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LAKE MANAGEMENT PLARURVEY RESULT SDRA

THE PURPOSE OF SURVEY & SUMMARY

In the spring of 2009 the SDR#med a committee calldee Friendsof SkootamattaSheldrake,
andPringle(FOSSP whodistributed a Survey to approximately 350 residents on and around the 3
lakes.The purpose of this booklet is to share the Lake Management Survey results with you, our
community, by using graphs and including commentainerefrom all recignts.

oThe purpose of this
booklet is to share
the Lake
Management Survey
resultsd

GETTING STARTED

Survey questions are listed followed by a graphical display of the responses. The responses have
been graphed using a variety of graph types that bestydisptapliesAfter each graph we

present the comments that were inclinyeguestion numben some survey returr@ccasionally
thesecommentsvereedited to maintain anonymity of the commentator butvaeeremain as
submittedMost questions display a summary of ad hoc comments to avoid listing each comment
verbatim. However, in those instanslere your comments were specifically requested, each
response is shown in full, with a summary to highlight significantTeedinguish the

comments from the analysis part of the document we have presented the combwdtfoirt a

We have addl commentary where we feel an explanation or note would increase understanding or
be of interest to the reader.

Of the 350 surveys distributed 123 were returned, which results in a 35% return rate. All returns were
entered into an Excel progrdeveloped for the express purpose of summation. All surveys were

not fully completed therefore responses to some questions do not total 123. Some questions required
multiple responses and therefore exceed 1RSrep
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LAKE MANAGEMENT PLASNURVEY RESULT SDRA

PART ONE - LAKE QUALITY VALUES AND IMPACTS

Question: Please rate how the following elements add to your personal enjoyment of
Skootamatta, Sheldrake or Pringle.

-
Positive Personal Value:
o
Water Quality | 1009
Scenery/View | 1 979
Peace & Quiet (Tranquility | 1 91%
Power Boating | 1 90%
Natural Shorelines | 1 90%
Wildlife Viewing | I 89%
Fishing | 1 72%
Dark Skies (no light pollution | 1 67%
Non Power Boating | 1 59%
Hunting 1 43%
Swimming 1 15%
Other j_| 9%

=J
Water quality was the overwhelming concern of respondents.

Summary: The ad hoc comments received for this question covbesfibllowing:

People enjoy privacy, even if neighbours are close, Crown land adds to the sense of privacy on
the lake.Additionally, wetlands, forest cover, streams and biodiversity are all considered
positive values.

Family
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LAKE MANAGEMENT PLASNURVEY RESULT SDRA

Question: During the past5 years how much negative impact has the following had on your

enjoyment of your property?

-

Types of Negative Impact:

Personal Water Craft (Jskis)
Fluctuating Water Level:

Boat Wakes

Boat Traffic
Crown land public beaches/campsites in p
Noisy DayTime

Noisy NighiTime
Old vehicles & junk stored openl
ATV's

Water Pollution
Vegetation (tree/shore) remova
Automobile Traffic

Outdoor Lighting
Disturbance of wetlands
Development
Camping trailers on cottagt
Snowmobiles

Other

Ice Huts

180%|

P 77%

1 71%

! 60%

! 58%

1 57%

I 55%

! 52%

1 52%

I 44%

I 42%

} 39%

! 36%

) 35%

I 34%

J 23%

11%

8%

N

1 71%

v

Summary : Beyond the measured responses charted in the gregibonders made ad hoc

comments that cover other issues considered negative: garbage left byideadsn trails and
logging roads , signage by roadsides, noise from a local camp, fishermen too close to shore, lack
/ N@hgy €1 yR RdzNAy3
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LAKE MANAGEMENT PLASNURVEY RESULT SDRA

Question: Are you located on or near which lake?

.
4 Respondent 's Property Locatiot

m Skootamatta Lake
m Sheldrake Lake
m Other

89%
" J

The majority of responders, as noted, are from Skootamatta foll@&teddogke. Both these lakes
have Associations. A concerted effort is underway to draw in residents of Pringle Lake to ensure our
community is fully represented.

Question: Describe your lake water quality.

4 M)
Lake Water Quality
69%
28%
2% 2%
A A
Excellent Good Poor Don't Know
\ J

The majority of respondents fromladlations are of the opinion that wageality is good to
excellent.

For more detailed information about water qualityshe.skootamatta.egebsite provides historic
and current testing data. This year, 201@r&keknd Pringle will join the MOE Partnership Water
Testing Program and become part of the ongoing and tracked results.
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LAKE MANAGEMENT PLASNURVEY RESULT SDRA

Question: What are your particular concerns with respect to water quality?

