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File: E670

Mr. W.H. Graham
Government of the Northwest Territories
Economic Development and Tourism
Yellowknife,  N. W.T.
XIA 2L9

Dear Sir:

Re: Highway #3 Corridor Plan

We are pleased to submit herein our study of tourism and parks along
this important highway link. The proposals and concepts presented
herein form the basis for a comprehensive upgrading strategy of the
existing facilities, as well as recommendations for the addition of new
facilities and programs.

The final plan has been based on an extensive inventory and analysis
and direct input and review by the various community groups and
department representatives. This report, including the appendices,
presents a strategy for development that includes: interpretive
potential, maintenance recommendations, a signage plan and schedule and
the specific analyses of over thirty individual sites along the
highway.

In addition to this Phase One report, we are also completing the detail
design and contract document packages for approved priority elements
of the plan.

We are grateful to your department and the communities of Fort
Providence and Rae Edzo for their assistance and direction as part of
the study process.

Ted Muller, B.L.A., A.A.L.A.
Associate
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1.0 IRTRODUcTIoH

1.1 Purpose

The ?urpose of this final report is to clocure~t  the findings of this

stuciy.  The study rethoaology included two phzses as well as separate

prosress reports which included:

- highlights of Phase One on-site assessment

- preliminary corridor plan
- concept site plans

- draft signage plan

- draft interpretive program

- draft operations and maintenance guidelines

1.2 Study Objective

As cutlined in the Terms of Reference, the objective of this study is

“to improve the visitors” enjoynent and interest alon~ Highway i~3.”

1.3 Background
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Baker Report (1966) \vas the first stud Y undertaken to outline Potential

0p p o r t un i t i es along High~7ay #3, and it describes some of the unique

features to be found in close proxi~.ity to the rOad. AS SUCh, this

corridor study is an update of the original Baker Report, reciefinicg

areas of interest for tourists and residents Zlike. It should be seen

as an opportunity to enhance the unique features Of tke communities of

Fort Providence, Rae-Edzo and Yellowknife, as well 2S the landscape

between these co~unities.

1.4 Study Area

The study arez follows a corridor along Higkway #3 fro= the Highway #1

junction to Yellowknife, and includes four Tourism znd Parks wayside

and community parks along the Highway. It also includes seven D.P.W.Il.

pull-off areas, twelve potential sites xentioned in the 3aker Report

(1966) and seven potential opportunities identified bY EDA through

onsite analysis and inventory of the corridor.

The Context ?!ap (Plate A) illustrates the overall highway corridor frorii

Kilonetre  “O” at the junction of Fighway ;l through the ferry crQssing

at the Fackenzie !liver, to Fort Providence, !?ae-Ecizo and on into

Yellowknife for a total of 34@ ka. It also shows the zicjor :oa,d

lirikages tc the south.

.-

-.-— .-
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2.0 CORRIDOR IMVJIRT ORY AND ASSESS14EHT

2.1 Review and Assessment of Data

~~in. background reports and on-site analYsis$0 both existing facilities

and potential opportunities along the highway corridor were revie~7ed

(listed in the bibliography of this report).

The Baker Report (1966) was a major source of data for existing

conditions. However, due to natural processes, a number of features

nentioned in this report have chznged considerably over time. Ve have

identified all the potential sites listed by Baker, but suggest some be

deleted from development priority as they zre no lcnger significant.

A number of new opportunities were also Iccztea duricg the en-site

assessment. These have been described and iEcluded in tkis report as

potential areas for further development.

The Chamber-s Report (1982) on the territoiicl parks vas SISO very

useful, giving ~ore up-to-date recommendations zr.d descriptions cf the

pzrk areas.

‘r~e last major source of data for the site in.Je~tor;, :.ja~ the ~::i~tifig

Ccnc!it  ions/Descri~t  ion (June 1986) of park areas along the hi~kvsy.

pnfortunate~},, very ]ittle ~revious clztz v~as zv~ilable  OR Fcicts cf

interest i~ tke landscape other than the pzrks. cur on-sit? 2n21;’sis,

the Baker Feport and the new “Rivers tc Poais ” >rcchure ~:ere the Cnl!r

information used to determine existing conditions and possibilities for

these sites.
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2.2 People Contacted

In addition to our own observations and the review Of previous sttiaies,

we contacted various individuals and grou?s in Zathering, reviewing snd

assessing data for this study.

Several on-site meetings were held in Yellowknife, Rae snd Fort

Providence. Four days were spent on-site to assess the highwzy, see

first hand the existing conditions, and talk with various individuals

and interest groups. We met with representatives of Tourism and Parks,

Economic Development and other related government departments to gather

and review information. \?e also net with representatives fron the

hamlet of Rae-Edzo and the settlement of Fort Providence.

We have also had several follow-up discussions and communication vith

various groups, including: Worthern Frontier Visitors” Association

regarding theme and signage; Renewable Resources regarding plans for an

interpretive cairn and its location on the Yackenzie Bison Sanctuar;~;

and Tourism and Parks regarding operations and r.aintenance, and

signage.

A detailed list of persons contacted is attached in Appecciix A.

Detailed discussions of on-site meetings are cocu=ented in Appecdix 5,

and fol~o~i-up discussions are highli~hted in A2pendi:: C.
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3.0 EXISTINGC ONDITIOHSAND  OPPORTIJIIITIES

3.1 Background

During a four-day on-site inventory and assessment, we drove the

corridor from the Highway //1 intersection, crossing the E!ackenzie  River

ferry, north to Fort Providence, on to Rae-Edzo and into Yellowknife

for a total distance of 340km. In total, thirty sites were assessed

along Highway #3 and are located on the Corridor Concept Plan (Plate B).

This section documents: firstly our overall impressions of the

landscape and zones, znd ideas on management; secondly, user influecce

zones including the types of users and the community nodes along the

highway, and finally, our thoughts on the highway’s present image and

possible theme. Our overall highway driving experience and

observations are attached in Appendix D in their entirety.

3.2 Landscape Impressions

Our overall impression of the landscape was cf a relatively narrow

enclosed view corridor, with short views from the road. The existi~;g

trees and underbrush, together with a relatively flat topography, do

not provide broad or interesting views or vistas, except at L few

unique locatiocs wi-,ick. should be pricrity areas for developnect. The

alignment of the roadway is relatively straight and uninteresting,

providing an excellent all weather ground access route ;s sn

alternative to complement air and water access to the ccLxmnit~ts.

Since the rosd surface is &ravel, the dust does Rot encourage the

tourist to stop and explore the landscape. llrivi~g the highway takes a

great deal of concentration, especially negotiating the curves to .svoid

driving off the steep and narrob’ gravel shcul.dcr, snd avoiding the

oncoming traffic and transport trucks. The overall effect mes~~eriz~s

the driver in concentration on the rsad, not the landscape. Additional

-.,. . .
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dust protection surfacing or paving, including wider should ~rs, would

better pe~it the driver to experience the landscape.

Thus, since the driver’s concentration is on the road, there is a

tendency to drive fast and get to the next destination, rath(!r than to

stop along the way. It is important to focus attention on the most

impressive opportunities as highest priorities for developu,ent. These

should include: the experience of crossing the Mackenzie River,

cultural opportunities at Fort Providence, the unique oppor~u~ity of

driving off the road at the Caen Lake marl deposits, the natural

grasslands of the Bison Sanctuary, the natural viewpoint opportunities

over the north arm of the Great Slave Lake, the cultural opportunities

at Frank Channel and in the Rae-Edzo area, and a welcoming arri~’al into

the destination of Yellowknife.

Landscape zones can be described by two strong divisions: firstly, the

crossing of the Mackenzie River is a strong “node” complemented by the

treed, flat and closed view of the northern przirie lzndsczpe Let\’een

the Highway #l intersection and Rae-Edzo. Secondly, the bridge

crossing at Frank Channel is a strcng “node” complemented by the major

landscape change into the Canadian Shield rock outcrops and bog  are~s.

There are subtle changes in tt.e liindscape within these zories, L=t th~

average tourist probably would cot notice them, except fcr the burned

cut areas of jack pine and their subsequent regrov:th.

Management zones should be developed from. the land unit areas, using

visual resource mar,a~ement techniques to identify the land srccs that

can be seen from the road corridor. Since ~lost of the existin~ l:igkway

has closed or limited views and limitec read zccess, managemefi  t

~riority should be Siven tc the priority sites along the road that

~fford places for visitors to stop. It will be these sccess stops th.zt

will perxzit people to ~et in contact with the landsca~e. ?l-lis,

riianagernent St.ould monitor the impact on the landscaFe znd ensure

operations and mairltenance fCJl]OWS  UF the capital expenditure Sj. t e

upgrading.
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3.3 User Influence Zones

T he ~ajor cultural zones of influence or land areas that are impacted

by people traveling the highway are: the actual right-of-way of the

highway, the access points or pull-off areas and sites along and

adjacent t. the highway, and most importantly, the communities  of Fort

Providence, Rae-Edzo and Yellowknife.

Most users traveling the highway cannot drive off the gravel roadway

surface except at pull-off areas, so there are few opportunities for

people to venture into the surrounding landscape, except at specific

sites. These sites should have limited access and use, and be within a

short walk from the roadway (less than 200 metres from the parked

vehicles). The exceptions to this type of access would be for

recreational users desiring canoe access to a river or lake, or a hiker

using the site to access a trail.

Considering the existing uses along the highway, three zones should be

considered to. assist in future management of the landscape and -

operation and maintenance of the corridor. The following zones should

be considered in the future planning and ranage~e~t strategies:

1. Highway Right-of-Way Land Areas. This space is the {:rliIl~

responsibility of DPWH. The 60.96m wide R.o.w. includes the

rozdway surface, shculder edges, drainage areas and buffer sFace.

Signage in this zone needs to be coordinated to give the traveller

i~formation, but avoiding clutter and confusion. There is also an

opportunity for coordination of interpreti~-e sigr&agc, at roadside

rest areas.

2. Individual Sites and Access Points or Pull-off Areas. These

include all opportunities for vehicles Eo Full off the road,

either within the right-of-way or at rest zreas, waysic!e parks cr

park sites. These areas should have controlled access by means ci

vood post fences or other barrier techniques, to kee~ vehicles

from driving beyond parking arecs into the Izndsczpe. Controlled

.-

.-..
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access would also simplify operation and maintenance issues and

limit vehicular impact, yet still allow controlled access for

short walking and hiking trails and boat launching.

Community Areas. These areas include Fort Providence, R.ae-Edzo and

Yellowknife. Stop-over opportunities in the community districts

will help to create more economic development that will strengthen

and complement the existing community facilities. The communities

of Fort Providence on the Mackenzie River and Rae-Edzo at the

north arm of the Great Slave Lake create important activity nodes

which should be closely coordinated with community prograu,s and

operations and maintenance, in order to attract tourists and

enhance the economic base of the community.

Use Nodes - The two nodes that are importznt attractions within the

influence zones include firstly, the natural features--rivers and lakes

which are attractions for their scenic quality; and secondly, the

community townsites for their cultural acti~.ities, services, facilities

and experiences. The most important site nodes should offer

opportunities to attract all highway users.

User Linkages - The highway route itself is the ~rimary linkage the

traveller experiences. Any upgrading should carefully consider

improving of the road surface and the iaage or view from the rozci.

Other user linkages include opportunities to stop and take short trail

walks to stretch, relax and enjoy the adjacent landscape experiences.

The types of highway users znd their needs include the following

&roups:

1. Visitor/Tourist - people who drive the tiighwzy as part of their

trip; their needs include opportunities for SCUlethiA~  to do alGng

the route ar.d attractions for dzy trips Eroc: Yellcwknife.

Possibilities r.i~ht include informaticr ~nd ifiterpreti~’e sig,na~e

and upgrading of priority park sites.
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2. Destination Visitor - those en route to one or more of the

communities to transport goods or services. Their needs would be

for a safer, smoother highway, preferably paved with wider

shoulders, to improve sight lines and minimize dust on their

route. More interesting features at rest areas would help reduce

driving boredom.

3. Weekend Shoppers - residents who generate local traffic between

the communities along the highway. Their needs, similar to the

destination visitor, would be for increased safety and more

interesting diversions along the route to create interest.

4. Yellowknife  Residents - people who are looking for day trip

opportunities to interesting sites. Their needs would incl~de

informational and interpretive signage as well as interesting

places to stop and see or participate in uniquely northern

experiences. Possibilities would include viewpoints and trails.

3 . 4  ImageandTheme

The existing image of Highway /)3 is a dull, straight, “get there”

driving experience, aggravated by dust and the need to concentrate on

safety and avoid driving off the shoulders. Most users are focused on

getting to their destination.

There are, however, opportunities to improve the image of the road and

its driving experience. Firstly, the road image could be inproved by

developing a new “theme” and “name” to promote the route. Suggestions

for a name for the highway include the traditional map designation of

Great Slave Highway, Yellowknife Highway, Caribou or Bison Highway and

the Denendeh Highway. Of all those suggested, the Denendeh name proved

to be the most favored by all communities and the majority of

participants. A letter from the Minister of Economic Development and

Tourism to the Ninsiter of DPWH requesting a name change of the highway

to Denendeh would be required.

. .
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Secondly, the theme could be reinforced by creating a new image or

graphic logo for the route to increase user interest. This lcgo should

capture the “spirit” of the highway and possibly use graphics hased on

bison, landscape  zones> caribou, MBigW river, llBigll lake or cultural

images of Dogrib/Slavey  or the church at Fort Providence,. Public

profile and knowledge of the road would increase through a positive

image and promotion, thereby attracting more visitors. Thirdly, the

driving experience could be improved by upgrading priority sites along

the route to help attract people to stop and enjoy the drive.

-
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4.0 CONCEPT RECOMMENDATIONS

-?

.

This section supplements the Cements made in the Overall Corridor

Assessment and specific a 1 Iy add ress es signage, interpretation and

operations and ~aintenance  guidelines.

4.1 Signage

Highway //3 is a relatively  new access route, built to supplement

traditional water and air routes to the area. Information signage has

been incrementally added to meet the growing needs and priorities of

traffic direction and safety. Use of the highway is increasing as more

tourists become aware of and attracted to this route to Yellowknife.

Our discussions with Tourism and Parks, Economic Development and

community representatives informed us that better signage is required

and should be emphasized as a high priority. Types of signs discussed

include more than highway traffic safety, regulation and directional

signage. Suggested signage emphasizes the following new demands:

1. Information signage, including highway name, theme, inage

2. Interpretive signage and location maps

3. Park signage

4. Special signage to identify the Bison Sanctuary, tourist zones ana

alsc include welcome signs to the communities

In our observations driving the highway, we noticed that traffic

regulation and directional signage are clear and that the white

kilonetre  posts are a definite asset to knowing where ~’ou Zre. If

acco~panied  by a nap, the highway user could more easily find his way,

particularly if he is looking for specific features such as those

listed in the “Rivers to Roads” guide. However, k,e ~oticec! a r.-.sjor

lack of information; unless one ‘knows k,ow to read and use s map and

also understands the landscape, it would be difficult to ap~,reciate  the

natural features of the area--the Yackenzie  Piver, bison reserve, or
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subtle changes from a prairie landscape to

would be equal ly difficult to find or

settlement of the Dene in the communities.

the Canadian shield. It

appreciate the cultural

Thus, we saw a need for

other forms of signage that could be linked with brochures and

pamphlets to help inform travelers of stories about and locations of

the landscape, geology and culture which would enhance the driving

experience and enjoyment of those traveling Highway #3.

The following types of signage are suggested as examples to enhance the

driving experience and enjoyment of the tourist. It will be important

to coordinate the signage needs of DPWH and integrate other

informational, interpretive, park and special signage into overall

signage guidelines in order to create a comprehensive signage system.

All signage designs should be circulated to the appropriate agency for

approval.

