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I, along with my family, would like to express our deep reservations regarding the proposed Fraser Property 

Development. From a risk assessment standpoint, the main considerations to be taken into account can 

broadly be classified into three domains; 1) human traumatic risk, 2) human psychotraumatic risk, and            

3) ecosystem risk.  

 

The risk of physical trauma to humans is directly related to the location of the proposed development 

because it fronts on a thoroughfare of the Trent canal system. As a longtime resident on the south shore of 

the Burleigh channel, I have firsthand experience of the hazard associated with any boating along the passage 

directly in front of the Fraser property. The further risk posed by introducing numerous, likely inexperienced, 

boaters to the waterfront along the Fraser property will undoubtedly lead to boating accidents, some of which 

could potentially be fatal. The liability associated with approval of a development that would create such risk 

is obvious.  

 

From a psychosocial standpoint, the impact of the property development on the local community, both 

permanent residents and cottagers, must be taken into account. It should be understood that the value of the 

land to its current (and future) residents is directly related to the pristine nature of the Burleigh Channel and 

the surrounding area. The visual and auditory impact of the proposed development would destroy this 

setting. The Township of North Kawartha has both an ethical and legislated obligation to protect the right of 

its property owners from the personal and financial impact this development would have on their lives.  

 

From an ecological perspective, the risk the proposed property development poses to the surrounding 

ecosystem is more significant than the human impacts outlined above. You are familiar with the concept of 

ecosystem resilience, which to some degree accounts for the stability of the aquatic and terrestrial systems in 

the area to date. The amplitude of this resilience is not easily measured. At a local scale, if the proposed 

property development were to move forward then local ecosystem resilience would be exceeded; it is only the 

scope of the impact that is open for debate. Even if an adequate ecological risk assessment that considers the 

local impact is properly undertaken, the cascading effect the local impact would have on the broader 

ecosystem must also be taken into account. Calculating this broader risk falls outside the scope of my 

expertise, though it is incumbent on the Township to ensure all ecosystem impact assessments to date and 

any further assessments that are required are taken into account so as to outline in totality the aquatic and 

terrestrial impact the development would have. The migration patterns of birds and wildlife in the area must 

also be considered.  If the Township does not have the expertise to properly interpret the results of the risk 



assessments; it is further incumbent upon the Township to finance appropriate knowledge translation 

specialists to ensure decision makers are completely informed. It is my impression that such diligence on the 

part of the Township will almost certainly lead the to the same conclusion reached by the other numerous 

stakeholders already participating in the debate; namely, that the Fraser Development must not move forward 

as currently planned so as to preserve the natural, historical and cultural integrity of the property.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

 
 

Aaron Thompson MD MPH FRCPC  

Occupational and Environmental Medicine 

 

 

 

 

 

 