/~ D)
Water Quality Concerns
38%
24%
17%
0,
I .IM -l7°/° 5%
Bacteria Algae Clarity No Smell Other
Concerns

\ J

62% of respondents were concerned with bacterédgae) 17% with clarity and 8% had no

concerns at all.

Other concerns werpiantifiedn remarks as follows: Invading species, gobies; the resulting
vegetation that grows as a result of more nutrients, more water weeds than ilotiget@anst;

water gality, fish & wildlife habitat. From this data we are able to direct our attention to the aspects
of water testing that concern residentswilV be testing and broadcasting our results in a more
streamlined and informative manner both in Newsletteondhd website. Additionalye may

sponsor a workshop to provide residents the opportunity of questioning experts in this field of
bacteria, good and bad. At the SDRA AGM in July ang gtiest speakers will address the critical
issues related to watgrality and the Ribbon of Life, our shorelines.

Water Levels

This set of questions related to water levels, specifically on Lake Skootamatta as
they are controlled by Quinte Conservation through raising and lowering of
log controls.
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LAKE MANAGEMENT PLASNURVEY RESULT SDRA

Question: Would you be in favour of having more input to the planned
schedule oflake level changes?

e "
Those Favouring Input on Lake Leve

No Opinion
- 27% L
No
13%

Yes
60%

=

Question: What mandate would you wish to have the SDRA undertake to
discuss with MNR & Quinte Conservation?

Summary: Basically keeping the water level as consistent as possible is the
overriding wish.

4 M
Suggested Changes to Lake Lev

m Higher mLower mKept asis

75%

Spring Summer Fall

=

The response of sige#ince we will be discussing with Quinte Conservation is the fact that 56% of
respondents wanted to see higher summer water levels.
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LAKE MANAGEMENT PLARURVEY RESULT SDRA

Question: What issues do you have with the current water levels? (Select all applicable)

/ )
Issues With Current Lake Leve

39%
33%
21%
7% l

None Ice damage to Navigation Other
shoreline issues when
structures water is low
A\ J

Summary: Additional comments noted concerns about fish spawning when water levels are
variable and dock placement issues.

Upper Lake Ice Forming

Page9



LAKE MANAGEMENT PLASNURVEY RESULT SDRA

PART TWO-DEVELOPMENT

Question: Are you in favour of efforts to control and limit the development of "back lots", or
those properties without water frontage, which are commonly the second tier of development
on a lake?

e M)
Do You Favour Controls on Development of Bac
Lots?
Don't
NO  Know

Yes

85%

\ J

Summary; Three responders made additional comments and they were:
There are already controls in place (zoningdws)
Commercial use needs an impact analysis. Personal use should not be restricted.

Question: Are you in favour of the government opening up more Crown Land as lots with
water frontage on your lake?

4 M)
Do You Favour More Waterfront Lots’
Yes Don't Know
1% 5%

/

No
94%

A S

The response to this question was overwhelming as pictured.

Summary: One responder suggested th&rdwn land is opened up a purchase by the
ratepayers associatigin order to have a say in the developmemtight be an option.
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LAKE MANAGEMENT PLARURVEY RESULT SDRA

Question: How would you rate your need for an increase in the following services?

/~ Y
Increased Need for Service

Cellular/Paging Communication Servic l85%

. . L 0,
Internet Services via Communication Towe l 2%

Road Improvements (Municipal l 42%

i

Garbage & Recycling Servic 37%

25%

1

Marina Services

|

Restaurants 24%

T

Stores 18%

Road Improvements (Private 15%

1T

Newspaper Delivery/Availability 15%

-

Other 6%

Condominium/ Timeshare/
Fractional Ownership Lodges/Cottage

2%

AN

s J

Summary: In addition to the graphed responses some responders wrote additional comments
which we summarize as follows:

More recycling (3), local centralized composting(1), imptitreequality of Stores & Restaurants

(2) more fire prevention & emergency medical (1) and more gas & oil on the lake(1)plus a local
CIBC (1)which is good news for the bankers!

2

9

One of the actions of the FOSSP committee is to provide data, as displayed in the previous graph, to
our Township Council to furnish support for their efforts in obtaining Cellular coverage-and high
speed internet services.
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LAKE MANAGEMENT PLASNURVEY RESULT SDRA

Red Sails
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LAKE MANAGEMENT PLASNURVEY RESULT SDRA

Question: Do you favour the current restrictions of seback for new buildings and structures
on Skootamatta Lake? (The Official Plan 7.7.1 and Zoning Baw 4.7.1 restricts new
construction to be 30 metres from the high water mark with docks and boat houses
excepted).

