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Theresa Carlisle

From: Theresa Carligle [mpbcarlisre@be!lnet.ca]
Sent; March 15, 2024 8:51 AM

To: 'Denise Deforge'

Subject: RE: Proposed Tracy Road Development

Good Morning mr. Colton,

You mention in your letter a 2021 report done by MNR.
Would it be Possible to forwarg me a copy of the report?

From: Denise Deforge [mail 0:ddeforge centralmanitoulin.ca]
Sent: March 14, 2024 2:53 pm

To: Manitoulin Planning Board

Subject: Fw: Proposed Tracy Road Development

Theresa

Information for you
Denise

From: B MITCH

Sent: Thursday, March 14,2024 1:31 pg

To: Denise Deforge <ddefor cl&centralmanitoulin.cas
Subject: Fwq: Proposed Tracy Road Development

---------- Forwarded Message ------...
prom: Dan Colton -+ —-
Date: Wed., Mar. 13,2024, 6:59 p.m.

Good evening. Attached are some comments | hope you may take into consideration in relation to the

proposed Tracy Road development.
Th-énk you.

Dan Colton
705 662-6087
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165 McNaughton st. i MAR 13 204 |
Sudbury, Ontario Hl . _ .
P3E 1v4 LB U

13 March 2024
Dear Members of Central Manitoulin Council:

Richard Stephens Brian Mitchell Derek Stephens Dale Scott John Bisaillon Linda Farquhar
and Rosie Diebolt

Re: Trac Road Develo ment; Application for a Plan of Subdivision- File #SuUB 2023-001

Suggest that there js much your Coyncil can still do to Mmitigate any negative effects thjs
development may have on oyr Lake.

Environmenta| Concerns
=——mental Concerns

A 2021 report by the Ministry of Natural Resources indicated that “Lake Mindemoya js
fundamentally a different ecosystem than it was 20 years ago” and that walleye population
dynamics have been ”irreversibly" altered in the Lake,

Our Lake Mindemoya Stewardship Association’s recently released a Wwater testing Summary
indicating that the amount of bacteria in oyr lake is so high at certain times of the year that it js
difficult to determine their actual levels,

Central Manitoulin B laws
———=—xdNitoulin Bylaws

At present there is a relevant bylaw in place that attempts to address this issue: Bylaw 2015-19
which reads in part:

“..a By-law to prohibit any alterations of any kind on Municipal Marine Allowances without the
written consent from the Council of the Municipality of Central Manitoulin...”



[ have conducted some research on these Mmatters and am more than willing to forward it to
you if you so wish.

Council’s Authorit
==——211s Autnority

The Municipality of Central Manitoulin owns the entire 20 metre area (or buffer zone) that
Stretches back fro the high water mark on Lake Mindemoya. As the duly elected members of
the Municipality You, and not any adjoining land Owner, developer or otherwise‘ have the
authority to determine what happens or doesn’t happen to that 20 metre buffer area. Assuch
your role is critical.

Proposal to Council

c.c. Ken Rautiainen



Status of Lake Mindemoya Walleye Populations — 1997 to 2017
(Wayne Selinger and Denis Gendron, February 2021)

to the earlier surveys with a focus on changes in the Walleye population over time and
the driving factors involved,

The 2017 Survey was completeq between October 16" and October 26" Water
temperatures declined from 18°C at the start of the survey to 12°C when the survey was
Completed. A tota| of 26 nets were set and all fish captured were sacrificed to obtain

biological information, The number of individuals and size range for each species
collected are Presented in Table 1.

Table 1: FWIN catch Summary Lake Mindemoya, October 2017 (species ranked
from most to least caught).

Species ’ Number ’ Minimum Length ‘ Maximum Length
P Caught (mm) (mm)
Yellow Perch 1533 100 341

Lake Whitefish ““ 490
Smallmouth Bass ““ 410
Cisco (Lake Herring) ““ 452
Northern Pike “m 1092

Spottail Shiner 1
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Figure 1: Fish Community composition (proportion of catch by number) Lake Mindemoya FWIN

surveys (1997 to 2017). The Proportion of the tota| catch that was Walleye are displayed as
Percent and the Proportion of the totaj catch that was Smejt in 2009 and 2013 are highlighted,




Figure 2 provides a comparison of Walleye abundance ang biomass over 3 21 -year period in Lake
Mindemoya (i.e. FWIN Surveys conducted in 1997, 2001, 2005, 2009, 201 3, and 2017).
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ass distribution of Walleye Sampled and corrected for gill net retention
selectivity in Lake Mindemoya (1997 to 201 7).



