Driveway Entrance and Roadway Occupancy Permit Applications in Bala
should be

Complete and Correct
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Permit Applications

S

= We appreciate the Engineering and Public Works
Department’s consideration and response to the many

concerns

e We understand such applications should be judged on traffic
management and the functioning of the road

= However, the District’s October 14, 2008 Resolution
showed that the proponent should first have all

applicable approvals

* And the Township’s 2008 Resolutions have an obligation to
ensure the proponent has all environmental approvals and
heritage impact assessments

= Also, the proponent has submitted information that
has errors, oversights, and omissions
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Bala Falls Road meets Muskoka Road 169 in a “T” intersection
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“T” intersection at Bala Falls.Road

32' of guardrail would be removed in-line with
this intersection
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CROWN LANDS SOUTH OF BALA NORTH DAM AT NEW POWERSTATION
LGHT VEHICLES, CARS AND PICKUP TRUCKS, WOULD USE THE ACCESS WHILE COMFORMING TO NORMAL TRAFFIC CRITERIA.
LARGE LOADS AND LONG LOADS REGUIRE FLAGMAN

HEAVY VEHICLES SUCH AS DUMP TRUCKS AND CONCRETE MIXER TRUCKS ARE EXPECTED TO THE MOST FREQUENT USERS. THERE ARE
S POTENTIAL TRAFFIC MOVEMENTS AT THIS LOCATION. THESE HEAVY VEHICLES WOULD USE THE FOLLOWING PROTOCOLS IN NORMAL
TRAFFIC CONDITIONS:

SOUTHBOUND ENTERING

—THE TURNING MOVEMENT IS A RIGHT HAND TURN. NO FLAGMAN OR SIGNAL SEQUENCING REQUIRED.

SOUTHBOUND EXITING

= THE TURNING MOVEMENT IS A RIGHT HAND TURN. NO FLAGMAN OR SIGNAL SEQUENCING REQUIRED.

NORTHBOUND ENTERING

= THE TURNING MOVEMENT IS A LEFT HAND TURN. FLAGMAN REQUIRED AS ENTRY AREA IN RESTRICTED AND LOW SPEED ENTRY IS

PER OPSD 922430
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Removed

Proposed
retaining wall

guardrail

During proposed construction there would be a 50'-deep
excavation errant cars could fall into 5 of 15
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Shoulder widening requires retaiping"wall

Retaining wall width—

= Adequately strong guardrail likeély requires wider retaining
wall
* Would it fit on District property

= Ontario Building Code requires fence at top
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Infringement on District propefty
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Parts of proposed generating station are shown as
built on District property
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Cofferdam in Bala North Channeél

Truck backing into north channel !?

BALA FALLS ROAD
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Proponent’s application drawing NBC-03

Proponent’s 2012 Environmental
Assessment, Figure 5.1

= Blasted rock loaded into dump trucks at Bala north channel
e Requires a much larger cofferdam area than in either 2009 or 2012
Environmental Assessments and approvals
* Drawing attempts to hide this inconvenient truth
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Letter from District to proponefit

i il
23 months ago

= June 18, 2012 letter from District to

proponent asks ...

“Option 1 requires work to be undertaken in
close proximity to the bridge on Muskoka
Road 169 upstream of the dam. Further
details are required as to how this work will

be carried out to ensure that the bridge is
unaffected either by construction or by the
long term effects of changes in water flow
and/or direction.”

“ THE DISTRICT MUNICIPALITY OF NUSKOKA

IGINEERING AND PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
LN

June 18, 2012
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RE: Motice Of The Filing Of An Addendum To

i Sersening ponent was
The [ . 2000, from
former " he existing tobe
concem
When the North Bala Fals Smal Project 2007
2008, Option and

All Muskoka Distict Roads are eontralied access highways and, as-with Option 2. an entranoe permit will
required. However, Road 160 is mare
ienging under Option 1. Recsipt of further detalls regaraing your proposls for 3coess to e property

close Mushoka Road 169 upsiream
the bridge is

b ~
inafiected either by construciion or by the Jong term efiects of changes in water fow andor direcbon.
gt dge and

Managing Our Legacy Toqgethier
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Township Resolutions

BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Council of the Township of Muskoka Lakes. cancurs ‘in principle”. that the:

Drstnct ‘BE T RESOLVED THAT: 14 Gouncl of e Townh s of Msskoka Lskes recomands o the My of
opaity heused located an he south side of he Baie
Fails North Dam, by Switt River Energy, as part of 8 new generating faciity. af subj Shen P ikt
pudlic input and successiul completion of the requred Environmental Screening. 1 f——
e on e fols. and hat
2 e
echutug
RECORDED VOTE: NAYS  YEAS.
COUNCILLOR ARNEY
COUNCILLOR DAVIDSON —_ =
COUNCILLOR DENYAR
'COUNCILLOR ELUIS.
COUNGILLOR GRADY = =
COUNCILLOR MARTIN =
COUNCILLOR WALLACE = = WOTION DEFEATED
MAYOR PRYKE MOTION CARRIED H
TOTALS S s
T S
BECORDED VOTE: NAYS YEAS MAYOR
COUNCILLOR ARNEY _—
COUNCILLOR DAVIDSON
COUNCILLOR DENYA
COUNCILLOR ELLIS -
COUNCILLOR GRADY
COUNCILLOR HARE MOTION DEFEATED 0
COUNCILLOR MAR
COUNCILLOR THOMPSON HOTION CARRIED
<
TOTALS = =

MAYOR

= Considering use of Municipal land for Option 2
e July 8, 2008: “Township ... concurs ‘in principle’ ... subject to ...
successful completion of the required Environmental Screening”

e October 21, 2008: “Township ... recommends ... that the environmental
screening ... include ... the heritage value of the North Bala Falls and
any related heritage impact the hydro ... station may have on the falls”
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= Resolution to consider providing Municipal land for Option 2 ...

e “...is conditional upon ... compliance with all applicable approvals by

the proponent”
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Proponent needs other approvalsfirst

" Proponent still needs

e Plans and Specifications approval from the Ministry of Natural
Resources, under the Lakes and Rivers Improvement Act

* Environmental approval for cofferdam in Bala north channel

e Approval from Transport Canada under the Navigation Protection
Act for impacts on marine navigation

e Given trucks turning, construction of bridge over Bala north falls,
trees removed, all disturbing the soil in Margaret Burgess Park, an
Archaeological and Heritage Impact Assessment is required
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Applications are incomplete™

® This is an unusual situation

e Green Energy Act does not permit most planning processes

e Proponent has not been forthcoming with requested information

e Little recourse if major problems are later encountered (proponent
has no assets, no operations, no employees, and no income)

* This application is one of the few opportunities District has to
ensure proposed project is well-planned

= 2008 Resolutions require proponent have all approvals

= District should require same quality of work as other

important approvals — such as for building permits
e Submitted information must be complete and correct
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Errors, oversights, and omissiofis

= Guardrail opening dangerous

= Required retaining wall may not fit

= Retaining wall needs a fence

" Infringement on District property

= North channel Environmental Assessment approval
= Report to District on work at bridge

A complete and correct application is required so
public can know in advance what the impact of

this very disruptive proposal would be
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Review of applications should be.deférred

e . -

= Until proponent has all other required approvals
e As required by District’s and Township’s 2008 Resolutions

= Until proponent submits complete and correct

information
e Proponent has had ample time to get this right
e There’s no reason to accept such incomplete work
e Public deserves to know this private developer’s plans for this public
property
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