4.1.1 Info~al si~w

This type of signage should extend the existing highway signage to a

complete system, including:

a) Guide and Directional Signage

- purpose: to denote a particular theme and image for the

Highway /)3 route

- examples: IB-1 Trans Canada, M-35 Heritage ?ighway

- placement:
. . .

B-1
45x60cm

r HERITAGE ~

at beginnia~  of highway secti Gns and junctions

4

...9

with other roads

- recommendation: see signage plan for suggested locations
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b) Visitor Information Signage

- purpose: to identify places with visitor inforn2tion;

provide in association with community services and visitor

facility signs

- example: IC-8 Travel Information Symbol

a~- ———.

IC-8
60x SOcm

c) community Services Sign

- purpose: includes name of community above series of

service symbols (maximum of six) such as: food, fuel,

lodging, services, campground, boat launch, first aid,

picnicking, etc.

1G3

li!!!!l
IC-7

IG4

IC.16

- would also require sn advance war~i~g sign similar to sign

at entrance to community; includes distance to cor.runity
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- example of a corcbination  community guide s ign with an

ind i-: i d u a 1 “IC” symbol : IA-1

LA-l
vEmcA1.

-  45 cm

- recommendation: see signage plan for suggested locations

4.1.2 Inter~etive Si~

These signs should help the visitor interpret selected areas along the

highway, and should include:

a) Point of Interest Sign

- purpose: to indicate

historic, cultural,

significance

- site will be named

location of geographic, geologic,

environmental or scenic sites of

and described on location by an

interpretive sign board, panel or cairn at a pull-off

- advanced warning signs and access signs required

- examples: IC-9 Viewpoint, G-67 Historic Site, G-49E

Historic Plaque

1
c

[~-f$:9[, g-g’c

1 \ l,~;’

- recommendation: see signage plan for locations, includi~g

Mackenzie River, Caen Lake, North Arn Viewpoint

,..,. ,. .,
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b) Exhibit Signage

- purpose: to tell story of landscape, vegetation, wildlife,

geology or cultural legends

- advance warning would be given by identification sign for

pull-off

- locate at existing DPWH pull-off areas

- example: information should include: “you are here” map

of Highway #3, title and story line text, and a graphic

symbol unique to the site feature

- recommendation:

DPWH pull-off;

Section 4.2

4.1.3 Park Sic-

see signage plan for locations at each

see potential story line in Interpretive

- purpose: to indicate name of territorial park and

facilities provided by use of “ICU logo symbols and the

Northwest Territories polar bear logo

- locate at park entrance; advance warning signs should be

posted previous to the entrance

- example of wsrni~g sign: similar to k!-28, using polar besr

logo

<.
rp..

. ,.
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- example of territorial park entrance sign: siniilar to G-80

as used in Ontario and similar to those proposed at

Ingraham Trail. Signs should include park name, polar bear

logo, NWT and graphic “IC” logo symbols to indicate major

specific facilities available at the park, such as camping,

boat launch, picnicking, etc.

I

1~o \-.rl&“ -!i—-

‘~---”~;
-. ..,–-

-.
1

- recommendations : add advance warn ing signs at 1 oc a t i ons

before parks; upgrade existing park signage with new sign

boards and messages to replace existing territorial park

signs which are difficult to read and are becomin~ worn.

See Signage Plan (Plate C) for locations.

4 . 1 . 4  Special Siq~

-) Eorder Crossing Signage-./

- welcome signs should

special areas, such

Sanctuary”, “Welcome

be located at the boundaries to

as “Welcome to the Mackenzie Bison

to the Northern Frontier Visitors

Association Zone”,

Association Zone”

- example: could be

and “Welcome to the Big River Tourism

similar to historic site si~n C-67

,,*

. .
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- recommendation: undertake detailed desi~n and

implementation of new signs at suggested locations shown on

the sign plan

b) Map Board Signage

- purpose: to identify where the viewer is lo:ated in

relation to the highway and nearby communities

-could be combined with interpretive information as

described in Interpretive Signage and located at PI’WH pull-

off areas

- could be located along the roadway at pull-offs Tear the

entrance to a community to give information about the

community and points of interest; use a community nap and

number system

- example: Whitehorse Information Kiosk
.— —.- —-. . . ———.

— ..—

Iw-- - ‘ -- -
fhiteho~eln~ &l-...—. .- . .“..,,{..,<; , I ) : —- i

n -.. —=- ,

;
I—

l.,.—— 1.,, . .. - ’ -  I
I =— I

“- !

I
:.—

r---”””’

- rec ommendat ion : to coordinate locat ions with interpretive

s ignag e a t DPWH pu 11-0 f f and c onf irm the d es ir es o f the

c ommun i t ies for add i t iona 1 map s igfis for Fort Provicience  ,

Rae– Edzo and Yellowknif  e

4.1.5 S ionage Plan a~d Schedule

The S ignag e Plan ( Plate C) at the back of this report indicates the

various s ign types described previous ly and the ir sugges ted 1 oc a t ion

z 1 ong 1? ighway i~3 . The S i~n SC hedu 1 e ( Appendix G ) which accompanies the

p 1 an , serves as a legend for the plan and ifii ic at es the ap?ropr iate

s ign numb er , c a t e g o r y, traffic s peed , c harac t er s ize and r.ess a g e

e 1 emen ts . Tog ether they provide a c lear p ic ture of the s ig, nag e

r eau i r emen ts a 1 ong t h e highway.

a
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4.2 Interpretation

,-..

4.2.1 Observations

At present, there are no existing interpretive signs or markers along

Highway +3. Unless a traveller  is able to pick up at least an

explorer-s map and the “Rivers to Roads” brochure before setting out on

the trip, he would miss seeing or understanding the opportunities and

points of interest along the highway. Perhaps this may account for

part of the reason that travelers find the driving experience boring

and dull, thus they drive at top speed to get to their destination

rather than slow down or stop and enjoy the trip. These visitors

obviously do not see any reason to S1OW down, and the limited view from

the dusty road is their only experience.

We believe that guidelines should be established and continue to be

refined into commitment for action to “improve the visitor’s

experience.” Our recommendation is to start implementation of

interpretive signage at the DPWH pull-off areas, and to develop special

signage to identify priority points of interest, such as the Mackenzie

Bison sanctuary.  ongoing improvements should confim tile sites with

interpretive potential and develop the themes and stor?’ line messages

to be told.

4.2.2 Peter.tial ODDortunitjes

Opportunities are identified in the “Rivers to Roads” pamphlet; these

themes should be developed at the site to “tell the story” to people

who do not have copies of the brochure. Further opportunities fcr

interpretation have been identified in the Baker Report. Fe Lzve

updated conments on this report. In addition, we hzve listened to

community representatives who have commented that they zre interested

in getting tourists to stop at points of interest that can link with

the communities. They are also interested in pronoti.rg future guideci

tours OK the Uackenzie  River and to the bison sznctu.2r>r. Interpretive

signs or markers would help make people aware of the stories related to

these sites.

. ..



- 19 -

Policies and guidelines should be refined and coordinated between

government departments, including DPWR, Renewable Resources and Tourism

and Parks, to work jointly to implement opportunities. Specific sites

should be develaped to attract people and help them understand the

cultural and natural heritage aspects of the area. The overall goal

should be to detail an overall interpretive theme for the highway

corridor, then implement it with markers at priority sites.

Objectives should be refined t. detail interpretive themes and signs or

markers should be provided at key nodes along the highway. These

markers should be visible from the road and identify key points of

interest. They should be complemented by a map or brochure explaining

the overall corridor system, such as “Rivers to Roads,” and should be

made available to tourists at the beginning of their trip. Guided

tours could be initiated by private operators in the communities to

specific sites, to explain the stories about the natural and cultural

landscape.

Follow-up objectives should detail interpretive opportunities at

specific sites, based on chosen priorities. Sites such as Caen Lake

provide an excellent opportunity for a sign znd market to tell the

story of the !?ackenzie  Bison Sanctuary. Ongoing upgrading for z more

comprehensive interpretive prograu, should include trails and organized

activities. Other sites such as the Mackenzie River Crossing have the

opportunity for z map sign and message board to tell the story of one

of the world-s greatest rivers.

a) Mackenzie Bison Sanctuary

A tiraft of the “Interim Bison Management Plan,” written by

the Wildlife Management division of Renewable Resources i~

Februsry 1986, describes the potential of nature tours and a

community based interpretive centre. It is clear that the

economic development base of the comnunity would benefit fror!

an interpretive centre with displays, films, a slide show,

and especially a handicraft shop selling tourist items and

—.—. . ...
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supplies. An appropriate location would be along the highway

with the opportunity to have a short walk into an open

prairie area. This opportunity is available at the existing

Caen Lake road pull-off at Kilometre 89.0 km. The Corridor

Concept Plan (Plate B) at the back of this report shcws this

location at Site $9, and is entitled Caen Lake-Marl Delta.

Renewable Resources refers to the Caen Lake site in their

report as follows:

“In order to increase public awareness and appreciation for
the species, information centres employing descriptive signs
will be set along the highway. The Caen Lake area near the
highway will be reserved for non-consumptive use. Given the
high international profile of wood bison, non-consumptive
“utilization” of the herd will be encouraged with appropriate
constraints on excessive human disturbance.”

We understand that Renewable Resources is currently producing

a Plaque for a cairn to be located at the Caen Lake site. We

agree and believe this would be an excellent site where

visitors would be likely to see bison. We also believe that

this site offers other potential opportunities for Tourism

and Parks to develop signage and site upgrading as well as

future interpretive trails and an interpretive centre.

The following map and text was received from Renewable

Resources and represents the artwork for the plaque.
-

. . .-
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Mackenzie Wood Bison Herd

“Cnce occupying meadows within the vast wooded stretche:j of the
Interior Plains of North America, the wood bison is now classified
internationally as an endangered species.

The wood bison is a larger, darker relative of the plains bison. It
suffered the same drastic population declines as the plains bison did
when it was heavily exploited in the 1800s.

Wood bison nufiers  began to increase  in the early 1900s. After Wood
Buffalo National Park was created in 1922, most of the wood bison
interbred with plains bison which had been transplanted from the
south.

In 1963, 18 pure wood bison which were found in the northwestern part
of the park were transplanted to the Mackenzie Bison Sanctuary at the
west end of Great Slave Lake. In 1984, about 1200 bison were counted
in this area. It is the largest free-ranging wood bison herd in the
world today.”

. .
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4.2.3 &ggestiOns  for ImDlementa~

Specific actions to start developing interpretive opportunities begin

with corifi~mizg priority opportunities:

a) Interpretive signage should be installed along the highway to

identify the priority sites with a “point of interest” sign.

Locations should include the Mackenzie River Crossing, Caen

Lake, Mackenzie Bison Sanctuary and a viewpoint at North

Arm.

b) Interpretive signage should be installed at all existing DPWH

pull-off sites to tell various stories listed in the “Rivers

to Roadsn guide.

c) Special signage should be developed to include:

- Border Crossing Signs, or welcome signs along the highway

that identify: ‘Welcome, you are entering the Hackenzis

Bison Sanctuary,” “Welcome, you are entering the Northern

Frontier Visitors Association Zonen and “Welcome, you are

entering the Big River Tourist Association Zone,” and

- Highway Context Maps along the highway to help promote the

facilities and points of interest in the communities.

These specific implementation suggestions represent a first priority

for action. Additional interpretive elements and the previous

priorities are further described below.

a) Highway Context Maps

Large painted high;sy context caps should be erected at seven

different locations along the highway as shown on the

Corridor Concept Plan (Plate B) at the back of this report.

At each site, the viewer would be shown ::k. ers ke is in

relation to the entire highway corridor by means of a “you

are here” type of designation. The same map could also

include an enlargement of the specific area (i.e. Frank
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Channel/ Rae/ Edzo) and indicate the various a t t rac t ions

available to the traveller in that area.

b) Theme Brochures

Various theme brochures should be developed and coordinated

with the proposed pull-off site exhibits t~ explain the

natural hsitory, vegetation and cultural attractions of the

corridor. The brochures could be designed to match the

existing “Rivers to Roads” brochure, but still relate to to

Highway #3 by using the new name and logo. Together with the

various exhibits, these brochures should complement one

another and not be isolated. The stories that need to be

told and their locations include the following:

- Ferry Crossing (Site #3): natural history of the Mackenzie

River, story of summer and winter crossing, history of Fort

Providence and other area attractions, including

information on the culturalfhistoric  stories of the regiorl

(e.g. map showing aboriginal locations of Dogrib and

Slavey tribes)

- Marl Delta. Caen Lake (Site //8): Mackenzie Bison Sanctuary

description, natural history of marl delta and Caen Lake

- DPWH Pull-Off (Site //14): describe the vegetation of this

area and include stories on the area’s mature jackpine

(Site #15) and grasslands (Site #13)

- DPWH Pull-Off (Site //20): describe the impact of the 1971

and 1973 forest fires in the area

- Frank Channel (Site //25) : natural history of the North Arm,

cultural history of Fort Rae and Edzo, and a description of

the area attractions: travel patterns of the people before

the highway was built; fact that Rae is most northerly

community on the Highway
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- DPWH Pull-Off (Site ~}~Q)” natllral history of the different-“, .

landscape zones (plains vs. shield) and other geological

attractions, including reasons for the different road

layouts (depends on landscape the road travels through)

Exhibits (interpretive signage)

As mentioned previously (4.1.2), specially designed

interpretive or exhibit signs should be installed at all DPWH

pull-off sites. These exhibits would be used as a fixed

back-up to the recommended brochures. Their location and

content are listed in the Signage Plan (Plate C).

Bison and Forest Regions Interpretive Centre

Once again, as a long term development strategy, it is

recommended that an interpretive centre be constructed at the

marl delta site with a trail linkage to the forestry clearing

site. This centre, which could be jointly supported by

various government departments, would continue to tell the

story of bison and forestry in the region, strengthening the

initial signage along the highway.

Interpretive Trails

Potential exists for trail opportunities at the marl delta

site, the mature jack pine site and North Arm CampGround.

4.3 Operations and Maintenance

This section includes suggested guidelines for the operation and

r,aintenance of parks and related facilities along l?igh~,a~,  #3. ‘TWO

criteria were considered: (1) the need to maximize benefits for study

area residents, and (2) the differe~.ce i?. ccsts z~.d zcTTer!vn@Ft stsff~~u

if operations and maintenance are contracted out vs. done internall!r.
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In order to develop suggestions for guidelines,

our site visit and discussed the existing

representatives , including:

we made observations or.

system with community

- Joanne Pilkey, Settlement Manager, Fort Providence

- Fred Behrens, Hamlet Manager, Rae-Edzo

We also discussed the existing system with Parks staff, including:

- Rick Camire, Parks Ranger, park Service, Fort Smith Region

- Tracy Hall, Regional Parks Officer, Hay River

- Don Moir, Regional Parks Supervisor

4.3.1 Observat ions

We observed that maintenance in sites closer to ComIrunities a.Cpears to

be excellent. The major maintenance problem was that isolated sites

(such as the Chan Lake site) were

particular nuisances of overflowing

toilets. Since it is difficult to

maintenance contracts, especially with

very badly maintained, with

garbage and undesirable pit

monitor privately tendered

limited parks staff available,

it seems that individuals are less responsible than community-supported

maintenance and operations. Perhaps more supervision and reporting

will be required to monitor the private maintenance contracts. The

DFWH pull-off sites appeared to be clean and well maintained at all

sites. Perhaps DPWH should be considered to assist with maintenance zt

isolated sites.

4 . 3 . 2  Existing SVs~e-m

We understand that Tourism and Parks is structured witl~ a Fe~ional

l!am.a~er,  a Regional Supervisor Znd D~vlrcse~?ezzl .-..-., Cfficers. Their

res~cp.s  ib i lit i es ip-~~~de parks operations and r,ans~eraent  of ~ainter.ance

needs. The current policy is to contract out maintenance to private

individuals. This system could work well and meet the objective to

maxiEize benefits for study area residents, but must be realistically

budgeted to

mana~ement.