The first thing to note from Figure 3 js that there was 3 broad range of year classes Sampled in gJ|
of the survey years. Walleye collected in 2017 ranged from 1 tg 2¢ years of age, The Presence of

d suggest low
below). The age class distributions from the six FWIN Surveys do however suggest that Walleye
recruitment in Lake Mindemoya is more variable ang strong year classes are currently less
frequent than in the past. Between 1991 and 2000 the FWIN data reveals six good year classes
(1993, 1994, 1995, 1996, 1998, and 1999) as COmpared to 2 maybe 3 good year classes between
2001 and 2010 (2005, 2010 and maybe 2008). More recently, the 2017 Survey documents 2 strong
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8

Annual Walleye mortality in Lake Mindemoya (natural and fishing mortality combined) was at or
slightly above the sustainable threshold in 1997; however, this indicator of reésource status has
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Figure 5: Predicted Walleye length at age 2017 as compared to 2013 and 1997,

Figure 5 demonstrates a significant increase in Walleye growth between 1997 ang 2017. To further
illustrate the mag i i

extended period of negligible growth. A 4-year-old male Walleye in 2013 averaged 450mm while
the average length of all male Walleye sampled between age 13 and 26 was only 470mm
(essentially the growth curve Séemed to flatten). The assumption presented at the time of the 2013



the older age classes, no doubt a more accurate reflection of the current growth potential of the
Population,
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Figure 6: Size class distribution of Walleye Sampled in Lake Mindemoya (1997 to 2017).
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Figure 7: Condition (£95% confidence limits) of Walleye Sampled in Lake
Mindemoya (1997 to 201 7).

Similar to changes in growth, the physica condition of Walleye ©xpressed using Fulton’s
Condition Factor (a standard metric of expected weight-at-length or plumpness) has
also increaseq significantly since 2005 (Figure 7). Once again, this js assumed to be
Primarily related to the presence and expansion of Smelt. The 2013 peak in Walleye
condition followeq by a slight decrease in 201 7is interesting when considered in
conjunction with the fact that no Smelt were captured in the 2017 FWIN nets. As stated
earlier in this report, given that Smelt were observed in stomach contents of sampled
Yellow Perch and Walleye we cannot be certain of the extent to which the absence of
Smelt in the 2017 FWIN nets reflects Population decline Versus annug| variation in the
size structure of the Population. The reduction in Walleye condition documented in 2017
Would suggest that the abundance of Smelt has indeed decreased at least to some
extent after the initial boom characteristic of many invasive Species. Should that be the
Case it is also Possible that Smelt wil| exert less top down Pressure on futyre walleye
year class strength.

Female Walleye in [ ake Mindemoya are also maturing at g Very young age (some at
Age 2; 100% by Age 3) as Compared to an average age at 50% maturity for female
Walleye in northeastern Ontario of 4.5 years (Morgan et. g|. 2002). The 2009 FWIN
Survey also demonstrated a sharp increase in relative fecundity or €gg production
between 2001 and 2009, Egg counts Were not completed in 2013 or 2017, Growth, age
of maturity, ang €39 production gre density dependant factors; as Walleye abundance

s 8
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Figure 8a: Lake Mindemoya Walleye Population statys 1997 to 2017 (Biomass
benchmark set using 1975 Productivity level).
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has declineqd from 9,14 kg per hectare in 1975 to 5.40 kg per hectare in 201 5 (a40%

decrease over a 40-year time frame). we Can only expect Lake Mindemoya to support
60% of the Walleye biomass that it would have Supported in 1975, '

Taking this one Step further, concurrent with g reduction in carrying capacity is the
increased growth and condition of Walleye owing largely to the introduction of Smelt,
The average weight of 5 3-year-old Walleye, the most abundant year clas

in 1997 ang the second most abundant year class encountered in 201 7, has increased
from 315gin 1997 to 915g , rly a 3-fold increase!

