
      
 

 
   

 

  
  

  
    

 
    

  

   
   

     
  

  

   
    
   

  

 

      
    

 

  
  

 

 

 

This document can be made available in other accessible formats as soon as practicable and upon request 

Staff Report 
Planning & Development Services – 
Planning Division 

Report To: COW-Operations, Planning and Development Services 
Meeting Date: March 14, 2023 
Report Number: PDS.23.003 
Title: Recommendation Report – Proposed Official Plan and Zoning By-
Law Amendment (P2619 Bayou Cable Park) 
Prepared by: Shawn Postma, Manager of Community Planning 

A. Recommendations 

THAT Council receive Staff Report PDS.23.003, entitled “Recommendation Report – Proposed 
Official Plan and Zoning By-Law Amendment (P2619 Bayou Cable Park)”; 

AND THAT Council REFUSE applications for an Official Plan Amendment and Zoning By-law 
Amendment seeking approvals to permit a Water Ski Wakeboard Cable Park. 

B. Overview 

This report provides an overview of a proposal to create a Water Ski Wakeboard Cable Park, 
summary of application history, issues, public meeting commentary, and Staff recommendation 
regarding a site-specific Official Plan Amendment and Zoning By-law Amendment. 

C. Background 

Location 
The subject lands are located south and west of Clark Street and Grey Road 2 in the Town of 
The Blue Mountains. The lands are locally known as the former Cedar Run Horsepark and are 
legally described as Lots 2 to 14 and 16, Blocks 17-20 and 22, and portions of unopened Town 
right-of-ways of Registered Plan 1035. 

A location key map and aerial photo of the subject lands and surrounding lands are provided in 
Figure 1 and Figure 2 below. 
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Figure 1: Location Key Map Figure 2: Aerial Photo 

Official Plan and Zoning By-law Amendment Applications 
Planning Services received applications to amend the Official Plan and Zoning By-law requesting 
approvals to develop the subject lands for a wakeboard and waterski cable park facility 
consisting of two ponds, one full size cable system (circular loop), two straight-line cable 
systems, and accessory uses including a pro shop, office, washrooms, change rooms and 
parking.  Overnight accommodation uses were originally proposed but have since been 
removed from the proposed development.  It has been submitted that the facility would 
operate as a day-use facility over the spring, summer and fall seasons.  Opportunities to hold 
special events and competitions, as well as requiring approximately 10-12 seasonal jobs.  A Site 
Plan of the proposed development is contained in Figure 5 later in this report. 

An application for Site Plan Approval has also been received. This report provides review and 
recommendations regarding the received Official Plan and Zoning By-law Amendment 
applications only. Site Plan Approval cannot be considered until such time as Council has 
provided a decision on the Amendments to permit, or not permit, the proposed use. 

In support of the applications, the Town has also received a Draft Site Plan, Planning 
Justification Report, Functional Servicing Report, Stormwater Management Report, Stage 1 
Archaeological Assessment, Environmental Impact Study, Transportation Impact Study, 
Environmental Noise Assessment, Geotechnical and Hydrogeological Investigations.  Over the 
review period of this file, additional materials have been received including addendums to the 
Planning Justification Report, Functional Servicing Report, a Surface Water Management 
Strategy Report, and a Comments Response Matrix addressing Town/Agency comments as well 
as Public Meeting comments.  All information related to these applications are available for 
viewing on the Town Website, or in person at Town Hall. 
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The purpose and intent of the submitted applications is to seek amendments to existing Official 
Plan and Zoning By-law provisions from the former Cedar Run Horse Park to the proposed 
Water Ski Wakeboard Cable Park. 

The proposed Official Plan Amendment does not seek to remove the underlying primary Urban 
Employment Area designation, or the Hazard designations currently applied to the property. 
Instead, the applicant essentially proposes to alter the site-specific Official Plan policies to 
permit the new commercial recreational use-of a “Wakeboard Park” in place of the former 
“Horse Park” permissions. 

The submitted Zoning By-law Amendment application proposes to include a ‘Waterski 
Wakeboard Cable Park’ and associated uses as new permitted uses in the REC3-92-h10 zone 
category. Like the Official Plan Amendment, the Zoning By-law Amendment proposes to 
remove a Horse Park as a permitted use in exchange of a Wakeboard Park including appropriate 
implementing zoning provisions 

Public Consultation has included two deputations to Council on May 28, 2018 and June 10, 
2019, a public information session led by the applicant on November 15, 2019, and the 
statutory public meeting (as required under the Planning Act) on November 18, 2019. 

Subject Lands and Surrounding Uses 
The subject lands are located at the south-west corner of the intersection of Grey Road 2 and 
Clark Street within the Primary Settlement Area of Thornbury/Clarksburg. The total land 
holdings are approximagely 35 hectares in size with road frontage along both Clark Street (423 
metres) and Grey Road 2 (396 metres).  The lands include various lots and blocks and 
municipally owned Rights-of-Ways within Registered Plan 1035. The subdivision was originally 
created in 1981 and was known as the Beaver Valley Industrial Park (42T-76132) (see Figures 3 
and 4). 

Figure 3: Plan 1035 Figure 4: Beaver Valley Industrial Park 
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The Subject Lands include a number of small structures, internal laneways, and open areas 
associated with the former Horse Park that ceased operations in 2014.  Small ponds, an 
intermittent tributary, and the Indian Brook (a cold water fish habitat) also exist on site. 

Figure 5: Proposed Development 

The lands are also located within the study area of a completed Environmental Assessment (EA) 
that examined potential road and intersection upgrades at Grey Road 2 and Highway 26. 
Recommendations from the completed EA identified the need to re-align Clark Street through 
the subject lands along an identified corridor immediately south of the existing OPP and Fire 
Stations. This proposed road realignment has been incorporated into the proposed plans as 
shown in the submitted site plan (see Figure 5). Future upgrades to Clark Street are also 
contemplated as a Development Charge Project by the Town, including potential for full 
municipal services, although a timeframe for these works has not been determined at this time. 
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Surrounding land uses include an active apple orchard to the west, industrial/employment uses 
to the north, the OPP and Town Fire Hall to the north-east, industrial/employment uses and an 
existing RV/trailer campground to the east, and Special Agricultural lands to the south. Clark 
Street is a local road connecting the Village of Clarksburg to the west and Grey Road 2 is a 
County Road connecting Highway 26 from the North and beyond the County limits to the South. 
Provincial Highway 26 is located approximately 225 metres to the North of the subject lands. 

Subject Lands History 
Beaver Valley Industrial Park (Plan 1035) 

Subdivision Plan 1035, registered in November of 1981 (see Figure 3 and Figure 4), was planned 
as the Beaver Valley Industrial Park. Plan 1035 created sixteen individual lots, various blocks, 
and dedicated Rights-of-Way internal to the lands into municipal ownership. The lots within the 
subdivision were subsequently zoned General Industrial (M2) and General Industrial (M2-12) 
under the former Township of Collingwood Zoning By-law 83-40, which came into effect in 
October 1984.  The M2 zone generally permits a range of industrial/employment uses including: 
industrial, manufacturing, and other employment type land uses. Exception 12 required the 
provision of full municipal services prior to the development of Lots 4-12, inclusive.  The Town 
of The Blue Mountains acquired Lot 15 in the early 2000’s and constructed Fire Hall Station 1 
and then the OPP Station.  Other than the Fire Hall and OPP Station, the lands generally 
remained vacant until the proposal for the Cedar Run Horse Park was considered. 

The Cedar Run Horse Park 

In 2006 the lands were subject to applications to amend the Town’s Official Plan, 2004, and the 
former Township of Collingwood Zoning By-law 83-40. The applications proposed to establish 
site specific exceptions to the then Employment Lands designation of the Official Plan to 
specifically permit a “Horse Park” facility as an additional permitted use. The proposed use 
included a year-round facility including stables, a riding arena, Grand Prix Rings, vendor trade 
areas, administrative centre, condotel units retain commercial and parking.  The project was 
intended to proceed over phases with only portions of the proposal ever receiving formal 
approvals.  Holding ‘h’ symbol provisions were proposed including the execution of a Master 
Development Agreement and the completion of various technical studies. 

The associated 2006 Zoning By-law Amendment application proposed to re-zone the lands from 
the General Industrial (M2) and General Industrial Exception (M2-12) zones into Commercial 
Recreational Exception zones. The amendment applications were approved and were 
subsequently appealed to the Ontario Municipal Board (OMB). The applications were ultimately 
enacted through Minutes of Settlement (MOS), as presented in OMB Decision No. 1664. As a 
result, the lands were re-designated and re-zoned to permit the Cedar Run Horsepark facility, 
permissions which continue in the Town’s Official Plan and Zoning By-law to this day. 

It is noted that the Cedar Run Horsepark applications were reviewed under the auspices of the 
1997 Provincial Policy Statement, and the former 2002 Town of The Blue Mountains Official 
Plan. Further information on the history and approvals process of the Cedar Run Horse Park 
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can be found in the January 15, 2007 Staff Report PL.07.10.  The analysis in this report 
identified that a “Commercial Recreation Use” would not appear to conflict with the PPS. The 
‘not in conflict with’ test of the PPS was a much lower bar for applications to meet compared to 
the ‘be consistent with’ test of the current PPS.  Similar to the Official Plan analysis which 
concluded that 1) the Application for Official Plan Amendment meets the Amendment 
requirements of the Plan, and further supports the Goals and Objectives of the Plan, and 2) that 
the Employment Lands designation of the Official Plan permits land extensive commercial uses 
and/or private recreational uses. 

In 2014 with the passing of Peter Lush, the primary visionary of the Cedar Run Horse Park, the 
property never proceeded any further and was eventually sold to the current Owner 

Current Proposal: Bayou Wakeboard and Waterski Cable Park 

Submitted with the applications include the following summary provided by the Applicants 
Planning Team: 

“The subject lands were purchased by the current owner in 2016. Since that time, the 
Bayou Cable Park development has prepared and completed requisite studies and 
reports to move the project forward. It has received the endorsement of the Town of the 
Blue Mountains Chamber of Commerce as well as the Beaver Valley Ski Club, and has 
been recognized by Snowboard Canada and Snowboard Ontario as a potential training 
facility for our Provincial and National Snowboard athletes. Furthermore, Canada 
Snowboard has stated that “Canada is the only “snow” nation without proper on-snow 
summer training facilities. That is why Bayou Cable Park will provide new training 
opportunities for Ontario Snowboard and Canada Snowboard athletes that will directly 
benefit our future Snowboard Olympic Teams.” This is despite the Canadian Team 
scoring 16 podiums at the 2019 Wake Park Wakeboarding World Championships in 
Mexico, ranking Canada as the top nation amongst 26 countries. For further context, 
there are no “Full Size Cable Systems” operating in Canada, which poses a significant 
constraint on our athletes abilities to train domestically. The training facility would meet 
this pressing need from our athletes. 

The Proposed Development will also diversify the local tourism industry by providing an 
affordable, outdoor recreational park for visitors of all economic backgrounds. 
Wakeboarding and waterskiing have traditionally been expensive sports to participate 
in, but thanks to the innovative electrical design and low operating costs of cable 
systems the entry point into the sport has been dramatically reduced. Cable Wake Parks 
are by far the easiest and most affordable way to learn wakeboarding or water skiing as 
a new watersport, or for the experienced participant to progress their skills.” (Weston 
Consulting March 22, 2021 Letter) 

The applications were deemed complete by the Town in March of 2018. A Notice of Complete 
Application was circulated to public agencies and the general public on April 20, 2018. A copy of 
all Notices and Application Submission Materials can be found on the Wakeboard & Waterski 
Park (formerly Cedar Run) webpage at the Town of The Blue Mountains website. 

https://PL.07.10
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A Notice of Public Meeting was circulated to public agencies and the general public on October 
29, 2019 with the Public Meeting held at the Committee of the Whole Meeting on November 
18, 2019. 

In response to the Public Meeting, a number of Comments have been received from Town 
Departments, External Agencies and the General Public. The primary issues raised include: 

• Permitted Use or Conversion of Employment Lands 
• Environmental Concerns: watercourse diversion, cold water fish habitat (Indian Brook), 

other species at risk habitat 
• Stormwater/Drainage Impacts 
• Archaeological Constraints 
• Transportation: Road realignment, sight triangles, intersection spacing, traffic impact 
• Comments in Support: complimentary addition to tourism base, first facility of its kind 

in Ontario, low barrier sport, economic benefits 
• Comments against: Noise, traffic, impacts on surrounding community, inappropriate 

use of land 

A more detailed summary of all comments are included in Attachment #1 to this report.  It is 
noted that over 300 pages of correspondence has been received with 67 letters in support and 
43 letters in opposition. All letters are available upon request from the Town Clerks and 
Administration office. 

Since the Public Meeting of November 2019, the applicant has been working through all 
comments received.  Additional materials have been submitted largely addressing the primary 
issues identified above save and except for the conversion of lands designated Employment 
Lands within the Town of The Blue Mountains Official Plan. 

It has been submitted by the Owners project team that the proposed Wakeboard Park is not a 
conversion of Employment Lands and would not diminish the Town’s supply of traditional 
employment land. 