Faictenance

be expected

cover costs for inkcuse r.oritoring,  checkin~, reportin~ and

When a private contractor is awzrded an operations a~d

contract based on the “lowest bidder” approach, it should

that the results will be an attituae of providing a minir.wm

-— ---- . . .
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of service. It does not encourage a contractor to do a good job on the

s ite. Perhaps if benefits are to be maximized for r es id ents ,

consideration should be given to detailing the uaintenancne tasks anti

procedures in a written Terms of Reference for the contractor, and

developing e =cnit@ring syste= to coordinate, evaluate performance and

enforce the contract conditions.

Ve are not aware of an existing written detailed set of maintenance

tasks, and since it is beyond our scope to evaluate the existing system

and make policy recommendations on a new system, we can only identify

our findings and make suggestions for future consideration.

Current problems which require action include:

- Maktenance of buildings/shelters that get abused each year

- Fixing picnic shelters and broken glass due to vandalisn  each year

- Fixing or replacing stones damaged by vandalisn each year

- Problem to check and make reports wit-h existing parks staff due to

long driving distances and short tjme

- Emptying garbage cans; DPWH does it for their sites, yet parks must

bud3et for another person and truck to do it for their sites. There

could be savings in cost if the two departments would agree to

cooperate within the government.

- Regular grading and gravel upgrading required at several sites due to

soft base

- Keeping pit toilets clean is difficult when screens are broken

- Lowest bidder contractor results in problems gettin~ maintenance

done

- Very lonC response time to get upgrading improvercer.ts for fences,

paint and replacement of si2naEe and site furnishings, presumably  due

to limited bud&ets

4.2.3 ~12p,--o$~~np-$ fcr I12;.r-o;.’.e  ~..e.?.,t— .- - -

A detailed operations and zniztcnz~ce pro~ran should be established.. .

One of the objectives of a new program should be to coordinate the

f

. .
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needs of Parks with !2PWE, since they currently maintain their pull-off

sites al. on~ the highway. The overall program should include:

- Detailing maintenance tasks, based on frequency of need, i.e.

seasonally, monthly, weekly, daily.

- Detailing seasonal replacement procedures  and budgets for vandalize6

items.

- Operational procedures refined to integrate with overall tasks and

to relate to existing man power.

- Develop a better monitoring system to check the detailed requirements

of each site; include performance evaluation for work done.

- Consider a new coordinator position to liase with private contractors

and parks managers and supervisors.

We understand the department currently coordinates the work perforned

by park rangers, who maintain a presence in the field in order to care

for the parks. Perhaps a coordinator could assist in mcnitorin~,

reporting and evaluating to assist in making future recommendations and

changes to the existing system.
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5.0 CONCEPT SITZPVL”S

;

--l

. . .

1?

~~ch of the thirtj’-six  (36) potential and existing sites identified

duri~g car cas ite analysis has been described in detail as part

of the final concept, or eli~inated  cccl ticscri.keti ifi Appendix E. The

following were the major sources of inforination  for this inventQry:

(1) Baker Repazt, 1966

(2) Chamber Report, lgs2

(3) Existing Conditions/Description, June 1?S5

(4) “Rivers tc Reads” E?rochure

(5) EDA Site Observations, August 1986

(6) EDA Site Observations/Public Meetings, October 1986, and Appendix

F - Review Comments on Draft Plan)

The following pages should be read in conjuncticz  vith the overall

Corridor Concept Plan (Plctc B) for reference.

Me hzve included s fold-out sur.uarj’ cf the thirty sites assessed,

relative to the kilonetre distance frc~ Poir. t O .0 at t he int ersec tl~r.

cc TT:. L..”,,“. ~!l
L.&~L,b.a) End .:;!3 . It should be ncted . . . . . ...~tic ?ic:czcc~.L-. *L--

.,
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,

1
h

●

.1

c Gri-fssp Gnd with the ex is t izg vhitc n.-.~.~. o z ~czg the GzS t scd s cuth--- ----

s ide of the highway. The sit e number z~d CC=C zze fcr zef erezc e

hetwee~ the map and the report . The site priority rat ~z : Sc k s itc ,

based on our Ohs ervzt icns , ~eet i~g ~ z=5 Z iSCU,Ss ions with c omun ity

represent a t ives and Tour ism and Pail<S. yh~ s :te ty>e is a

claszi.fic~tion  of the four territorial parks, the seven I!?!.!E ~u~l-offs,

p o t Cri : La 1 Zltes prev~w~sly id erit if ic:, Zid n2-w” PGtEiitYZ~ cppou turi it ies .

Recommendations highlight actions that should be taken.

Following the summary sheets are written and graphic descriptions of

each site. The writteri Description docu~ents the existing conditions,

our observations and a list of existing facilities, vith a concept

recommentisticri and cczt csti~ate for future site development.

5.2 Site Develojxsent Priority S~~

The fcllowing page is a summary chart of all thirty sitcz LT>.ic>. hcve

heer. &esc=i$e~  i i i *&.
&LAls sectioz iind iiicl-Aes  :kAG i~portant points about

each site. For a more detailed description of the sites, please refer

to :!-.2 izc!ividual summary sheets for each site.

-- .—
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Site Name: PULL-OFF Site liumber: 1

Kilometre  Point: O km
Type of Site: Pull-off Area and Intersection of Highways }1 snd #3

Site Description:

Pull-off Are~ - just south of the Highway //1-//3 junction 0.5 km,
located on the north side of the road (5)

I!izhwav #1-/ /3 InteX~~C$_i~p - actual intersection of high~?ays (5)

Obsemations  and Comments:

- potential to be better utilized by adding signage map and
information to encourage visitors to travel 13ighway //3 (5)
pave road to ferry crossing to encourage additional visitors

Existing Facilities:

Pull-off Area
small log survival cabin in fair to good condition

- 1 waste receptacle (full)

HJg hwav #1-#3 In~e~s~g~-i~~ - directional signage for each highway

Concept Recommendations:

upgrade pull-off site with inform.ztion  and directional signage
to better orientate potential visitors to I?ighway  $3

- provide sign on/in the cabin stating that it is to be used for
winter survival in case of vehicle trouble (there are a nur,hex-
of these cabins found along the highway and althoush they are
no longer necessary because of the steady traffic, they may
form an interesting “historic” storv)
no upgrading necessary at actual i~tersection of Highway #1-#3
if pull-off area is upgraded
pave Fighway +3 from intersection to ferry crcssing

Upgraded Items and Preliminary Cost Estimate:

- Signage s 3,500.00
- Picnic Tables (2) 800 00—.J-—

s 4,300.00

(costs to upgrade the highway with a chip seal surface treatment
would be approximately c280,000/km or S7 million for 25 km.)

Development Priority: Eigh
Service Priority: !~edium
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Site Name: DORY POINT TERRITORIAL PARK Site Nmber: 2
Kil~etre Point: 20 kn
Type of Site: Park Site

Site Description:

- 4.17 hectares (3)
excellent view of the river (1) with, access to it (5)

- day use and picnicking arez k’ith a gravel and grass parking
area and a log kitchen shelter in the centre (Z, S)

- purpose of park: fishing, picnicking, rest stop, camping (when
ferry missed) (3)

Observations and Comments:

lkisting Facilities:

5 picnic sites (camping) 4 fireplaces
2 picnic shelters 1 wood co~Found
1 kitchen shelter 1 water cc~?cund
2 toilets 1 garbage compound
5 tables 1400 ft. ~Gz&”.-z  >.
f gzrbage czns 4800 ft2 parking area

Concept Recozzceiidztiocs:

Upgraded Items and Preli~inzry Cost Esti=ate:

Developmeiit ?ii~rity: Low
Service Priority: Low
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5

Site %+une: FERRY CXOSSIKG Site Number: 3
Kilometre  Point: 25.5 !.:=

Type of Site: Potential Site - Previously Ide~tified

Site Description: (5)

South Side of Riv~ - loading/unloading point (a)

North Side Of Rivex - loading/unloading point (b)

Pull-off Au - north of river crossing at intersection of
ferry access road and winter ice bridge access road (c)

Observations and Comments:

south Side - needs something for visitcr~ to do ~,b.i~e they xzit

for the ferry; provide an orientation map to describe upcoming
sites and encourage use of tourist centre (c) on north side

- North Side - no development needed

vel Pull-off Area - develop tourist information centre to
provide information and pamphlets on attractions along Highway
/)3; move “A-frame” kiosk from Fort Providence to this site to
encourage more people to visit Fort Providence; Marine
Operations (Russ Wiggs) and Highway Maintenance (Gary Hoffman),
both will allow the booth to be moved to the suggested
location) (6)

a sign should be posted that includes the histor;v cf the river
and stories/facts about the ferries (e.g. how much they drzw,
weight carried, something about the martens that nest every
year cn the ferry) md inforr.ation directing people back tc
Eory Point if they ~iss a ferry (for washrooms, etc.)
infcmaticn could be provided to describe the ice bridge

‘~isting Facilities:

South Side
regulatory signage
overhead lighting
protection berm
wir.ter fcxry storage skid

- 1 garbage can

~: rth Side
regulatory signage

- 1 garbage can

c~a
level gravel paa
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FERRY CROSSIHG ( con-t)

Concept Recommendations:

South Side - provide an information sign describing Highway #3
attractions and in particular, Fort Providence attractions;
provide an adjacent parking area and berm (east side)

North Sidp - no upgrading required

Gravel P~-off Area
upgrade to major tourist information centre
regrade gravel parking area to accommodate five stalls and
trailer parking
relocate existing Fort Providence “A-frame” tourist booth to
this site

Upgraded Items and Preltiinary Cost Estimate:

Site Signage (Signs //7, 8, 9) $ 7,000.00
Vehicle Control Barriers 1,000.00
Regravel/Regrade Parking Area 10,000.00

- Relocate existing “A-frame” 5 0
$ 18,5gO:O0

00

Development Priority: High
Service Priority: High

i

I

.:

.
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Site Name: FORT PROVIDEFfCE
CAMPGROUND

Kilometre Point: 30.5 km
Type of Site: Park Site

- 45 -

TERRITORIAL Site Euxher: 4

Site Description:

- located 2 km south of Fort Providence (5)
- well maintained campground (5)

used for fishing, camping, picnicking, visiting Fort Providence
(3)

- 2 IOOpS with pull-through crescent-type sites (2)
road to parking lot and toilets is accessed from back 01’ the
larger loop (2)

- dumping station and drinking water near park entrance (2)

Observations and Comments:

not heavily utilized, campsites in smaller loop are overgrown
(2, 5)

- shelters and toilets in good repair but not well situated (2)
- users prefer ground fires to pedestal stoves (2)

signage on site is very confusing (2, 5)
- most popular campsites are close to the river bank (5)

playground equipment could be provided, but should not be high
priority as the mosquitos  would likely discourage most kids
(6)
a shower facility could be provided, but only for long range
(five years) as it would require full-time supervision (6)
some brush should be cleared so there are better views of the
river (6)
access to the river could be improved by installing a stairway
that can be pulled up in the spring during high waters (6)

- another wood compound is needed (6)
- provide a proper boat launch below the church (6)

fiisting Facilities:

35 campsites 1 water compound
1 kitchen shelter 1 wood compound
8 toilets 1 garbage compound
25 tables telephone (1 mile away)
28 garbage cans 3800 ft. roadway
24 fireplaces 3200 ft2 parking area
group camp arez sewage dur.!p

.

-—
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FORT PROVIDENCE TERRITORIAL CAMPGROUND ( con ”t)

Concept Recommendations:

maintain the larger campsite loop of 20 sites only; close off

the smaller loop to overflow use only and control access by a
gate and padlock (2, 5)
install control barriers to limit present vehicle short
cutting
install new site identification and directional signage at Fort
Providence/Highway #3 intersection
provide upgraded concrete picnic tables and culvert-type fire
rings

Upgraded Items and Preliminary Cost Estimate:

- site Signage (sign f13) $ 500.00
- Upgraded Concrete Picnic Tables/

Culvert Fire Rings 20,000.00
Vehicle Control Barriers 1,500.00

- Access Control Gate 1.000
$ 23,000:;0

o

Development Priority: Medium
Service Priority: High

,. .-
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Site Name: FORT PROVIDENCE DAY USE AREA Site Number: 5
Kilometre Point: 30.5 km
Type of Site: Potential Opportunity

Site Description:

- area between campground and the town, beside the river (5)
existing viewpoint above the government dock affords good views
of the river, the town and the church (5)
there is an existing ‘A-frame” tourist information kiosk across
from the R.C.M.P. building (5)

Obsemations  and Cments:

- good potential as a day use area if tables and other facilities
are added (5)

- tourist information centre is not well used (5)
day use area could include area from the campground up to the
government dock site as part of a top-of-bank development _(5)

Existing Facilities:

~ ViewDoint
- government dock and gravel access road

top of bank gravel turnaround roadway
- Historic Sites and Monuments plaque - “Discovery of the

Mackenzie River”
- 1 garbage can

short walk to original missionary church

Tourist Information Kiosk
“A-frameH wood teepee

- 2 picnic tables
identification signage

- 1 garbage can

Concept Recommendations:

upgrade area around the government dock to a day use area to
complement the dock
move tourist information kiosk to north fzrry sit2 (Site f3c)

- provide sign about road into Horn Plateau area

Upgraded Items and Preliminary Cost Estimate:

Interpretation Signage s 800.00
Upgraded Concrete Picnic Tables
and Benches 2,000.00
Vehicle Control Barriers 1.000.00

$ 3,800.00

Development Priority: Low
Semice Priority: LO W

-. ,. --
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Site l%me: PmAL-o?P  A2EA Site Xhuiiber: 6
Xilometre Point: 67.5 km
Type of Site: Pull-of f

Site Description:

- pull-off area surrounded by a mature jack pine stand (5)

Obsemations and Comments:

- good area to identify and explain the bison
east side of the highway

Existing Facilities:

- 2 garbage cans
typical gravel pcll-cff

Concept &xommendations:

- provide general information about the bison
location of major rest stop at Caen Lake

- donet repeat stories given at the Caen Lake

Upgraded Items and Preliminary Cost Est&te:

- Site Exhibit Sig~a~e (Sign /)16) $ 1,COO.00

Development Priority: Low
Service Priority: Low

sanctuzry znd

site

1
‘i,..