10
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Figure 9: Walleye abundance, condition, and mortality shifts in Lake Mindemoya

In response to the introduction and expansion of Rainbow Smelt.
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Smelt have also been blamed for recruitment failure in 3 variety of specijes including
Cisco, Whitefish, ang Walleye all of Which are native to Lake Mr’ndemoya. Larval

alleye in barticular can demonstrate high levels of mortality after Rainbow Smelt
establishment, Some studies Suggest this interaction relates primarily to Competition for
available 2ooplankton (McDonnel| 201 1). Note that Zooplankton abundance wou|q have

strain, DNA Samples were Collected in 2009 (FWIN survey) and again in 2015 (as
provided by Cedar Grove Resort). Dr. Chris Wilson (MNRF Research Scientist) has

12



Table 2: Source Walleye populations included in the DNA analysis presented in

Figure 9,
[_S_ource Population J Code in Ordination Plot (DAPC)
Lake Mindemoya (2009) ’ 1
Lake Mindemoya (2015) 2
L
ool

ake Manitoy 3
French River 4
McGregor Bay 5
Moon River 6
Musquash River 7
Serpent River 8
Severn Sound 9
Shawanaga River (2015) 10
Shawanaga River (2009) 11
Shebeshekong River 12
Spanish River 2016 13
Whitefish River ‘

Figure 10: Ordination plot showing resuits of Principal Component Analysis
(PCA) and Discriminant Analysis (DA) conducted on source Walleye Populations
listed in Table 2.

13



Given one of the goals in managing the Mindemoya Walleye Population should be to
maintain it's genetic integrity, jt would not be desirable to stock using any source other

In the event that Lake Mindemoya does require stocking at some paint in the future, it

will be a significant challenge to Produce the number and size of fish that would be

14
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Theresa Carlisle

From: Gertha Griffiths [gegpottery@gmail.com}

Sent: March 25, 2024 1:34 PM

To: mpbcarﬁs!e@bellnet, ca

Cc: Denise Deforge

Subject: Split Crow Development akg Kieswetter Development on Lake Mindemoya

* Canthe broponents supply €xamples to the municipality and the Manitoulin Planning Board of
devel opmerts that they haye Successfully completed in the last § to 10 years?

Research would indicate a Kieswetter connection to Cocg Aggregates so this issue should not be unfamiliar to
the developers.

*  What is the Projected timeline to completion of thig development?
Of note, in calling this endeavour “Split Crow”, the developers are distancing themselves from the project,
adding another layer of obfuscation.
developer?

My observations.
Regards — e ——

G. Griffiths ,-
Spring Bay, ON N

Sent from my iPad



JTheresa Carlis|e

From: Theresa Carlisle [mpbcarlisle@be”net ca)
Sent: April 2, 2024 10:56 AM

To: ‘Maja Mielonen'; ‘Denise Deforge'
Subject: RE: Tracye Road

Good Morning M. Mielonen,

Inreply to Your questions for the Manitoulin Planning Boarg:

From: Maja Mielonen
Sent: March 26, 2024 11:25 AM
Ti : Theresa; Denise Deforge
Subject: Tracye Road

Hi Theresa,

It was nice to Seée you last night.

Denise,

thank you for 5 well-organized public Mmeeting.

Please find attached two documents.
Notice of public Mmeeting Paragraph one, States under Purpose:; Seasonal residentia| use. See attached,

Thank yoy for all the work you both do

Maja



1. Is there 3 different set of rules that apply fo

permit the development as proposed.
3. If not, will Central Manitoulin be given time to establish what you deem

missing before giving the green light to this Proposed seasona| residency
development?

Mayor and council

Developer



2. lask You, could yoy please Provide the ot beside Tracey road as parkland,
That ot represents ahoyt 2-5 % of your currently Proposed development,

development in this areg.

