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Executive Summary  
 
Situated at the base of the Bruce Peninsula, directly north of Wiarton, in the Town of South 
Bruce Peninsula, the Spirit Rock Conservation Area encompasses 87.6 hectares (216.5 acres). 
Spirit Rock Conservation Area hosts significant natural and cultural features, and the entire 
property is designated as Escarpment Natural within the Niagara Escarpment Plan. 
 
With an average of 60,000 visitors per year, balancing visitor use with the protection of natural 
features is a primary objective of this plan, as well as the responsibility of conserving and 
celebrating the siteôs history and cultural heritage. There are many challenges with the site, 
including general entrance/exit, environmental degradation, site safety, cultural heritage 
preservation and overall management capacity.  
 
A management plan was developed in 1993. This new plan provides another 20-year vision for 
the property, with the following Actions to be implemented: 
 

1. Improve the Visitor Experience 
2. Enhance and Celebrate Cultural Heritage 
3. Operations/Risk Management 
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1.0 Introduction  
 

Spirit Rock Conservation Area (SRCA) is one of Grey Sauble Conservation Authorityôs (GSCA) 
flagship properties and holds high value within GSCA and the surrounding community for its 
natural beauty and rich history. With over 60,000 visitors each year, SRCA is one of the most 
popular properties in GSCAôs ownership. 

 

A management plan is a document that sets out the management approach and objectives for a 
property and describes the framework that will be used for ongoing decision-making. The 
management planning process often involves an extensive review to understand the site, 
followed by visioning exercises to imagine its future state and what the property could and 
should become.  

 

The SRCA is part of the Niagara Escarpment Parks and Open Space System (NEPOSS).  The 
NEPOSS is a network of more than 160 publicly owned parks and open spaces located along 
the Niagara Escarpment that together serve to protect significant escarpment resources and 
provide opportunities for public access and recreation. The development of a management plan 
is a requirement for NEPOSS properties under Section 3.1.5.1 of the Niagara Escarpment Plan 
(NEP). 

 

The original management plan for SRCA was completed in 1981 with an updated master plan in 
1993. The current management planning process for SRCA commenced in 2022 with a survey 
available online for the public. GSCA has been collecting visitor data using a car counter since 
2018. Survey data shows that visitors generally enjoyed their visit to the conservation area. The 
state of the property was ok/good, the trails were excellent, and the signage was good. Parking 
availability and cost could be improved. 

 

This document, the Spirit Rock Management Plan, is the result of public feedback, and input 
from staff, stakeholders, and neighbours. This plan aims to address the variety of threats and 
challenges identified, while maintaining the properties existing strengths. This plan provides a 
vision for the property over the next 20 years.  

 

2.0 Context  
 
Spirit Rock Conservation Area is located on the Niagara Escarpment, a landform recognized by 
the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO) as a World 
Biosphere Reserve. Situated north of Wiarton, on the base of the Saugeen Bruce Peninsula, 
within the Town of South Bruce Peninsula, this property features a modest trail network with a 
direct connection to the Bruce Trail and Wiarton. It provides rich local history in the form of The 
Corran Estate and hosts many plant species commonly found on the Escarpment, as well as 
some remnants of horticultural varieties from when the Estate was in itôs prime.  

 
2.1 Location  
 



 

10 | P a g e  
 

Spirit Rock Conservation Area is located directly north of Wiarton, at 92 Highway 6, within the 
Town of South Bruce Peninsula. Also described as Part Lot A, Concession 24 and 25 in the 
former Township of Amabel (Maps 1 and 2). 
 
 

 
Map 1. Location of SRCA 
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12 | P a g e  
 

 
Map 2. SRCA location within greater landscape 
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2.2 Land Acquisition  
 

4.5 hectares (11 acres) located at Lot A, Concession 24 was purchased for $1,000 in 1971 from 
William Cheshire. The University of Waterloo and Pollution Probe donated towards this 
acquisition. In 1974, 82 hectares (203 acres) described as Lot A, Concession 25 was purchased 
from Cecil Franklin for $101,400. Nature Conservancy of Canada donated $27,290 towards this 
acquisition. At the time of these acquisitions, GSCA was Sauble Valley Conservation Authority. 
 

2.3 Tax Status  

 
The entire property is enrolled in the Conservation Lands Tax Incentive Program, which 
provides for property tax exemptions. Therefore, there are currently no taxes on this property. 

 
3.0 Goals and Objectives  
 
The goals and objectives outlined below meet the Part 3 NEPOSS objectives of the NEP as well 
as the goal ñEnhance GSCA Land Managementò as set out in GSCAôs 2025-2035 Strategic 
Plan. 
 
Goal: To protect, conserve and manage the property within an ecosystem framework and, in 
consultation with the community, to ensure watershed health, public enjoyment and 
environmental sustainability. 
 
Objectives: 
 

¶ Natural Heritage - To protect, restore and regenerate the natural ecosystem of SRCA by 
ensuring the health and diversity of native species, habitats, landscapes and ecological 
processes. To maximize the linkages and connectivity of the natural heritage features to 
one another and to adjacent areas and to provide professional resource management as 
appropriate. 

 

¶ Cultural Heritage - To identify, protect and conserve the cultural heritage features of 
SRCA for their inherent value and depiction of the long-term human use and occupancy 
of the area, including any identified traditional uses of Indigenous peoples. 

 

¶ Land Use - To ensure protection of the ecological integrity and cultural values of the 
property through innovative planning and management, and appropriate conservation, 
recreation, and other land uses. 

 

¶ Recreation - To provide opportunities for appropriate outdoor recreation at SRCA, that is 
sustainable in environmental, physical, and economic terms, and which is consistent with 
all other objectives. 

 

¶ Education - To promote knowledge and understanding of the natural and cultural values 
of the site, the watershed area, and the Niagara Escarpment, including their protection 
and management requirements, as well as their significance, sensitivities, and 
interrelationships. 
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¶ Stewardship - To promote and facilitate the ongoing public involvement at SRCA that will 
foster sustainable recreational tourism and will accomplish watershed management 
objectives. 

 

¶ Fiscal Sustainability ï To ensure that GSCA undertakes upgrades, alterations, and 
management of SRCA in a manner that considers fiscal requirements and 
responsibilities and strives to ensure financial balance and sustainability over the long-
term. 

 

¶ Management - To manage SRCA in a manner that will ensure the achievement of all 
objectives. 

 

4.0 Purpose of the Management Plan  
 

The Management Plan study approach for the Spirit Rock Conservation Area generally follows 
the NEPOSS Planning Manual which is referenced in Part 3 of the Niagara Escarpment Plan. 
This site contributes to the NEPOSS due to its designations as shown in Section 5.1, presence 
of the Bruce Trail, cultural history and its significance within the community.  
 