.
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Site i?~e: FORESTRY CLEARING Site I?umber: 7
Kilometre Point: 86.5 km
Type of Site: Potential Opportunity

. . . . . —— -— -- —___ —----- —- -— --

Site Description:

two cleared areas on top of knoll adjacent to Caen Lake (south
side of highway) (6)

- one-way access road (6)
used by forestry for helicopter refueling site and a forest
fire observation tower is to be constructed on the site in the
future (6)

Observations and Comments:

- given the site-s proximity to Caen Lake and the possibility of
a tower being constructed, there is potential for excellent
views of the surrounding area (12 mile view shed) (6)

- Forestry indicates willingness to allow controlled public
access to the site (6)

- opportunity for travelers to get off the roadway (6)

Existing Facilities:

two large clearings and a simple one-way access road

Concept Recommendations:

- pursue a joint venture with Forestry to develop the site to a
day use area, including a parking area, site identification and
exhibit signage, and a short trail to the fire tower
a second, larger trail could be developed to link this site
with the Karl Delta site approximately 2 km away
controls to the helicopter site and fuel storage area will be
required

Upgraded Items and Preliminary Cost Estimate:

- Site Identification/Exhibit $ 2,000.00
Signage (Sign #18)

- Concrete Picnic Tables l,~oo.oo
Vehicle Control Barriers 2,000.00

- Trail Development 1,000.00
- Gravel Parking Pad ~ ,000.()()

s 11,500.00

Development Priority: Medicr
Service Priority: Medi~z

.-

- . -2



- 55 -

f’

existing
—

CiiiiiP nt.s.
forestry
clearing 7



- 56 -

cAE.NLb.KE

concept plan

(a nls.
forestry
clearing 7

—



-57-

Site l?ame: MARL DELTA Site Number: 8
Kilometre Point: 99 !cG
Type of Site: ?Oteatial Site - Prcvicccl;- Identified

Site Description:

- large marl delta created by tributary stream entering Caen Lake
(1)

- gravel access snd turnaround area off of Highway #3 (5)
- water filled borrow pit (5)

Obse~ations  and Commnents:

a large number of bison tracks and droppings indicate this is a
good area for cere iaforuiztion  cn the bison, as well as for
possibly seeing them
good potential for a picnic area
nice view of open area aftar ?2Czzg “eiiclGs2d”  iz the hig!i%-ey
corridor

good area for a short hiking trail in con-junction with a rest
stop
area being impacted heavily by ATV use and hunters (spent
shells); need for ~ environmental control
the Band Economic Development Committee in Fort Providence is
sponsoring a feasibility study on the possible uses cf tk~
Biscn Sanctuary (e.g. guided tours, harvesting buffalo) (6)
a coffee shop could be provided nidway between Providence snd
Rae, possiblj- st an izterprstzticz c.siitrs fcr the Bison
Sanctuary (6)
an observation platform could be built for better views ~f :~,e

5’_lff GIc i?. the area (6)
n n r7 n ..:ll ~e ~equired if t h e  Site isz= iiccess p.eru~: fz-cxi . . . . . . . . . .&

developed (6)
the linear beach strznds could tie in ~’ith the LeOlO~J’ theze at
Caen Lake (6)
the “new grasslands” story could be included for interprstzticn
at this site (6)

lkisting Facilities:

~ravel access road to old borrow site

Concept Recommendations:

provide immediate control by restricting access off Higk==y f~
with a locked gate until internal controls are constructed
upgrade to major tizy use srea (Cinim.uC af three picnic sites
and a psrking  :rez)

~rovic!e  information on the bison and the ~arl deposit

forzztion
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MARL DELTA , _ “LAKE ( C GE “ t )

create a short hiking loop trail to the de~osit and through the
area with icterpzctivc  sigzcgs cc natuzzl history and the bison
sanctuary (possible need for boardwalk and bridges)

- provide control barriers to restrict access to sensitive
grasslands and marl deposits
construct an observation platform for wildlife viewing

- link Marl Delta site to Forestry Clearing with a trail

Upgraded Items and Preliminary Cost Estimate:

- Access Control Gate $ 1,000.00
- Site Signage (Signs //19-21) 3,000.00
- Upgraded Concrete Picnic Tables 5,000.00
-  Vehic12 Control Esriiers 2,000.00

Trail l?evelopment ~,~oocoo

- Regravel/Regrade Parking Area 5,0CC.00
- Construct Observation Platform 5.000 00

$ 27,000:00

Development Priority: High
Service Priority: Figh

.-
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Site l?ame: TELEPHOHE POSTS/MICRCWAVE TOWERS Site Number: 9
w: 1 —A&* ””etri2 ?Olxlt: 94 .C ‘h
TyFe Gf Site: Potential Site - Previously Identified

Site I!escription:

area beside the highway showing the old telephone poles (lines
re~cved) and the new r.icrowave  tc~”crs (1, 4, 5)

Observations and Comments:

good ~lace to describe the chzzgc EC the zcw technolcg;’  C5
nicrowave towers instead of telephone lines

Concept Recommendations:

- del,elop interpreti~.e site ~~ith ~ sign and pull-Gff zrea fGr the

r.icrowave towers and telephone pcles; locate nezr cr at
cicrowave tcl:er stztion site

- low priority for development

Upgraded Items and Preliminary Cost Estimate:

site E>:hibit SigTiZgE $ l,~~o.ofj

Vehicle Control Earriers 500.00
~rave~ ~ull-cff  Area 2.000.00

$ 3,500.00
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Site Maise: JA(XFISH LAKE

Kilometre  Point: 103 km
Type of Site: Potential Opportunity

Site Number: 10

Site Description:

small Ia’ke b-ith one-b-zy dirt zccess rozcl (south side of
highway) (6)

Obsemations  and Comments:

- Fort Providence Council suggested site is well used by local
people because of the sandy shoreline (6)

- deep lake with clear water and sandy beaches, area is suitable
for caniping (6)

lkisting Facilities:

Concept

none

Recommendations:

future study required
upgrade to a day use area by providing an access road, vehicle
Cc;trol, piczic- tables and site identification signage

Upgraded Items and Preliminary Cost Estimate:

- Site Signage $ 500.00
- Concrets Picnic Tables 1,000.00

vehicle control  ~arriers 2,000.00
Gravel Road and Parking Pad 5.GCG. $G

$ 8,500.00

Development Priority: LOW

Senice Priority: LoIi

.-

. . ...
L.—.—

.-



Site I?ame: CHAN LAKE
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Site Number:11

Kilometre Point: 120.5 km
Type of Site: Park Site

— . . - .–. . . - -. . . . . . . - -----  --. --— - - - - - - - . . - -- . - - . . . . . . . .

Site Description:

- picnic area with a large gravel parking lot located between the
highway and a small lake (2)

- day use/rest area (3, 4)
- boat launch, water pump site (5)

adjacent t o a highway pull-~ff

site identification sign (black on dark brown) is difficult to
read

- very low level of maintenance (2, 5)
- good location for a lunchtime stopover area
- lake may have small boating opportunities
- drainage problems on existing gravel pad

toilets separated from gravel parking area by a deep drainage
swale

Existing Facilities:

5 picnic sites (approx) 1 pedestal fireplace
1 kitchen shelter 1 stone fire pit
3 toilets 1 wood compound
4 tables (2 concrete, 2 wood) 30,000 ftz parking area
3 garbage cans 50 ft. roadway

Concept Recommendations:

improve overall site maintenance
regravel and regrade parking pad to improve drainage with
gravel from the adjacent pull-off
relocate pit privies to west side of parking pad
install vehicle control barriers
separate water truck access/boat launch from picnic area
upgrade site identification signage for boat launch and picnic
site
rehabilitate/reseed disturbed area north of parking pad
install a water well and hand Fum.p

Upgraded Items and Preliminary Cost Estimate:

- water Well and Hand Pump s 20,000.(10
- Site Signage (Sign #25) 500.00
- Vehicle Control Barriers 2,000.00

Regravel/Regrade Parking Area 3,Qc@.@o

Relocate Existing Privies 800.00
Rehabilitate Disturbed Areas —–~.5~n.~~

$ 27,8@0.@O

Development Priority: Hi~h
Senice Priority: Fi; h
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Site ?fame: PUIL-OFP AREA Site Number: 12
Kilometre Point: 121.0 km
Type of Site: Pull-off

Site Description:

- pull-off area on hill north of Chan Lake (5)
- good view back towards the lake

Observations and Conmuents:

no need to upgrade given proximity to Chan Lake day use area

Existing Facilities:

- 2 garbage cans
typical gravel pull-off

Concept Recoumaendations:

no need to upgrade, except possibly to add a small information
sign identifying upcoming opportunities for stopovers (both
directions)

Upgraded Items and Preliminary Cost Estimate:

- Site Signage (sign #26) $ 500.00

Development Priority: Low
Selxice Priority: Low
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Site Name: NW G“*SLAM) Site Number: 13
Kilometre Point: 155.5 l-az
Type of Site: Potential ~~portucity

Site Description:

- grassland area on east side of road (5)

Observations and Comments:

possible opportunist;” to tell the story of the bison sanctuary
._.d ~:,= ------ ,..+..-:1-.-G “ ..Q&-.w. history

tiisting  Facilities:

no facilities

Concept  Recommeadzticns:

;L-*:rj. ~:,= ----”1...?4.-  ‘
...GU.A* zr.d  Zzscri.bc G.a-c..u...A- i~. G kighvay brochure
identify this site’s location at the next closest highway :ull-
off (both directions)
pGssible longer range develo~ment of site (if it is unique in
the region)

- 1$7 dcvelop~ent  priority

Develo?ze~t Priority: Lcv
Service Priority: Low

-..
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Site Hame: PULL-CFF Da

Zilometre Poi~t: ~5005 ~=

Type of Site: PU11 -c f f

Site Description:

- pull-off area on siLe of read (5)

Observations and Comments:

Existing Facilities:

Concept Recommendations:

add basic infoxmztion signage

Upgrade&  Xt~s and PrEltiinary  Cost Zst&ate:

Site Signa~s (Sign  //31) $ ~oo.cfj

Develo~~ent Pricrity: Lcv
Service Priority: Low

–-

-— ,.— . . . .,-
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Site Name: MATURE JACK PINE STAND Site Number: 15
Kilometre Point: 175.0 :;3
Type of Site: Potential Site - Previously Idcn:ificd

Site Description:

- large mature jack pine stand -4:----’ :U high=”ay (1)au,cILcLIL
area is now burned out and has some regenerated growth (4, 5)

Observations and Comments:

story cf the area and regeneration prccess coulcl be tcld ic a
brochure

- dGes iiot xieed

Existing Facilities:

no facilities

Ccncept Recommendations:

St==;. ~. ‘-Zzz :--l,.AOA  “ ~zGe~,.G =e*.A-...-G.. 17. a

Eevelop=ent Priority: Low
Service Priority: Low
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Site !iame: DRY ME Site Eumber: 16
Kilometre  Point:
Type of Site: Potential Opportunity

Site Description:

- large dry lake bed on south side of highway (6)
- 2 miles north of the Lac la Martre Road (6)

Observations and Comments:

mentioncc! cz a favorite recreaticsal  zz2z for lccal iEZitiEIltS
from Rae and Edzo (6)
cpen area allows wind to reduce mosquito nunbers (6)
used by residents as z lookout for cocse and caribou (6)

Existing Facilities:

- no facilities

Concept Recommendations:

- possible future day use area
zozc ztudy of area azd access is required

Development Priority: Low
Service Priority: Lcw

..- .-
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Site lhue: OLD AIR.POXT Site 2?&er: 17
Kilometre Point:
Type of Site: Potential Opportunity

Site Description:

- abandoned airstrip adjacent to north side of highway (6)

Observations and Comments:

mentioned as a possible interpretive site (6!

Existing Facilities

no facilities

Concept Recommendations:

- describe site in highway brochure
- possible long term signing of site

Development Priority: Low
Semice Priority: Low

–-

,..
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Site Name: GYPSUM OUTCROP Site Number:18
Kilometre Point: 212.5 km
Type of Site: Potential Site - Previously Identified

--——

Site Description:

- bedrock deposits of gypsum unearthed during borrow pit
construction (1, 5)

Observations and Comments:

area of interest to geologists and rock collectors (1, 5)
close to the Rae-Edzo corridor attractions
there are a number of outcropping of gypsum which are not
unique, nor is there any special crystallization (6)

Rxisting Facilities:

no facilities

Concept Rec~endations:

include in a brochure as a point of interest (include exact
kilometre reading)

Development Priority: Low
Sc=ice  Priority: Low

.-

.-:
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Site Ihme: SPRIXG Site I?utiex: 19

Site Description:

small stream bed ec.erging from a grcve of trees on the south
side of the highway (6)

Observations and Comments:

the spring empties into %osquito  Lake and is used frequently by
Rae residents as a water source (6)
water quality shoulcl be tested before sig~ing or advertising
the site

Existing Facilities:

- no facilities

Concept Recommendations:

possible sigriing of site or inclusioc  i= higkvzy brcckure

Development Priority: Medium
Service Priority: Medium

.–-

. . . . . .,.——
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Site H-e: PULL-OFF AREA Site l?umb er: 20
Kilonetre Point: 224.0 km
Type of Site: Pul l-off

Site Description:

- pull-off area on side of highway (5)
- burned areas adjacent to the site (5)

Obsenations and Comments:

good site for ir.fo=atior,  signage zbout the landscape changes
along the highxay: boreal forest to Canadian Sheild landscape
zdditicnzl  i~forimitior. caul~ bs prcvitieti or, ztijzccr.t  fcrcst
fire dam.zoge and regrcwth

tiisting  Facilities:

- 3 ~arba~e cans
typical gravel pull-off area

Concept Recommendations:

- provicie  interpretive signage about the landscape changes, ad
fize damage and revegetation in the Zrez

Upgraded Items and Preliminary Cost Estimate:

Site Exhibit Signa&e (Sign +34) $ 1,500.00

Development Priority: ;fedicz
. .

SZ~iCe Pzxorzty: ?!ediu~

.-
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Site Name: MOSQUITO C=

Kilometre Point: 226.0 !ca
Type of Site: Potential Opportunity

Site lhmber: 21

Site Description:

- small creek running perpendicular to highway (1)
- a variety of wildlife and vegetation canbe seen in zrea (4)

not an outstanding 1lscenicll area (1)
- abandoned borrow pit south of highway (5)
- actual use area has an upper and lower site (5)
- severe erosion problercs  on lower site access road (5)

Observations and C~ents:

area is an important part of the local eccno~y: muskrat
trapping, pickerel fishing and hunting
need for parking facilities during peak periods of use by local
fishermen during pickerel run each Kay
creek eventually enters lake near North Arm campground
change naze to Pickerel Creek because 1’riiosquitct*  is net
encouraging for tourists (6)
replacing this park with a large park from North Arm to
Mosquito Creek could be considered, with trails joining the
areas (6)
could provide interpretation on the beaver dzms in the area
(6)
Kosquito Lake could also be included in the park (there are
whitefish and jackfish in the lake); a road into a nearby
gravel pit gives access to the lake area (6)
Eosquitc Creek nay be closed in the future cr scrm strict
regulatici~s  GGfOiCed to limit catches cn the spring rcz;
therefore development of this area should not be a high
priority (6)

Existing Facilities:

4 wood picxic tables
1 garbage conipound
3 garbage cans

numerous ground fires
1 WOCC! bench

Concept Recommendations:

change name of area
formally establish site as a day use area (upper site only)
close off lower area witi-i vehicle control barriers along the
tOp Of t>,? L&ii’k; rekhabili~ate  eroded zoadvay
rehabilitate/reseed zbandcned  borrow Fit
provitie site identification si~cage

.=
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MOSQUITO CREX (con Ot)

Upgzzdeti Xt~ and Preliminary Cost Estimate:

- Site Signage (Sign #36) $ 500.00
- Upgraded Concrete Picnic Tables/

Culvert Fire Rings 5,000.00
- Vehicle Control Barriers 4,000.00

Rehabilitation/Reseeding 1.000 0
$ 10,500:0:

Development Priority: Low
Service Priority: Low
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Site Haze: VXEWPOX=T

Kilometre Point: 227.5 km
Type of Site: Potential Opportunity

Site Number: 22

Site Description:

~otential  viewpoint lookicg across the road and out over the
~crtb. artn of the Great Slave Lake (first good opportunity to
see tke lake frc~ the road) (5)

Observations and Comments:

- good view of the lake

Existing Facilities:

no facilities (abandoned borrow pit site)

Concept Rec~endations:

- develop parking area for five cars
- provide orientation map on the ir.pcrtance of the chafi~ing

landscape and viewpoint relationship to North Arm
- develop a small trail to a viewpoint (maximum 50fii)

grwic!e site identification signage
investigate feasibility of trail link to micrcwave tower hill
viewpoint and }!orth Arm Park

Upgraded Items and Preliminary Cost Estimate:

- Site Signage (Sign 138) $ 500.00
- Trail Development 500.00
- Grzvel/Grade  Parkir.g -Area 4,000.00
- Orientation Nap 2.000.00

s 7,000.0(!