“The Subject Property is already committed to a commercial recreational use per the site-
specific exceptions in the Town’s Official Plan and Zoning By-Law, which were enacted by OPA 
10 and ZBA 2007-05 in January 2007 to permit a horse park. These amendments to permit the 
horse park committed the Subject Property to a non-traditional employment land use prior to 
the initiation of the current planning applications. The proposed development will not impact 
the balance of traditional employment land supply in the Town…” (Weston Consulting, May 31, 
2021 Letter) 

Planning Staff at the time were unable to support the applications based on the above opinion 
and completed an analysis and review of the existing Employment Lands inventory, reviewed 
the Ministry D-Series guidelines for Employment Lands and consulted with the Ministry of 
Municipal Affairs and Housing regarding employment land conversions.  It was the opinion of 
Planning Staff at that time that the criteria regarding employment land conversions do apply as 
per the updated Provincial Policy Statement 2020.  Therefore the conversion of the subject 
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lands from a Horse Park to Wakeboard Park must consider the criteria established in the PPS 
2020 and the County and Town Official Plans.  It is further the opinion of Planning Staff that the 
previous Horse Park has similarities in use and usability as the proposed Wakeboard Park, 
however the Horse Park was considered a permitted use in the Employment Lands area by 
provisions of the 1997 PPS and 2002 Official Plan.  However, those permissions have since been 
removed rendering the Horse Park as more of a legal non-conforming use.  The Horse Park may 
be protected by the legal non-conforming provisions of the Planning Act, however the 
conversion to another use would require the new use to conform to the PPS and Official Plans 
in place at time of the applications. 

This item, and others, were provided in a joint letter from the Town and County on March 29, 
2022 and are discussed in more detail in the following Section of this report. 

D. Analysis 

Ontario Planning Act 

In making planning decisions, the Planning Act requires approval authorities to have regard for 
matters of Provincial Interest, as outlined by Section 2 of the Act. Site specific requests to 
amend the Official Plan are permitted under Section 22 of the Act, while Section 34 of the Act 
provides authority to municipal Council’s to enact amendments to the Zoning By-law. 

Section 22(7.3) of the Planning Act does not permit appeals of the decision of Council dealing 
with the removal of lands from an identified employment area, where policies are included in 
the Official Plan pertaining to employment land conversions. 

Matters of Provincial Interest 

The Council of a municipality, in carrying out their responsibilities under the Act, shall have 
regard to, among other matters, matters of Provincial Interest.  The matters of Provincial 
Interest are outlined in Section 2 of the Act.  In this case it is the opinion of Planning Staff that 
the following subsections of the Planning Act have not been adequately addressed in the 
application: 

• Section 2(k) the adequate provision of employment opportunities; and 
• Section 2(p) the appropriate location of growth and development. 

Provincial Policy Statement, 2020 
Per Section 3(5) of the Planning Act, a decision of the Council of a municipality, in respect of the 
exercise of any authority that affects a planning matter, shall be consistent with the policy 
statements issued that are in effect on the date of the decision. 

The Provincial Policy Statement (PPS, 2020) provides more detailed policy direction on matters 
of Provincial Interest related to land use planning and development.  The PPS provides for 
appropriate development while protecting resources of Provincial Interest, such as public 
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health and safety, and the quality of the natural and built environment. All planning decisions 
must be consistent with the policy direction of the PPS and long-term prosperity, human and 
environmental health and social well-being should take precedence over short-term 
considerations. Within the framework of the PPS, the subject lands are located in an 
Employment Area within an identified Settlement Area. 

It has been submitted that the proposed Wakeboard Park is an employment use as considered 
under the PPS as follows: 

The policies under Section 1.3 of the PPS do not specify that an Employment Area is 
comprised solely of industrial or manufacturing uses. Employment Area is defined in the 
PPS as “those areas designated in an official plan for clusters of business and economic 
activities including, but not limited to, manufacturing, warehousing, offices, and 
associated retail and ancillary facilities.” The operative phrase within this definition is 
“including, but not limited to,” The PPS is clear in stating that an Employment Area is not 
limited to such uses.” (Weston Consulting March 22, 2021 Letter) 

It has been submitted that the proposed Wakeboard Park can comply with the Town of The 
Blue Mountains Official Plan.  It being noted that the lands already permit a commercial 
recreational horse park by way of Official Plan Exception. 

The Subject Property will remain an Urban Employment Area with the full range of 
permitted uses outlined in the TBMOP, thereby maintaining the broadest range of uses 
possible on the site. The OPA will only amend the site-specific exception to permit a 
Waterski Wakeboard Cable Park instead of a Horse Park. In effect, the OPA will swap 
one commercial recreational use for another, resulting in no net-addition of a non-
industrial use to the Urban Employment Area. Furthermore, because the Proposed 
Development has been established to be an employment use, the OPA will not require an 
employment conversion request, thereby allowing the Subject Property to remain an 
employment land. Moreover, the Proposed Development itself can be dismantled and 
allow the Subject Property to be developed for industrial uses in the future should the 
opportunity arise.” (Weston Consulting March 22, 2021 Letter) 

Additional Planning Justification is also provided regarding land use conflicts (noise, build out of 
adjacent lands) and conformity to both the County of Grey Official Plan and Town of The Blue 
Mountains Official Plan. It is further submitted that the Proposed Development are consistent 
with the Provincial Policy Statement, and conforms to both the Grey County and Town of The 
Blue Mountains Official Plans. 

“The Proposed Development will maintain existing recreational uses and establish new 
recreational facilities that diversify recreational opportunities within the context of a 
year-round recreational community, contributing to sustainable tourism and a 
competitive regional economy. The Proposed Development will not preclude the Subject 
Property or adjacent lands from future industrial uses, resulting in no adverse impacts to 
the Employment Area. No land use conflicts are anticipated with the surrounding 
industrial uses or with any major facilities. An employment conversion request will not be 
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required to permit the Proposed Development. It is our opinion that the Proposed 
Development is an appropriate use on the Subject Property.” (Weston Consulting March 
22, 2021 Letter) 

Planning Staff has reviewed the submitted Planning Justification Report and subsequent 
Addendums, and in consultation with County of Grey and Ministry of Municipal Affairs staff, it is 
the opinion of Planning Staff that the Proposed Development has not adequately demonstrated 
that this proposal is consistent with Sections 1.1.2 , 1.1.3.2(a)(b), and 1.3.2.5 of the PPS. 
Specifically: 

- That the proposal meets the long-term employment needs of the community in 
accordance with Section 1.1.2; 

- The proposal achieves efficient development patterns within an identified 
Settlement Area in accordance with Section 1.1.3.2(a); 

- That the proposal is cost-effective with respect to land consumption and servicing 
costs in accordance with Section 1.1.3.2(b); and 

- That the criteria to consider the conversion of employment lands to another 
designation for non-employment uses has been met in accordance with Section 
1.3.2.5. 

Through review of the subject applications, and discussions between Town Planning staff, 
County Planning Staff and the Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing staff, a consensus of 
opinion is that commercial recreation uses are considered to be non-employment uses for the 
purpose of the Provincial Policy Statement, 2020. 

Under the Town of The Blue Mountains Official Plan, a commercial recreational use is not 
included as a permitted use in the Urban Employment Area as outlined in Section B2.4 of the 
Plan. 

It is the opinion of Planning Staff that the proposed Wakeboard Park use is considered a non-
employment use for the purpose of PPS, 2020.  Council must therefore be satisfied that the 
Employment Land conversion policies under Section 1.3.2 of the PPS, 2020, can be met. The 
policies of Section 1.3.2 include consideration of both quantity and quality of designated 
employment lands when contemplating a proposed conversion to non-employment uses. It is 
the opinion of Town Planning staff that the PPS employment conversion policies have not been 
addressed by the proponent, as outlined in detail below. 

1.0 Building Strong Healthy Communities 

Section 1.1.2 Sufficient Land 

Section 1.1.2 of the PPS requires that sufficient land shall be made available to accommodate 
an appropriate range and mix of land uses to meet projected needs for a time horizon of up to 
25 years. Employment areas do have the ability to plan beyond a 25-year time horizon. 
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Updated employment growth projections provided separately by the County of Grey and the 
Town of The Blue Mountains identify that a total 14 hectares (Grey County) and 11 hectares 
(Town) of vacant designated employment land is required to accommodate the projected 
employment growth in the Town of the next 25-year planning horizon. These projections are to 
be reviewed on a 5-year basis as part of the County and Town Official Plan 5-Year review cycles. 

In light of the updated projections provided by the County and the Town, Planning staff 
completed a review of the Town’s existing Urban Employment Area land stock as is outlined in 
Table 1 below. It is noted that the areas included in Table 1 strictly apply to the Urban 
Employment Area designated lands and do not include portions of any property within the 
designation that may be designated as Hazard, wherein development would not be permitted. 

Table 1: Break-down of Lands Currently Designated Urban Employment Area 

Current Status of Employment Land Area (hectares) of 
Lands Designated 

Area (percent) of 
Lands Designated 

Occupied/Developed Designated Employment 
Lands 

23.6 42.3% 

Vacant Designated Employment Lands (not 
including former Cedar Run property) 

7.9 14.2% 

Vacant Designated Employment Lands in the 
former Cedar Run property 

24.3 43.5% 

Total 55.8 100% 

As outlined in Table 1, the Town has a total of 55.8ha of lands currently designated Urban 
Employment Area. A total of 32.2ha (57.7%) remain vacant, of which 24.3ha (43.5%) consist of 
the lands subject to the current Official Plan and Zoning By-law amendment applications. 

Based on the current inventory, there does appear to be excess lands designated ‘employment 
land’ as required by both the County and Town projections for the 25-year planning horizon. 
However, should the Wakeboard Park be approved for a non-employment use, the conversion 
would reduce the total available vacant employment land inventory to 7.9ha.  Significantly 
short of the needs projected by the County and the Town. 

While the applicant’s agent has suggested that a portion of the subject lands could remain 
available as ‘designated’ employment lands, it has also not been demonstrated that the quality 
and compatibility of the remaining lands available for employment uses will be flexible enough 
to accommodate a wide range of employment uses. 

Section 1.3 Employment 
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Section 1.3.1 of the PPS promotes the long-term economic sustainability of the Province and its 
municipalities through land-use planning and the provision of a mix and range of employment 
uses that encourage the development of a diversified economy base.  As a part of this, planning 
authorities are required to maintain a range and choice of suitable sites for employment uses 
which support a wide range of economic activities and ancillary uses and that take into account 
the needs of existing and future businesses. 

The long-term employment growth projections outlined by the County Plan and Town Plan are 
intended to be a guide for local planning authorities in planning for an appropriate mix and 
range of employment uses to meet long-term needs, as required by Section 1.3.1(a) of the PPS. 
It is not clear how this proposal will achieve/accommodate the long-term employment growth 
projections outlined by the Official Plans, nor the updated employment growth projections, as 
provided by the County of Grey and Town of The Blue Mountains. 

Moreover, the submitted Planning Justification Report and Report Addendum(s) do not 
demonstrate how the proposal is consistent with Section 1.3.1(b) of the PPS, which requires 
planning authorities to provide for opportunities for a diversified economic base, including 
maintaining a range and choice of suitable sites for employment uses to support a wide range 
of economic activities and ancillary uses. While the Planning Justification Report and 
Addendum identify the contribution of the proposed development to the tourism economic 
sector in the Town, it does not address the impacts of converting the lands for non-
employment uses and the resulting deficient inventory on the Town’s ability to achieve a 
diversified economy as per the policy direction of Section 1.3.1(b). The proposed commercial 
recreation use constitutes a “more of the same” approach in terms of adding to an already 
dominate tourism-based economy (a Wake Park in exchange for a Horse Park), while 
simultaneously diminishing the potential supply of traditional employment lands for a wide 
range of economic activities. As outlined in the Town’s Official Plan, separate and distinct land 
use designations have been established within the Municipality in order to provide for tourism 
and commercial recreational uses and traditional employment uses. 

Section 1.3.2 Employment Areas 

The PPS generally directs industrial uses, such as manufacturing, warehousing, offices, and 
other associated uses, be the primary uses within designated Employment Areas. Consistent 
with this direction, Section 1.3.2.1 of the PPS requires planning authorities to plan for, protect 
and preserve designated Employment Areas to ensure that the current and future employment 
needs for the community can be met. Municipalities are encouraged to assess employment 
areas when reviewing or updating the Official Plan to ensure that the designated lands are 
appropriate for the intended function of the employment lands. 

It should be noted that a comprehensive review of commercial and employment lands are 
currently underway as part of the Official Plan 5-Year review.  At the time of writing this report, 
there has been no additional information or draft research available. 
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In accordance with Section 1.3.2.4 planning authorities may consider the conversion of 
designated Employment Areas for non-employment land uses at the time of a municipally 
initiated comprehensive Official Plan review process under the following conditions: 

• Where it has been demonstrated that the land is not required for employment purposes 
over the long term; and 

• Where it has been demonstrated that there is a need for the conversion. 

At the time of the last Town Official Plan update in 2016, a comprehensive employment lands 
needs study was not completed as the then Council was satisfied that sufficient employment 
lands remained designated in accordance with Section 1.1.2 of the PPS. As a result, the urban 
employment lands designated in the former Town Official Plan, totaling approximately 55.8ha, 
were simply carried forward and represent the only urban employment land inventory in the 
Town. 

Outside of a municipally initiated Official Plan review process, the PPS would only otherwise 
allow for the conversion of designated Employment Areas subject to Section 1.3.2.5.  Under this 
policy direction, municipalities may consider site-specific requests to convert employment land 
to non-employment uses, provided that the criteria of this section can be met. 

The proponent has not addressed the conversion policies of Section 1.3.2.5 to re-designate 
Employment Lands to a commercial recreational (non-employment) uses. The long-term impact 
on the employment needs of the community have not been evaluated in sufficient detail to 
ensure that these lands are not required for long-term employment needs of the Town. With a 
dominate tourism and commercial recreational industry in the Town, the conversion of 43% of 
designated urban employment lands for new commercial recreational development may inhibit 
the Town’s ability to adjust to diversifying market trends and to offer an adequate supply of 
employment lands in accordance with the PPS. Other more suitable locations may exist within 
other land use designations that permit commercial recreational uses as-of-right such as the 
Recreational Commercial and Rural designations of the Official Plan. 

Impacts on the overall viability of the employment area may be affected by the proposed site 
works and terraforming activities necessary for the Wakeboard Park may also create substantial 
obstacles for the re-development of the lands in the future for new or alternative employment 
uses. 