4 M

Don't Kn
9%

No
24%

—

Yes

\ J

Summary of CommentsEncourages cleautting of trees between cottage & lake to improve
the view from further back (2).

Question: Are you in favour of efforts to limit the number of new lots (by severing existing
lots)?

4 )

Don't anw
10%

Page
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LAKE MANAGEMENT PLASNURVEY RESULT SDRA

Question: Are you concerned about the construction of new docks?

/~ )

Don't Know

1%

Dock inWinter

Page
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LAKE MANAGEMENT PLANURVEY RESUL
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Question: Are you aware that permit(s) are required to build a new dock or make structural

changes to your shoreline?

/ )
No
w ‘
Yes
90%
\, J

Question: Are you aware that by doing so withoua permit(s), removal of the structure may
be required?

'z M)
No
Yes
90%
\ J

Enforcement and the need to check to see if a permit is required to obtain permission to construct at

t he

water 0s

edge i s

an

ongoing

i ssue.

nwve

need

assessed by Quinte Conservation. They have excellent people and good ideas, and always work with
individualdo find areasonable and mutually satisfactory solution for both resident and environment.
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LAKE MANAGEMENT PLASNURVEY RESULT SDRA

Question: What are your views on the following stewardship issues/actions?
(Education/monitoring/ enforcement)

4 M)
Areas Requiring Improved Stewardshi
/]
Nesting disruption of loons | ) 74%
Disruption of nesting bas: | ' 69%
Clean up of local beaches & campsit | ! 66%
Removal of old vehicles/junk from open lot ' 64%
storage |
Septic Inspections | J 62%
Use of Crown Land Designated Camping ar | 1 59%
Bathing with Soap in Lak | § 54%
Personal water craft usage (dskis) | 151%
Communication Towers | I 48%
Changes to natural shoreline/buffe | 1 46%
Use of and parking of camper trailers on cottag ' 41%
lots |
Lawns | ' 36%
Light Pollution (Darker Skies §33%
Building SeBacks from shoreline 25%
Other 8%
L/
\ J

Additional Comments
e Camping permits should be required in AH to camp on Crown Lesame as North
Frontenac
¢ Only allow camping on existing sites, rweation of more sites
e People need to understand the impact on the surrounding environment of having too
many people washing in the lake
e Limit and remove signage, limit boat horsepower and/or usage

Page
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LAKE MANAGEMENT PLASNURVEY RESULT SDRA

Question: During the past 5 years, how do you feel the areline appearance has changed
with respect to the following?

4 R
Causes of Shoreline Appearance Chanc

Residential Developmen 1 48%

Lawns 127%

I 26%

Shoreline Structures

Forest cover (less 1 22%

Noise 1 20%

Light Intrusion at night } 20%
Shoreline "rehabilitation" J_| %
Commercial Developmen 4%
Wetlands (Swamps 2%

Other 1%
\ J

Question: Are you aware that by altering your shoreline, for example rearranging rocks,
cutting down trees and clearing vegetative buffering, that you are negatively impacting water
quality?

'z 0

Don't
No Know

10%

2%

'f
-

Page
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LAKE MANAGEMENT PLASNURVEY RESULT SDRA

Quinte Conservation has been advising us since we began this journey toward a Lake anagement
Stewardshiplan. They havaadeencouragingommentsaboutthe highpercentage of natural
shorelinen our lakesThe definition of natural shorelisghat it iseither wild or has been left

alone in its basic natural state by the owites.is an area of existing lake management that we wish
to celebrate, enhance and maintain. In comparison tonudherdeveloped lakes, we have a high
percentage giristine shoreline. Our objectmeght tobe to keep it so and naturalize those areas
where urbanization may have occuskest time. We are very much encouraged by the response
(88%) of people who know that altering shorelines have a generallyimpgatvs waterways

Natural shorelines are the single most important factor in keeping our water quality high. The
Ribbon of Life... is critical to our lakes futAreabundance of natural shoreline vegetation helps to
reduce the visual impact of develept, provide riparian habitat and food sources for wildlife, and
helps to mitigate runoff from the surrounding drainage areas

Shoreline vegetaticanbe mapped to identify areas that need to be rehabilitatedn

rehabilitating your shoreline, slddtibe required, can be obtained through a number of our

community partners. There are many free native plants we can obtain at minimal cost to restore areas
to their natural condition. Contact us for more information.

