUHGSOHDVHDGGRXUQDPHV
WRWKHLQWHUHVWHGSDUWLHVOLVWIRUIXUWKHUQRWLILFDWLRQDERXWWKHVHDSSOLFDWLRQV)RUWKHSXUSRVHRIUHFHLYLQJQRWLFH
LQDFFRUGDQFHZLWK25HJ =RQLQJ%\ODZV DQG25HJ 2IILFLDO3ODQV WRWKH3ODQQLQJ$FW
ZHFRQVHQWWRUHFHLYLQJVXFKQRWLFHYLDHPDLODWWKHHPDLODGGUHVVHVQRWHGEHORZ
)LQDOO\ZHQRWHWKDWWKHUHKDYHEHHQQRVLJQVSRVWHGDGMDFHQWWRWKHVXEMHFWSURSHUW\RUQHDUWRWKHSURSRVHG
HQWUDQFHRIWKHWUDLOHUSDUNUHJDUGLQJWKHVXEPLVVLRQRIWKHDSSOLFDWLRQV,WZRXOGKDYHEHHQDSSUHFLDWHGLIWKH
7RZQVKLSRU&RXQW\KDGDSROLF\LQSODFHWRUHTXLUHVXFKVLJQDJHVLPLODUWRRWKHUPXQLFLSDOLWLHVLQ6RXWKHUQ
2QWDULR:HWUXVWWKDWRQFHWKHGDWHIRUWKHSXEOLFKHDULQJLVDQQRXQFHGWKHDSSURSULDWHVLJQDJHZLOOEHSODFHG
RQWKHSURSHUW\WRQRWLI\WKHSXEOLFRIWKHDSSOLFDWLRQVDQGWKHSXEOLFPHHWLQJLQDFFRUGDQFHZLWKSDUD  E 
RI25HJDQGSDUD  E RIWKH25HJ
7KDQN\RXIRU\RXUWLPHDQGFRQVLGHUDWLRQ
<RXUVWUXO\
:DUUHQ0DU
0LFKHOOH6SHOOHQ
6SULQJ/DQH
6HOZ\Q2QWDULR
./+
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From: Dan Peer
Sent: November-13-16 3:02 PM
To: crobinson@countypeterborough.on.ca; planning@county.peterborough.on.ca; Jeannette Thompson
Subject: Concerns re Lovesick Lake Trailer Park Proposal

To all planners involved with this proposal:
As long-term owners and residents of a house on Lovesick Lake, we
have major concerns about this proposal. Many of our concerns
have been mentioned in various communications and presentations
to all the relevant planning authorities, however we think that there
are some aspects of this, especially regarding the additional traffic
which will be generated, which did not get enough attention.
We are completely amazed that the planners actually think that the
narrow and low-quality Forest Hill Road will be adequate for the
requirements of this proposal. In our opinion, major expansion and
upgrading of this road will be required before long, as it will become
obvious that this road is completely inadequate. We strongly object
to the scenario which will unfold, and which will amount to “creeping
expansion” as a result of poor planning and reluctance to face the
facts which are completely obvious right now. The citizens of the
municipality will be left holding the bag in future years, when major
additional funds will be required to mitigate the situation. It is a lot
easier and cheaper not to start going down the road of changing the
current situation, with all the effects it will have on the people and
environment. You owe this to the current citizens and tax-payers of
the municipality.
The road is very narrow and does not always allow even 2 small
cars, going in opposite directions, to use it concurrently. Usually
when 2 cars meet each other, they need to slow down to a crawl,
and one or both have to move completely to the edge of the road.
Every year, there are several situations when cars fall into the
ditches on the road sides. Many drivers that use the road, mostly
new users or visitors, especially young and inexperienced drivers,
are completely unprepared for this situations, drive too fast, do not
share the road in a friendly manner, and as result cause many
mishaps. Naturally the situation is much worse when one of the
vehicles is a van or a small truck, and it is usually the smaller car