Development Priority: ,-,:.L.*O k

Service Priority: !fediun

–-
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Site Name: NORTR ARM TERRITORIAL PARK . Site Number: 23
Kilometre Point: 231.0 km
Type of Site: Park Site

Site Description:

narrow strip of land located between the highway and Great
Slave Lake (2)
used for boating, swimming, fishing, hiking and picnicking (3)
includes a major campsite area (5)

obsemations  and Comments:

first chance to approach the lake after seeing it from previous
site
potential for trail development to north side of highway and
microwave tower hill overlooking lake
good breeze, good maintenance, well utilized
could reroute entrance road to create additional campsites
best site location and potential of any campground along
Highway #3
site could be closed in about five years and replaced with a
larger park (6)
boat launch is used in the spring when people camp at the
pickerel run; problem with shallow water in the fall -
extending the spit is possible, but the cost is not warranted
at this time (6)
small cabin on south side of park built in 1950s by Rae
Hudson-s Bay manager (6)
many muskrat mounds are found just to the north of the ?ark;
they have interpretation possibilities (6)

Existing Facilities:

6 picnic sites 5 fireplaces
1 kitchen shelter 500 f t . roaciwav
2 toilets 13,500 ft2 parking area
7 tables 1 wood compound
7 garbage cans 5.18 hectares
sand beach boat launch

Concept Recommendations:

upgrade entire area to a major park site along !ii?hway ~L3,
between Mosouito Creek and the present ?ark site
further study is required to establish extent cf ~ark

development and pro5rarn  for facilities

Development Priority: Hiuh
Service Priority: yea~!dr,

.-
- ,,
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Site Name: GYPSUM OUTCROP Site Number:18
Kilometre Point: 212.5 km
Type of Site: Potential Site - Previously Identified

--——

Site Description:

- bedrock deposits of gypsum unearthed during borrow pit
construction (1, 5)

Observations and Comments:

area of interest to geologists and rock collectors (1, 5)
close to the Rae-Edzo corridor attractions
there are a number of outcropping of gypsum which are not
unique, nor is there any special crystallization (6)

Rxisting Facilities:

no facilities

Concept Rec~endations:

include in a brochure as a point of interest (include exact
kilometre reading)

Development Priority: Low
Sc=ice  Priority: Low

.-

.-:
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Site Ihme: SPRIXG Site I?utiex: 19

Site Description:

small stream bed ec.erging from a grcve of trees on the south
side of the highway (6)

Observations and Comments:

the spring empties into %osquito  Lake and is used frequently by
Rae residents as a water source (6)
water quality shoulcl be tested before sig~ing or advertising
the site

Existing Facilities:

- no facilities

Concept Recommendations:

possible sigriing of site or inclusioc  i= higkvzy brcckure

Development Priority: Medium
Service Priority: Medium

.–-
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Site H-e: PULL-OFF AREA Site l?umb er: 20
Kilonetre Point: 224.0 km
Type of Site: Pul l-off

Site Description:

- pull-off area on side of highway (5)
- burned areas adjacent to the site (5)

Obsenations and Comments:

good site for ir.fo=atior,  signage zbout the landscape changes
along the highxay: boreal forest to Canadian Sheild landscape
zdditicnzl  i~forimitior. caul~ bs prcvitieti or, ztijzccr.t  fcrcst
fire dam.zoge and regrcwth

tiisting  Facilities:

- 3 ~arba~e cans
typical gravel pull-off area

Concept Recommendations:

- provicie  interpretive signage about the landscape changes, ad
fize damage and revegetation in the Zrez

Upgraded Items and Preliminary Cost Estimate:

Site Exhibit Signa&e (Sign +34) $ 1,500.00

Development Priority: ;fedicz
. .

SZ~iCe Pzxorzty: ?!ediu~

.-
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Site Name: MOSQUITO C=

Kilometre Point: 226.0 !ca
Type of Site: Potential Opportunity

Site lhmber: 21

Site Description:

- small creek running perpendicular to highway (1)
- a variety of wildlife and vegetation canbe seen in zrea (4)

not an outstanding 1lscenicll area (1)
- abandoned borrow pit south of highway (5)
- actual use area has an upper and lower site (5)
- severe erosion problercs  on lower site access road (5)

Observations and C~ents:

area is an important part of the local eccno~y: muskrat
trapping, pickerel fishing and hunting
need for parking facilities during peak periods of use by local
fishermen during pickerel run each Kay
creek eventually enters lake near North Arm campground
change naze to Pickerel Creek because 1’riiosquitct*  is net
encouraging for tourists (6)
replacing this park with a large park from North Arm to
Mosquito Creek could be considered, with trails joining the
areas (6)
could provide interpretation on the beaver dzms in the area
(6)
Kosquito Lake could also be included in the park (there are
whitefish and jackfish in the lake); a road into a nearby
gravel pit gives access to the lake area (6)
Eosquitc Creek nay be closed in the future cr scrm strict
regulatici~s  GGfOiCed to limit catches cn the spring rcz;
therefore development of this area should not be a high
priority (6)

Existing Facilities:

4 wood picxic tables
1 garbage conipound
3 garbage cans

numerous ground fires
1 WOCC! bench

Concept Recommendations:

change name of area
formally establish site as a day use area (upper site only)
close off lower area witi-i vehicle control barriers along the
tOp Of t>,? L&ii’k; rekhabili~ate  eroded zoadvay
rehabilitate/reseed zbandcned  borrow Fit
provitie site identification si~cage

.=
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MOSQUITO CREX (con Ot)

Upgzzdeti Xt~ and Preliminary Cost Estimate:

- Site Signage (Sign #36) $ 500.00
- Upgraded Concrete Picnic Tables/

Culvert Fire Rings 5,000.00
- Vehicle Control Barriers 4,000.00

Rehabilitation/Reseeding 1.000 0
$ 10,500:0:

Development Priority: Low
Service Priority: Low
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Site Haze: VXEWPOX=T

Kilometre Point: 227.5 km
Type of Site: Potential Opportunity

Site Number: 22

Site Description:

~otential  viewpoint lookicg across the road and out over the
~crtb. artn of the Great Slave Lake (first good opportunity to
see tke lake frc~ the road) (5)

Observations and Comments:

- good view of the lake

Existing Facilities:

no facilities (abandoned borrow pit site)

Concept Rec~endations:

- develop parking area for five cars
- provide orientation map on the ir.pcrtance of the chafi~ing

landscape and viewpoint relationship to North Arm
- develop a small trail to a viewpoint (maximum 50fii)

grwic!e site identification signage
investigate feasibility of trail link to micrcwave tower hill
viewpoint and }!orth Arm Park

Upgraded Items and Preliminary Cost Estimate:

- Site Signage (Sign 138) $ 500.00
- Trail Development 500.00
- Grzvel/Grade  Parkir.g -Area 4,000.00
- Orientation Nap 2.000.00

s 7,000.0(!

Development Priority: ,-,:.L.*O k

Service Priority: !fediun

–-
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Site Name: NORTR ARM TERRITORIAL PARK . Site Number: 23
Kilometre Point: 231.0 km
Type of Site: Park Site

Site Description:

narrow strip of land located between the highway and Great
Slave Lake (2)
used for boating, swimming, fishing, hiking and picnicking (3)
includes a major campsite area (5)

obsemations  and Comments:

first chance to approach the lake after seeing it from previous
site
potential for trail development to north side of highway and
microwave tower hill overlooking lake
good breeze, good maintenance, well utilized
could reroute entrance road to create additional campsites
best site location and potential of any campground along
Highway #3
site could be closed in about five years and replaced with a
larger park (6)
boat launch is used in the spring when people camp at the
pickerel run; problem with shallow water in the fall -
extending the spit is possible, but the cost is not warranted
at this time (6)
small cabin on south side of park built in 1950s by Rae
Hudson-s Bay manager (6)
many muskrat mounds are found just to the north of the ?ark;
they have interpretation possibilities (6)

Existing Facilities:

6 picnic sites 5 fireplaces
1 kitchen shelter 500 f t . roaciwav
2 toilets 13,500 ft2 parking area
7 tables 1 wood compound
7 garbage cans 5.18 hectares
sand beach boat launch

Concept Recommendations:

upgrade entire area to a major park site along !ii?hway ~L3,
between Mosouito Creek and the present ?ark site
further study is required to establish extent cf ~ark

development and pro5rarn  for facilities

Development Priority: Hiuh
Service Priority: yea~!dr,

.-
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S i t e  Name: EDZO TERRITORIAL PARK Site Number: 24
Kilometre Point: 238.5 km
Type of Site: Park Site

—  ..-

Site Description:

- 1.4 hectare park within Rae-Edzo (3)
one campground loop with ten spur-type sites (2)

Observations and Comments:

not well utilized, overgrcwn,  poor mai~tenance, poor signage,
and poor location well off Eighway #3

Existing Facilities:

10 campsites telephone
2 toilets 1500 ft. roadway
5 tables 1200 ft2 parking area
5 garbage cans 1 wood compound
lo-

Concept

fireplaces boat launch

Recommendations:

reniove this park site from the system and reuse existing
furnishings for upgrading other sites in the system
downgrade site to simple boat launch access znd two picnic
sites for use by local residents

Development Priority: Low
Service Priority: Low
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Site Name: FRANK CHANNEL Site Number: 25
Kilometre Point: 242.0 km
Type of Site: FOtential @opportunity

Site Description:

“channel” of water flowing southeast under bridge to the north
arm of the Great Slave Lake (5)
on the left of the road before the bridge (driving frov, Edzo to
Rae) is a chartered float plane base
on the right of the road before the bridge (driving from Edzo
to Rae) are some fishing shacks, low shrub growth and rock
outcrops
on the left of the road after the bridge (driving from Edzo to
Rae) is an area used by the Frank Channel Forest Station
on the right of the road after the bridge (driving from Edzo to
Rae) is an area used as a gravel source

Observations and Comments:

the side of the road before the bridge (driving from Edzo to
Rae) has the best site development potential
the site on the right of the road before the bridge could be
developed into a small day use area, and possibly include a
boat launch (1, 5)
the bridge and channel are a major landmark alons Highway #3,
compelling most visitors to stop and look

Existing Facilities:

see site description

Concept Recommendations:

develop a roadside pull-off on the south siGe of the highwzy,
before the bridge; incltide visitor inforz:sticn services/sigr.age
~rornoting local tourism in tlie Eae-Edzo area (i.e. f i shin: ,
plane charters, native crafts, etc.)
install vehicle control barriers to separate pull-off frGLl
picnic sites

Upgraded Items and Preliminary Cost Estimate:

Site SignaO. (Sig* #46) $ 2,0000120
Vehicle Ccntrci Lzrriers 1,000.00
Gravel/GraLe l?arki~g Pull-Cff 5. 000.!30

$ 8,000.00

Development Friority: Hig!]
Service Priority: N!ediun

—
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Site Name: RUSSELL LAKE Site Runber: 26
Kilometre Point: Rae
Type of Site: Potential Opportunity

Site Description:

existing camping/day use area between a gravel pit anti Russell
Lake, just north of Rae and off the Rae access road (6)

Observations and Comments:
pleasant site with opportunities for a viewpoint and lake
access (6)

- Rae community council has given preliminary approval t~ an
ATV/bike “park” in the gravel pit area (6)

Existing Facilities:

- boat launch and dock
random campsites

Concept Rec~endations:
>.

. . . - further study is required for possible alternative park site to
the existing Edzo site

Development Priority: Low
Service Priority: Low

f
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Site Ikute: STAGG RIVER Site Number: 27
Kilometre Point: 259.0 km
Type of Site: Potential Opportunity

Site Description:

- large creek flowing perpendicular to the highway (5)
new bridge created a waterfall, also a backwater pond area full
of lilies (5)

Obsemations and C~ents:

opportunity for a small picnic area, and an interpretive sign
telling the story of Rae-Edzo  and the natural features in the
area

- possibility of a canoe trip up Stagg River to Stagg Lake, or
down the river to the Great Slave Lake
area is used for trapping beaver and muskrat, and for
traditional camping (6)

- north side of site is more important for development (6)
no development can be planned for at least five years; Parks
would have to acquire the land first (6)

&isting Facilities:

Concept

gravel roadway to water falls and fishing shack on south side
of highway

Recommendations:

upgrade site to a small day use area with two to three picnic
sites
provide site identification signage
no boat launch is necessary as use of the river is limited to
very small craft (e.g. canoes); could regrade existing
“launch”

Upgraded Items and Preliminary Cost Estimate:

- Site Signage (Sign //50) $ 500.00
- Upgraded Concrete Picnic Tables 2,500.00
- Regravel/Regrade Parking Area 1.500.00

$ 4,500.00

Development Priority: Mediun
Semice Priority: }~ediun
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Site Name: PULL-OFF AREA Site Number: 28
Kiloxnetre Point: 260.5 km
Type of Site: Pu 1 l-of f

—

Site Description:

- pull-off area approximately one hour from Yellowk~ife (5)

Observations and Comments:

- good place to explain the Canadian Shield landscape and provide
general information on the local geology

Existing Facilities:

Concept

1 garbage can
typical gravel pull-off area

Recommendations:

include information signage on the surrounding landscape (i.e.
vegetation, geology, wildlife)

Upgraded items and Preliminary Cost Estimate:

Site Signage (Sign //51) $ 1,000.00

Development Priority: Yediun
Se~ice Priority: Nedium
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Site Name: FUL.&OFF ~ Site Number: 29

. . . .

Kilometre Point: 303.0 km
Type of Site: Pull-off

Site Description:

pull-off area approximately 1/2 hour from Yellowlcnife (5)
adjacent to a marsh and mixed vegetation

Observations and Comments:

adjacent to the Boundary Creek bridge and a scattered
residential building group
no significant features

Existing Facilities:

Concept

1 gzrbage can
typical grs~el pcll-off area

Recommendations:

possibly add a small interpretive sign on the area’s geology

Upgraded Items and Preliminary Cost Estimate:

- Site SignaLt (Sign #54) $ 1,000.00

Development Priority: LO*J
Service Priority: Low

.-
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Site Name: BOUNM12Y CREEK Site Number: 30
Kilometre Point: 308.0 kn
Type of Site: Potential Opportunity

— .  . - —---—- —

site Descriptj.on:

area was a territorial park, but all facilities have been
rer.ovecl

Observations and Comments:

potential fishing and picnicking area
could be possible conflicts with existing adjacent land uses;
also may conflict with Ingraham Trail opportunities

tiisting Facilities:

- gravel parking area

Concept Recommendations:

- low priority site for future upgrading to a small dzy use sres,
iccluding two tc three picnic sites acd z vehicle ccntrol
barrier

Upgraded Items and Preliminary Cost Estimate:

Site SignaSe (Sign //55) $ 500.00
Upgraded Concrete PicnicTables/
Culvert Fire Ricgs 2,000.00
Vehicle C~nt:ol Earriers 1,COO.L’O
Ee&r2vel/~egrade  Parking Ares 500.00

$ 4,0C0.00

Development Priority: Low
Service Priority: Low

r
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APPENDIX A - LIST OF PEOPLE CONTACTKD