This plan represents the third management plan to be completed for Spirit Rock Conservation 
Area. A management plan is needed to ensure future sustainability of the site in terms of 
environmental protection, historical/cultural preservation and visitor amenities and experiences.  
 
The purpose of this plan is to provide an evaluation of the property and work with the local 
community to determine direction for future use of the site, as well as a strategy to implement 
proposed projects. The plan also identifies specific management zones, following the 2021 
NEPOSS manual, within which a certain type of activity may be undertaken. The plan will be 
reviewed biennially by GSCA Lands staff to assess the plan progress and track changes in 
direction for the site. The plan will be reviewed and updated every 10 years or may exceed this 
if updates are deemed unnecessary. 

 

5.0 Site Analysis : The Natural Environment  
 
Spirit Rock Conservation Area boasts an array of ecological features including the Niagara 
Escarpment, sensitive species, a wetland feature and roughly 2 km of cobble shoreline.  

 
5.1 Site Designations  
 
In 1990 the Niagara Escarpment was designated as a United Nations Educational Scientific and 
Cultural Organization (UNESCO) World Biosphere Reserve. This designation recognizes the 
Niagara Escarpment and the land in its vicinity as a nationally and internationally significant 
landform that includes scientifically valuable examples of sustainable relationships between 
human activities and ecosystems.  
 
The SRCA lies within the jurisdiction of the Niagara Escarpment Commission (NEC) and 
consists entirely of the designation Escarpment Natural Area under the Niagara Escarpment 
Plan (NEP) as shown in Map 3.  
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Map 3. NEC Designation at SRCA 

The Escarpment Natural Areas contain escarpment features that are in a relatively natural state 
as well as its associated valleys, wetlands and woodlands that are also relatively undisturbed. 
These areas tend to be the most sensitive and scenic natural resources and the policies aim to 
protect and enhance these natural areas.  
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5.2 Physiography  and Soils  
 
The physiography of the Spirit Rock Conservation Area varies from fairly level topography to 
very steep rocky cliffs along the Niagara Escarpment which runs along the northwest shoreline 
of Colpoyôs Bay (Georgian Bay). Above the escarpment there are areas of low-lying wetland 
pockets as well as shallow soils and areas of exposed bedrock.   
 
The bedrock exposed along the Niagara Escarpment and underlying this conservation area is of 
sedimentary origin, having been deposited in epicontinental seas during the Silurian and 
Ordovician Periods more than 400 million years ago. These formations are well stratified 
dolostones, limestones, and shales some of which contain fossilized saltwater corals, reminders 
of the ancient marine environment which once covered this area (Tovell, 1992). 
 
The caprock of the Niagara Escarpment is visible at Spirit Rock and consists of harder 
dolostones of the Guelph Formation as shown in Map 4. Although generally soft and water 
soluble compared to other rock types, the varying hardness of the different dolostone bedrock 
layers have contributed greatly to the diverse topography of this site and have also contributed 
to the formation of karst features. The forces of erosion on these materials over an extensive 
period of time have created the Niagara Escarpment, a dominant and significant scarp 
stretching from Niagara Falls to Tobermory which loops through the site (Surficial Geology 
Bruce Peninsula OFR6211, Ontario Geological Survey, 2007). 
 
The forces of erosion have continued on the escarpment to present day, in the form of chemical 
and mechanical weathering. The freeze-thaw action of water on the exposed dolomite caprock 
at the cliff has resulted in the formation of deep crags and crevices, and results in the separation 
of large blocks of dolomite from the escarpment brow. These large blocks of limestone 
eventually break off completely and tumble over to form a bouldery talus slope along the base of 
the Escarpment.  
 
The most recent glacial period (Wisconsin) which lasted for about 40,000 years and ended 
10,000 years ago also had a tremendous influence on the physical features of this property. 
Glacial ice scoured the landscape exposing areas of dolostone bedrock, particularly above the 
escarpment, while at the same time depositing massive quantities of granular material both 
above and below the escarpment. Large dolostone boulders called erratics were dragged by the 
glacier from the escarpment edge and dropped above the escarpment. The shallow soils that 
presently exist on the site are largely the result of glacial activity and the subsequent high 
postglacial lake levels and subsequent flooding activity. (Ministry of Natural Resources, 
Ecological Survey of the Niagara Escarpment Biosphere Reserve, Volume 1 - Significant 
Natural Areas. 1996).  
 
Surficial soils are shallow to absent across this site. As shown in Map 5, the majority of the 
property is Breypen soils, which is primarily composed of mineral particles and drains rapidly. 
The nature of underlying bedrock, the impact of glacial and post-glacial activities, erosion and 
the influence of topography are the prime factors in the formation of the soil types found on the 
site. (Physiography of Southern Ontario, MNMD, OGS, 1984). 
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Map 4. Surficial geology at SRCA 
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Map 5. Soil type at SRCA 

 

5.3 Colpoyôs Bay 
 
SRCA is located on the northwest shore of Colpoyôs Bay, which is an inlet of Georgian Bay. The 
shoreline here below the Niagara Escarpment is cobble, with the tree line stretching right to the 
waterôs edge leaving a narrow band of gravel substrate visible. Shorelines like the one along 
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Colpoyôs Bay have been known to house numerous species at risk including; bald eagles, bank 
swallows, barn swallows and Eastern wood-pewee. The deeper waters of Colpoyôs Bay 
represent a good habitat for Lake Sturgeon and the tributaries for Northern Brooke Lamprey, 
both of which are species at risk (Georgian Bay Biosphere, 2022). Prey fish like deepwater 
ciscoes and lake herring were abundant and supported large fisheries for species such as lake 
trout and lake whitefish. However, factors like overfishing and the introduction of invasive 
species like sea lamprey, alewife, and rainbow smelt have significantly altered the fish 
community (Hendersen and Payne, 1988). 

 
5.4 Site Ecology  
 
The SRCA is located in the Great Lakes St. Lawrence Forest Region of Ontario (Ecodistrict 6E-
4) and the Meaford Ecodistrict (6E/4) (Wester et al., 2018), an area containing a mixture of 
coniferous and deciduous species. The forest species at this property include: White and Green 
Ash, Trembling and Large-tooth Aspen, American Beech, White Birch, Eastern White Cedar, 
Sugar Maple, Eastern Hemlock and Eastern White Pine.  
 
Due to the history of human activity on the site, in the form of a large, developed estate and 
small-scale agriculture there is a range of maturity present in the forested areas of the 
conservation area where the development occurred. The historical presence of ornamental 
estate gardens and orchards have left a remaining population of various fruit trees and roses 
that are present in a higher density than would be found naturally in this region.  