that is pushed to the side. When one of the vehicles is a large truck,
the situation is completely impossible, sometimes necessitating the
smaller vehicle to back up to some place where the road is slightly
wider. Even in the summer, when severe rains occur, the road
conditions become even worse, the road can flood and become close
to impassable. The situation is truly hopeless if any vehicle is pulling
a trailer!
Several years ago, my wife, driving an almost brand-new small
sedan, had a heads-on collision with a truck driving along this road
at a high speed, completely oblivious to these conditions. This
happened in the area that is proposed to be the new entrance to the
park – pretty much the worst possible place to have it as it offers
minimal visibility in all directions, as well as the steepest grades
anywhere on this road! It was a miracle that she did not suffer
severe injuries as a result of this collision as her car was pushed
back and out of the way of the truck, in a way that somehow
distributed the full power of the collision away from her body, and of
course the air-bag which was deployed did its job and saved her
life. Her car was completely wrecked. There was major police
involvement in reconstructing and analyzing the exact details of this
collision, and prosecuting the driver of the truck. She was
completely on the right side of the road, driving slowly into the turn,
and was hit by a truck going at high speed in the middle of the
road. I have demanded from the municipality that they provide
better signage on the road, which they did to some extent. Still, to
this day, we see quite often driver behaviour which can easily result
in similar situations. Vehicles coming into this intersection from the
south, and not obeying the posted warnings about speed limits and
the road ending, find it impossible to slow down or stop without
running into something – rocks, trees or other cars, or going
downhill towards the lodge.
Altogether, it is our opinion that it is completely ridiculous and
illogical, verging on dereliction of proper planning disciplines, to
contemplate accepting this proposals in its present form, with its
proposed use of this road for all the extra traffic, entrance to the
park from it – particularly at the proposed location – and ignoring all
the facts that are completely obvious to anyone who is ready to see

them. We urge you all to seriously consider all the negative
implications of this proposal and reject it.
Cordially,
Miri & Dan Peer

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

larry@sparksmusic.com
Robinson, Caitlin; jthompson@nexicom.net; gherron@selwyntownship.ca; dballantyne@selwyntownship.ca;
msmith@selwyntownship.ca
major concerns for Forest Hill Rd
November 21, 2016 3:04:26 PM

We are writing this letter to further highlight that Forest Hill Road should not be used as the entrance for the
massive development of the proposed new trailer park with over 300 trailer sites and a projection of over 275 cars
using the road daily. Highway 28 at Burleigh Falls is the safest, already in place and obvious entrance.
The proposed main entrance to the park is at the intersection of two hidden access roads, Spring Lane and Forest
Hill Lodge.Spring Lane is currently used by approximately 30 cottage owners plus their families and guests from
April to November. The proposed entrance to the park makes this a very unsafe and dangerous intersection with the
added volume of traffic projected. Forest Hill Lodge has rental units with visitors from May to October who are
accessing the lodge with their cars, trucks and boat trailers. The Forest Hill Lodge exit consists of a very steep hill
with no visibility until you get to the crest of the hill. There is no margin of safety that could be proposed if the
entrance to the new trailer park is placed as indicated.
Forest Hill Road is a small country road with year round homes. The road is used by many pedestrians including
children, dogs and joggers. It is bordered by wetlands and forest with an abundance of wildlife including bears,
moose, deer, wild turkeys, beaver, porcupine, heron, osprey plus turtles, frogs and a wide range of bird species. To
now propose an overhaul of the road from a R100 to a R300 is just ridiculous. The wildlife, beautiful wetlands and
mature forest would be displaced or destroyed to make way for trailers and cars, and the use of the road by
pedestrians would be at their peril.
The access to Forest Hill from Hwy 28 and 15th Line is in itself a dangerous option. Long line ups would occur here
with its small left hand turn lane, not to mention the terrible sight lines at this point of the road. This will be a perfect
storm for multiple accidents and excessive congestion.
There is already a highway that is built and zoned for an entrance to this proposed trailer park development,
Highway 28.The entrance to the park should be in Burleigh Falls. Traffic lights should be installed similar to the
lights in Young’s Point. In Burleigh Falls there are two trailer parks, three restaurants, a hotel, marina, retail store
and the locks. The owners of the proposed trailer own 3 entrances off the Hwy 28 in Burleigh Falls already, two for
their existing trailer park located at Strickers Lane and Lovesick Cafe and the third for their RV sales. One or all of
these are the obvious locations for the entrance to their new massive trailer park proposal.
The Selwyn Township authorities are our only hope and we would like to believe that they will stand up for their
constituents and taxpayers of the municipality and say NO to the use of Forest Hill Road and demand the volume of
traffic projected for this development be kept on Highway 28 where it belongs.
Sincerely Rose and Larry Macrae 3194 Spring Lane East

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Jeannette Thompson
Ann Ambler
Robinson, Caitlin
RE: L.Lake railer Park Report
November 21, 2016 3:25:47 PM

Ann ~
Thank you for your email, and kind words.
An entrance on Forest Hill will require a permit through our Public Works Department,
who will review the proposed location for a number of reasons, including safety. The
ultimate location of the entrance will be determined by our public works department.
If this proposal is approved, the applicants will be obligated to enter into a site plan
agreement with the Township, which will address such issues as parking.
Kind Regards,
Jeannette Thompson, BSc, MCIP, RPP
Planner
Township of Selwyn
P.O. Box 270
Bridgenorth, ON K0L 1H0
t: (705) 292-9507 ext. 220
f: (705) 292-6491
www.selwyntownship.ca
Reply STOP to unsubscribe.

Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail. 1 ton of paper = 17 trees. Reduce.
Reuse. Recycle.
This e-mail message may contain proprietary, private and confidential information. The information transmitted is intended
only for the person(s) or entities to which it is addressed. Any review, transmission, dissemination or other use of, or taking
of any action in reliance upon, this information by persons or entities other than the intended recipient is prohibited and may
be illegal. If you received this in error, please contact the sender and delete the message from your system.

From: Ann Ambler [mailto:annieambler3824@gmail.com]
Sent: November-20-16 7:42 PM
To: Jeannette Thompson; caitlin Robinson
Subject: L.Lake railer Park Report

Good Morning Jeanette:
We, the Committee for the Conservation of Lovesick Lake, on behalf of the residents of the lake, thank you and
Caitlin Robinson very much for a most thorough effort in reviewing the application for the expansion of the

Lovesick Lake Trailer Park.and Campground.
The attention to detail is impressive and the professional way in which the final Peer Review Report- the
explanations and comments , for the way forward for the proponent, are very exact. It is most satisfying that whole
procedure works as it should. We are pleased that most if not all of our concerns have been addressed.
One area of concern however we neglected to mention is the entry to the 294 trailer sites off Forest Hill Rd. We did
not spot it on the Site 2 map
( so small)and assumed wrongly, that the entry would be about mid-section of their road allowance on Forest Hill
Road.
As it stands , and there does not seem to an awareness in the Report that the proposed entry to the trailer sites,their
parking lot and administration building create a four way junction at the entry to the park, Forest Hill Lodge hill,
Spring Lane and Forest Hill Road. I am sure that th Selwyn highway department is aware of the major problem, not
mentioned in the Wills review, that this four way junction,even with the changes to Forest hill Road creates a safety
problem. Will this please be reviewed? We consider this a serious safety issue.
A few years ago there was an accident , when a woman driving out of Spring Lane, was hit by an oil truck travelling
at a higher speed than necessary and with the blind spot and not realizing he was at the end of the road, hit her. The
car was a write-off and she was not seriously hurt.
Another issue is the parking lot. Is it big enough for boat trailer and visitors as well, especially on the weekends.
Where will an excess of visitors park? I hope it would not be on road shoulders? I am sure in view of the way that
the rest of the application has been handled that Selwyn will address this road issue.
Thank you very much for your excellent work and considerations.
Ann Ambler
Pres. Lovesick Lake Association
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Planning
Robinson, Caitlin
FW: Lovesick Lake Trailer Park Development
November 22, 2016 3:13:13 PM

-----Original Message----From: info@foresthilllodge.com
Sent: Monday, November 21, 2016 4:49 PM
To: Planning <planning@county.peterborough.on.ca>
Subject: Lovesick Lake Trailer Park Development

Dear Caitlin,
We are writing to-day to express our concerns over the location of the proposed entrance to the Lovesick Lake
Park Development on Forest Hill road.
The entrance to the Proposed Development is right at the top of a very narrow steep portion of Forest Hill Road
leading from our property.
This hill is not maintained by the Township and can be very rough and hazardous and our customers and anyone
using this hill have to maintain relatively higher speeds to ensure traction going up the hill.Along with the proposed
entrance appearing to be directly across from the access to Spring Lane,we feel this would only lead to more
congestion and possible mishap at this location.Also unless major widening is performed vehicles entering or
leaving this narrow portion of Forest Hill Road could be blocked by vehicles waiting to enter the Trailer Park.
Another major concern we have is the possible contamination of our Well Water.We feel we should be given
assurance that the proper steps have been taken to guarantee that the ground water will not be contaminated by the
proposed Development before it is allowed to proceed.

Ron and Jackie Waldron
Forest Hill Lodge
2959 Forest Hill Road,
Lakefield,Ont.KOL2HO
705-654-4403