The following individuals were contacted during this study. We would
~~~~ to thank them

Ind ividua~

Karen LeGresley
873-7906

Peter Neugebauer

Dave Lapp

Maureen Bundgzzrd

Mike Magean
873-7593

Rick Camire

Larry Purcka

Larry Edgar

Fred Behrens
392-6500

Joanne Pilkey

Pat Jocko

Tracy Hall
874-3318

Don Moir

Catkj. Stephenson
873-7623

Ed Hall

Don Boxer
872-7333

Len Colosimo
873-775?

Northwest Tel

for their input and direction.

Posit&

Site Development Officer
Economic Development and Tourism, G.N.W.T.

Head of Program Development Brznch
Tourism and Parks, G.li.K.T.

Tourism and Parks, G.N.W.T.

.Eanager
Northern Frontier Visitors Association

Business Service Officer
Economic Deve~opzient and Tourism, G.N.W.T.

Parks Officer, Maintenance and Operations
Fort Smith Region

D.P.W.H.

Municipal and Community Affairs, G.N.W.T.

Hamlet Manager
Rae-Edzo

Settlement Manager
Fort Providence

Band Manager
Fort Providence

Parks Officer
Hay River Region

Regional Parks Supervisor
Tourism and Parks, G.N.W.T.

Conservation Education Officsr
Dept. of Renewable Resources, ~.IIJ.W.T.

Supervisor
Dept. of Renewable Resources, G.N.!7.T.

ReSional Supervisor
Dept. of Renewable Resources, G.N.FJ.T.

Supervisor, 71.2s~arz2 Dc?’elopment
Dcp:. C: Renewable P.esources, G.lJ.lJ.?’.
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APPEKDIX B - OH-SITE 14EETIl@GS

1. Onsite Client Meetings

jfee t in~ 1: On August 7th, we met with Peter Neugebauer (head of  the

Program and Development Branch for Tourism and Parks), Dave Lapp

(Tourism and Parks) and Maureen Bundgaard (Manager of ??orthern Frontier

Visitors” Association). In the discussion on the corridor approach at

the meeting, we noted that the term “park” is a general description and

all park areas should have signs to tell users what facilities exist at

that park. It was also noted that signage is extremely important and

should place a strong emphasis on both information as well as

interpretation, stressing a functional and solid northern attitude

toward signage. A caution was also noted in our follow-up discussions

that an excess of signs on the highway should be avoided as they could

create a cluttered highway view. Rather, interpretive signs could be

located off the highway at rest stops.

It was emphasized that the ability to create packages for future

construction is a main objective of the project. Another point was the

need to enhance services to the traveling public and make it easier

for the local people from Yellowknife and the other communities to use

the facilities.

Community input was emphasized to get a clear direction set, ‘on

track,” from the community as most important to help guide Tourism and

Parks in their future implementation. It was also emphasized that

Tourism and Park’s needs should be met first, and that community needs

should not be confused with the needs of the highway study area; they

should complement each other.

Renewable Resources should

sanctuary. It was mentioned

be considered to enhance the bison

that Len Colosimo (Director of Field

Services for Renewable Resources) or Cathy Stephenson should be

contacted in regard to the bison reserve and possible opportunities for

interpretation.

,’
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APP13EDIX c - FOLLOW-UP DISCUSSIONS

. .

We communicated with G. N.W. T. representatives to refine details of

interpret at ion, signage and operations and maintenance:

1. Signage and Interpretation

We discussed signage with Dave Lapp and developed a system to integrate

informational signage along the highway with interpretative, park and

special signage. Using Dave Lapp’s suggestions from his letter and our

previous experience with Ingraham Trail and D.P.W.H., we expanded the

system to include a full range of signs.

Regarding special signage,  we talked with Maureen Bungaard of N.F.V.A.

She identified the need to place a tourist zone sign stating ‘Welcome’

to the Northern Frontier Visitors Association Zonew along the highway.

The back of the sign would say ‘You are leaving this zone, thank yo~

for visiting US.N

In Maureen”s follow-up letter, she listed four comments and suggestions

of the N.F.V.A. Board:

a) A theme should be chosen for the highway; i.e. “Caribou Highway

Trail.”

b) Signage should be in keeping (shape and design) with the theme.

c) Zone signs should be placed north of Fort Providence.

d) Interpretive p~aques should be placed at points of interest

match the “Rivers to Roadsn brochure, as well as at existing

new pull-offs.

or

to

or

*
Other points

to a lookout

Northwest Tel

suggested included; more frequent garbage cans, a trail

panorama point, and a plaque at North Arm on top of the

hill.

.,.

-.
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In our discussions with Cathy Stephenson and Ed Hall of Renewable

Resources , they identified the need for a “Welcome you are entering the

Mackenzie Bison Sanctuaryw
sign at both the north and south boundaries

of the sanctuary.

The use of a special interpretive signage plaque or cairn was discussed

with Cathy Stephenson, Len Colosimo and Don Boxer of Renewable

Resources, G.N.W.T.  In our recent discussion with Don Boxer, Regional

Supervisor, we talked about the location of their proposed cairn. All

correspondence including letters and the Ten Year Manageme;lt Plan,

agree with the Caen Lake site (Site Number 9 at 88.7 km) because it

offers the best interpretive potential on the sanctuary, and is where

visitors are more likely to see bison. However, we learned that since

Renewable Resources does not have a site development budget to upgrade

the Caen Lake Site, they understandably are considering Chan Lake

Territorial Park at 120.3 km, or one of the D.P.W.H. pull-off areas for

placement of the interpretive plaque and cairn. In our discussion with

Don, he preferred the Caen Lake site, however he indicated there are

time and commitment constraints to place the plaque as soon as

possible. Thus, they may have to use an existing site unless the plans

of Renewable Resources and the site upgrading priority of Tourism and

Parks can be coordinated to share funds to implement the Caen Lake site

development.

2. Operations and Maintenance

I
&-.

Our follow-up discussions are summarized in Section 3.0 of the report,

as part of the existing system, problems and suggestions for

improvement.

In our discussion with Tracy Hall, Parks Officer in Hay River, she

spoke of the problems at the Dory Point, Fort Providence and Chan Lake

Territorial Park sites.

Regarding Chan Lake, she said it is hardly used and has drainage

problems due to the clay base (it also requires additional gravel). In
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addition to the bug problem, Tracy said the site is too far away and

it is difficult to monitor its maintenance.

Regarding Dory Point, Tracy indicated that campsites zre required to

accommodate overnight users. Maintenance of the Dory Point site is

done by contract tender to the lowest bidder. Tracy indicated problems

dealing with difficult contractors and preferred to see D.P.W.H.  doing

the maintenance instead. She indicated signage and access problems at

the park entrance, and the need for control to keep vehicles from

entering the site at the corner curve in the highway.

Tracy was happy with maintenance at Fort Providence, and indicated that

the site is well used by RVS. The second loop in the campground is

wired for electrical hook-ups.

Overall comments regarding operations and maintenance made by Tracy

identified problems in monitoring due to lack of time to police the

site and length of response time to get a private contractor to react.

She felt D.P.W.H. would get things done quicker. Additional comments

included the need for an upgrading budget for protection fencing and

general maintenance.

In our discussions with Don Moir, Regional Parks Supervisor, we

received comments on Chan Lake, North Arm, Dory Point and Frank

Channel, as well as overall comments on contracted and internal

maintenance issues. In addition, we received written and sketch

comments and specific suggestions for site upgrzding, which we have

integrated into our draft concept plans.

I

Chan Lake - Access is a problem due to steep slopes and a need for

gravel; D.P.W.H. has created a ditch to help drainage; buildings get

vandalized and abused; the picnic shelter and windows need to be fixed

each year; the stoves destroyed by vandals need replacement; costs add

up to approximately $1000/year.



c - 4

..+

North Arm - There is a need to develop a minimum of ten campsites,

inc Iud ing RV standards, back-in s ites and tent trail er s it es .

Consideration should be given to expansion on the point approximately

1/8 mile north of the existing day use site. Longer term ideas should

include phasing out the existing site in ten years to allow it to

revegetate; a new park would be in place by that time.

Upgrading at North Am should include planting Of trees to screen from

the wind, and an area with water access for local residents to go

fishing at Mosquito Creek in the spring.

The day use area at North Ann should be upgraded with gravel and a

fenced parking lot to separate cars from walk-in picnic sites.

The operations and parking problem at Mosquito Creek in the spring

should be left as is, with the possible future addition of parking and

fencing at a pull-off along the highway, and future upgrading of trail

access to the creek for the pickerel run in the spring. Use of cans on

the road could be a temporary technique to help keep cars from parking

in the ditch.

Dorv Point - This site is currently used as an emergency campground

when the ferry is not operating. Upgrading is required for the

shelters. A protective fence should be added, as well as an expanded

campground area for five to ten (fifteen maximum) RV sites.

I. . 1

I
J

Frank Channel - Don mentioned the intent of the community to develop

the southeast corner of the bridge and to rehabilitate the existing

gravel pit into a major tourist site in the future. The proposal

included a restaurant bar, motel and gas station, with access to the

channel for swimming, fishing and canoeing. There was a conflict with

motel and liquor problems which was unacceptable to the community, and

also a problem of financing this size of development. Weeds in the

channel are a problem for swimmers and recreational boaters. However,

the other sites are limited in size for development of s najor

facility. Don commented that use of the southwest corner of the bridge
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site for access could be a problem if developemnt occurs too close to

the bridge abutment. There is also concern regarding a conflict with

the existing residences at this site, if development occurs too close

to the water.

Don’s overall comments on the operations and maintenance issues

included a discussion on options. He mentioned that D.P.W.H. is doing

a detailed study of the global issues for the past three years. He

felt the most logical approach would be for Tourism and Parks to

contract D.P.W.H. to look after roads, buildings and all equipment,

including annual painting and replacement and regular garbage

collection. This would result in a few dollars for summer upgrading,

and a couple of extra man-hours per week for D.P.W.H. The alternative

of a private contractor would cost more, if the man-hour cost of a

monitoring and reporting system were included with the private contract

costs. Don felt that the alternative of contracting out operations and

maintenance to a community would be realistic for nearby sites.

Experience has shown that individual contractors, bidding at the lowest

price, are less responsible than community representatives. The

problem sites appear to be those outside of the communities, where the

trip is too long and there are problems of checking, monitoring and

reporting. These sites may be better served by adding an extension

scope to D.P.W.H.S existing services.
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S tart ing at O km at the Highway #l intersection, a numi>er of

observations were noted. In order to attract tourists and make them

aware of the opportunities along Highway +3, the potential of better

utilizing the ~isting highway roadside pull-off on Highway #l, one

kilometre before the intersection with Highway +3, should be

encouraged. This pull-off would be used by tourists traveling north

from Hay River and Alberta. The addition of a map and information sign

at the pull-off would help attract tourists to drive Highway #3.

Another improvement to encourage additional visitors would be the

paving of Highway #3, at least to the ferry crossing.

The driving experience from O km through to the 20 km point is flat and

relatively straight. The highway is enclosed by trees on either side.

Approaching the 20.0 km point, the road

left (northwest), passing Doq Point

impression at Dory Point is a park sign

area from the road, right at the curve

makes a very sharp turn to the

Territorial Park. The first

and view down into the day use

of the highway. This view has

attracted many vehicles to drive off the highway at the corner, even

though the entrance is 1/2 km further along the road. The entrance is

not signed, and this creates the present access confusion. The Dory

Point site itself is a day use area which is signed “Territorial Park”.

In our observations, we noticed one main picnic shelter and two groups

of picnic tables and shelters (one group was being used for camping

rather than day use). We also observed out-of-country visitors fishing

just to the north of the day use area on the rocks. Our general

impression would be to improve the access road and possibly add some

ca~ping sites separate from the day use and picnicking area. Eory

Poict is a very pleasant site which affords both physical and visual

access to the Mackenzie River edge, one of the unique rivers along this

route.

Lezving Dory Point and driving northwest along the road for 3 or 4 km,

we noticed a number of abandoned buildings which were presumably used

1,

&

.
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for tourist facilities at one time. On the left hand side of the road

is the maintenance yard area for the ferry and further on a turn in the

road north to the ferry landing site. Arriving at the south shore of

the Mackenzie River ferry site, vehicles line up waiting for the ferry,

and people step out of their cars to stretch and look around. There is

potential at this site for an orientation map to describe the

importance of the Mackenzie River, illustrate upcoming sites along the

highway and provide orientation to visitors about the upcoming drive.

‘he ferry affords a very exciting opportunity to get away from the dust

and the closed-view corridor of the road, as well as to view the open

space of one of the largest, most important rivers in the north.

There is also an opportunity on the ferry for a tourist welcome sign

and possibly an orientation map or place to dispense panphlets.  We

felt that as the captive audience of the ferry is waiting to arrive on

the north shore, the opportunity should be used to encourage tourists

to stop at an information centre on the north shore point, after

unloading from the ferry. A short distance past the ferry unloading

area is an opportunity for an information centre site on an existing

gravel area. The information “A-frame” kiosk in Fort Providence could

be moved to this site, which would create opportunities for the native

people to give out information brochures znd answer questions for

tourists. Providing an information kiosk at this site is preferable to

the existing site in the town of Fort Providence as it would be more

likely to attract tourists and encourage them to visit the town of Fort

Providence, as well as make visitors aware of the tourist opportunities

in the area. The importance of a site adjacent to the river for

tourists should be a high priority.

One kilometre  north of the ferry is a site proposed in the 13aker Report

(26.5 km) which has potential for interpreting the Muskeg area. It is

our belief that muskeg is reasonably common in the region a~d that a

site this close to the ferry landing would not necessarily attract

tourists. As well, the costs incurred to develop this site for pull-

off space would not be warranted. Therefore, we reco~end deleting

this site from immediate development priority.
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Three kilometres further along the road, there are some existing

buildings and the opportunity for boat ramp access off to the left.

Since there are limited opportunities along the river for boating

access because of the steep slopes, this is a future potential site

that may be considered for local boat use. It could be an alternative

to the government dock in the town of Fort Providence, however we feel

it may be best suited for a private development rather than a park

site.

Approximately 1 km from this site is the Big River Motel and Shell

service station (Kilometre 30.0). At this point, the road turns

sharply to the northeast. The visitor’s view before making the turn

focuses directly on the Shell station site. It is an excellent site

that is visually and physically accessible from the highway. The

service centre appears to be well used, particularly for gas and food.

However, there are no orientation maps or tourist brochures of any

sort at the service station or restaurant. A welcome information map

could be located near the phone or alternatively, outside the building

entrance could be coordinated with the owner.

Leaving the Big River Motel site and traveling north along the highway

a very short distance (0.5 km), the intersection to Fort Providence is

identified with a sign. As well, a series of other signs have been put

up by the town at the intersection. These identify opportunities to

attract tourists i~to Fort Providence. The community should be

encouraged to promote itself, but should be aware that additional signs

should be coordinated so as to avoid making the intersection to@

cluttered and confusing.

On the 6 km road into Fort Providence, there is an airfield entrance,

followed by the entrance to the Fort Providence Territorial Park

campground. This campground is a well ~aintained  with very nice trees,

and has large pull-through campsite loops. ‘dowever,  it is

underutilized for the number of existing sites. 14aintaining one of the

two existing loops may be all that is necessary. The uajority of users

-— ..: ..-
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are overnight users, and in the early evenings, local residents utilize

the campsites along the river for picnicking. However, because the

site is so high above the river and has steep, inaccessible slopes,

there is concern expressed by the co~unity about lack of river access.

There has also been concern expressed about too many mosquitos on the

site because of the tree enclosure. AS well, the park does not provide

day use opportunities, nor does it afford views out over the river.

However, we were impressed with the high level of maintenance within

the park. Overall, the park was a very pleasant experience with good

signage.

Two kilometres past Fort Providence Territorial Park on the main road

is the community of Fort Providence. The road has some excellent views

to the left, across the bay of the river into the town toward the

church (a tourist attraction). There is a new tourist information “A-

frame” teepee set up in a park just opposite the R.C.M.P. building.

This site has good potential for local day use and even tourist day use

opportunities with picnic tables and a nice view of the river. In our

