
 

Mar 25,2025                                                                              Ambrose Moran                                          

To: North Kawartha Township   Att: Matt Aldom,  Bylaw Enforcement Officer  

sent via e mail                                             

cc  Members of Council 

Re Jack Lake FR 52A Boat Launch Commercial Use/Barging 

At the Mar 4, 2025 Council meeting, Councilor McLellan, during the discussions 

about potentially declaring the municipal launch property surplus, selling it and 

particularly the alleged trespassing by public to access the property, Colin made 

the statement we should resolve the original complaint about commercial use 

not trespassing. 

I am pleased Colin brought that up as I agree the focus and discussions should 

address the appropriate continued use as opposed to any thoughts of declaring a 

valuable community asset surplus.  

 There is a need for clarification from you on 2 aspects of this file. 

Item #1 

Trespassing   In public Council meetings, staff and certain council members 

alleged that accessing the launch facility required that neighborhood cottagers 

and public to trespass over private properties and that cannot be ignored, and 

these unsubstantiated allegations appear to have deliberately influenced the 3-2 

Council vote to consider a bylaw to declare the property SURPLUS ending about 

40 years of an essential municipal service for various community needs. 

At the Sept 3 2025 Council meeting while you were advocating for a contactor 

to use the municipal property for commercial uses... the matter of private road 

access was debated and you advised council that: 



• private property owners may have given permission to the contractor to use 

the property 

• that is something that the township does not get involved in 

• Right of ways is a legal matter between property owners  

• Road with regard to use of the private ROW.. municipality does not regulate 

or enforce who have has permission to travel on 

Please advise me if the views and opinions given to Council on 

September 3 still represent your position relative to trespassing. 

 

Item #2 

At that same Sept 3 meeting, you supported the contractors’ commercial use of 

the municipal launch based on a creative analogy that the barging contractor was 

simply passing over the  property to access the barge  as a transportation activity 

.... similar to Home Building Centre delivery vehicles traveling down a private 

road.. not zoned for commercial uses. As you probably know, I and others never 

supported this comparison and you  concluded your presentation that  in your 

opinion  the activity including barging was not a commercial use of the property 

and stated to Council  I’m asking for direction. 

I found this to be unusual that a bylaw enforcement officer would in fact ask 

elected Council members for  direction on a matter being investigated under your 

responsibility... as it is my understanding that Council are not allowed to give 

direction to or interfere with investigations by a Provincial Offences Officer 

..similar  to a Municipal mayor telling a  Chief of Police how to conduct an 

investigation. 

Anyway, I have often wondered if the Council ever provide the requested 

direction to you ....as I do not recall anything provided in public..... but possible 

such direction was provided in closed session. Also, the Council may have 

considered the opinion of their solicitor dated November 19 that commercial 



barging would appear not to be permitted in the zoning bylaw as being adequate 

direction for you to follow and that the zoning compliance issue was closed.   

As the boating season could commence in about 4 weeks, it  is of interest to 

myself and others whether the original bylaw complaint issue of illegal 

commercial barging is resolved and will the complainant  be so notified. 

Can you advise if you now accept that the municipal boat launch is no longer 

permitted per the in-effect zoning by you ....and any further similar activity will 

be addressed as a zoning bylaw infraction. Your positive response should 

eliminate any further need for the council to engage in this issue... including the 

need to a zoning bylaw amendment ....and also provide the needed comfort to 

affected property owners in the area of the launch.  

 

I look forward to receiving your timely response in order to be able to provide 

an update on this aspect of the file to area cottagers. 

 

 

 

Ambrose Moran 

705 656 2000 

cc list L-1 

 

 


