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Permit Applications

We appreciate the Engineering and Public Works 
Department’s consideration and response to the many  
concerns
• We understand such applications should be judged on traffic• 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• 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 s bmitted information thatAlso, the proponent has submitted information that 
has errors, oversights, and omissions 
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Beside Purk’s PlaceMargaret Burgess Park

Diver’s Point

Proposed site

Moon River
Bala North 

Moon River Channel

Lake Muskoka

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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ProposedRemoved 

During proposed construction there would be a 50'‐deep 
excavation errant cars could fall into

retaining wallguardrail
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Shoulder widening requires retaining wall

Force of impact

10' 
drop

Ad t l t d il lik l i id t i i

Retaining wall width

Adequately strong guardrail likely requires wider retaining 
wall
• Would it fit on District propertyp p y

Ontario Building Code requires fence at top
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Infringement on District property

2' over 

1' over 
property line

2  over 
property line

Parts of proposed generating station are shown asParts of proposed generating station are shown as 
built on District property
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Cofferdam in Bala North Channel
Truck backing into north channel !?Truck backing into north channel !?

Cofferdam
area

Proponent’s application drawing NBC-03
Proponent’s 2012 Environmental 

Assessment, Figure 5.1

Blasted rock loaded into dump trucks at Bala north channel
• Requires a much larger cofferdam area than in either 2009 or 2012 
En ironmental Assessments and appro alsEnvironmental Assessments and approvals

• Drawing attempts to hide this inconvenient truth
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Letter from District to proponent

J ne 18 2012 letter from District to

23 months ago

June 18, 2012 letter from District to 
proponent asks ...
“Option 1 requires work to be undertaken inOption 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 willdetails 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 flowlong term effects of changes in water flow 
and/or direction.”
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Township Resolutions

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

• October 21, 2008:  “Township … recommends … that the environmental 
screening include the heritage value of the North Bala Falls andscreening … 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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District Resolution, October 14, 2008

Resolution to consider providing Municipal land for Option 2 …
• “… is conditional upon … compliance with all applicable approvals by 
the proponent”the proponent
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Proponent needs other approvals first

Proponent still needsProponent still needs
• 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

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

• 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 situationThis is an unusual situation
• Green Energy Act does not permit most planning processes
• Proponent has not been forthcoming with requested information
• Little recourse if major problems are later encountered (proponent• 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 plannedensure proposed project is well‐planned

2008 Resolutions require proponent have all approvals

District should require same quality of work as otherDistrict should require same quality of work as other 
important approvals – such as for building permits
• Submitted information must be complete and correct
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Errors, oversights, and omissions

Guardrail opening dangerousGuardrail opening dangerous

Required retaining wall may not fit

Retaining wall needs a fenceRetaining wall needs a fence

Infringement on District property

North channel Environmental Assessment approvalNorth 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 deferred

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

Until proponent submits complete and correct 
information
• Proponent has had ample time to get this right
• There’s no reason to accept such incomplete workThere s no reason to accept such incomplete work 
• Public deserves to know this private developer’s plans for this public 
property
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