Planning staff also note that the PPS identifies the need for appropriate transitional land uses to 
non-employment uses. In this regard, the subject lands are located at the periphery of the 
existing Settlement Area boundary and are surrounded by urban employment and rural uses. 
Further to this, the Municipal Wastewater Treatment Plant is also in the vicinity. The existing 
site location provides for the effective separation from sensitive urban land uses, such as 
residential zones and other community uses, while maintaining proximity to the larger 
community hubs of Thornbury/Clarksburg. 

Planning Staff also completed a high-level review of the Province’s Land Use Compatibility 
Guidelines. As a result of the review, it is noted that the lands subject to these applications 
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provide the highest and best level of separation from existing designated sensitive land uses 
and thus would allow for the highest range of potential employment land uses.  In comparison, 
the employment lands outside of the Wakeboard Park are located in the vicinity of sensitive 
residential uses.  Based on the Land Use Compatibility guidelines, these employment lands may 
be limited in their use for traditional employment uses due to the potential for adverse 
impacts. 

Finally, consistent with Section 1.3.2.6 of the PPS, the subject lands are ideally located adjacent 
to upper tier roads including Provincial Highway 26 and County Road 2, which are identified as 
major transportation routes through the municipality. 

As described above, it is the opinion of Planning Staff: that the proposed development does not 
constitute an employment use, and should be deemed a commercial recreation use; that a 
commercial recreation use is not consistent with employment provisions under the PPS; and 
that the applications do not demonstrate that the employment land conversion policies of 
Section 1.3.2.5 can be met.  

2.0 Wise Use and Management of Resources 

Section 2.0 of the PPS promotes the long-term prosperity, environmental health, and social 
well-being of the province through the conservation of biodiversity, protection of the Great 
Lakes, and protection of natural heritage, water, agricultural, mineral, and cultural resources. 
Natural heritage features are to be protected for the long term. Site alteration is not permitted 
within areas containing habitat for fish, or endangered or threatened species, unless it has been 
demonstrated that there will be no negative impacts on the natural features or their ecological 
functions. 

Section 2.1 Natural Heritage 

The potential for impacts on natural resources has been evaluated through the submitted 
Natural Heritage Environmental Impact Study prepared by AWS Environmental Consulting Inc., 
dated February 2018 (‘the EIS’). The EIS report reviewed an extensive list of natural heritage 
features and provided a list of recommended measures in order to maintain ecological 
functions. Comments received from the GSCA, dated May 15, 2020, generally concur with the 
recommendations of the EIS and noted additional recommendations to be implemented in 
developing the site. 

The Department of Fisheries and Oceans Canada (DFO) reviewed the proposed re-alignment of 
the unnamed tributary to Indian Brook through the Fish and Fish Habitat Protection Program. 
The DFO supported the proposed re-alignment and provided recommendations to implement 
during construction.  Additional comments received by DFO on June 13, 2019, confirmed that 
the proposal will not result in serious harm to fish or prohibited effects on listed aquatic species 
at risk provided that the recommendations are implemented. 

The EIS also identified impacts to habitat area of the threatened Bobolink and Eastern 
Meadowlark.  The EIS provides recommendations that development of the lands can occur 
subject to a ‘Habitat Management Plan’ which includes mitigation for off-site habitat 
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enhancement. In this case, habitat would be removed for the development of the site and 
relocated to the undeveloped portions of the site in accordance with Ontario Regulation 
calculations.  These recommendations have also been reviewed and accepted by the 
Conservation Authority. 

Therefore, the Development Proposal is consistent with Section 2.1 of the PPS, subject to the 
recommendations contained in the EIS, including the requirements of the Grey Sauble 
Conservation Authority and the Department of Fisheries and Oceans. 

It should be noted that Bill 23 removed the Conservation Authority from providing Natural 
Heritage reviews.  The Proposed Development can still be considered under the 
recommendations of the Conservation Authority, however the clearance of conditions and 
acceptance of final design plans will require separate approvals to ensure the 
recommendations of the EIS, Conservation Authority and Department of Fisheries and Oceans 
are implemented. 

Section 2.2 Water 

The proponent proposes to divert water from an on-site tributary of the Indian Brook in order 
to initially fill the ponds. It is proposed that approximately 15,600m3 (15,600,000 litres) of water 
will be required to be diverted for the initial filling. Water taking will also be required at a rate 
of approximately 38,540 litres/day in order to maintain water levels. In this regard, the Ministry 
of the Environment, Conservation and Parks issued Water Taking Permit 1066-BJAQXM 
pursuant to Section 34.1 of the Ontario Water Resources Act, 1990, to permit the proposed 
water taking for the site. Permit 1066-BJAQXM expires November 30, 2024. As a part of the 
construction of the ponds, the applicant also proposes to re-align this existing unnamed 
watercourse tributary located within the site. 

The supporting Functional Servicing Report and Stormwater Management Plan propose to 
utilize an existing pond internal to the site as the main stormwater control feature. No water 
will be discharged from the ponds (those existing or proposed) under normal operating 
conditions. The new ponds are proposed to be lined with a clay or synthetic liner to reduce 
permeability of the pond slopes to mitigate water loss. 

It is also noted, as confirmed through the issuance of Water Taking Permit 1066-BJAQXM by the 
Province, the proposed water taking exercise to fill the proposed ponds will not pose adverse 
impacts on surface or ground water sources in the area. It is also confirmed through 
correspondence received from the DFO that the proposed re-alignment of the unnamed 
watercourse tributary can be completed without adverse impact, subject to the 
recommendations contained in their letter dated June 13, 2019. 

With the above review and permit from Department of Fisheries and Oceans, the Development 
Proposal appears consistent with the Water policies of Section 2.2 of the PPS. 

Section 2.6 Cultural Heritage and Archaeology 
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The potential for impacts on cultural heritage and archaeology has been evaluated through the 
submitted Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment, prepared by Archeoworks Inc., dated May 30, 
2017. The submitted assessment identifies the potential for archeological resources on the site 
and recommends that a Stage 2 Assessment be completed prior to any site works occurring. 

It is recommended that no site alteration occur until a Phase 2 study is completed. This work 
should be completed prior to a decision to identify any development constraints on the lands. 

It is noted that since the original Public Meeting notice was released, that there has been 
increasing expectations related to engagement with Indigenous communities and that 
numerous communities have not provided comment to date.  Prior to a decision of Council, it 
is recommended that further engagement with indigenous communities occur after the Phase 2 
study is complete. 

Based on the foregoing, Planning Staff are not satisfied that the Cultural Heritage and 
Archaeologogy policies of the 2020 Provincial Policy Statement can be met.  At a minimum, a 
Phase 2 Archaeological Study and further indigenous community engagement should be 
completed. 

3.0 Protecting Public Health and Safety 

Section 3.0 of the PPS aims to protect public health and safety by directing development away 
from areas of natural or human-made hazards where there is an unacceptable risk to public 
health or safety or of property damage, and not create new or aggravate existing hazards. 

As per Section 3.1.1(b), development shall generally be directed to areas outside of hazardous 
land adjacent to river, stream and small inland lake systems which are impact by flooding 
hazard and/or erosion hazards. As presented in the proposed development plan, and 
confirmed by the EIS, no development is proposed within 30m of the top-of-bank of the Indian 
Brook watercourse, with the exception of the proposed tributary re-alignment as supported by 
the DFO. No further natural or man-made hazards have been identified on the site. 

It is the opinion of Town Planning staff that the proposal is consistent with the Protecting Public 
Health and Safety policies of the 2020 PPS. 

County of Grey Official Plan 
The County of Grey Official Plan contains goals, objectives and policies to manage and direct 
physical (land use) change and monitor its effects on the cultural, social, economic and natural 
environment within the regional community. Within the framework of the County Plan, the 
subject lands are within a Primary Settlement Area. 

Primary Settlement Area Policies 

Section 3.5 of the County Plan identifies Primary Settlement Areas as the primary focus for 
growth in the County and encourages their development for a full range of residential, 
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commercial, industrial, recreational, and institutional uses. Specific land use policies and 
development standards are generally deferred to the Town’s Official Plan. 

Economic Objectives and Employment Growth 

The Economic Objectives outlined in Section 3.2 provide policy direction for accommodating 
forecasted employment growth for the Town to the year 2038, as outlined by Table 3 of the 
Plan. The objectives generally encourage a diverse economy, while recognizing specific areas of 
specialization such as tourism, agricultural, manufacturing, etc., and directs businesses 
requiring full services to commercial/business areas where these services are available. Official 
Plan Amendment No. 11 (OPA 11) has been approved but is under appeal and proposes growth 
forecasts to 2046. 

Consistent with the direction of the PPS, Section 3.2.1 of the County Plan encourages economic 
growth through the provision of pre-zoned serviced sites for business, planning industrial areas 
to have proximity to major transportation corridors and full services, designating new industrial 
and commercial lands in order to minimize land-use conflicts and ensure compatibility, and by 
continuing to promote recreation and tourism. 

Section 3.2.2 provides further direction on the required Land Supply and requires that the Town 
ensures that sufficient land is designated to accommodate a range and mix of employment 
opportunities (including industrial, commercial, and institutional) for a 20-year planning 
horizon.  (25 years under OPA 11). 

As per Section 3.2.2, an adequate supply includes maintaining a range and size of suitable sites 
for employment uses which support a wide range of economic activities and ancillary uses and 
take into account the needs of existing and future businesses. 

In terms of Variety of Employment, under Section 3.2.4 the County Official Plan supports the 
development of industrial, commercial, and recreational activities in appropriate locations, and 
requires the Town to set aside lands in order to provide employment in pace with residential 
development. 

In review of the Economic Objectives of the County Official Plan, there is a clear distinction 
between tourism and commercial recreational economic growth and industrial, commercial, 
and manufacturing growth, and the need to balance the two in order to achieve a variety of 
employment and business opportunities. While the designation of employment lands is 
generally left to the Town as per Section 3.2 outlined above, the County Plan does identify 
appropriate areas wherein tourism and commercial recreational development is encouraged 
through the policies of the Recreational Resort Area (RRA) designation. 

More specifically, Section 3.8(5) states that the Recreational Resort Area land use type will 
strive to enhance recreational and tourism related activities by: 

a) Encouraging the maintenance and expansion of existing recreation and tourism related 
facilities; 
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b) Encouraging new land uses that will promote existing or require the establishment of 
new recreation and tourism facilities which diversify opportunities for all possible forms 
of recreation, in a manner consistent with the preservation of the natural environment 
as defined in Section 7 of this Plan; 

c) Supporting the dedication/acquisition of land for long-term public benefits within the 
existing land use type or community area; 

d) Supporting the creation of public-private partnerships; 

e) Meeting the development criteria for resource based recreational uses as described in 
Section 5.4.2(9). 

In review of the subject proposal, it is clear that commercial recreational uses are not a 
permitted use within designated employment areas. In this regard, it is not clear that the 
proposed development is consistent with the Economic Objectives under Section 3.2 of the 
County Official Plan with respect to maintaining the Town’s required supply of designated 
employment lands and contributing to an appropriate mix and variety of employment and 
business opportunities. Further, it is not clear that the proposal is consistent with the 
employment lands conversion policies of Section 3.2.3, with respect to: 

o Demonstrating a need for the conversion; 

o Demonstrating that there will be no impact on employment forecasts outlined 
by the County; 

o Demonstrating that the conversion will not adversely impact the overall viability 
of the employment area and to achieve density targets outlined; 

o Demonstrating that the lands are not needed over the long-term for 
employment use purposes. 

In review of the submitted Planning Justification Report and subsequent Report Addendums, 
and similar to the comments provided under the Provincial Policy review, the conversion 
policies of the Grey County Official Plan have not been satisfactorily addressed. Therefore, 
Planning Staff are not satisfied that the proposed development can conform to the policies of 
the County of Grey Official Plan. 

Town of The Blue Mountains Official Plan 
The Town of The Blue Mountains Official Plan provides the basis for managing growth that will 
support and emphasize the Town’s unique character, diversity, civic identity, recreational and 
tourism resources, rural lifestyle, and heritage features, and to do so in a way that has the 
greatest positive impact on the quality of life in The Blue Mountains.  As outlined in Section A1, 
the Guiding Principles of the Plan generally recognize the substantial opportunities for 
recreational, residential, and resort development in the Town due to the presence of the 
Niagara Escarpment and Georgian Bay. The Plan establishes policy objectives and land use 
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designations in order to balance the impact of the growth in demand for access to recreational 
pursuits and tourism with the development of a healthy community. 

For the purpose of the Official Plan, 2016, the subject lands are designated as Urban 
Employment Area (UEA) and Hazard (H) and are subject to Special Site Policies under Section 
B3.2.6.1. 

A3 Strategic Goals and Objectives of the Official Plan 

Section A3 of the Plan outlines goals and objectives to implement the strategic vision and 
guiding principles for the community. The goals and objectives outlined highlight the 
importance of Economic Development (A3.7) and the importance of Tourism and Recreation 
(A3.8) as two distinct and separate goals. The separation of Economic Development goals and 
Tourism and Recreation goals signifies the importance of each individual portfolio in the unique 
context of the Town of The Blue Mountains. A review of the most applicable goals and 
objectives is provided below: 

A3.2 Natural Environment 

Section A3.2 of the Plan establishes goals and strategic objectives to protect and enhance 
significant natural heritage features, areas and functions in the Town and to work towards the 
establishment of a Natural Heritage System. 

As outlined in the submitted EIS, and confirmed through correspondence from commenting 
agencies, the proposed plan maintains and effectively protects identified natural heritage 
features on the site, including identified habitat areas for species at risk and threatened 
species. 

A3.7 Economic Development Goals and Strategic Objectives 

While the submitted Planning Justification Report focuses on the benefit of the proposed 
facility in bolstering the strategic goals related to Tourism and Recreation under Section A3.8 of 
the Official Plan, the potential impact on the ability to achieve the strategic goals under Section 
A3.7 as a result of the conversion of the designated employment areas cannot be overlooked as 
it is a separate and distinct Goal of the Official Plan. 