Natural Shoreline
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LAKE MANAGEMENT PLARURVEY RESULT SDRA

Development that is
controlled and
regulated and carefully
considered by the

community for the The following question was included in the survey as

betterment of a direct result of the Request for Proposél the
community needs is Township to develop crown land on Sheldrake Lake
what we strive toward. adjacent to Skootamatta Lake

Question: Are you in favour of Crown Land sales for commercial development of lodges or
hotels or fractional/time sharing projects, or of "townsite" development set bak from a
common shoreline for use by owners/residents?

/~ M)
Don't Yes
Know 2%

11%

A J

The following is Bstingof comments received on this question, in addition to the measured
responses charted in the graph:

¢ Not entirely a yes/no answer

e Crown land being sold for commerciplrposes is a dangerous precedent

¢ No Crown land should be sold

e No answer

e These proposals must be properly done, not affecting the life of existing residents and
be market driven.

e Absolutely not!!!!

e This issue should continue to be in the forefront of th®RA's concerns

e Only with strict controls

¢ To the max none, none, none

e The lake would be ruined

e Not acceptable

e Loss of control, usage and noise

Page
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LAKE MANAGEMENT PLARURVEY RESULT SDRA

e Definitely not
e Absolutely not in favour of any Crown land sales

Question: Would you like to see the Township and Health Unit take an active interest in the
water quality within its boundaries by undertaking existing septic tank inspections for all
residents seasonal or fullime?

e N

No
10%

Yes
90%

s S

In assessing the above respomeénvestigted the experience in our neighbouring township of
North Frontenac who have partnered with their Conservation Authority in the inspection of a
number of existing septic systems within their Towmisiopgh a voluntary program.

From North Frontenac Nevw3ec 10/09

00f the 127 systems that were inspected, 102 were c
residential. Fiftfour of the systems that were inspected had no issues that needed addressing, and 59

needed some remedial work (including jmgmpeplacement of baffles, or problems with grading or

excess vegetation in the | eaching bed). oO0We found e
sai d. o

Sixty seven (63ystems required remedial work or replacement for a total of 53%. Based upon
simple extrapolation this could mean that slightly more than %2 of existing systems need some kind of
correction. This is a significant finding.

SummaryMany additional commentsvere submitted forthis question The overriding
response is that septic systems are an issue and that existing septic systensoneetypeof
monitoring bysomebody.

e Health unit should do random tests to determine need for more

e Ministry or Municipal involvement, not SDRA members
e Who's going to pay for this service?
e Realize we can't force upgrades to existing old systems

Page
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LAKE MANAGEMENT PLARURVEY RESULT SDRA

e All septic systems should be brought to today's standards over a period of time,
allowing financial assistance through the taxes if mssary

¢ Inspections should involve mostly proximity to water and drainage

o Very difficult to manage quality of tanks & systems, but yes this should be done

e We have no septic system at our cottage

e This is a must if many are not upgrading when necessary

e All cottages should be monitored

¢ | think this should be done immediately

e |tis away of ensuring old previous installations comply with the current regulations

e Procedure and cost bearing to be specified

Question: Please rate the level of interest you have exigaced or perceive as that which
best represents the Township Council and Officers relating to all things considered pro
environmental.

4 R
] Don't Know
High 12%
Low
42%
Medium
39%
\ 7\
Summary: A number of responders commented that t
level of interest. Orfelt that the interest was low but improving and another noted that
0Ostructuresdé, etc. built -ipossiblynateventiined ont raventi or

Addington Highlands
Township Council ; please
accept our sincere
appreciation  for helping to
support the publication of
this Survey.

W W W W W W W W W W W W W W W W W
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LAKE MANAGEMENT PLARURVEY RESULT SDRA

Question: From your experience driving through Addington Highlands Township on Hwy
41 and on local municipal roads to access your seasonal/full time home, do you feel that
work is required to enforcdocal bylaws relating to environment and its protection?

- )

Don't
Know
12%

Yes

No
39%

s S

Summary of comments:
e Clean up the hubcaps/auto wreckers on lawnagh!

e Junk/derelict vehicles on properties/rundown buildings (Woodcock Corners) &
garbage tossed along roadsides

e Garbage on theside of the road

e Driven by perceived development requirements

e Clean up the auto junk yards on Hwy 41 and Woodcock Corners

e Being looked after fairly well

o People's homes are modest due to the economy of the area. The character is then
portrayed in how they etain things they value.

e Culverts left to rust after new culverts installed. Trash picked up and taken to dump
was told to take it back to where | found it.

e The Township policy of bylaw enforcement on an ad hoc complaint basis should be
changed to "if itis the law it is enforced"

e Poor quality of commercial frontages/signage

e Unknown

e Don't Know

e We have not witnessed any situation that is an obvious environmental
problem/infraction

e Not sure
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LAKE MANAGEMENT PLASNURVEY RESULT SDRA

Sunrise over the Lake

Blue Heron
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LAKE MANAGEMENT PLASNURVEY RESULT SDRA

PART THREE -USE OF PROPERTY SEGMENT

Question: Are you a permanent or seasonal resident (You are considered permanent if you
live here most of the time)?