 

5.4.1 Ecological Lands Classification (ELC) 
 
Ecological Land Classification (ELC) is a system which enables the classification of 
vegetation systems throughout southern Ontario. ELC is used to identify recurring ecological 
patterns on the landscape to reduce complex natural variation to a reasonable number of 
meaningful ecosystem units. It is a useful tool for landscape planning and sustainable 
management of natural resources.  
 
Based on the results from the ELC surveys, there are 11 different ELC communities on this 
property. The most common vegetation type is Coniferous Forest (FOC), totaling almost 29 
hectares, or 28% of the property, followed by Mixed Forest (FOM) making up 23.56 hectares, or 
27%. A full list of the communities and percent cover is shown in Table 1 and Map 6. A more 
detailed breakdown of the ecosites and vegetation type can be found in Appendix A.  
 
 
Table 1. ELC Communities at SRCA 

ELC Code  Community  
Total 

Hectares  
Percentage of 

Total Area  

CLT Treed Cliff 1.48 1.69 

COI Foundations of Buildings 0.03 0.03 

COP Road and Parking Lot 0.34 0.39 

CUM Mineral Cultural Meadow 3.68 4.21 

CUP Cultural Plantation 4.12 4.72 

FOC Coniferous Forest 24.84 28.44 
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FOD Deciduous Forest 19.76 22.62 

FOM Mixed Forest 23.56 26.98 

MAS Organic Shallow Marsh 5.20 5.95 

SWC Coniferous Swamp 1.45 1.65 

TAT Carbonate Treed Talus 2.9 3.32 

Total:  87.36 100 
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Map 6. ELC Communities at SRCA 

 

5.4.2 Species at Risk (SAR) and Invasive Species 
 
For the purposes of this report Species at Risk (SAR) are defined as those designated by 
Federal and Provincial legislation shown in Table 2. Rare species include species designated as 
provincially rare (S1-S3) by the Natural Heritage Information Centre (NHIC), or locally rare by 
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local Field Naturalists (i.e., Joe Johnson ï MNR - Vascular Flora report 1990). 
 
Table 2. SAR Categories 

SARO & SARA 
Categories  

Definitions of Categories 

 

Special Concern 
(SC) 

refers to the species living in the wild in Ontario, that may become 
threatened due to a combination of biological characteristics and 
identified threats. 

Threatened (THR) 
refers to the species living in the wild in Ontario but is likely to become 
endangered if steps are not taken to address factors threatening it. 

Endangered (END) 
refers to the species still living in the wild in Ontario, but it is facing 
imminent extirpation or extinction. 

Extirpated  
refers to the species having lived in the wild in Ontario at one time, but 
no longer does. However, it does exist somewhere else in the world. 

Extinct refers to a species that no longer exists anywhere on the earth. 

 

Note:  SARA has the same categories and descriptions, but it is a Federal Regulation that 
pertains to all of Canada. 

 
The only encountered SAR plant in the Spirit Rock Conservation Area was a butternut tree 
sapling (Juglans cinerea) that was observed in the hardwood forest, (FOD). This species is 
listed on SARO and SARA as endangered and is declining due to a disease known as Butternut 
canker.  
 
Four auditory observations of a SAR bird, the eastern wood pewee was heard within the upland 
hardwood forest and mixed forest (FOD and FOM). This species is listed as Special Concern on 
SARO registry, meaning that they are at risk of becoming threatened by a combination of 
identified threats. This species has had significant declines in population abundance in recent 
years due to habitat loss. 
 
The Species at Risk that were observed during the field surveys are presented below in Table 3: 
 
Table 3. SAR at SRCA 

Species at Risk located in Spirit Rock Conservation Area Compartment # 156  

Common Name Scientific Name SARO Status SARA Status Taxa 

Butternut Juglans cinerea END END Plants 

Eastern Wood Pewee Contopus virens SC  SC Birds 

 
Vegetation species confirmation surveys have been conducted over a large portion of SRCA in 
which some invasive species were identified (Table 4).  
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Table 4. Invasive species at SRCA 

 

Invasive Species located in Spirit Rock Compartment # 156  

Common Name Scientific Name Taxa 
Number of 
Occurrences 

Average Pop 
Radius (m) 

Beech Bark Disease Nectria coccinea var, faginata Fungi 1 1 

Beech Scale Insect Cryptococcus fagisuga Insect 1 1 

Bells Honeysuckle Lonicera x bella Plants 3 10 

Oriental Bittersweet Celastrus orbiculatus Plants 1 3 

 
 

6.0 Site History  
 
This tract of land at the base of the Saugeen Bruce Peninsula is connected to the Saugeen and 
Nawash First Nations communities, as well as the establishment of the colonial community of 
Wiarton, through the early days of Canadian confederacy and into the modern era where it took 
on its current role as a conservation area. There is a lack of historical information on the specific 
location that is now Spirit Rock Conservation Area prior to the construction of the Corran estate 
in the 1880ôs. However, it is known that the region has longstanding importance to the Saugeen 
Ojibway Nation and Historic Saugeen Métis, a broader regional history has been included to 
supplement the lack of specifics available for the property itself.   

 
6.1 Indigenous History  
 
The history of Indigenous peoples along the shores of Lake Huron stretches back to the earliest 
records of human activity in the Great Lakes region. The early eras of human activity in the 
region during the Palaeo & Archaic periods leave little evidence of human life beyond stone 
tools and the remnants of settlements to reveal the migration of people across the land. With 
further development of technologies and more permanent settlements, the emergence of the 
Woodland Period provides much of the historical information we have on the pre-colonial era of 
Indigenous societies in North America (Gagne, 2015).  
 
Although there are few records of culture and peoples in the Paleo and Archaic Periods, life 
along the Great Lakes region is documented as being nomadic, due to the lifestyle that comes 
with hunting and gathering (Gagné, 2015). Semi-permanent settlements along rivers and bodies 
of water began to become more frequent and grew as the climate and environment shifted 
towards what the Europeanôs would find when they arrived in North America thousands of years 
later. As technology improved and the climate continued to become more hospitable and led to 
a slow transition towards the development of agricultural societies that arose in the Woodland 
period (Gagné, 2015).  
 
The Woodland Period saw a change in tools, including the bow and arrow and development of 
pottery. Maize was introduced to Southern Ontario during this period, further promoting the shift 
from subsistence hunting and gathering to a more stationary agricultural way of living. This shift 
allowed for a massive population expansion and the development of permanent villages that 
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consisted of large log houses (Gagné, 2015). 
 