Section A3.7.1 of the Plan outlines that one of the goals of the Official Plan is to “… provide 
opportunities for economic development and the creation of jobs”. Section A3.7.2 provides 
strategic objectives to achieve this goal. The strategic objectives for economic development 
include providing and maintaining a strong inventory of employment lands for a range of 
employment uses, pre-zoning lands, minimizing conflicts with adjacent use, and encouraging 
employment growth and development. 

The goals and objectives under Section A3.7 must be considered in order to ensure that 
diversified employment opportunities are maintained and opportunities for non-tourism, non-
commercial types of employment remain available for current and future needs of the Town. As 
indicated in Table 1 earlier in this report, the subject lands represent approximately 43.5% of 
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designated Urban Employment Lands in the Municipality and their conversion for commercial 
recreational development could have the effect of reducing the quantity and quality of 
Employment lands and the Town’s ability to achieve strategic objectives of Section A3.7.2 of the 
Official Plan. 

A3.8 Tourism and Recreation 

Section A3.8 of the Plan outlines goals and strategic objectives related to opportunities for 
tourism and recreation uses related to development. In accordance with Section A3.8.2, it is a 
strategic objective of the Official Plan to facilitate the development of recreational/resort 
development within the context of a four seasons recreational resort community; recognize the 
importance of the tourism industry in providing economic and employment opportunities and 
to encourage expansion of this vital industry; promote the maintenance, expansion and 
upgrade of existing tourism and tourist destination-oriented uses in the Town and encourage 
the establishment of additional high-quality attractions, facilities, accommodations, services, 
and events; discourage any re-designation and/or rezoning to remove permissions for tourism-
related uses; encourage the maintenance of existing recreational uses and the establishment of 
new recreational facilities which diversify recreational opportunities within the context of a 
year-round recreational community, particularly skiing, fishing, golfing, walking, hiking, biking, 
low-impact camping and nature trail uses, marina or water access and equestrian activities, in a 
manner consistent with the preservation of the natural environment; and to provide for a 
broad range of open space settings, activities and programs in order to expand recreation and 
leisure opportunities in the area for residents and visitors; 

While the Goals and Strategic Objectives of Section A3.8 of the Plan promote the importance of 
tourist and recreational commercial industries to the Town’s economy, the separation of these 
goals from the Economic Development goals and objectives of Section A3.7 signify the 
importance of providing a balance between the two important and sometimes competing 
priorities. 

The Official Plan provides strong support for the proposed Wakeboard Park as a concept, 
however as previously noted, it is the location of the subject lands within a significant portion 
of the Town’s existing (vacant) designated urban employment lands that creates issue. 
Converting the employment area lands for further Tourism and Recreation uses could impede 
the community’s ability to implement the strategic objectives of Section A3.7 in order to 
establish a diverse, multi-faceted, and more resilient local economy and employment 
opportunities. While the proposed use does represent a benefit to the local Tourism and 
Recreational economy, it should not be considered as a trade-off to the importance of 
preserving and protecting designated Employment Lands which is a priority of the Local Official 
Plan, as outlined under Section 3.7, and as previously noted, a clear priority of the County 
Official Plan and the Provincial Policy Statement. 

It has been submitted that the conversion of one commercial recreation use (Horse Park) to 
another commercial recreation use (Wakeboard Park) does not materially remove any 
employment lands that have already been removed.  However as stated earlier, it is the opinion 
of Planning Staff that the previous Horse Park may have similarities in use and usability as the 
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proposed Wakeboard Park, however the Horse Park was considered and approved as a 
permitted use in the Employment Lands area under the provisions of the 1997 PPS and 2002 
Official Plan. Those documents have been replaced with more current versions of PPS 2020 and 
the 2016 Town Official Plan and those permissions have since been removed rendering the 
Horse Park more akin to a legal non-conforming use.  The Horse Park may be protected by the 
legal non-conforming provisions of the Planning Act in terms of the existing use, however the 
conversion to another use would require the new use to conform to the PPS and Official Plans 
in place at time of the applications. Section E5 to the Official Plan states “as a general rule, 
existing uses that do not conform with the policies of this Plan should gradually be phased out 
so that the affected land use may change to a use which is in conformity with the Goals of the 
Official Plan…” The policies further identify that the replacement, extension or enlargement 
could be considered, but does not go as far as allowing for consideration to a change in use. 

Part B Land Use Designations 

Figure 6: Town of The Blue Mountains Official Plan Land Use Schedule 

B3 Urban Land Use Designations 

The Urban Employment Area (UEA) Designation 

As per Section B3.2, the Urban Employment Area designation applies to lands that are currently 
developed for urban employment uses and to lands which are identified to be the site of future 
employment uses. It is the intent of this designation to provide lands for the creation of diverse 
employment opportunities at strategic locations, ensure that new industrial development 
occurs in an orderly manner with appropriate services, and provide an area where existing and 
new businesses can grow and develop within the Town. As per Section B3.2.3, permitted uses 
in the Urban Employment Area include: manufacturing, assembly, processing and/or 
fabrication; office uses; storage and/or warehousing uses; wholesaling establishments; and 
similar uses. 
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Limited accessory retail uses are also permitted provided that they are clearly accessory and 
subordinate to a permitted use outlined above. 

Commercial recreational uses, as proposed by the subject application, are not permitted in the 
Urban Employment Area designation and are not considered a ‘similar use’ to the above 
mentioned permitted uses. 

Development policies of Section B3.2.4 must be considered for new employment uses, however 
as noted earlier, the proposed use is not an employment use for the purpose of the Official 
Plan. As such, the tests for a Zoning Amendment under Section B3.2.4 of the Official Plan are 
not applicable. Regardless, it is noteworthy that a Parking Analysis was requested by Municipal 
Staff in review of the Traffic Impact Study received through the first submission. The applicant 
has identified that sixty-nine (69) parking spaces is adequate for the use, however, a detailed 
parking analysis was not provided as a part of the Traffic Impact Study prepared by a qualified 
professional. At this time, clarification regarding the break-down of uses and the parking 
demand has not been provided making it challenging to apply Section B3.2.4 policies even if 
they were relevant to this application. 

Special Site Policies under B3.2.6.1 of the Official Plan 

While commercial recreational uses are not permitted as-of-right in the Urban Employment 
Area designation, Part B3.2.6.1 of the Plan affords special site policies to the subject lands 
specific to the former Cedar Run Horsepark. These site-specific policies were implemented by 
the 2002 Town of The Blue Mountains Official Plan, as per Minutes of Settlement and Ontario 
Municipal Board Decision No. 1664 dated June 2007. As a result, the following uses are 
permitted, in addition to those permitted in the Urban Employment Area designation: 

i) A commercial recreational use consisting of a Horse Park and accessory 
structures; 

ii) a Commercial Resort Unit Complex ancillary to the Horse Park; and 

iii) accessory retail commercial space. 

Part B3.2.6.1 of the Plan also includes policies pertaining to the overall development and 
phasing of the Horse Park development. As a part of this, the development is subject to Holding 
‘H’ provisions which require the execution of Master Development Agreement to address 
required contributions to municipal water and sanitary sewer allocations and upgrades, as well 
as site plan matters including, but not limited to, appropriate buffers and protections for 
existing adjacent agricultural and rural residential uses. 

In review of the policies of the Official Plan, the proposed land use is considered a commercial 
recreational use and is generally directed to more appropriate land use designations within the 
Town such as the Commercial Recreational Area, Rural or other designated lands. 

In consideration of the above, Planning Staff offer the following review and analysis of the 
policies of the Official Plan, 2016. 
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B5 Environmental and Open Space 

In accordance with Section B5.1.1, it is an objective of the Plan to maintain and enhance the 
ecological integrity of natural heritage features and areas, where possible, to eliminate the 
potential for loss or fragmentation of significant wetlands and habitats, and to provide the tools 
to properly assess development applications located in close proximity to environmentally 
sensitive features or areas. 

B5.2 Natural Heritage Features 

Section B5.2.1 prohibits development and site alteration within habitat of endangered or 
threatened species and within significant wetlands or coastal wetlands. Development and site 
alteration are further not permitted in significant woodlands, significant valley lands, wildlife 
habitat areas, and areas of natural and scientific interest, unless it has been demonstrated that 
there will be no negative impacts on the natural heritage feature or their ecological function. 
Development is not permitted in areas of fish habitat except in accordance with Provincial and 
Federal requirements. Development and site alteration are also not permitted in the adjacent 
lands to a natural heritage feature, unless demonstrated through an Environmental Impact 
Statement that there will be no negative impacts on the natural feature or their ecological 
function. 

As per the submitted EIS and comments provided earlier in this report, the development can be 
fulfilled without posing negative impacts on identified natural heritage features. The findings of 
the EIS are supported by the Grey Sauble Conservation Authority and the Department of 
Fisheries and Oceans, subject to various recommendations to be included in the development 
plan. 

B5.4 Hazard Lands 

The purpose of the Hazard Lands designation is to identify those lands having inherent 
environmental hazards such as flood susceptibility, erosion susceptibility, and dynamic beach 
hazards, and hazardous sites that exhibit instability, or poor drainage, or any other physical 
condition which is severe enough to pose a risk for the occupant, property damage or social 
disruption if developed. As per Section B5.4.1, permitted uses in the Hazard designation are 
limited to forestry, uses connected with the conservation of water, soil, wildlife and other 
natural resources, agriculture, passive public parks, public utilities, essential municipal services, 
and, resource based recreational uses. 

It is noted that the proposed re-alignment of the unnamed tributary is located within the 
Hazard boundary, however, this does not constitute development for the purpose of the 
Ontario Planning Act. The proposed re-alignment would be completed under a Development 
Permit issued by the Grey Sauble Conservation Authority and in accordance with Department of 
Fisheries and Oceans authorization. 

Part D General Development Policies 

D1 Water and Sanitary Servicing Strategy 
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The policies of Section D1 are intended to ensure that public health and safety is protected, 
that all development has a safe and adequate water supply, sewage services and stormwater 
management practices, to encourage the progressive extension and economic utilization of 
municipal sewer and water services and to identify the preferred means of servicing in the 
Town. The preferred means of servicing in settlements areas is by full municipal water and 
sanitary services, however, it is recognized that limited development may be permitted within 
the partially serviced areas of Clarksburg until such a time that full municipal services are 
available. Council shall be satisfied that appropriate services are available to the lands prior to 
approval of any new development. 

Servicing for the proposed development is to be phased.  Phase 1 includes private on-site 
services for the Admin/ProShop building only. Phase 2 and the additional development would 
be required to extend full municipal services along the Grey Road 2 frontage.  Planning Staff are 
satisfied that the works can be appropriately serviced by this phased approach. 

Should Council support the application, it is recommended that a Holding ‘h’ symbol be applied 
to the lands requiring connection to full municipal water and sanitary services prior to 
consideration of approval for any subsequent phases of development on the lands. 

D2 Transportation 

Traffic impact studies or road assessments may be required by the Province, the County and/or 
the Town to support a development application. The intent of such studies is to ensure that the 
proposed development can be designed and sited to ensure that the impacts of the 
development on the adjacent road network are addressed. As part of the original application 
submission, a Traffic Impact Study was provided concluding that the existing road system can 
accommodate the increase in traffic volumes, that appropriate sight-lines are available in and 
out of the site, and that the Highway 26 / Grey Road 2 Environmental Assessment 
recommendation to re-align Clark Street to better accommodate traffic volumes and provide 
increased sight distances can be incorporated into the Development Proposal. 

Although the Traffic Impact Study has been completed, Planning Staff do not have confirmation 
at this time that the recommendations and findings of this Study have been accepted by the 
Town, County and Ministry of Transportation. Should Council support the application, it is 
recommended that the final site plan be designed in accordance with the Traffic Impact Study 
and recommendations from the Town, County and Ministry of Transportation. 

D3 Cultural Heritage 

The potential for impacts on cultural heritage and archaeology has been evaluated through the 
submitted Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment, prepared by Archeoworks Inc., dated May 30, 
2017. The submitted assessment identifies the potential for archeological resources on the site 
and recommends that a Stage 2 Assessment be completed prior to any site works occurring. 

As noted earlier in this report, It is recommended that Council defer consideration of approving 
these applications until such time as a Phase 2 Archaeological Study is completed and further 
indigenous community engagement is completed. 
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E7 Amendments to the Official Plan 

As outlined by Section E7, it is the intent of the Official Plan to serve as the basis for managing 
change in the Town and to identify enough land for residential, commercial, and employment 
uses.  In considering any amendments to the Official Plan, Council must consider the relevant 
amendment policies of any particular land use designation, as well as the amendment policies 
outlined under Section E7(c) of the Official Plan, 2016. Section E7(c) requires Council’s 
consideration of: The rationale or the basis for the change; The direction provided by the 
Provincial Policy Statement; The direction provided by the goals and objectives to this Plan; The 
desirability and appropriateness of changing the plan to accommodate the proposed use or 
action; The impacts the proposed change will have on the character of the area; Conformity 
with the direction provided by the upper tier plan; and, That sufficient documentation has been 
provided to support the proposed amendment including information related to the physical 
growth of the Town, impacts on the economy, the environment, agriculture and social well-
being of the community. 

As outlined earlier in this report, Planning Staff are unable to support the rationale provided by 
the applicant for this amendment.  Concerns regarding consistency with provincial policy, and 
conformity to the Grey County and Town of The Blue Mountains Official Plan have been 
highlighted. The conversion of designated urban employment lands for further recreational 
commercial development is not desirable as it may impede the community’s ability to achieve a 
diverse, multi-faceted, and more resilient local economy and sufficient documentation related 
to the physical growth, economic development, and employment needs for the Town have not 
been provided to support the proposed application. 

Town of The Blue Mountains Zoning By-law 2018-65 
The Blue Mountains Comprehensive Zoning By-law 2018-65 was enacted in November 2018. 
By-law 2018-65 places the subject lands into the Recreation Three ‘REC3-92-h10’ zone. 