4 N

Permanent
17%

"

Seasonal
‘ 83%

Question: If you are a seasonal resident do you plan on making this your permanent
residence in the future?

4z M

Don't Know Yes
11% 15%

The data ongtential permanent residency is beneficial to our Township in future planning and will
be shared with Addington Highlaymisr communitypartner.
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LAKE MANAGEMENT PLASNURVEY RESULT SDRA

Question: How do you access your property?

e N

Water
8%

Seasonal Road
26%

Year Round Road
66%

Henniger Road in Winter
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LAKE MANAGEMENT PLASNURVEY RESULT SDRA

Question: How long have you or your family been on Pringle, Sheldrake or Skootamatta
Lakes?

We took the number of years given by each respondeatadiedthem, then divided by our final
number of returns. The averagealle®6 yearger reply. The stabilidf our community
population is evident in this response.

Question: Please estimate the number of days per season you spend at your
residence/cottage?

4 M)
Average Days Usag

80 75
70
60
50
40 35
30

19
20 — 1
10 —— ———— —— ———— —

No. of Days

Aprik June September December
May August November March
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PART FOUR-RECREATION

Question: What types of recreational activity do you participate in at the lake (Select as many

as apply)?

-

Types of Recreational Activities

Swimming

1 98%

Reading

1 93%

Nature Appreciation

1 82%

Canoeing

1 81%

Socializing

1 80%

Power Boating

1 73%

Hiking

1 71%

Fishing

1 69%

Water Skiing

7 52%

Kayaking

Golfing

! 34%

Sailing

1 31%

ATVing

7} 28%

Ice Skating
Crosscountry Skiing
Snow Shoeing
Ice Fishing
Wind Surfing
Hunting
Snowmobiling
Wake Boarding
Mountain Biking
Camping
Scuba Diving
Jet Skiing
Other ¥

AT

1 27%
22%
20%
19%
18%
18%
16%
16%
14%
11%

%

7%
4%

! 50%

J

We are a community of swimmers and readers! It should be noted that many other lakes who have

undertaken this type of survey have very similar responses.
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LAKE MANAGEMENT PLASNURVEY RESULT SDRA

Question: How many boats do have (Note the number beside each category)?

/ R
Total Number on NorMotorized Watercraft

%11113

Canoe Kayak Paddle Boat Rowboat Other Windsurfer

No doubt about it kayaks are catching canoes!

Canoe & Kayak Powered by People, Quiet, Gas & Oil Free

The number of nomotorized boats summarized here is a great baseline for future year
comparisons. What is really good to see is the number of respondents who find paddling a canoe,

paddle boat, kayak or rowboat a fun activity! This providéth usanyideas for future workshops
on safety and boating for children and adults alike.
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Question: Identify the approximate hours of usage for each category of motorized boat(s)

you own.
( .
Hours of Use for Motorized Boat:
2500
2000
1500
1000
500
A =y
0
Motorboat Motorboat 25  Motorboat Personal  Other (specify)
under 25hp 100hp 10lhp & up  Watercraft
(Jetski)
| m Inboard Hrs Use m Two Stroke Hrs Ust  m Four Stroke Hrs Us:
J
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LAKE MANAGEMENT PLASNURVEY RESULT SDRA

PART FIVE-SEPTIC FACTS

What we found out about SeptiSystems

Question: How do you dispose of household black water (Sewage from toilets)?

'z M)
83%
>
11%
5% 0
2% ‘ " 0%
> I i ’ > 7
Septic Holding Tank Compost Outhouse Other
System Toilet
\ J

In the majority are septic systems with leaching beds.

Question: How do you dispose of household grey water (sewage from sinks, showers, etc.)?

4 D)
88%
11%
2% 0% 0%
Septic SystemHolding Tank Compost Outhouse Other
Toilet
=

Summary French drain(3) Leaching pit (3) Dry well (2) Grey pit (1) grounds/backwoods (2)

Page

30











































