Maja Mielonen
March 25t

Public Mmeeting Notes



Theresa Carlisle

From: Theresa Carlisle {mpbcarlisie@beiinet, ca]
Sent: April 2, 2024 12-99 PM

To: ‘Joleen Secorg'

Cc: ‘Kristine Lang'

Subject: RE: File SUB2023-001 - Tracy Road

Good Morning loleen,
I have copied this to the agent, Kristine Lang, to keep her in the loop.

l understang that an Environmenta) Impact Statement/Study (EIS) has been started ang js nearly complete.
I have not received copy yet,

As for the Studies, there has been an assessment done by the Mindemoya Lake Stewardship Association (MLsA), which
was presented to the Manitoulin Planning Board and s available on oyr Website with oyr Board Minutes of January
30", 2024,

Discussions between the Planning Board, the Municipality, and the applicant, may result in 3 condition of the
Subdivision approval that a ‘| ake Capacity Study’ is completed that demonstrates that the Lake can handle the 39 lot
Plan of Subdivision,

From: Joleen Secorh
Sent: April 2, 2024 11:36 AM

To: Theresa Carlisle
Subject: RE: File SUB2023-0p1 - Tracy Road

Good afternoon, Theresa,

Just a quick question for thege proposed subdivision, has there been any studies conducted op the Lake and the impact
these will have on the water quality, potentia] pollutants, impacts on fish and wildlife ect.?

Miigwetch

Joleen Secord
Consultation Coordinator
M'Chigeeng First Nation
53 Hwy. 551 P.0. Box 333
M’Chigeeng, ON Pop 160
P: 705-377-5362, ext 241
C: 226-920-9213

www.mchigeeng.ca



Theresa Carlisle

From: Aaron Quesne| w
Sent: April 2, 2024 2:35 PM

To: Cmreeve@easﬂink.ca; biglakelind@gmail.com; rjdiebolt@hotmail.com;
alesco i i

@gmail.com; mmohr@centralmanitoulin.ca; ddeforge@centra!manitoulin.ca

Cc: mpbcariisle@bellnet ca
Subject: Re: SUB2023-001 Tracy Road
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Hello Mayor and Council,

should not be overlooked and range from public Space to day cares or other hard/soft infrastructure, Obviously
this guide from the City of Vancouver is a very different context than Central Manitoulin, but may provide

5) From the EXp water report, section 6,1 states "EXP understands that the yse of on-site, individyal water
supply wells will nog be a source of water Supply at the Site. 4 such, no hydrogeo!ogfca! assessment was
completed for the Site, as it relates (o groundwatey quantity and supply. Based on the Site’s close proximity to q
Surface water body, it is assumed watey supply will be obtaineq from Lake Mindemoya." I am Very curious what
effects that this Jeve] of draw and System design would haye on the lake. Are there 39 intake Jines going in? Is
there a centralized waler treatment plant planned? EXP noted that surface water exceeded standards for
potability.

including phosphorus and nitrate contributjon to the lake. As geotechnical engineers...(EXP)... aren't qualified
to look at that", He also suggested that 5 "...phased approach where (5-10 units) would be buijlt and the

- ®



Proponents implement a robust water quality monitoring regime 1, demonstrate compliance and no impact"
before Proceeding with any further development.

In closing, | would like to also commend residents whe have already submitted thejr thoughtful anq well
formed Comments and feedback to council in opposition of this proposal.

Regards,

Aaron



April 8, 2024
Central Manitoulin Mayor and Council
Manitoulin Planning Board

Re: SUB2023-001 Proposed 39 1,0t Subdivision.

1
developer do it i a public forum, This process will show that Council wants to be

transparent and the public wil] be aware first hand what Councils comments to the Board
will be,

illings, M’Chigeeng First Nations, and Central Manitoulin residents and
that the meetings be when g]] residents including tourjst traffic are availaple, The
developer to present the Proposal, chaired by Council and unlimited time limits for 5
question and angwer format to the developer and Council. Notification for the meetings
be by news letter and posters,




®li is consistent Wwith watershed planning

®1t promotes land-use decisions that are based on sound planning principles

reduce confljct among stakeholder groups

@]t Cncourages a consistent approach to lake shore capacity assessment across the

province



7. Development. Some contraventions of the officja] plan,

- When expansjon to shoreline areag that promote Strip develogment, where it
results in fragmentation of rural or agricultura] areag should not be permitted.

- that the neyw land does pot negatively impact the Protection of publje health and
safety, your OWn report states that €Xceedances for health relateq Standards exist.



Ken Rautiainen
And Concerned Citizens