The ‘REC3’ Zone permits a range of recreational, conservation, park and similar uses.  Exception 
‘-92’ sets detailed provisions permitting the lands to only be used for a Commercial 
Recreational Use consisting of a Horse Park and related facilities. The By-law has a specific 
definition of Commercial Recreational Use strictly encapsulating the Horse Park and related 
facilities only.  Additional provisions under the By-law include permissions for 300 Commercial 
Resort Units and 1300 square metres of commercial retail space.  The holding symbol ‘-h10’ 
remains on the lands and includes a number of conditions that must be met prior to the site 
being developed. The conditions include: the execution of a Master Development Agreement, 
Conservation Authority Approvals, approval of a Traffic Impact Study, Site Plan Approval, Slope 
Stability Study, and a Commercial Market Study in support of the 300 Commercial Resort Units. 
It is noted that limited Horse Shows and events may occur prior to the above mentioned 
conditions. 

The existing REC3-92-h10 Zone does not permit the proposed Wakeboard Park use, and 
therefore an Application for Zoning By-law Amendment is required.  An application has been 
received by the Town requesting a rezoning to delete and replace the Horse Park elements 
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from the Zoning and replace with the proposed Wakeboard Park elements.  A Draft Zoning By-
law Amendment has been submitted by the applicant to provide a new definition for a 
Commercial Recreational Use that reflects the Wakeboard Park proposal, and to maintain the 
existing Holding Symbol ‘-h10’ requirements for further studies and to permit water ski and 
wakeboard cable events with a maximum audience capacity of 4,300 people and subject to a 
Special Event Permit from the Town. 

Section 24(1) of the Planning Act requires that a Zoning By-law shall not be passed unless it 
conforms to the Official Plan. As noted earlier in this report, Planning Staff are unable to 
support the Official Plan Amendment Application.  In the absence of an Official Plan 
Amendment, the implementing Zoning By-law Amendment cannot be approved. 

Conclusions and Recommendations 
Based on the foregoing, Planning Staff recommend that the proposed amendments to the 
Town of The Blue Mountains Official Plan and The Blue Mountains Zoning By-law 2018-65 be 
refused.  It is the opinion of Planning Staff that the applications propose a non-employment use 
within a designated employment area and therefore must be considered under the lens of an 
Employment Lands Conversion.  This opinion has been evaluated based on input through the 
public process in consultation with the County of Grey and Ministry of Municipal Affairs and 
Housing, and through the interpretation of the Planning Act, Provincial Policy Statement 2020, 
County of Grey Official Plan and Town of The Blue Mountains Official Plan.  The opinions 
provided in this report identify that the proposed Water Ski and Wakeboard Park: are not 
consistent with the Provincial Policy Statement 2020 with regards to managing land and proper 
planning for employment areas; do not conform to the County of Grey Official Plan with regards 
to permitted uses in an Urban Employment Area, maintaining appropriate quantity and quality 
employment lands supply, and have not addressed the Employment Lands conversion policies 
of the County Plan; do not conform to the Town of The Blue Mountains Official Plan with 
regards to meeting the Goals and Objectives of the Plan, and meeting minimum policy 
requirements on Traffic Impact and Archaeological Assessment. 

It has been submitted that the Development Proposal is not a conversion of Employment Lands 
as the removal of the Horse Park and replacement to a Water Ski and Wakeboard Park would 
not diminish the Town’s supply of traditional employment land.  As noted in this report, 
Planning Staff do not support this interpretation. The Horse Park was reviewed in 2006-2007 
and at that time was considered consistent with the 2005 Provincial Policy Statement, and a 
permitted use under the former 2002 Town of The Blue Mountains Official Plan. Since that 
time the Town has updated its Official Plan to restrict commercial uses in employment areas, 
and the Provincial Policy Statement has been replaced twice each time strengthening policy 
direction on managing growth, land use, and employment areas. 

Should Council support the proposal, Planning Staff recommend that Council defer a final 
decision until such time as Planning Staff can prepare a Draft Official Plan Amendment and 
Zoning By-law Amendment documents for consideration. 
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E. Strategic Priorities 

3. Community 

We will protect and enhance the community feel and the character of the Town, while 
ensuring the responsible use of resources and restoration of nature. 

F. Environmental Impacts 

Environmental Impacts on Natural Heritage and Natural Hazard matters have been considered 
in this report. An Environmental Impact Study (EIS) has been prepared and accepted by the 
Grey Sauble Conservation Authority and the Department of Fisheries and Oceans with 
conditions. 

G. Financial Impacts 

Decisions of Council on Planning Applications may be subject to an appeal to the Ontario Land 
Tribunal. Depending on the scope of the appeal and Town involvement in the appeal process, 
additional financial obligations may be required. 

H. In Consultation With 

Applicant Project Team, Municipal Departments, Public Agencies, and the general public 
through the circulation of the Notice of Public Hearing in accordance with the provisions of the 
Planning Act.  Additional consultation occurred with the Grey Sauble Conservation Authority, 
County of Grey, the Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing, and the Department of Fisheries 
and Oceans. 

I. Public Engagement 

The topic of this Staff Report has been the subject of a Public Meeting and/or Public 
Information Centre which took place on November 18, 2019. Those who provided comments 
at the Public Meeting and/or Public Information Centre, including anyone who has asked to 
receive notice regarding this matter, has been provided notice of this Staff Report. Any 
comments regarding this report should be submitted to Shawn Postma at 
planning@thebluemountains.ca 

J. Attached 

1. Public Comments Summary 

Respectfully submitted, 

Shawn Postma, MCIP RPP 
Manager of Community Planning 

mailto:planning@thebluemountains.ca
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Adam Smith 
Director of Planning and Development Services 

For more information, please contact: 
Shawn Postma, Manager of Community Planning 
planning@thebluemountains.ca 
519-599-3131 extension 248 

mailto:planning@thebluemountains.ca
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Public Comment Response Matrix 
Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 

PDS.23.003 
Attachment 1

AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
Abby Fulton 18-Nov-19 1. A Clarksburg resident In support of the proposal. Park 

can provide accessibility to the sport to people of all ages 
and those who cannot afford a boat 

Support 1. Comment received 

Alan Levine 26.2.2020 1. Believe in managed growth and development and need 
for quality jobs – park does not achieve these objectives 

2. Another downside is ability to host festivals and concerts 
creating traffic, noise, and environmental issues 

3. Provides a small contribution to economic goals, while 
deterring other investment in the area 

Oppose 1. Comment received. 
2. Department of Fisheries and Oceans and Conservation Authority have 

reviewed potential for impacts on watercourses and environment and have 
confirmed limited to no adverse negative impacts. 

3. Comment received. 

Alan Maclean 28.07.2020 1. Fantastic addition to outdoor activities area is known for 
2. Other parks have built wonderful community – increases 

accessibility to the sport 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Allan and 
Esther Nadler 

8.03.2020 1. Believe in managed growth and development and need 
for quality jobs – park does not achieve these objectives 

2. Poses impacts to the environment 

Oppose 1. Comment received. 
2. Department of Fisheries and Oceans and Conservation Authority have 

reviewed potential for impacts on watercourses and environment and have 
confirmed limited to no adverse negative impacts. 

Alexandra 
Graham 

21.07.2020 1. Fun affordable way for kids to stay active and connect 
with nature 

2. More accessible to more people 
3. Contributes to tourism community 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 

Alex Henry 27.02.2020 1. Believe in managed development and growth and need 
for quality lifestyle amenities and jobs – this park will not 
achieve those objectives 

2. Proposal is opposite to community character and will 
negatively impact environment 

3. Traffic and Noise concerns 

Oppose 1. Comment received. 
2. Department of Fisheries and Oceans and Conservation Authority have 

reviewed potential for impacts on watercourses and environment and have 
confirmed limited to no adverse negative impacts. 

3. Technical studies, including Environmental Impact Study, Noise Study, and 
Traffic Study, completed as part of submission. 

Alex Maxwell 3-04-2021 4. Should be allowed to proceed 
5. Public should be allowed to challenge the application as it 

moves through the process. 
6. Long-term implications need to be considered. 

4. Comment received. 
5. Comment received. 
6. Comment received. 



Public Comment Response Matrix 
Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 

AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
Andy Oake 18-Nov-19 1. Owner of Windmill Lake wakeboarding facility 

2. Required to complete weekly E. Coli testing and has not 
had any concerns at his facility 

3. His facility was supported by the Municipality and has 
won Eco-Tourism awards 

4. Requires special event permits for any event 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 
4. Comment received. 

Anthony 
Belcher 

17.08.2020 1. Not permitted in an Employment Zone. 
2. Employment zone is intended for year-round workplaces 
3. Horse park got a use specific amendment – does not 

apply to the wakeboard park 
4. Official Plan allows such open air recreational uses in the 

Rural zone – does not belong on the subject lands. 
5. Use will preclude ability for industry to locate in TBM 

Opposed 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Discussion provided in Staff Report. 
4. Discussion provided in Staff Report. 
5. Comment received. 

AJ Delzotto 11.17.2019 6. Low barrier to entry Support 6. Comment received. 
Araby Lockhart 2018-08-09 1. Wrong event on the property Opposed 1. Comment received. 

Alan Levine 2.26.2020 1. Does not provide quality employment; low-end seasonal 
jobs 

2. Does not add to quality of life for residents 
3. Concern about impact of events, traffic, noise, and 

environment 

Oppose 1. Employment discussion included in Staff Report 
2. Comment received. 
3. Technical studies, including Environmental Impact Study and Traffic Study, 

have been completed and submitted to the Town. 

Allan and 
Esther Nadler 

08-Mar-20 1. Lack of quality employment 
2. Negative impacts such as crime, traffic, noise 

Oppose 1. Employment discussion included in Staff Report 
2. Noise Study and Traffic Impact Study completed as part of submission to the 

Town. 

Alannah 
MacDonald 

11.17.2019 1. Increases accessibility to the sport Support 1. Comment received. 



Public Comment Response Matrix 
Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 

AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
Alex Henry 2.27.2020 1. Does not provide quality employment; low-end seasonal 

jobs 
2. Concern about impact of events, traffic, noise, and 

environment 

Oppose 1. Employment discussion included in Staff Report 
2. Technical studies, including noise, traffic, and environmental impact study, 

completed as part of submission. 

Alexandra 
Graham 

11.17.2019 1. Great amenity for kids to be active, safe and social 
2. Increases accessibility to the sport 
3. Contributes to Tourism 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 

Alicia Lankveld 11.19.2019 1. Great addition to an active community; 
2. Attract more business and fits with snowboarding and 

skiing 
3. Eco-friendly and great opportunity for youth 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 

Amy 
Timmerman 

11.17.2019 1. low barrier for entry, allows progression, contribute to 
tourism, and environmentally friendly 

Support 1. Comment received. 

Andrew 
Emmans 

11.18.2019 1. Great Tourist Attraction for the area 
2. Contributes to taxes and indirect economic benefits for 

other businesses 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Andy Sant 11.13.2019 1. Great amenity for kids to be active, safe and social Support 1. Comment received. 

Bailey McLean 28.07.2020 1. Ontario based wakeboarder – excellent idea for 
community 

2. Introduces more people to the sport and is a great family 
activity and has positive impact on environment 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 

Boris Nevel 18-Nov-19 1. Resident of Mississauga and supports the proposal 
2. His son is a professional in the sport and there is a need 

for this type of facility 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Brad Reid 11.13.2019 1. Contributes to enhancement of 4-season tourism 
industry; environmentally friendly; 

2. Noise will be minimum considering other potential uses 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Brendan 
Thomson 

10.04.2021 
08.04.2021 

1. Opportunity for much needed employment 
2. Could open safe during a pandemic 

Support 1. Employment discussion included in Staff Report 
2. Comment received. 



Public Comment Response Matrix 
Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 

AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
24.07.2020 3. Non-competing economic boost 

4. Location is perfect beside a police station 
5. Family sport 
6. Cable Park would have no recourse with neighbouring 

farm regarding spray, crops, bird bangers, etc. 
7. Why has a decision not been made? Lack of movement is 

alarming to would-be investors 

3. Comment received. 
4. Comment received. 
5. Comment received. 
6. Comment received. 
7. Comment received. 

Brian Canning 18-Nov-19 1. Clarksburg resident, supports the application Support 1. Comment received. 
Brian Wilson 28.11.2019 1. Supports the proposal Support 1. Comment received. 
Brendan 
Thomson 

11.17.2019 1. Youth need employment opportunities 
2. Proximity to OPP station helps control crowds 
3. Noise By-law will control noise 
4. Camping will not be permitted 
5. Ponds are closed loop with no water from Indian Brook 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 
4. Comment received. 
5. Comment received. 

Bruce Taylor 23.07.2020 1. Great attraction for the community Support 1. Comment received. 

Bryan Funk 11.13.2019 1. Good for tourism, community, families and advancement 
of the sport 

Support 1. Comment received. 

Cabrina Skillen 21.10.2020 
23.07.2020 

1. Contributes to four-season recreational opportunities in 
the area and fulfills needs of community to solidify as a 
top tourism and vacation spot. 

2. Preserves the property in its closest natural state and 
provide much needed recreational activities for youth 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Casey Thomson 18-Nov-19 1. Supports the facility, but some improvements to existing 
roads may be needed 

2. The Town needs a diverse population and things to do. 
This facility is an opportunity for the community. 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Chad 
Richardson 

3.11.2020 1. Supports the proposal Support 1. Comment received. 



Public Comment Response Matrix 
Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 

AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
Claire 
Freisenhausen 

2018-04-25 1. Questions regarding requirement for Archaeological 
Study 

Inquiry 1. Staff provided email response. 

Colin Sless 22.10.2020 1. Support the project – will bring extra tourism money to 
the Town 

Support 1. Comment received. 

Constanza 
Scaglia 

7.04.2021 1. Professional wakeboarder – unable to spend enough time 
in Canada as there are limited training facilities. 