Hunting and fishing supplemented the agricultural heavy diet, with proximity to the fishing 
bounty of Lake Huron and Georgian Bay whitefish, trout and sturgeon were the primary fish 
harvested (McMillian & Yellowhorn, 2004). Fishing was conducted primarily by netting off the 
Fishing Islands in Lake Huron. With the arrival of European settlers in the 1600ôs, local 
Indigenous populations were met with many challenges, including disease, conflict (from 
Europeans as well as other First Nations) and a series of land claims made by the Government 
beginning in the 1800ôs (McMullen, 1997). The Saugeen Ojibway Nation reserve lands today are 
comprised of the villages of Saugeen First Nation near Saugeen Shores, Neyaashiinigmiing at 
Cape Croker, and the hunting grounds north on the peninsula near Tobermory. 
 
For more information on Neyaashiinigmiing history, please visit their website here: About 
Chippewas of Nawash ï Chippewas of Nawash Unceded First Nation 
 
For more information on Saugeen First Nation history, please visit their website here: Home - 
Saugeen First Nation 
 

 
The Bruce Peninsula has also been home to the Historic Saugeen Métis (HSM) peoples who 
have lived along the eastern shore of Lake Huron and among the rivers and lakes of the region.  
Métis, meaning ómixedô in Latin, refers to individuals that have mixed Indigenous and European 
lineage, typically French, Irish, or Scottish (McArthur, McNab & McNab, 2013).  The HSM lived, 
fished, hunted, trapped, and harvested the lands and waters of the Saugeen-Bruce Peninsula, 
the Lake Huron proper shoreline and its watersheds, their traditional Métis territory.  
 
For more information on the Historic Saugeen Métis, please visit: About | Historic Saugeen 
Métis 

 
6.2 Alexander McNeill and The Corran  

 
The Corran is the main historical feature of the SRCA, construction of the once grand stone 
mansion began in 1881 under the direction of Alexander McNeill. McNeill (Figure 1) was an Irish 
lawman born in 1842 in County Antrim, Northern Ireland into wealth and nobility, who emigrated 
to Canada from Dublin in 1872 with his wife Hester (Figure 2) (Bartley,1990). McNeill studied 
law at Trinity College in Dublin. He was a staunch imperialist who believed in the British Empire 
and the Crown, which led to a successful political career after becoming established in Canada. 
The McNeillôs emigrated to Elderslie Township in 1871, to the farm that had belonged to his late 
brother-in-law John McNeill and in 1874 they welcomed their only son, Malcolm, to their family. 
In 1881, Alexander purchased the 300-acre parcel to the north of Wiarton along the Niagara 
Escarpment overlooking Colpoyôs Bay (Figure 3) on which he would establish his family estate, 
the Corran (Bartley, 1990). ñCorranò is a gaelic term meaning ña reaping hookò which in a 
geographical sense means a narrow, curved landform extending into water, often with strategic 
or scenic significance (Watson, 2004). The original Corran estate in Ireland overlooked the Irish 
Sea and the site in Wiarton was chosen due to its similarity to the landscape of the estate on 
which McNeill was raised (Durham, 1977). 

https://www.nawash.ca/about-chippewas-of-nawash/
https://www.nawash.ca/about-chippewas-of-nawash/
https://saugeenfirstnation.com/
https://saugeenfirstnation.com/
https://saugeenmetis.com/about/
https://saugeenmetis.com/about/
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Figure 1. Alexander McNeill (Victor Last Collection, 2010) 

 

 
Figure 2. Hester McNeill (Victor Last Collection, 2010) 
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Figure 3. Aerial view of the Corran ruins (Victor Last Collection, 2010) 

 
Construction on the estate began in 1882 for the extension of the Grand Trunk, Georgian Bay, & 
Lake Erie Railway to Wiarton in 1881. The extension of the rail line allowed for rapid movement 
of material for the construction of the estate (Jerome, 2017). Hester McNeil died in 1890 before 
the completion of the estate. Following her death Alfred Lewis and his wife, Sophia and their two 
daughters, Eva and Mary, were brought from England to stay at the manor, with Alfred to be the 
manager of the property (Jerome, 2017). Upon completion the large, stone manor, consisted of 
17 rooms, including a conservatory, library, a spacious kitchen, multiple drawing rooms, 
bedrooms, and servantsô quarters (Figures 4 and 5). In addition to the mansion, the grounds of 
the estate housed a cattle barn, ice shed, a small Delco generating plant, and two cottages that 
housed the estate manager, Mr. Lewis, and Mr. Escott, who was a relative of McNeill (Clout, 
1990). Apparently, there was a spiral staircase that replaced a wooden zig-zag staircase down 
to the bottom of the escarpment for the housekeeper to bring up water from the bay for tea, as 
McNeill preferred the soft bay water to the hard well water (Jerome, 2017).  
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Figure 4. The Corran mansion in it's prime (Victor Last Collection, 2010) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 5. Interpretive signage showing the floor plan 

 
In total there were roughly 3 acres of gardens at the Corran, including 500 rose bushes laid out 
in geometric beds (Figure 6), that included a unique black rose from Ireland rumored to be a 
cutting from the rose bush that Mary, Queen of Scots slept under before her execution in 1587. 
Rose blossoms were frequently given to guests after their departure from the house (Clout, 
1990). The grounds housed over 500 fruit trees, pear, apple and plum, all left unpruned at 
Alexanderôs direction as he believed the practice was harmful to the trees. Stone walkways lead 
from the gardens towards the escarpment overlooking Colpoyôs Bay with arbors for grape vines 
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lining the way, the grapes were used to make the communion wine for the Trinity Anglican 
Church in Wiarton (Bartley, 1990). While the gardens and orchards have not been maintained 
overtime the remains of the garden beds and orchards are still visible. The Corran additionally 
housed a cattle farm for which McNeil imported Durham Shorthorns from England. He became a 
contributor to early cattle breeding programs in Canada (Bartley, 1990).  
 

 
Figure 6. Gardens around the Corran 

 
Alexander McNeill was a loyalist member of the Conservative Party of the Canadian parliament 
where he sat as the Federal Member of Parliament for North Bruce between 1882 ï 1901. He 
was a supporter of the ideas of empire, imperialism, and the British Crown, while being against 
the influence of the Popery in governance. McNeill found himself as a member of the ñNoble 
13ò, also known as the ñDevilôs Dozenò, a group of politicians who frequently pushed John A. 
MacDonald over political disagreements. One more notable issue was the Jesuits Estate Act. To 
McNeill this act represented a violation of the separation of the church and state, the objections 
to this act were received well and seen as a movement towards Confederation (Armitage, 
1978). McNeill also supported Canadaôs willingness to fight for Britain if needed but strongly 
opposed Canadian involvement in South Africa where the British fought the Dutch. Despite 
conflict between the two in their political roles McNeill and MacDonald were friends until 
MacDonalds death in 1891 (Bartley, 1990). During his time as a member of parliament McNeill 
garnered a reputation for hosting lavish parties at the Corran, drawing affluent individuals from 
across Ontario to enjoy a day in the gardens overlooking the bay (Bartley, 1990).  
 