discussions with the local man handing out brochures, he indicated that

there are not very many tourists who came through to receive

information here, and he felt that a location out on the highway would

certainly attract more people. Therefore, our feeling is that this

information kiosk should be moved to the north ferry site where it

could be a stronger orientation point for more tourists.

Driving further into Fort Providence, there are some excellent views

of the river. There have been some improvements along the river-s edge

for local day use opportunities, including benches and wood rails. The

road leads to the church at the west end of town (which many tourists

photograph) and continues up a hill above the existing government dock

to a site which has two interpretive plaques: firstly, a religious

cross with a plaque that identifies the grey nun’s history in the area;

secondly, a very large rock (which has been vandalized) with a Parks

Canada plaque telling the story of the Mackenzie River; the plaque is

difficult to see. There could be good potential on this site for

further day use development for use by both tourists and residents,
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including the possibility of providing tourist boating opportunities to

complement the existing government dock. The site affords an open view

to the river, and has a breeze which helps to minimize the mosquitos.

However, the stagnant water of the back channel of the river creates a

large bug population at the river’s edge.

In summary, we felt that Fort Providence is a very clean and pleasant

community which could provide opportunities for tourists to tee the

community and utilize day use facilities along the river.

At this point, our drive continued back to the main highway, and then

proceeding northeast along it. A sign posted indicated 206 km to Rae-

Edzo and 306 km to Yellowknife. A short distance beyond this is a

second sign which indicated 312 km to next services (this distance is

past Yellowknife). The combination of these two signs is confusing

since they do not recognize any facilities between Fort Providence and

Yellowknife. Perhaps if services could be created in the Rae-Edzo

area, they could enhance the visitor-s driving experience and become a

stronger orientation point for economic development potential, both at

Frank Channel and in the community of Rae.

Driving further north to Kilometre 44 at the Blue Fish River Crossing,

there is no strong interest to stop; the river is more like a small

creek at this point.

On the west side of the highway at Kilometre 53.0 is a grasslands area,

identified in the Baker report. This grassland has grown over since

1966, and was extremely difficult to find. Therefore, it should not be

a high priority for development at this time. In addition, it should

also be noted that “Rivers to Roads” brochure identifies the Mackenzie

Bison Sanctuary at the 50 km point. In actual fact there is nothing at

the 50 km point that would visually indicate the bison on the east side

of the road as the trees form an enclosure rather than an open meadow

view.However, potential may exist at this point or earlier for a sign

to at least indicate that the Bison Sanctuary is in this area.
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unique opportunities that could match the expectations of tourists

traveling from the south to the N.W.T.

Leaving the Caen Lake area, turning right onto the main highway and

continuing north, there is a microwave tower standing in the landscape

at Kilometre  93.7. The “Rivers to Roads” brochure identifies the area

between Kilometres 90 and 98 as a potential interpretive site to tell

the story of the old telephone lines in the area and the microwave

tower which brings new coramunications  technology to the north. The

older telephone poles, from which the lines have been removed, are

still standing to show the contrast between the old and new

technology.

Continuing north past Kilometre  96.4, the Baker report notes a “rabbit

browse line.” We found it extremely difficult to find this line

because of the substantial regrowth that has occurred since 1966. It

may have been obvious that snowshoe hares grazed the lower branches of

the jack pine stands in winter 1961 and 1962, however with the

regrowth, it does not appear to be significant today.

North along the highway is Chan Lake at 120.3 km. The site is

currently signed “Territorial Park Picnic Area” and includes a nice

view of the lake which is easily accessible from the highway. However,

the entrance roadway requires additional gravel to improve its grade

and drainage. The level of maintenance on this site was very 10W.

Perhaps this site is too far away from existing conxnunity areas as all

parks in the community areas are reasonably well maintained, thereby

indicating the more isolated sites may need special consideration.

This implies there should be fewer sites to maintain in the outlying

areas. In summary, Chan Lake is a pleasant site in a convenient

location for a lunch time stopover along the drive between Fcrt

Providence and Rae-Edzo. The lake is not very large, but it may afford

small boating opportunities.

Leaving Chan Lake, the drive continues corth along the highway

approximately 1 km to an existing D.P.W.H. pull-off area at 121.0 km.
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North at approximately 170 km, there is another microwave tower, which

reinforces the communications technology in the north. At Kilometre

175.0, there are mature jack pines along the road, which are identified

in the “Rivers to Roads” brochure as a story to be told. Continuing

along to the 180 km point up the hill from the jack pines, there is an

area of burned-out jack pines. Recent regenerated growth is occurring

across the landscape. The story of the jack pine cones can be told in

more detailed in a brochure to supplement the ‘Rivers to Roads”

brochure. We do not think a specific stopover site is necessary, but

if a stopover site was to be considered in this area, Kilometre 175

would be a better location. It could include a pull-off for cars and a

short walking trail to observe the mature jack pine stand.

Continuing north from Kilometre 180, the next point of interest is a

considerable distance away. There are additional burned areas along

the route at 196 to 198 km. The road continues, turns to the

northeast, and at 210.0 km, the Baker report identifies a sinkhole

formation on the east side of the highway which could be an interesting

point of interest. We did not find the sinkhole, after looking in

several locations. However, it may be possible that the highway has

been relocated or that this area is not easily accessible from ttie

road. Therefore, we suggest that this point of interest be deleted

from priority development potential at this time.

At Kilometre 216.0, there are several pond areas, one which attracts

attention because of the white rock formations which are a gYPs-

outcrop described in the Baker Report. Our feeling is that this site

is not high priority for development as a stopover as it is too close

to the Rae-Edzo corridor and Frank Channel opportunities. However, it

may be of interest to tourists and specialists interested in geology,

and should have a detailed assessment done by a geologist to comment on

its significance.

Continuing the drive north past Kilometre 220, there are additional

burned areas on the right side of the road. At 224.0 km, there is

another D.P.W.H. pull-off area. Since this pull-off is approximately

----
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two hours from Fort Providence, we believe that it has good potential

for signage to interpret the vegetation which has been seen along the

highway (such as the jack pine regeneration), and to introduce the

upcoming changes in the landscape that will be occurring as the drive

proceeds from the gravel pine landscape into the Canadian Shield.

Thus, an orientation map showing upcoming opportunities would help

promote parks and economic  development opportunities for the Rae-Edzo

area.

North from this site at Kilometre  226.0, the road dips into the

Mosquito Creek area and crosses the creek. A turnoff to the right

accesses a small day use area at Mosquito Creek. We understand this

area is important as an essential part of the local economy, including

trapping of muskrat, fishing during pickerel runs and hunting. It is

described in the “Rivers to Roads” brochure as a perfect place for

animals to live and raise their young. We understand that during peak

periods such as the pickerel run, this site is heavily impacted by

parked cars and the need for locals to gain access to the creek and the

north arm of the Great Slave Lake. This crestes traffic problems along

the highway. However, since the area is only used at the end of May

for a short peak period, improvement should be a low priority.

Continuing along the highway from Mosquito Creek to Kilometre  227.5, we

identified a potential viewpoint along the west side of the road which

has an excellent view across the road out over the north arm of the

Great Slave Lake. This is the first opportunity the tourist has to see

the lake from the road. L’e would suggest developing an area for a few

parked cars and creating a viewpoint; it should include an orientation

map which would help to promote other opportunities in the area and

give the visitors an orientation to the importance of the changing

landscape as one enters the Canadian Shield.

Continuing past the potential viewpoint site, the road drops in

elevation to Kilometre 231.0 where there is a sign for 170rth Arm

Territorial Park. We found arrival at this park to be an exciting

opportunity for a view out onto the lake and to be able to access the

—— . —:
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shoreline of the lake at this point. The site itself includes a picnic

area, and we felt there is potential for additional develo]jment and

upgrading. There is potential for a hiking trail, cleanin; up the

beach, additional signage,  separating the picnicking from the camping,

and adding additional campsites and a boat launch as part of a

comprehensive upgrading program. There is also the opportunist;? to link

the hiking trails to the northwest to allow hikers the opportunity to

get even higher onto the microwave tower hill adjacent to the site,

where there is a spectacular vista of the landscape from the x~orth arm

of the Great Slave Lake, right across to Marion Lake. Our observations

of North Arm Territorial Park include: good maintenance, a nice

breeze, good access to water, minimum of mosquitos, and it appears to

be very well utilized, even though people were camping in day use

areas. The sound of the water and waves is particularly pleasant after

traveling many miles on a dusty road. The power of the Great Slave

Lake can be felt with strong waves and the wind at this point. It may

not be an ideal place for swimming and there could be some question on

it being a good Place for a boat launch, but there are many other

opportunities. The entrance road is fairly steep and could be rerouted

to create the opportunity for additional campsites and a separation

between the day use and camping areas.

North along the road from North Arm Territorial Park is the access road

to the Edzo campground at Kilometre 238.5. Currently there is no sign

which identifies the campground in Edzo. However, we did drive into

the campground, and our assessment confirmed our previous discussions

that this site is underutilized and undesirable because of the

mosquitos.  Thus it is overgrown, and should be deleted from further

development. Better opportunities could be gained by focusing on the

development opportunities at North Arm and Frank Channel, rather than

the Edzo campground.

A short distance north of Edzo is the bridge at Frank Channel,

Kilometre 242.0. There is excellent potential for development at this

site to assist in the economic development of the community and create

new opportunities. On the right of the road before the bridge, there

. .
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is potential for developing a small day use and picnic area which could

access the north arm of the Great Slave Lake. A boat launch could

possibly be included. On the right of the road before crossing the

bridge is an existing opportunity for chartering float planes and

helicopters for tourists to be able to access other hunting and fishing

areas in the region. These two opportunities have the compatible

potential of linking public and private tourist semices and

facilities.

Continuing the drive north over the bridge, there are excellent views

to the right of the north arm of the Great Slave Lake from the bridge,

as well as to the left over Frank Channel towards Marion Lake.

On the left side of the road after the bridge is a site currently being

used by the Frank Channel Forestry Station, and on the right side of

the road after the bridge is a gravel area; these are not major tourist

attraction, and we felt the tourist would continue his drive along the

highway.

A short distance past Frank Channel is a turnoff to the community of

Rae, with a sign indicating a 10 km drive. We believe there are some

interesting opportunities in Rae for tourist attractions, including the

cafe at the Nishi-kon building and the townsite of this Dene community.

However, priority should at this time focus on development at Frank

Channel to encourage tourists to stop and be aware of the opportunities

in the area. At some time in the future when Frank Channel is

developed and as the community develops, tourists would be attracted to

the additional opportunities provided in Rae to complement Frank

Channel.

Continuing along the highway to Kilometre 259.0, the new bridge at

Stagg River comes into sight. Stagg River is identified for upgrading

and rehabilitation in the Baker report (1966). We noticed there were

facilities there at one point, but at present there are none since a

new bridge has been recently completed and changes hzve occurred.

The existing site has a gravel access road off the highway which allows

tourists the opportunity to park in a small gravel area and get out of
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their cars and walk to the creek ”s edge. The new bridge changes the

creek-s alignment and creates a small waterfall as well as a backwater

pond area of lilies. We felt that this site could be upgraded to a

small picnic area, possibly with an interpretive sign telling the story

of the original Fort Rae located on the mouth of the creek and the

north arm of the Great Slave Lake, near the site.

Past Stagg Creek bridge at Kilometre 260.5, there is a D.p.W.H. Pull-

Off. It has excellent potential to interpret the geology of the area

through a sign to explain the Canadian Shield landscape found between

this location and Yellowknife. Since this highway pull-off area is

approximately one hour from Yellowknife, it creates one of the last

opportunities the tourist has to stop before driving into Yellowknife.

Leaving the one-hour pull-off, the drive continues on towards

Yellowknife. At Kilometre 263 the “Rivers to Roads” brochure

identifies geological points of interest at several good places along

the road. Since there is no sign to tell the tourist that information,

perhaps the story can be told at the pull-off further ahead.

Continuing the final portion of the drive, the only interesting

features along the road are the rocks and geology, since there are no

views of the Great Slave Lake and most of the landscape is relatively

flat and uninteresting, with very short views into small pond areas.

Aside from the potential to develop informal layby stops along the

route to take a closer look at the rocks (such as those in the

Kilometre 285-286 area), there are really no reasons to stoP on the

drive from Stagg River until Kilometre  303.0, which is the pull-off

area 1/2 hour from Yellowknife. This area is within visual sight of

Boundary Creek, and adjacent to it is a marsh area with mixed

vegetation. One opportunity envisioned for this pull-off might be a

small interpretive sign describing vegetation and the landscape of the

marsh area in the Canadian Shield.

A short distance across the new Boundary Creek bridge is a small access

road to a gravel pad at Boundary Creek (Kilometre 307.8). This area

,.
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may have potential for development as a local picnicking and fishing

area. However, we felt that since it is very close to the D.P.W.H.

pull-off, there could be a possible conflict with adjacent landuse

buildings, and better opportunities exist east of Yellowknife along the

Ingraham Trail, we did not see potential for developing this site.

Therefore, we recommend that it be deleted from priority development.

However, possible uses could continue to be monitored to assess future

demand for this site.

Continuing towards Yellowknife, there is a point of interest identified

in the Baker report at Kilometre 323.0. This site includes a D.P.W.H.

site gravel operation and rock cliff, identified as Chalcopyrite  rock.

D.P.W.H. has placed a blockade on this site, which implies a private

area and that tourist use should not be encouraged. However, we

recommend that an assessment be made by a geologist of the interpretive

potential of the site and if potential exists, coordinate that

opportunity with D.P.W.H. for public access, possibly a sign and

parking area and maybe a trail to that area. However, our observations

and feelings are that it is not a high priority site from a tourist

point of view as it is very close to the Yellowknife  area, and most

tourists at this point would be more interested in their destination

point. Thus, the site”s potential as a point of interest may include

residents and visitors to Yellowknife as opposed to visitors traveling

into Yellowknife.

The drive continues past Fiddle Lake which has a horse riding area. It

should be identified in a brochure, particularly for residents and

visitors from Yellowknife on day trips. Towards Yellowknife, there are

entising views of Long Lake from the road. The rock forms and

landscapes around Yellowknife are very interesting and are a welcoming

introduction to the city. These opportunities would be an attraction

that might stimulate interest by tourists and residents to return to

sites such as Long Lake during their stay.

The final opportunity along the highway can be seen at Fred Henne

%unicipal Park. This site affords the opportunities, noted in “Rivers

.-
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to Roads” , for walking an interpret ive g eo 1 og ic al t ]-ail and

participating in ongoing organized tours.

The final destination should be noted in a brochure, and a “Wslcome to

YellowknifeM sign should be erected to highlight the visitor

information cabin beside City Hall, as well as to highlight t~e Travel

Arctic intonation office in the Nova building for economic development

and tourism information. These information centres provide th{z visitor

with a good orientation and information on opportunities in the

Yellowknife region, such as the Ingraham Trail, and outfitters ,

including the Northern Frontier Visitors Association and otl.er tour

groups.
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APPEEDIX E - SITES DELETED FROM DEVJ3LOPX13NT  PRIORITY

The sites listed in this appendix have been deleted from development

priority for various reasons.

A description of each site and the recommendations for each is

included.

J.

.
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Site Name: MIJSKEG

Kilometre  Point: 26.5 km

Site