2. Need a proper facility to develop talent in Canada 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Dana 
Romstetter 

18-Nov-19 1. Will contribute to growth of the tourism industry and is 
environmentally friendly 

2. Makes the sport accessible to people of all ages 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Daniel Jarrett 11.17.2019 1. Owner of West Rock Lake Wake Park, Chicago IL 
2. Wake park is a community hub, retains natural beauty, 

and provides more opportunities for outdoor activites 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Daniele 
Belanger 

3.09.2020 1. Strongly opposed 
2. Nature of community is threatened by an application of 

this nature. 
3. Alternate location should be found where infrastructure 

and support services already exist 
4. Lands are subject to an underlying industrial subdivision 

and the Town owns right-of-ways internal to the site. 
5. COVID-19 has shown the need for a diversified 

employment opportunities within the community. 
6. Need to encourage employment opportunities from 

outside of the retail, service, and recreation sectors 
7. Using 39% of available employment lands for 10-12 low 

paying seasonal jobs is not positive contribution to 
economy of the Town. 

Opposed 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 
4. Confirmed – the Town currently owns right-of-ways internal to the site. 
5. Comment received. 
6. Comment received. 
7. Comment received. 

Dary Znebel 11.18.2019 8. Head Coach of the Canadian Wakeboard Team 
9. Great opportunity for a training facility to advance the 

sport 

Support 8. Comment received. 
9. Comment received. 



Public Comment Response Matrix 
Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 

AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
Debbie Crosskill 18-Nov-19 1. Concerned with Environmental Impact and Species at Risk 

2. How will the pond water be treated? 
3. Concerns with excessive noise impacts 

Oppose 1. EIS submitted as part of complete application. 
2. No treatment process has been identified. 
3. Noise Study submitted as part of a complete application. 

Denzel Morris 11.13.2019 1. Positive economic growth; great training facility Support 1. Comment received. 
Derek Brown 11.17.2019 1. Positive economic growth; family atmosphere and good 

for child development 
Support 1. Comment received. 

Derek Crawford 18-Nov-19 1. Noted that Clark Street will be a major through road 
despite this specific application. This use will be an asset 
for the community 

Support 1. Comment received. 

Donald and Gail 
Cresswell 

11.13.2019 
11.28.2019 

1. Unacceptable level of noise, traffic, and adversely affect 
water and stream reserves and courses 

2. Letters of support seem to come from outside of the 
community 

3. Proposal has already been rejected by 8 other 
municipalities 

4. Concerns remain about noise, traffic, special events, and 
environmental impact 

5. Hours of operation not clear 
6. Minimal benefit to economic development 

Oppose 1. Technical studies, including Environmental Impact Study, Noise Study, and 
Traffic Study, completed as part of submission. Department of Fisheries and 
Oceans and Conservation Authority have reviewed potential for impacts on 
watercourses and have confirmed limited to no adverse negative impacts. 

2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 
4. See comment response under point 1 above. 
5. Comment received. 
6. Comment received. 

Doug Seneshen 11.15.2019 1. Concerns with Economic Benefit to the Community 
2. Noise Study is inadequate 
3. Traffic Study is inadequate 
4. Environmental Study is inadequate 

Oppose 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 
4. Comment received. 

Don Churchill 16.10.2020 1. Supports the proposal as a major contribution to the 
community. 

Support 1. Comment received. 



Public Comment Response Matrix 
Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 

AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
Ellen Kalis 21.10.2020 1. Support proposal – great addition to recreational and 

leisure activities 
Support 1. Comment received. 

Emma Sharp 3.02.2020 2. Proximity to residence and noise Oppose 2. Noise study completed as part of complete application. Landscaping and berm 
28.11.2019 3. Berm and buffer proposed adjacent to existing residential use. 
14.11.2019 4. No Quiet Enjoyment of Property 

5. Crowds and Traffic 
6. Little Economic Benefit to the Town 
7. Water Usage 
8. Septic Leaching and Water Quality 
9. Environment Impact 
10. Type of Clientele 
11. Not in keeping with Rural character of Thornbury 
12. More clarity needed on ‘Phase 2’ 

3. Berm and landscape buffer proposed adjacent to residential use. 
4. Comment received. 
5. Traffic Study completed as part of application submission. 
6. Comment received. 
7. Private on-site services proposed. Ponds proposed to be filled from existing 

watercourse per DFO water taking permit. 
8. Comment received. 
9. Environmental Impact Study completed as part of application submission. 

Conservation Authority has concurred with findings and recommendations. 
10. Comment received. 
11. Comment received. 
12. ‘Phase 2’ no longer included in proposal. 

Emma Weigand 09.08.2020 1. Great family experience – indirect economic benefits i.e. 
hotel stays, restaurants, etc. 

2. Need more outdoor recreational spaces 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Erika Langman 7.08.2020 3. On Board of Director for Waterski Wakeboard Ontario – 
full support for the proposal 

4. Negative comments are likely result of lack of education 
around the park and what the facility will be. 

Support 3. Comment received. 
4. Comment received. 

Ethan Lawson 10.21.2020 1. Increased accessibility to the sport 
2. Accessible for all ages 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 



Public Comment Response Matrix 
Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 

AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 

7 

Gail Znebel 19.11.2019 1. Improves accessibility to the sport 
2. Environmentally friendly, safe and affordable 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Gary Turnbull 16.08.2020 1. Way behind other towns in terms of recreation 
infrastructure 

Support 1. Comment received. 

Garry Almond 15.10.2020 1. Supports the proposal Support 1. Comment received. 

George and 
Mara Adams 

13.11.2019 1. Concerned with Noise Oppose 1. Noise Study completed as part of application submission. 

Ginette Gallant 15.11.2019 1. Great addition to the community for young people to do Support 1. Comment received. 

Gwen Cole 2.24.2020 2. Does not provide quality employment; low-end seasonal 
jobs 

3. Environmental, traffic, noise impacts 

Oppose 1. Employment discussion included in Staff Report. 
2. Technical studies completed as part of application submission. 

Hania Krajewski 30.11.2019 1. Not in keeping with character of Clarksburg 
2. Parking concerns 
3. Environmental impacts 

Oppose 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Environmental Impact Study completed as part of application submission. 

Conservation Authority has concurred with findings and recommendations. 

Hazel de Burg 
and Martin 
Tekela 

25.11.2019 1. Opportunity for youth activities 
2. Not concerned with excessive noise, traffic, or impact on 

the environment 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Heather McGee 23.07.2020 1. Perfect location 
2. Great addition for local families and will attract tourists 
3. Concerns raised are not valid 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 

Helen and Alan 
Mark 

27.2.2020 4. Inappropriate use of land. Not desirable and not in 
keeping with Clarksburg character 

Oppose 4. Comment received. 

Hugh and Anita 
Morris 

13.11.2019 1. Great attraction for families Support 1. Comment received. 

Jacob 
Wigersma 

7.08.2020 1. Instructor at Cable Park in Sarnia 
2. Builds confidence in all ages of riders 
3. Creates a sense of community 
4. Financially accessible to anyone 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 
4. Comment received. 

Jake Cheinski 11.12.2019 1. Supports the proposal Support 1. Comment received. 
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Jamie Coulter 15.08.2020 1. Cable Park is environmentally responsible 

2. Great addition to athletic offerings in the Town 
Support 1. Comment received. 

2. Comment received. 

James Hindle 18-Nov-19 3. Not the best use of the property; Environmental concerns Oppose 3. Comment received. Environmental Impact Study completed as part of 
18-Nov-19 4. Low-quality jobs with no benefit to local residents application submission. Conservation Authority has concurred with findings 

and recommendations. 
4. Employment discussion included in Staff Report. 

James Stuckey 29.11.2019 1. Concerns with noise, traffic Oppose 1. Noise Study and Traffic Impact Study completed as part of complete 
application. 

Janet Richter 11.11.2020 1. Canada Snowboard letter of support 
2. Cable Park would provide for new training opportunities 

for Ontario Snowboard and Canada Snowboard athletes 
benefitting future Snowboard Olympic Teams. 

Support 1. Comments received. 
2. Comment received. 

Janis Nevison-
Brearley 

7.08.2020 
11.17.2019 

1. Environmentally sustainable 
2. Entertainment and Tourism 
3. Economic benefits 
4. Active outdoor sports and family activity 
5. Progression of the sport 
6. Important for larger community, beyond just Town 

residents 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 
4. Comment received. 
5. Comment received. 

Jan Seneshen 18-Nov-19 1. Supports the idea of a wake park, but not in this location 
2. Does not maintain historical character of Thornbury and 

Clarksburg 
3. Concern with impact of tour buses for national events 

and agricultural lands should be protected 
4. Strategic goal to increase employment on these lands; 

10-12 jobs are being provided by the proposed use. Other 
uses of the lands could provide more jobs 

Oppose 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. Noted that the lands are designated Urban Employment 

Area and does not permit agricultural uses. 
4. Employment discussion included in Staff Report. 
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Jane Sutherland 18-Nov-19 1. This facility should be welcomed and will raise athleticism 

in the community 
Support 1. Comment received. 

Jason Petskin 18-Nov-19 1. Meaford resident, supports the application noting this 
will be the first of its type 

Support 1. Comment received. 

Jason Petznick 11.19.2019 1. Potential to host National Championships, which is a 
great opportunity for the community 

Support 1. Comment received. 

Jeff Mael 18-Nov-19 1. The river needs to be protected 
2. Are the ponds safe for human body contact? What about 

E. Coli? 
3. Concern about impact on groundwater 

Oppose 1. Minimum setbacks of 30m maintained from Indian Brook. DFO and GSCA have 
reviewed and approved proposed watercourse re-alignment. 

2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 

Jennifer Pate 
and Andy Oake 

11.13.2019 1. Owners of Windmill Lake Wake and Eco Park, Bayfield ON 
2. Serves as a Community Centre 
3. Diversification of summer activities 
4. Opportunities to host local events 
5. Employment 
6. Safe Operation 
7. Environmentally Responsible 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 
4. Comment received. 
5. Comment received. 
6. Comment received. 
7. Comment received. 

Jeremy 
Wentworth-
Stanley 

18-Nov-19 1. Long-term resident of the area. Concerns regarding 
identified wildlife habitat 

2. Council needs to consider impacts on environment and 
climate 

Oppose 1. Environmental Impact Study completed as part of application submission. 
Conservation Authority has concurred with findings and recommendations. 

2. Comment received. 

Jesse Storey 21.10.2020 1. Great opportunity for youth to be active Support 1. Comment received. 

Jessica 
Medeiros 

31.07.2020 1. Cable wakeboarder in both competitive and recreational 
capacity and have known the applicant for 10 years. 

2. Cable Park is relatively low-capacity facility and increases 
accessibility to the sport 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
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Jill Kitchen & 
Rob Robson 

30.05.2018 
28.11.2019 
23.07.2022 
31.08.2022 

1. Loud speaker noise (music, traffic), stress on road 
structure, will there be lights @ Grey Rd2/Hwy?, 
infrastructure (water/sewer), does not belong in rural 
community 

2. Not an efficient use of Town’s Employment Lands 
3. Other concerns including capacity of park, long-term 

vision, visual impact, liquor consumption, limited benefit 
to community, etc. 

Opposed 1. Noise Study and Traffic Impact Study has been prepared as part of application 
submission. Property is located within the urban Settlement Area. Services 
proposed as private on-site sewer and water. 

2. Employment land discussion included in Staff Report. 

Jillian Owens 11.17.2019 1. Community asset; social opportunities and economic 
benefits 

Support 1. Comment received. 

Joanne Heller 2.24.2020 1. Concerns with traffic and noise Oppose 1. Noise Study and Traffic Impact Study completed as part of application 
submission. 

Joey Braden 24.10.2020 1. Family friendly activity 
2. Place for Ontario talent to grow in the sport. 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

John and Cheryl 
Besley 

12.02.2019 3. Eight other towns have already turned it down 
4. Information provided is vague; scale of large events and 

full build-out not clear 
5. Concerns with parking and noise 

Oppose 3. Comment received. 
4. Comment received. 
5. Noise Study submitted as part of complete application. 

Jonathan 
Bonney 

11.18.2019 1. Owner of Timmins Wake Park, Timmins ON 
2. Increases accessibility to the sport 
3. Community oriented tourist attraction 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 

John McTavish 18-Nov-19 1. Supports the proposal. Spoke to benefits to the 
Environment, active lifestyles, and sport development 

Support 1. Comment received. 

Judith Snyder 19.11.2019 1. Family friendly, promoted physical fitness, big attraction 
2. Attract Canada and North American wide interest 

Support 1. Comment received 

Julia Hinds 13.09.2020 1. Park will benefit our community, just as the ski hills do 
2. A lot of confusion about what is proposed – people think 

of Wakestock 
3. Decision needs to be rooted in fact 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 

Kara Kennedy 15.10.2020 1. Great addition to community Support 1. Comment received. 
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Katarina 
Bostrom 

23.07.2020 1. Serves only to provide more play parks for youth with 
means and low paid service jobs for youth without 
means. 

2. Environmentally unsustainable 
3. High partying culture venue 

Oppose 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 

Katherine 
Shiriff 

21.10.2020 1. Cable wakeboarding is in sync with social/political 
movements concerning environment 

2. Use provides healthy social activity for all capabilities 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Kathleen 
O'Malley 

11.18.2019 1. Concerns with impact on rural character, such as noise, 
traffic, litter, drinking and drug use 

Oppose 1. Technical studies submitted as part of complete application. 

Kathryn Brown 24.07.2020 
21.10.2020 

1. Supports the proposal Support 1. Comment received. 

Kathy Reid 11.13.2019 1. Additional outdoor activities for families to enjoy 
together 

Support 1. Comment received. 

Keele Wenger 6.08.2020 1. Runs watersport department for stores in 
Muskoka/Algonquin – great opportunity for community 

2. Great family activity 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Kelly Mcnichol 11.08.2020 1. I support the cable park Support 1. Comment received. 