McNeill died in 1932 at age 90, having contributed significantly to the development of Wiarton 
and early Canadian politics over the course of his life (Bartley, 1990). Malcolm, McNeillôs only 
son, inherited the estate and McNeill fortune following his fatherôs death (Figure 7). Malcolm 
served in the First World War in the Royal Irish Rifles, following the war he lived as a gentleman 
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at the Corran (Durham, 1977). Malcolm did not have the same head for investment and 
business as his father and following a series of poor financial decisions he was forced to sell off 
20 acres of the estate at age 58. This sale was the only fracturing of the estate while under 
McNeill family ownership. Malcolmôs financial troubles continued as he aged, the Corran slowly 
dwindled in neglect until his death in 1956. Malcolm was buried with his parents in the Colpoyôs 
Bay Cemetery (Armitage, 1978).  
 

 
Figure 7. Malcolm McNeill (Victor Last Collection, 2010) 

Malcolm died unmarried and passed the Corran on to Sally Simmons, his housekeeper of 20 
years. Unfortunately for Sally, Malcolm owed money to many lenders, and she struggled to 
retain ownership of the Corran, in 1960 the estate was sold to a Mr. Franklin out of Willowdale, 
Toronto. The new owners tried to return the estate to its former splendor but by 1964 the state 
of the Corran was poor (Armitage, 1978). The windows of the stone mansion had all been 
broken, doors smashed from their frames, light fixtures ripped out, the staircase and furniture 
destroyed, and books torn and dumped down the well. To restore the Corran to its former 
splendor, the new owner, Mr. Franklin, hired a Mr. Fred Hensler to revitalize the estate. This 
effort ultimately failed, and the property was sold to the Sauble Valley Conservation Authority in 
1971, initially totaling an area of 4.4 ha with an additional 82 ha purchased in 1973 (Armitage, 
1978). Vandalism of the site continued until 1976 when a fire nearly burned the Corran to the 
ground, the limestone walls and foundation are all that remain standing of the mansion. 
Following the fire, the walls of the Corran were capped in 1978 to prevent more damage, and 
today the shell of the mansion and barn are all that remain of the original structures (Armitage, 
1978).  
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6.3 The Legend of Spirit Rock  
 
The ñLegend of Spirit Rockò is perhaps less of a legend and more of a trope that was common 
among tourist destinations during the late 1800ôs and into the 1900ôs. While it may not bear 
much legitimacy in connection to the neighbouring Indigenous communities of Nawash or 
Saugeen it does persist as a local legend and part of the Spirit Rock Conservation Area history 
ï after all, it is how the property got its name. According to an article in The Country Connection 
Magazine (Winter/Spring 2013) called ñWhispers of the Pastò by Judy J. Thompson, there are 
three different versions told. All of the versions follow a similar theme of Romeo and Juliet, 
where the daughter of one First Nation band chief falls in love with a chief from a rival First 
Nation band. They get married and are banished by their bands. Their deaths are captured in 
different versions as well, but the outcome of all is that their bodies lie at the bottom of ñSpirit 
Rockò.  
 
The other legend is that if you stand at the bottom of Spirit Rock Lookout, or view Spirit Rock 
from Colpoyôs Bay, when the lighting is right, you can see the outline of an Indigenous woman 
and the trees look like a headdress. Figure 8 is ñSpirit Rockò from below.  
 

 
Figure 8. Spirit Rock cliff face 

 
An article written by Gerald Wright for the Kitchener-Waterloo Record was shared in the Spirit 
Rock Express in 1986. In this article, a Mrs. Irene Akiwenzie of Cape Croker who descended 
from Ojibwa chiefs believes this legend to be true and that the girl was probably Ojibwa because 
of the home territory, which would make the captor Iroquois as the traditional enemy of this 
area. The article goes on to note that W.G Cheshire, a Wiarton historian who died in 1974 at the 
age of 91, spent most of his life investigating and recording the areaôs history. He believed the 
incident did happen approximately 100 years ago before settlement.  
 
Additionally, the article mentions that a local named Jim Miller and friends were skating on 
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Colpoyôs Bay near Spirit Rock when they stopped to take a break. They noticed a cave/crevice 
at the rock and went inside, where they discovered two skeletons inside. They were brought to 
Wiartonôs coroner at the time, Dr. R.M Fisher, who examined them and pronounced them to be 
Indigenous origin and had them buried. It doesnôt say where they were buried. 

 

Figure 9 displays another article from the Toronto Star detailing the legend and local opinion 
regarding its origin and legitimacy. The article provides context for the legend associated with 
SRCA, and some loose evidence used to support it. However, it also contains a counter to its 
legitimacy, large in part due to the tourism aspect associated with the property at the time of the 
legends emergence. While it is likely that the site saw Indigenous people well before settlement, 
at this time GSCA is unaware of any archeological relics or sites present at SRCA or any 
cultural practices regarding the property. 
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Figure 9. Newspaper article 
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7.0 Site Analysis:  Visitor Numbers , Engagement  and Feedback  
 
Spirit Rock Conservation Area is a unique property, drawing several different types of users and 
visitors. The Bruce Trail connection allows for convenient access to Spirit Rock Conservation 
Area from Wiarton. It is assumed that many visitors stop here on their way to/from Tobermory.  
 
A full overview of visitor numbers and feedback can be found in Appendix B. 

 
7.1 Visitor Numbers  
 
Over the last six years, there were approximately 60,000 visitors per year on average that 
visited SRCA during the operational months of May ï October. This data was obtained by 
extrapolating car counter data with an estimated 2.7 guests per vehicle. Figure 10 shows the 
number of visitors.  
 

 
 
Figure 10. Visitation at SRCA 

 

7.2 Draft Plan Feedback  
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Based on phone conversations with several neighbours and partner agencies, the general 
consensus is that the property is great the way it is but needs some sprucing up. These 
individuals felt that nothing needed to be added to or changed with the property, other than 
possibly making the entrance and driveway safer. There were also strong feelings of focusing 
more on the settlement history with the McNeillôs as there is factual data to support the timeline, 
rather than continuing to promote the Legend of Spirit Rock, which has very little data to support 
its validity.  

 

7.3 Survey Results and Stakeholder Feedback  
 
Participants were asked about the current state of the Conservation Area on a scale of 1-5 with 
1 being ñpoorò and 5 being ñexcellentò. The overall state of the Conservation Area was rated 
ñok/goodò by 76% of respondents, and the trail network was rated ñgood/excellentò by 73%. 70% 
said the quality of signage was ñgood or acceptableò. The availability and cost of parking was 
rated as ñokò. 
 