of Site: Potential Sites - Previously Identified
..- ----- ----.—-

Description:

Muskeg - interpretation of muskeg is valid and interesting, but
given its proximity to other attractions and since the muskeg is
surrounded by trees and bushes, this is not an appropriate
interpretive stop (1, 6)

Boat Launch - small area that could be used for a boat launch on
the river at 29.5 km (5)

Shell Service Stati-op - existing service station and Big River
Motel on easily accessible site beside the highway at 30 km (5)

Observations and Ccmments:

Muskeg - not really interesting as muskeg is very common in area
(5)

Boat Launch
- banks of river are quite steep

potential area for a private boat launch development
possible alternative to the government dock in Fort Providence

service Statiop. - potential for area promotional information

Existing Facilities:

no facilities at the muskeg or boat launch site
there is a gas bar, restaurant and motel at the Shell Service
Station site

Concept Recommendations:

or downgrade it to low priority, given its
attractions

- delete muskeg site
proximity to other
identify boat launch with a sign and list in an area
attractions brochure to inform tourists of an accessible public
launch site on the river
add orientation maps and promotional brochures at service
station
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Site Name: GRASSUNDS

E - 4

Kilometre Point: 53.0 km
Type of Site: Potential Site - Previously Identified

Site Description:

- large area of land on west side of highway covered 80% by
various grasses and 20% by small shrubs, surrounded by small
trees (1)
area is now very overgrown and the grassland is not obvious
(5)

Observations and Comments:

very difficult to find due to recent roadside tree/shrub growth
(5)

l?hcisting  Facilities:

no facilities

Concept Reccommendations:

- delete from development priority

!

..*

.=
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Site Name: BROWSE LINE

Kilometre  Point: 96.5 km
Type of Site: Potential Site - Previously Identified

Site Description:

- browse line where wildlife grazed heavily on the lower branches
of the vegetation in the winter of 1961-62 (1)

Observations and Comnents:

- difficult to identify because of substantial roadside regrowth
since 1961
not significant today

Existing Facilities:

no facilities

Concept Recommendations:

- delete from development priority

-. .
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Site Name: LIlVJ3AR  FEATURES

Kilometre Point: 132.0 km
Type of Site: Potential Site - Previously Identified

,

I

-.

s i t e  Description:

series of linear beach ridges along the side of the hi~;hway,
covered on the crests with stands of mature jack pine (1)

- swampy area between the ridges (1)

Obsemations and Conments:

not readily observable from the ground; needs an aerial
photograph or view (1)
would not be understood by the average traveller  without a
description, possibly in a brochure (5)

Existing Facilities:

- no facilities

Concept Recmendations:

no site development or signage on the highway is necessary
include a description of the linear feature in a brochure
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Site IUnme: SINKROLE

. .

,.

Kilometre Point: 210.0 km
Type of Site: Potential Site - Previously Identified

Site Description:

- large sinkhole filled with dark water and surrounded by willows
and a black spruce forest (1)

Observations and Cmments:

could not locate the sinkhole (looked in a number of locations)
(5)

lkisting Facilities:

no facilities

Concept Recommendations:

- delete site from development priority

,1
I. . .

,.
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Site Name: ROCK CLIFFS

-,

!

Kilometre Point: 323.@ km
Type of Site: Potential Site - Previously Identified
. . . . . . . . . . - - - --- - . . . . . . . - . - - . . - - - - - - - - - . .- . , . . ,. . - . --- ——

Site Description:

- D.P.W.I!. site operation rock cliff and gravel pit of
chalcopyrite rock adjacent to the highway (1, 5)

Obsemations and Comments:

- people driving north to Yellowknife  probably would not stop as
this site is too close to their destination

- point of interest more for residents and people traveling from
Yellowknife on a day trip
an assessment done by a DIAND geologist has determiried that
these rock cliffs are not unique nor particularly interesting
for rock hounding

Existing Facilities:

- gravel access road to a controlled gravel crushing plant

Concept Recommendations:

L

I

I
. . I

- delete as a development item as not unique or very ifiteresting
for rock houndin~
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APPERDIX F - REVIEW COMMBHTS ON DRAFT PUN

General Conments:

- DPWH should consider hydroseeding the ditches all along the route.

- More dust-free zones (especially at washrooms).

- Selective clearing Of trees for breeze or view would be good.

“Keep the number of interpretive signs, pull-offs and all other man-
made improvements to very few or none. The stretch of highway is
unique (in the true sense of the word) in western Canada in that it
has very few improvements. Its appeal is its nothingness or
wilderness. With improvements it will be just another piece of
highway. I for one love the long uninterrupted stretches of
nothing.” This sentiment was repeated by Renewable Resources and
others.

Signs:

- Each sign suggested for a specific purpose (travel zones, bison
sanctuary) should be passed to the appropriate agency for
approval.

“Distance to next campground” signs to be installed by DPWH if we so
request.

“Next 200 km - caribou crossing” (or moose or bison) signs will give
~~.G=~~ t~ g better idea of what to look for (game for children). Rae
residents suggest caribou crossing between Birch and Mosquito
Creeks.

Renewable Resources would like signs marking the Bison Sanctuary at
both boundaries (not part way through, as shown on the Sign Plan).
One never actually enters the Bison Sanctuary since the western
boundary of the sanctuary follows the easterly right-of-way of the
highway, so the sign should not say “Entering . . . “

- Better signage directing tourists to the infor~atian  czbiz iz
Yellowknife  is necesszry.

Exhibit signs should be unobtrusive, i.e. not roofed kiosks, but
approximately waist height signs. They can be on the edge of
existing pull-offs.

- DPWH is looking at changing the “Next Services” in Fort Providence
and Yellowknife so that Rae is not ignored. Work needs to be done
by Travel Industry Association and Tourism and Parks to determine
..k.+ level of service is required before a “service” is signed.W....-



F - 2

Highway Themes:

“Great Slave Highway” was suggested, but the highway is not
particularly close to the lake.

- Denendeh Highwayn was approved at all communities by the majority of
participants.

- A letter from the Minister of ED&T to the Minister of DPWH
requesting a change of name of this road to Denendeh Highway will be
required.

Interpretation:

- Need an overall interpretive theme to tie everything together,
giving a framework to “hangn all information. Exhibits or pamphlets
should not be isolated “events”, but should lead to one another.

- Need more cultural/historic stories and information (e.g. map
showing aboriginal locations of Dogrib and Slavey, etc.); what is
story behind Rae Lakes; why does road wind so much between Rae and
Yellowknife VS. Fort Providence to Rae (geoIogy, hydrology - picking
an economical route); when was road built; why no pavement; why so
many seismic cut lines between Fort Providence and Caen Lake, and so
few elsewhere; how people (especially natives) travelled between
Fort Providence, Rae and Yellowknife before the highway was
constructed, “trail” to Lac la Martre; old airport 32 km south of
Frank Channel; how were places named (e.g. Caen Lake, Chan Lake).

- Ike is the most northerly community on the highway.

- Fred Behrens said he would have a discussion about possible stories
put on the next Rae council’s agenda. He suggested they should be
able to provide us with a history of the trails around the area and
other possible stories for use in brochures, etc.

- Inspire thoughts, entice further discovery, don’t just give out
facts.

- Any extra brochures should not just be a repeat of the highway signs
or the Rivers to Roads brochure; keep paper down.

Small ponds are important to breeding ducks and muskrat; since the
ponds are numerous and obvious, they should be mentioned. There is
a study being done by Canadian Wildlife Services on the importance
of these ponds. Contact Rick Cole (920-8532). Could be a point of
interest for birdwatchers.

- Make more of the river; its a very impressive system that even
school children have heard about (e.g. handout at ferry or at the
teepee).
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- NFVA would like to see a boreal forest interpretation centre.
Perhaps this could tie in vith the bison sanctxzry ccntre.

Operation and Maintenance:

- There is an extra half-person/year available next fiscal year;
possible for a Park Officer Coordinator or a Park Officer out of
Fort Providence.

Pull-Offs (general):

Many co~ents from the public asked for more outhouses at pull-
Offs.

In conversations with Jim Richardson (Traffic Engineer, Hay River),
DPWH is interested in developing further the standard pull-off
concept to include an outhouse, mapboard or interpretive sign,
garbage cans, and picnic tables (if desired).

Outhouses should be off gravel pad by about IOm or so; sign could be
on edge of pad.

Main problem is operations and maintenance. DPWH feels that it
would be best if Parks contracted out the operations of facilities
at rest stops (e.g. emptying garbage containers, upkeep of
outhouses) . This type of operation is so low on DPWH”S list of
priorities (compared to grading and repairing the roads) the tasks
would likely not get done. This will obviously require some
negotiations re: budgets.

Winter maintenance is a big issue. Unlike our parks, these pull-
offs are used in the winter, and we have no means of maintaining the
pull-offs all “off-season.” Perhaps a deal can be worked out with
DPWH that Parks are responsible for operations and maintenance from
May through September, and DPWH are responsible for the remainder of
the year.

Another option would be for Parks to take over all these pull-offs
as “Wayside Parks.H

Probably the pull-offs with iiiterpretive  signs should be the highest
priority for additional services (rather than trying to do all of
the pull-offs).

Even if a deal cannot be worked out with DPWH with respect to
maintaining outhouses, etc., DPWH is willing to have signs installed
and would maintain them.
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Pull-Off Area (Site #1)

- Agree to “c art oon is h“ orientation sign.

- This is the only pull-off in this corridor with an emergency cabin.
Perhaps a sign on~in the cabin stating the use of these cabins is
for winter survival in case of vehicle trouble could be provided.
These cabins are relics of the 60s and are no longer necessary
because of the steady traffic, and may be an interesting historic
story. They are still useful, however, when the Mackenzie River is
impassable and after midnight (when there is little traffic).

Dory Point Territorial Park (Site #2)

- Private cmpground will be done nearby, therefore this is on hold
(no campsites).

- Paths between parking lot, shelters, toilets and down to the river
are needed.

- Do not remove picnic shelters.

Ferry Crossing (Site #3)

“yes” to map, but not another orientation one necessarily; should
include history of river and stories/facts about the ferries (e.g.
how much they draw, weight carried, something about the martens that
nest every year on the ferry) .

- Describe ice bridge (e.g. approximately Nov. 10 the Mackenzie River
freezes solid, so ferry travel is impossible. Resourceful
Northerners have found ways around this dilemma. Holes are cut into
the ice, and water pumped onto a “road” to strengthen it for truck
traffic. The ice bridge is phased in. Prices are high when the ice
bridge is out in the spring and the ferry does not run, ...).

- Marine Operations (RUSS Wiggs) and Highway Maintenance (Gary
Hoffman), both will allow the booth to be moved to the suggested
location.

- Sign directing people back to Dory Point if they miss a ferry
(washrooms, etc. available there).

- llRTA is cexicerned  that if the Fort Providence “teepee” is moved to
this site, it will delay what is truly needed, namely a proper
information booth where trinkets and fast food can be sold, as well
as information given out.

,.
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Muskeg Area
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- Even if this muskeg site is deleted, it should be described
elsewhere, since this is a phenomena Southerners know only by name,
yet it is the main vegetative condition of much of the north.

- When describing it, humanize the story by adding, for instance, the
difficulties of building southern type structures on it, and the
ingenuity of designs to overcome the problems.

- No signing of boat launch as not a ED&T facility.

Fort Providence Territorial Campground (Site %)

- Though addition of playground equipment was mentioned, not a high
priority since the bugs would likely discourage most kids.

- Agree to reducing the number of bays (block one loop).

- A shower facility was suggested by Fort Providence; not in immediate
plans since it would require virtually full-time supervision;
perhaps in five years.

- Clear some brush so there are better views to the river.

- Should try to get access to river; could put in a stairway that is
pulled up in the spring (near rapids, and if left in all year, would
get knocked out by ice in the spring).

- Suggestion made at Fort Providence open house to add warning sign
that river is swift, but if we add a sign there, we would also have
to add many right across the system. Conclusion: no sign.

- Agreed to new signage.

- Add another wood compound.

- Proper boat launch below church.

Fort Providence Day Use Area (Site #5)

This site is a low priority.

- BRTA thinks a tourist booth at the Providence access road is
required (even if there is a visitor information centre at the
ferry), and should also have some place for information in town;
something simple if there is a more major facility at the
ferrylaccess  road. These would be the responsibility of EItTA Gr the
co-mzunity.

Kay ir.elude a sign about the road into Horn plateau area=
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Pull-Off Area (Site *)

- Donet repeat stories given at Caen Lake.

Marl Delta, Caen Lake (Site #8)

- Band Economic Development Committee in Fort Providence is sponsoring
a feasibility study (by Thorne Stevenson Kellogg) on the possible
uses (e.g. guided tours, harvesting buffalo) of the Bison
Sanctuary.

- The Band suggested a coffee shop midway between Providence and Rae -
perhaps at an interpretation centre in the Sanctuary.

- Band would like to build the observation platform if it is
approved.

- There is a cabin at the Marl Delta - authorized? (“Lawrence’s
cabin”).

- Boardwalks and footbridges may be needed along the trails.

- Will require access pe~it from DPWH if site is developed.

- Renewable Resources agrees with immediate controls/restrictions .

- Agree that Caen Lake is a good place for bison interpretatioxi; like
idea of tower and hiking trail.

- Linear beach strands could tie in with geology theme at Caen Lake.

- New grasslands story could be included in Caen Lake interpretation.

Chan Lake (Site #n)

- Third pit privy has been removed; please show change on plan.

- Put in a well and hand pump.

Pull-Off Area (Site #12)

- No sign at this site in the near future (due to proximity to Chan
Lake and desire to keep signage within bounds).

Pull-Off Area (Site #14)

- NO signage aecesszz;. zt this time; OK to have pull-offs with no
signs.
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Sinkhole

- Perhaps this site could be found by air or located by DIAND geology;
it would be an interesting site if found.

Gypsum Outcrop (Site #18)

- DIAND geologist has reviewed the area; consists of a number of
outcropping of gypsum which are not unique; no special
crystallation.

- Include in brochure only.

Mosquito Creek (Site #21)

- Could the name be changed, e.g. to Pickerel Creek, because the
“mosquito” is not encouraging for tourists.

- Perhaps a large park from North Arm to Mosquito Creek could be
considered, with trails joining the areas (suggested at Rae
meeting) .

- Interpretation of beaver dams on Mosquito Creek a possibility.

- Mosquito Lake might also be included in the park. It is the
headwaters of the creek. A road into a nearby gravel pit gives
access not directly to the lake, but close to it. There are,
according to Rae residents, whitefish and jackfish in the lake.

- Mosquito Creek may be closed in the future, or some strict
regulations enforced that limit the catch cl-uring the spring run,
therefore we suggest not spending a lot of money to upgrade the
roadside stop for this peak period.

Vi.evpint  (Site #22)

- OK to tie into North Arm.

- Parking and trail on “lowerM hill to be requested of NorthwesTel.

- Can see old Fort Rae from the microwave tower hill.,

North Arm Territorial Park (Site #23)

- Aim to close site in about five years; to be replaced by a more
major park.

- Boat launch used in spring when people camp in this area at the
pickerel run. There is a problem with the shallow water,
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particularly in the fall. Extending the spit is possible, Ilut level
of use and distance of shallow water does not warrant it at th”is
time. May be investigated further when large park concept :.s
reviewed.

- According to Rae residents, a cabin was built in the 50s on the
south side of the park by the former Rae Hudson’s Bay managt:r (land
was granted to him for years of service?). Cabin still exists.

- Many muskrat mounds just to the north of the park; interpretation
possibility.

Frank Channel (Site #2S)

- Geological contact and story of Fort Rae/Edzo.

- Picnic area at Frank Channel seems redundant to North Arm park; just
need a pull-off with signage.

E&o Territorial Park (Site #24)

- Retain park until other facilities are available (e.g. North Arm
campsites).

- Could change site to Russell Lake; community council has given
preliminary approval to an ATV/bike “park” in the gravel pit area.

Stagg River (Site #27)

- No boat launch is necessary since the use of the river is limited to
very small craft (e.g. canoes, 12-14’ boats), though could regrade
existing “launch.”

- Area used for trapping beaver and muskrat and traditional camping.
Therefore, don’t make a campground or extend the parking lot, but
existing parking is needed, since used by a lot of canoeists and
boaters for weekend trips.

- North side more important for development; show on site map.

- No action for at least five years; Parks would have to acquire land
first.

Rock Cliffs

- Assessed by DIAND geologist as not unique and not particularly
interesting, therefore delete.
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Other Sites:

Amethyst deposits about nine miles outside of Yellowknife.

Caves near Mosquito Creek?

Jackfish Lake: Fort Providence council said it was a deep lake with
clear water and sandy beaches, suitable for camping. During our
foggy visit, no beaches were visible, but the site Gay warrant
further investigation in the future.

Spring emptying into Mosquito Lake (km 221.1) used frequently by Rae
residents as water source. Water quality should be tested before
signing/advertising the site.

Two miles north of the Lac la Martre Road is a site used by Rae
residents as a lookout for moose and caribou, called “Dry Lake”
locally. Good breeze because it is so open.
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