Ken Larn 18-Nov-19 2. Shelburne resident, provides accessibility to the sport for 
those who cannot afford a boat 

Support 2. Comment received. 

Ken McGuire 1.09.2020 
2.25.2020 
14.11.2019 

1. Concerns with Noise, parking, festivals/events, water 
taking from Indian Brook 

2. Lands represent 39% of total Employment Lands in the 
Town – seasonal, low-income operation not the best use 
and this is a gross under-utilization 

3. Needs to be sustainable in the long-term and provide well 
paying jobs to sustain life in the Town 

4. Keep it as an industrial park for employment uses – need 
well paying career opportunities and diverse employment 

5. Many supporters are from out of town 
6. 

Oppose 1. Technical studies submitted as part of complete application. 
2. Employment land discussion included in Staff Report. 
3. Comment received. 
4. Comment received. 

Keri Lockhart 12.17.2019 1. Inappropriate use of land. Concerns about noise, traffic, 
and tourism on quiet character of Thornbury 

Oppose 1. Technical studies submitted as part of complete application. 
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Kris Lewko 16.08.2020 1. Great asset to community Support 1. Comment received. 

Krista Currie 11.18.2019 1. Opportunity for youth activities 
2. Positive impact on business 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Krista Voigt 02.06.2023 1. Opportunity for additional youth activities for the area 
2. Town should support great opportunities such as this 

proposal 
3. Opportunity to support local business, young jobs 
4. Noise is not considered out of range of acceptable 
5. Hearing lots of support for this project to go ahead 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 
4. Comment received. 
5. Comment received. 

Kristopher 
Lewko 

11.18.2019 6. Additional opportunity for kids to get active and into 
sports 

7. Contributes to Tourism 

Support 6. Comment received. 
7. Comment received. 

Kurtis Spencer 2.11.2020 1. Perfect fit for the Town and surrounding community 
2. Beneficial to local athletes of any age 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Kyle Dickman 11.17.2019 1. Manager of SouthTown Wake Park, Rock Hill SC 
2. Wakeparks make the sport more accessible to more 

people 
3. Good for community and tourism 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 

Laura Travosi 25.01.2021 1. Better use than a commercial industrial park 
2. More than enough approved commercial development as 

it is. 
3. Small business willing to take this on, should be allowed 

to 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 

Leanne Konings 22.07.2020 4. Great addition to community 
5. Provides kids with outdoor activity 
6. Accessible to people of all ages 

Support 4. Comment received. 
5. Comment received. 
6. Comment received. 

Leslie Linton 23.07.2020 1. Great for kids to have something to do Support 1. Comment received. 

Lesley Wenn 2018-05-22 1. Concerned about noise, traffic, impacts, financial viability Opposed 1. Technical studies submitted as part of complete application. 

Lexi Noakes 11.12.2019 1. Makes the sport more accessible for more people Support 1. Comment received. 
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Liam Brearly 18-Nov-19 1. Facility will increase accessibility to the sport and will 

bring families together 
Support 1. Comment received. 

Linda Shepherd 18-Nov-19 1. New business and revenue to the Town should be 
encouraged 

2. This facility will provide employment and will be good for 
young people 

3. Removes the need for a boat and allows more people to 
enter the sport 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 

Lorraine Sutton 
(Climate Action 
Now Network) 

26.01.2021 1. Significant excavation of landscape to create ponds 
2. Use will destruct soil structure and ecosystems 
3. Will require extensive amounts of electricity 
4. Impact Indian Brook 
5. May require water taking permit 
6. Increase in traffic 
7. Resort attractions belong at Blue Mountain Village and 

Blue Mountain Resorts 

Oppose 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 
4. Environmental Impact Study completed as part of application submission. 

Conservation Authority has concurred with findings and recommendations. 
5. Water permit has been issued by the Department of Fisheries 
6. Traffic Impact Study completed as part of application submission. 
7. Comment received. 

Lyndsy 
Shouldice 

30.09.2020 1. Provides opportunity for all ages to try/progress in the 
sport 

2. Great family/social activity 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Lynne Primrose 11.16.2019 3. Accessible to everyone 
4. Environmentally friendly 
5. Good for the youth and promotes other businesses 
6. New jobs for youth and young adults 

Support 3. Comment received. 
4. Comment received. 
5. Comment received. 
6. Comment received. 

Martin Tekela 17.08.2020 1. Great way to keep the property green and divert some 
traffic away from waterfront beaches and parks 

Support 1. Comment received. 

Mary Riopelle 5.04.2021 2. Would be an asset to the community Support 2. Comment received. 

Melissa Kurtin 17.08.2020 3. Not wakestock – this is a family activity 
4. Provides for national training facility 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Meredith 
Brown 

28.09.2020 1. Supports the proposal. Support 1. Comment received. 
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Michael 
Dickson 

8.04.2021 1. Great facility for Canadian wakeboard athletes 
2. Brings tourists and provides for family activity 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Michael Gillan 11.16.2019 1. Diversifies existing tourist attractions 
2. Good for community and the sport 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Michael 
McCabe 

13.11.2019 
24.07.2020 

1. Full-time resident and fully supports the proposal Support 1. Comment received. 

Mickey Henry 18-Nov-19 1. Owner of Bala Waterpark noting majority of users are 
from the local community. He holds one event per year 

Support 1. Comment received. 

Mickey Henry 21.10.2020 1. Preservation of landscape while creating jobs/giving kids 
opportunity outweighs any other outcomes 

Support 1. Comment received. 

Mike Bahl 22.10.2020 1. Sustainable/eco-friendly watersport facility for family 
friendly recreation 

1. Enhance local summer tourism and create jobs 

Support 1. Comment received. 
1. Comment received. 

Miklos Perlus 24.07.2020 1. Wake Park allows for greater access to the sport where 
Georgian Bay is not always conducive for wakeboarding 

2. Increase summer recreational tourism 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Mitchell 
Sheppard 

11.20.2019 1. Landscape/Engineering masterpiece 
2. Benefit to recreational tourism economy 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Morgan Poisson 6.04.2021 1. Great revenue source and place for athletes to progress 
in sport 

2. Cable Parks are virtually silent and would do no harm to 
area residents 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Neal 
Smitheman 

24.07.2020 
11.16.2019 

1. Great recreational opportunity for young people 
2. Employment opportunities and tax revenue 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Nick 
Nagribianko 

1. Low barrier to entry – allows for participants of all ages 
2. Benefits to physical and mental health 
3. Indirect economic benefits for existing businesses 
4. Diversifies existing economic base 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 
4. Comment received. 

Noah Cole 2.25.2020 1. Environmental impact, traffic, litter, little benefit to 
community 

Oppose 1. Technical studies submitted as part of complete application. 
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Oricia Smith 12.02.2021 1. Georgian Bay is often much to wavy, so a land based park 

would be ideal 
2. No concerns with increase in traffic – volume of people 

would be low and may reduce number of people on area 
beaches 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Paul Woolner 16.08.2020 1. Tourist attraction and does not fit the character of this 
area 

2. Road infrastructure needs to be addressed before more 
traffic added 

Oppose 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Peggy and Paul 
Biggin 

12.24.2019 1. Does not provide quality employment; low-end seasonal 
jobs 

2. Concern about impact of events, traffic, noise, and 
environment 

3. Concerns regarding capacity for water service needs 
4. Rejected by 8 other towns; not a silver bullet for this 

community 

Oppose 1. Employment discussion included in Staff Report. 
2. Technical studies submitted as part of complete application. 
3. Private water services proposed. 
4. Comment received. 

Phili Droznika 
and Renee 
Richmond 

23.12.2019 1. Infrastructure is underserviced and this venture will add 
to the problem 

2. Where will workers live without affordable housing? 
3. Concerned that this venture has been turned down by 

eight other municipalities 

Oppose 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 

Richard Peirce 20.08.2020 1. Facility is family oriented, focused on sports 
development, and is environmentally conscious 

2. Great addition to outdoor activities available in the 
community 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
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Rick Crouch 11.15.2019 1. Concerned with Economic Viability and contribution to 
long-term economic and employment needs 

2. Operating hours are not clear 
3. Noise and Traffic 
4. Impact on groundwater 
5. Ultimate build-out of the property is not clear 
6. Is this use in the best interest of the community? 
7. Impact on property values 

1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Noise Study and Traffic Impact Study submitted as part of complete 

application. 
4. Technical studies submitted as part of complete application. 
5. Comment received. 
6. Comment received. 
7. Comment received. 

Rik Ganderton 23.07.2020 1. Great initiative for community 
2. Excellent outlet for youth and local employment 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Robert Robson 1.09.2020 
11.15.2019 

1. Concerned with Economic Viability 
2. Noise and Traffic Study may not reflect complete build-

out 
3. Those who have expressed support are from outside of 

the Community 

Oppose 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 

Roger and 
Karen Dykstra 

23.09.2020 
18.11.2019 

1. Primarily concerned with noise and traffic 
2. Park of this size does not belong so close to town 
3. Once the approval is granted, special permits could be 

applied for large events 
4. Many comments in support are from people outside of 

the community 

Oppose 1. Noise Study and Traffic Impact Study submitted as part of complete 
application. 

2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 
4. Comment received. 

Ron 
Cunningham 

16.10.2020 1. Makes the sport more accessible to many more people 
2. Benefit local residents and encourage more people to 

visit. 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Roseoleen 
Harvey 

23.07.2020 1. Have met with principles of the endeavour and have no 
concerns 

2. Will be a great addition to Thornbury and beneficial to 
residents and tourists 

3. Developing greenspace for outdoor use is positive 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 

Ryan Markham 11.18.2019 1. Opportunity to access a cost prohibitive sport Support 1. Comment received. 
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Sabrina Egan 23.07.2020 1. Lands remain a park and will be a tourist destination Support 1. Comment received. 

19.11.2019 2. Outdoor activity for teens 
3. Employment for youth 
4. Better for environment than if the land is developed 

2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 
4. Comment received. 

Sam Goodman 28.03.2021 1. Supports the proposal Support 1. Comment received. 

Sandee Roberts 
and Martin 
Kilby 

11.16.2019 2. Great opportunity for the area 
3. Contributes to Tourism 
4. Provides an alternative active sport for kids of all ages 

Support 2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 
4. Comment received. 

Sean Fleming 
(Wake Canada) 

18.09.2019 1. Park would be first “full-size” cable park in Canada – 
potential provincially and nationally recognized training 
facility for Ontario and National Team athletes 

2. Investment in environmentally friendly, affordable, safe 
and sustainable family recreation supporting all-ages 
healthy lifestyles 

3. Complements and enhances local summer sports tourism 
and youth recreation as part of a diversified economy 

4. Fully support the proposal 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 
4. Comment received. 

Shane Skillen 14.08.2020 1. No noise associated with the Cable Park 
2. Believe it will improve property values as it is a unique 

attraction 
3. Will attract tourism and give kids something to do 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Sid and Jane 
Dykstra 

11.1.2019 1. Concerned with potential impacts on ability to operate 
orchard 

2. Concerned with trespassing 

Oppose 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Sid and Louise 
McFarlane 

2.09.2020 1. Concerns with noise and parking issues. 
2. Potential to become venue for loud concerts is a 

possibility and camping on the property will become the 
norm 

3. Will attract less disciplined clientele and not encouraging 
family activity 

4. Zoning not compatible with existing residential and 
agricultural zoning 

Oppose 1. Noise Study and Traffic Impact Study submitted as [art of complete 
application. 

2. If approved, special event permit would be required for festivals. Camping not 
proposed as a permitted use. 

3. Comment received. 
4. It is noted that adjacent lands are zoned Industrial and Special Agricultural. 
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Skylar Schmidt 6.08.2020 1. Excellent outdoor activity improves athleticism 

2. Cable system is quiet and easy for young children to learn 
the sport 

3. Opportunity to further the reputation of the area as a 
getaway for outdoor adventure 

1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
3. Comment received. 

Stella Presthur 
(Blue Mountain 
Watershed 
Trust) 

26.10.2020 1. Questions about stream relocation and watercourse 
protection 

2. Questions about commercial accommodation use of the 
property 

3. What is in Phase 2? Is there a Phase 3? 
4. Main concern is stream protection. 

1. Environmental Impact Study completed as part of application submission. 
Conservation Authority has concurred with findings and recommendations. 
Department of Fisheries and Oceans has issued water taking permit and has 
reviewed proposed stream re-alignment. 

2. Commercial accommodation uses no longer proposed. 
3. Phase 2 included commercial accommodation uses and limited on-site 

commercial retail uses. These are no longer included and only one phase of 
development proposed. 

4. No development located within minimum required setback of the 
watercourse. 

Stephanie 
Edminson 

2.27.2020 1. Lack of quality employment 
2. Impacts on environment, traffic, noise 

Oppose 1. Employment discussion included in Staff Report. 
2. Environmental Impact Study completed as part of application submission. 

Conservation Authority has concurred with findings and recommendations. 
Noise Study and Traffic Impact Study submitted as part of complete 
application. 

Stephen and 
Wendy Cole 

2.25.2020 1. Lack of quality employment 
2. Impacts on environment, traffic, noise 

Oppose 1. Employment discussion included in Staff Report. 
Environmental Impact Study completed as part of application submission. 
Conservation Authority has concurred with findings and recommendations. 
Noise Study and Traffic Impact Study submitted as part of complete 
application. 

Steve Roper 11.18.2019 1. Great attraction for children; environmentally friendly; 
positive economic benefit; enhance 4-season tourism 

Support 1. Comment received. 

Steven 
Sorensen 

29.11.2020 1. Location and amenity are well conceived and 
complementary to four season nature of community. 