 
Figure 11. Current state of SRCA 
 
Access to friendly, responsive staff was ranked very unimportant and not important by 60% of 
respondents. Similarly, 64% said that weekend programming was not important or very 
unimportant. Clear information about visitor rules and safety was ranked highly, with 66% saying 
it was important or very important. Access to clean washrooms was important or very important 
to 69% of participants. 60% said well-kept parking areas were important/very important. 
Outreach materials were of interest to survey participants, as 65% said a useful visitor guide 
was important and 61% would like to see interpretive signage. Picnicking had mixed reviews, as 
a sheltered picnic area and picnic tables were split amongst all five ratings. Accessibility also 
varied with 54% saying it was somewhat important/important. But only 20% said it was very 
important, and 14% said it was very unimportant.  
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Figure 12. Amenities ranking at SRCA 
 

8.0 Management  Classification and  Zones  
 
Property classification and zoning ensure that additional development and permitted 
recreational activities are focused for the properties and implemented in areas that are most 
suited for a particular use.  
 
8.1 Classification  
 
Parks and open spaces in NEPOSS are assigned a classification based on the predominant 
characteristics of the property which provides planning and management direction. There are six 
classification types: Nature Reserve, Natural Environment, Recreation, Cultural Heritage, 
Escarpment Access and Resource Management Areas. Spirit Rock Conservation Area is 
classed as a Natural Environment property as per Appendix 1 of the NEP. 

Natural Environment lands are characterized by the variety and combination of outstanding 
natural heritage features, cultural heritage features and breath-taking landscape. Natural 
Environment lands provide opportunities for the protection of these important features. 
Development in these areas provides the facilities and amenities required to support day use 
activities. Development will occur in appropriate zones within the property and be conducted in 
an environmentally sustainable manner. As a Natural Environment class conservation area, 
SRCA plays an important role in connecting people with cultural heritage and nature and allows  

visitors to engage in a variety of activities and develop a deep sense of appreciation for our 
natural spaces. 

0 10 20 30 40 50

Access to friendly, responsive staff

Useful visitor guides and trail maps available

Clear information about rules and visitor safety

Access to clean washroom facilities

Sheltered picnic areas

Picnic tables and benches

Well-kept roads and parking areas

Interpretive Signage

Weekend programing

Accessibility

What Amenities are Important to you?

5-Very important 4-Important 3-Somewhat important 2-Not important 1-Very unimportant



 

36 | P a g e  
 

One of the main low impact activities that SRCA offers is hiking through the Bruce Trail and 
Bruce Side Trail, which plays an important role as a greenspace provider where people can feel 
close to nature and develop a deep sense of appreciation for our natural spaces. 
 
8.2 Zoning  
 
Zoning focuses on development programming and restoration activities in appropriate areas. 
Each zone represents an area that has distinct management needs based on the existing 
natural heritage features, existing cultural heritage features, visitor needs and access, suitability 
for sustainable development and opportunities for recreation. These zones are determined by 
the Ministry of Natural Resources as per the NEP and include Nature Reserve, Natural 
Environment, Cultural Heritage, Development, Access, and Resource Management. This plan 
proposes SRCA be broken up into five zones, as shown in Table 5 and Map 7. Map 8 shows 
where future infrastructure is planned within each zone.  
 
 
Table 5. Zone descriptions and functions in SRCA 

Zone Type  
Total Size  

Hectares  (%) 
Function  

Summary of Permitted 
Uses  

Nature Reserve  
 

80.4 (92%) 

Includes the most 
sensitive natural 

heritage features and 
areas that require 

careful management to 
ensure long-term 

protection. 

Management activities may 
include protection and 

restoration-based activities. 
Visitor uses are limited or 
restricted. Development is 

generally restricted to trails, 
necessary signs, interpretive 
facilities (where warranted), 
temporary research facilities 
and conservation practices. 

Natural  
Environment  

6 (7%) 

Functions as a buffer 
between 

Development/Historical 
Zones and Nature 

Reserve Zones. These 
include aesthetic 

landscapes. 

A minimum level of 
development is permitted to 
support low- to moderate-

intensity recreational  
activities. This includes trails,  
necessary signs and minimal  

interpretive facilities. 

Cultural Heritage  0.9 (1%) 

Historical Zones 
include significant 
archaeological or 
cultural heritage 

features or areas that 
require management 
that will ensure long-
term protection of the 

significant feature. 

Management activities may 
include the protection, 

restoration, and  
interpretation of McNeill 
Estate and barn ruins. 

Access  0.2 (0%) 

Areas designated to 
provide access, 

orientation, recreational 
or operational facilities 
(e.g., visitor centres, 
maintenance centres, 

parking lots. Etc.) 

At SRCA, this is limited to 
driveways and parking 

areas, as well as the vault 
washroom. 
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Map 7. Management Zones at SRCA 
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Map 8. Infrastructure within Zones at SRCA 

9.0 Development Concepts  

The plan directions describe the specific projects, such as a piece of capital infrastructure, 
programming or decisions or policy approaches that together will achieve the vision, 
commitments, and objectives for Spirit Rock Conservation Area. The development of the 
directions was guided by past management plans, ecological inventories, the zoning framework, 
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and the broader objectives of GSCA, the NEPOSS and regional partners, and informed through 
public, stakeholder, partner and agency consultation. 

Based on this input, there are three proposed Action Areas: 

1. Improve the Visitor Experience 

2. Enhance and Celebrate Cultural Heritage 

3. Operations/Risk Management 

 
9.1 Action 1: Improve the Visitor Experience  
 

The visitor experience and connecting people to the conservation area is a fundamental aspect 
of this plan and several of the directions are focused on improvements and enhancements in 
this area. Table 6 shows a summary table with the deliverables and associated timelines under 
this Action.  

9.1.1 Poison Ivy 
 

Poison ivy is dominating certain sections of the Bruce Trail. Poison ivy is a native species, and 
management would require extensive herbicide application which has the potential to impact 
other native species. The approach used by the BTC is to educate visitors that the plant is 
present using signage and messaging, and to wear appropriate footwear and clothing. GSCA 
will work with the Peninsula Bruce Trail Club to ensure that signage is installed where needed.  

 

9.1.2 Improved Entryway & Parking 
 
The property currently has a single entrance and exit located off Highway 6. Access is provided 
by a one-lane road leading to the parking area, which accommodates approximately ten 
vehicles. Visitor traffic increases significantly during the summer months as travelers use 
Highway 6 to and from Tobermory. With these seasonal demands and long-term planning over 
the next 20 years in mind, an expansion of the parking lot and improvements to the access road 
are necessary. The proposed work includes widening the existing road to allow vehicles to pass 
safely, which will require selective tree removal, grading, and the placement of gravel fill. The 
parking area will be expanded into the open field area to the north, to accommodate ten more 
vehicles. 
 

9.1.3 Signage 

 
Visual accessibility regarding signage is also of increasing importance at outdoor areas and will 
be a priority for GSCA in the coming years. For many visitors, English is not their first language, 
and the overuse of signage lately has made it challenging for people to understand the rules of 
the property. To help improve communications, future signage will use more symbols and 
colours rather than text.  
 
Signage updates will be as follows: 
 

¶ A new large trail map display in the parking area to show the trails and the varying level 
of difficulty as well as time and distance (example from Inglis Falls Conservation Area in 
Figure 5).  
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¶ New trail wayfinding signage throughout the network to match the one on the trailhead 
sign. 

¶ An update to permitted use signage to include a more visually appealing design that 
incorporates GSCA branding and icons (Figure 6 for example). 

¶ Interpretive signage updates to ensure political correctness and refresh with GSCA 
branding.  

¶ Replacement of the interpretive signage located on Bayview Street, in partnership with 
Wiarton Rotary. The panel on the left was removed several years ago due to use of 
politically incorrect terminology describing Indigenous peoples. 

¶ New interpretive signage at certain parts of the trail network to talk about the ecology of 
the area, different species and local history. 

¶ Adding a land acknowledgement to the trailhead sign and some translation into 
Anishinaabemowin language on interpretive signs (where applicable). 
 

 

Figure 13. Trailhead signage example 
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Figure 14. Permitted uses sign example (Conservation Halton, 2021) 
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Figure 15. Interpretive signage located on Bayview Street at the Bruce Trail entrance to the 
property 

 

Table 6. Action 1 Workplan.  

Action 1 ï 
Improve Visitor 

Experience  

Potential Deliver 
Partners  

Timeline  Cost Estimate  
Management 

Zone/NEC Permit  

Improved access 
road into site  

BTC 
Medium  

(3-7 years) 
$15,000 Access/Yes 

Parking area 
expansion 

BTC 
Medium 

(3-7 years) 
$7,000 Access/Yes 

Design and install 
wayfinding 

signage 
BTC Short (1-3 years) $400 Several/No 

Design and install 
trailhead signage 

BTC, TSBP Short (1-3 years) $1,600 Access/No 

Update existing 
interpretive 
signage and 
create new 

signage 

Wiarton Rotary, 
BTC, Bruce 

County Museum, 
Bruce County 

Historical Society, 
TOSBP, Local 

Indigenous 
Communities 

Short (1-3 years) $1,200 Several/No 

Pruning trees to BTC, GSCA Short (1-3 years) In Kind Several/No 
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improve the view 
from the lookout 

 

 
9.2 Action 2: Enhance and Celebrate Cultural Heritage   
 
Cultural heritage features at this property, which are also considered capital assets, include: the 
Corran Ruins, the barn ruins and the spiral staircase. These features require separate attention 
and planning given their historic and cultural nature. Table 7 summarizes the goals within this 
Action area. 
 

9.2.1 The Corran Ruins 
 

The Corran is a unique and historic feature on the edge of the Niagara Escarpment overlooking 
Colpoyôs Bay (Figure 15 and 16); however the remains of the manor continue to deteriorate 
each year due to natural weathering and vandalism. The manor will never return to its former 
splendor but letting it degrade is not an option either. GSCA has put thousands of dollars into 
masonry work to try and maintain the shell of the building and the plan is to continue to do so. 

 
Figure 16. The Corran ruins 
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Figure 17. Stone repointing on the Corran in 2023 

 
9.2.2 The Barn Ruins 
 
Unfortunately, the barn ruins have been severely dismantled over the years, to the point where 
they may not be able to be restored (Figures 17 and 18). Through this plan, GSCA will hire a 
stone mason to inspect these ruins and determine what options are available. 
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Figure 18. Barn Ruins (2020) 

 

 
Figure 19. Barn Ruins (2020) 
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9.2.3 The Spiral Staircase 

 

The spiral staircase was constructed in 1986 to replace the historic wooden one. The staircase 
winds its way up the sheer face of the Escarpment, providing a magnified view of cliff ecology. 
The design and construction won the Niagara Escarpment Development Achievement Award in 
1988. The spiral staircase was updated in 2018, and the plan is to maintain this structure in its 
current capacity.  

 

 
Figure 20. The spiral staircase 
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Table 7. Action 2 Workplan 

Action 2 ï 
Enhance and 
Celebrate 
Cultural Heritage  

Potential Deliver 
Partners  

Timeline  Cost Estimate  Management 
Zone/NEC Permit  

The Corran BTC, TOSBP, 
Bruce County 
Historical Society 

Medium (3-7 
years) 

$15,000 Cultural 
Heritage/No 

Investigate 
options for the 
Barn Ruins 

BTC, Bruce 
County Historical 
Society 

Short (1-3 years) $1,000 Cultural 
Heritage/No 

Spiral Staircase BTC, TSBP Medium (3-7 
years) 

$35,000 Access/Yes 

 

9.3 Action 3: Operations/Risk Management  
 
Ongoing operations and risk management at this property is very important and encompasses 
activities like inspections, road repairs and hazard tree removal. Items in this Action are harder 
to plan for as they are often on a case-by-case basis and can come up unexpectedly. Table 8 
summarizes these deliverables.  

 

9.3.1 Risk Management  

 
Since the release of the last Master Plan in 1981 and the Interpretive Strategy and Signage Plan 
in 1992, the rise of social media has greatly shaped the way individuals share their experience 
at properties. Unlike other GSCA properties, SRCA does not have regular trespassing issues or 
emergency rescues. Keeping the lookout areas trimmed back to provide a nice view will help to 
keep visitors from going off trail where there is potential for injury.  
 
The walls of the Corran do pose a safety concern should they fail unexpectedly. The structure is 
inspected seasonally upon opening and closing, as well as weekly during the summer months 
by gate staff on site. The Bruce Trail Conservancy also does regular inspections of the trail and 
are quick to report any risk management issues on the property.  

 
9.3.2 Ash Management 

 
The Emerald Ash Borer (EAB) is a non-native invasive insect that was first identified near 
Detroit Michigan in 2002 and shortly afterwards in Essex County Ontario. EAB is known to 
attack all native ash species (Fraxinus sp.) by boring into the conductive tissues (xylem and 
phloem) and stopping the supply of water and nutrients. Within its native range, there are 
several predators that sufficiently control the population size of EAB. In North America, the 
known predators are not able to sufficiently control its population or spread. EAB has been 
found throughout the GSCA watershed and is expected to be more widespread than in areas 
that have been identified.   
 
It is challenging to assess the health of an EAB-infected ash tree as the decay occurs on the 
inside. Trees that may appear to be healthy can decline rapidly by the next season. This poses 
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a risk to GSCA property users, especially given the number of ash trees found along trail 
networks. GSCA has developed an Ash Management Strategy 
 

9.3.3 Hunting 

 

Hunting has historically been permitted on this property, but not within 500 meters of the Corran. 
As a popular Conservation Area and within close proximity to the Town of Wiarton, through this 
management plan GSCA will be changing this permitted use to no longer permit hunting.  
 

9.3.4 What3words 

What3words is a phone application used to help find an individual that may be lost or injured on 
a property. They have divided the world into 3-metre squares and gave each square a unique 
combination of three words, making it the easiest way to find and share exact locations. Visitor 
safety is of high importance, and in order to assist emergency services, GSCA will promote use 
of what3words on GSCA properties via signage and online communications. 

 
Table 8. Action 3 Workplan 

Action 3 ï 
Operations/Risk 
Management  

Potential Deliver 
Partners  

Timeline  Cost Estimate  Management 
Zone/NEC Permit  

Ash Management BTC, TOSBP, 
Bruce County 
Historical Society 

Medium (3-7 
years) 

$15,000 Several/No 

What3Words BTC Short (1-3 years) In Kind Several/No 

 
10.0 Effectiveness Monitoring  

The SRMP is a 20-year plan. Consistent with the timing requirements laid out for 
implementation (Tables 6-8 in Section 9) many works identified will occur within 15 years after 
Plan approval. A progress report will be completed every five years to determine which 
deliverables have been met. This report will also include a new public survey to gain an analysis 
of visitor data.  

 
Table 9. Effectiveness Monitoring Plan 

Action Area  Deliverable  Metric  

 

Improved access road 
Access road now allows safe 
passage of two cars 

Wayfinding signage 6 new wayfinding signs 

Trailhead signage 
One new trailhead sign added near 
the parking area 

Interpretive signage 

5 existing interpretive signs 
updated, 4 new interpretive signs 
added 
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Tree pruning 

Lookout area and top of spiral 
staircase have trees pruned to 
improve the view of Colpoyôs Bay 

2- Enhance and Celebrate 
Cultural Heritage 

The Corran 
Corran updated as per GSCA's 
Asset Management Plan 

The Barn Ruins 
Restoration direction is developed 
for the barn ruins 

Spiral Staircase 
Spiral staircase updated as per 
GSCA's Asset Management Plan 

3 - Operations/Risk 
Management 

Ash Management 

All ash trees removed within 
striking distance of trails and 
access areas 

Promote What3Words 
Logo incorporated on all map 
signage 
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Map Disclaimer  
 

Grey Sauble Conservation (GSC) makes regular edits to regulation and base data mapping 
based on the most current information. By using and/or downloading this data the user agrees 
to inform GSC of any errors in the mapping.  All of the included mapping is made available "AS 
IS", "AS AVAILABLE", and "WITH ALL FAULTS" without representations or warranties of any 
kind, either express or implied, as to the accuracy, completeness, reliability, currency, 
merchantability, fitness for purpose, title or otherwise.    
  

The entire risk as to the results and performance of the Map Products, IP, Data and Third Party 
Data is assumed by the user. The user shall indemnify and save harmless the GSC, its directors 
and officers, its representatives and employees, and Third Parties (collectively, the Indemnitee") 
from and against any and all liabilities, damages, costs or expenses awarded against or incurred 
or suffered by the Indemnitee arising out of any action or proceeding commenced or maintained 
by any entity in respect of the users use of the Maps, Data, IP or Third Party Data.  
    
Produced by GSC with Data supplied under License by Members of the Ontario Geospatial 
Data Exchange. © King's Printer for Ontario and its licensors. [2023] May Not be Reproduced 
without Permission. THIS IS NOT A PLAN OF SURVEY. The use of these Data does not 
constitute an endorsement by the MNR or the Ontario Government of use of such Data.   
 

By accepting this data you are agreeing not to edit this data. You also agree to inform GSC of 
any errors in mapping or missing base features that you are aware of.  
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1.0 Introduction  
 
Spirit Rock Conservation Area is located a few minutes north of Wiarton and is owned and 
operated by the Grey Sauble Conservation Authority (GSCA). The Grey Sauble Conservation 
Authority was established in 1985 with the amalgamation of the former North Grey Region and 
Sauble Valley Conservation Authorities to undertake programs designed to further the 
conservation, development, and management of renewable resources within its area of 
jurisdiction. GSCAôs vision is a healthy watershed environment in balance with the needs of 
society.  
 
As part of GSCA ós Natural Heritage mapping, vegetation community surveys, Species at Risk 
(SAR) surveys and Invasive Species surveys are being conducted within the GSCA watershed to 
provide a better understanding of the ecological health of our watershed. 
 
The most signiýcant natural features within this region, include the Niagara Escarpment with its 
cliffs and associated upland forests, the scenic views of Colpoyôs Bay, and connections to the 
Bruce Trail allowing access to the shoreline of Colpoyôs Bay, are all found within the Spirit Rock 
Conservation Area. 

2.0 Study Area Description  
 

2.1 General Site Description and History 
 

Spirit Rock Conservation Area (SRCA) is located along the northwestern shore of Colpoyôs Bay 
(Within Georgian Bay) just north of Wiarton, Ontario (Figure 1).  The property is approximately 
87 hectares (ha) (214 acres) in size. It is located within the Town of South Bruce Peninsula in 
Conc. 24, Lot A & Conc. 25, Lot PT. A. This property is bounded by Colpoyôs Bay (Georgian 
Bay) to the east, forested private property, and then the Town of Wiarton to the south, Highway 
6 and private property (mostly forested) to the west, and open private property to the north.  
 
The focal point of this conservation area is the impressive views from the Bruce Trail that runs 
along the top of the Niagara Escarpment and the spiral staircase that allows access down the 
escarpment to the waterôs edge. This property is also the historic location of the McNeill estate, 
a residential home known as The Corran, which includes the ruins of the main house, a barn 
and remnants of several gardens and orchards throughout the property. 
 
The property was purchased by Grey Sauble Conservation Authority in 1976 and is now a 
popular tourist destination for sightseers and hikers as the property is connected to the Bruce 
Trail. The conservation area includes a parking lot, pit toilet facilities, picnic tables situated next 
to the ruins of the main house, as well as lookouts with views of Colpoyôs Bay, and a spiral 
staircase along the Bruce Trail that allows access to the bottom of the cliff and to the Bruce Trail 
along the shoreline of Colpoyôs Bay. This property also contains side trails for hiking with views 
over the bay at various locations.    
 
The entire subject area is within the boundaries of the Niagara Escarpment Natural Area which 
is regulated by the Niagara Escarpment Commission (NEC). This property is also a part of the 
Niagara Escarpment Parks and Open Spaces System (NEPOSS). 
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    Figure 1 ï Site Location Map 
























