2. It will be safe, quiet, and sought after making area more 
desirable for healthy active lifestyle/community 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Stuart Black 21.10.2020 1. Supports the proposal. Support 1. Comment received. 
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Susie 
Santacroce 

11.17.2019 1. Safe place for people to meet and engage in a physical 
activity with friends and family 

2. Supports tourism, provide locals with a sense of pride, 
develops sense of community 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Suzanne 
Tryhane 

6.08.2020 1. Great opportunity for youth the enter the sport – 
affordable as no boat needed 

2. Clean, safe, fun, and source of physical exercise 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Ted Cross 12.2.2019 1. Agree with David and Gail Cresswell letter. Oppose 1. Comment received. 

Teresa Gregory 2018-05-14 1. Proposal is not appropriate anywhere in the municipality; 
will destroy the serenity, relaxed pace & sense of small 
community; concern with paving over pristine land with 
concrete & brick; concern with traffic and waste; 

Opposed 1. Comment received. 

Terry Baetz 19.10.2022 1. Supports the proposal Support 1. Comment received. 

Terry Porter 16.08.2022 1. Approve the park Support 1. Comment received. 

Tim Barrett 11.14.2019 1. Noise assessment does not consider P.A. systems Oppose 1. Noise Study updated to include P.A. consideration 

Tom Birnie 16.10.2020 1. Supports the proposal Support 1. Comment received. 
Tom Elek 2.28.2020 2. Little economic benefit to the community Oppose 2. Comment received. 
Tom Murdison 16.10.2020 1. Cable Park would be a great addition to the activities in 

this area 
2. Benefits tourists and locals, old and young 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Tony Murgel 2018-08-09 
2019-11-22 

1. Close neighbour & wishes to be kept updated – 
completely opposed 

Oppose 1. Comment received. 

Tyler Avey 16.10.2020 1. Supports the proposal Support 1. Comment received. 
Uriq Congets 18-Nov-19 2. The use is a benefit to the community and will bring 

people together 
Support 2. Comment received. 

Valdosta Wake 
Campground 

11.18.2019 1. Great for the community, builds the sport, and 
encourages more people to join 

Support 1. Comment received. 



Public Comment Response Matrix 
Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 

AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
W Scott Christie 11.17.2019 1. Community building – great for families and a community 

hub. Contributes to tourism and benefits existing local 
businesses 

Support 1. Comment received. 

Wendy Boyd 11.17.2019 1. Great opportunity for the youth in the area 
2. Low barrier for entry 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 

Yvette Mchugh 18.11.2019 1. Full-size park is a major benefit to the sport. Allows for 
athletes to train 

2. Benefit to tourism in the Town 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment Received. 

Zoe Coombes 18.08.2020 1. Clean electric sport 
2. Fits with outdoor character of community 

Support 1. Comment received. 
2. Comment received. 
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	Structure Bookmarks
	Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 
	Figure
	AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
	Abby Fulton 
	Abby Fulton 
	Abby Fulton 
	18-Nov-19 
	1. A Clarksburg resident In support of the proposal. Park can provide accessibility to the sport to people of all ages and those who cannot afford a boat 
	Support 
	1. Comment received 

	Alan Levine 
	Alan Levine 
	26.2.2020 
	1. Believe in managed growth and development and need for quality jobs – park does not achieve these objectives 2. Another downside is ability to host festivals and concerts creating traffic, noise, and environmental issues 3. Provides a small contribution to economic goals, while deterring other investment in the area 
	Oppose 
	1. Comment received. 2. Department of Fisheries and Oceans and Conservation Authority have reviewed potential for impacts on watercourses and environment and have confirmed limited to no adverse negative impacts. 3. Comment received. 

	Alan Maclean 
	Alan Maclean 
	28.07.2020 
	1. Fantastic addition to outdoor activities area is known for 2. Other parks have built wonderful community – increases accessibility to the sport 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Allan and Esther Nadler 
	Allan and Esther Nadler 
	8.03.2020 
	1. Believe in managed growth and development and need for quality jobs – park does not achieve these objectives 2. Poses impacts to the environment 
	Oppose 
	1. Comment received. 2. Department of Fisheries and Oceans and Conservation Authority have reviewed potential for impacts on watercourses and environment and have confirmed limited to no adverse negative impacts. 

	Alexandra Graham 
	Alexandra Graham 
	21.07.2020 
	1. Fun affordable way for kids to stay active and connect with nature 2. More accessible to more people 3. Contributes to tourism community 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 

	Alex Henry 
	Alex Henry 
	27.02.2020 
	1. Believe in managed development and growth and need for quality lifestyle amenities and jobs – this park will not achieve those objectives 2. Proposal is opposite to community character and will negatively impact environment 3. Traffic and Noise concerns 
	Oppose 
	1. Comment received. 2. Department of Fisheries and Oceans and Conservation Authority have reviewed potential for impacts on watercourses and environment and have confirmed limited to no adverse negative impacts. 3. Technical studies, including Environmental Impact Study, Noise Study, and Traffic Study, completed as part of submission. 

	Alex Maxwell 
	Alex Maxwell 
	3-04-2021 
	4. Should be allowed to proceed 5. Public should be allowed to challenge the application as it moves through the process. 6. Long-term implications need to be considered. 
	4. Comment received. 5. Comment received. 6. Comment received. 


	Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 
	AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
	Andy Oake 
	Andy Oake 
	Andy Oake 
	18-Nov-19 
	1. Owner of Windmill Lake wakeboarding facility 2. Required to complete weekly E. Coli testing and has not had any concerns at his facility 3. His facility was supported by the Municipality and has won Eco-Tourism awards 4. Requires special event permits for any event 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 4. Comment received. 

	Anthony Belcher 
	Anthony Belcher 
	17.08.2020 
	1. Not permitted in an Employment Zone. 2. Employment zone is intended for year-round workplaces 3. Horse park got a use specific amendment – does not apply to the wakeboard park 4. Official Plan allows such open air recreational uses in the Rural zone – does not belong on the subject lands. 5. Use will preclude ability for industry to locate in TBM 
	Opposed 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Discussion provided in Staff Report. 4. Discussion provided in Staff Report. 5. Comment received. 

	AJ Delzotto 
	AJ Delzotto 
	11.17.2019 
	6. Low barrier to entry 
	Support 
	6. Comment received. 

	Araby Lockhart 
	Araby Lockhart 
	2018-08-09 
	1. Wrong event on the property 
	Opposed 
	1. Comment received. 

	Alan Levine 
	Alan Levine 
	2.26.2020 
	1. Does not provide quality employment; low-end seasonal jobs 2. Does not add to quality of life for residents 3. Concern about impact of events, traffic, noise, and environment 
	Oppose 
	1. Employment discussion included in Staff Report 2. Comment received. 3. Technical studies, including Environmental Impact Study and Traffic Study, have been completed and submitted to the Town. 

	Allan and Esther Nadler 
	Allan and Esther Nadler 
	08-Mar-20 
	1. Lack of quality employment 2. Negative impacts such as crime, traffic, noise 
	Oppose 
	1. Employment discussion included in Staff Report 2. Noise Study and Traffic Impact Study completed as part of submission to the Town. 

	Alannah MacDonald 
	Alannah MacDonald 
	11.17.2019 
	1. Increases accessibility to the sport 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 


	Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 
	AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
	Alex Henry 
	Alex Henry 
	Alex Henry 
	2.27.2020 
	1. Does not provide quality employment; low-end seasonal jobs 2. Concern about impact of events, traffic, noise, and environment 
	Oppose 
	1. Employment discussion included in Staff Report 2. Technical studies, including noise, traffic, and environmental impact study, completed as part of submission. 

	Alexandra Graham 
	Alexandra Graham 
	11.17.2019 
	1. Great amenity for kids to be active, safe and social 2. Increases accessibility to the sport 3. Contributes to Tourism 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 

	Alicia Lankveld 
	Alicia Lankveld 
	11.19.2019 
	1. Great addition to an active community; 2. Attract more business and fits with snowboarding and skiing 3. Eco-friendly and great opportunity for youth 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 

	Amy Timmerman 
	Amy Timmerman 
	11.17.2019 
	1. low barrier for entry, allows progression, contribute to tourism, and environmentally friendly 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Andrew Emmans 
	Andrew Emmans 
	11.18.2019 
	1. Great Tourist Attraction for the area 2. Contributes to taxes and indirect economic benefits for other businesses 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Andy Sant 
	Andy Sant 
	11.13.2019 
	1. Great amenity for kids to be active, safe and social 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Bailey McLean 
	Bailey McLean 
	28.07.2020 
	1. Ontario based wakeboarder – excellent idea for community 2. Introduces more people to the sport and is a great family activity and has positive impact on environment 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 

	Boris Nevel 
	Boris Nevel 
	18-Nov-19 
	1. Resident of Mississauga and supports the proposal 2. His son is a professional in the sport and there is a need for this type of facility 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Brad Reid 
	Brad Reid 
	11.13.2019 
	1. Contributes to enhancement of 4-season tourism industry; environmentally friendly; 2. Noise will be minimum considering other potential uses 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Brendan Thomson 
	Brendan Thomson 
	10.04.2021 08.04.2021 
	1. Opportunity for much needed employment 2. Could open safe during a pandemic 
	Support 
	1. Employment discussion included in Staff Report 2. Comment received. 


	Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 
	AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
	Table
	TR
	24.07.2020 
	3. Non-competing economic boost 4. Location is perfect beside a police station 5. Family sport 6. Cable Park would have no recourse with neighbouring farm regarding spray, crops, bird bangers, etc. 7. Why has a decision not been made? Lack of movement is alarming to would-be investors 
	3. Comment received. 4. Comment received. 5. Comment received. 6. Comment received. 7. Comment received. 

	Brian Canning 
	Brian Canning 
	18-Nov-19 
	1. Clarksburg resident, supports the application 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Brian Wilson 
	Brian Wilson 
	28.11.2019 
	1. Supports the proposal 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Brendan Thomson 
	Brendan Thomson 
	11.17.2019 
	1. Youth need employment opportunities 2. Proximity to OPP station helps control crowds 3. Noise By-law will control noise 4. Camping will not be permitted 5. Ponds are closed loop with no water from Indian Brook 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 4. Comment received. 5. Comment received. 

	Bruce Taylor 
	Bruce Taylor 
	23.07.2020 
	1. Great attraction for the community 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Bryan Funk 
	Bryan Funk 
	11.13.2019 
	1. Good for tourism, community, families and advancement of the sport 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Cabrina Skillen 
	Cabrina Skillen 
	21.10.2020 23.07.2020 
	1. Contributes to four-season recreational opportunities in the area and fulfills needs of community to solidify as a top tourism and vacation spot. 2. Preserves the property in its closest natural state and provide much needed recreational activities for youth 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Casey Thomson 
	Casey Thomson 
	18-Nov-19 
	1. Supports the facility, but some improvements to existing roads may be needed 2. The Town needs a diverse population and things to do. This facility is an opportunity for the community. 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Chad Richardson 
	Chad Richardson 
	3.11.2020 
	1. Supports the proposal 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 


	Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 
	AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
	Claire Freisenhausen 
	Claire Freisenhausen 
	Claire Freisenhausen 
	2018-04-25 
	1. Questions regarding requirement for Archaeological Study 
	Inquiry 
	1. Staff provided email response. 

	Colin Sless 
	Colin Sless 
	22.10.2020 
	1. Support the project – will bring extra tourism money to the Town 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Constanza Scaglia 
	Constanza Scaglia 
	7.04.2021 
	1. Professional wakeboarder – unable to spend enough time in Canada as there are limited training facilities. 2. Need a proper facility to develop talent in Canada 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Dana Romstetter 
	Dana Romstetter 
	18-Nov-19 
	1. Will contribute to growth of the tourism industry and is environmentally friendly 2. Makes the sport accessible to people of all ages 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Daniel Jarrett 
	Daniel Jarrett 
	11.17.2019 
	1. Owner of West Rock Lake Wake Park, Chicago IL 2. Wake park is a community hub, retains natural beauty, and provides more opportunities for outdoor activites 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Daniele Belanger 
	Daniele Belanger 
	3.09.2020 
	1. Strongly opposed 2. Nature of community is threatened by an application of this nature. 3. Alternate location should be found where infrastructure and support services already exist 4. Lands are subject to an underlying industrial subdivision and the Town owns right-of-ways internal to the site. 5. COVID-19 has shown the need for a diversified employment opportunities within the community. 6. Need to encourage employment opportunities from outside of the retail, service, and recreation sectors 7. Using 3
	Opposed 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 4. Confirmed – the Town currently owns right-of-ways internal to the site. 5. Comment received. 6. Comment received. 7. Comment received. 

	Dary Znebel 
	Dary Znebel 
	11.18.2019 
	8. Head Coach of the Canadian Wakeboard Team 9. Great opportunity for a training facility to advance the sport 
	Support 
	8. Comment received. 9. Comment received. 


	Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 
	AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
	Debbie Crosskill 
	Debbie Crosskill 
	Debbie Crosskill 
	18-Nov-19 
	1. Concerned with Environmental Impact and Species at Risk 2. How will the pond water be treated? 3. Concerns with excessive noise impacts 
	Oppose 
	1. EIS submitted as part of complete application. 2. No treatment process has been identified. 3. Noise Study submitted as part of a complete application. 

	Denzel Morris 
	Denzel Morris 
	11.13.2019 
	1. Positive economic growth; great training facility 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Derek Brown 
	Derek Brown 
	11.17.2019 
	1. Positive economic growth; family atmosphere and good for child development 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Derek Crawford 
	Derek Crawford 
	18-Nov-19 
	1. Noted that Clark Street will be a major through road despite this specific application. This use will be an asset for the community 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Donald and Gail Cresswell 
	Donald and Gail Cresswell 
	11.13.2019 11.28.2019 
	1. Unacceptable level of noise, traffic, and adversely affect water and stream reserves and courses 2. Letters of support seem to come from outside of the community 3. Proposal has already been rejected by 8 other municipalities 4. Concerns remain about noise, traffic, special events, and environmental impact 5. Hours of operation not clear 6. Minimal benefit to economic development 
	Oppose 
	1. Technical studies, including Environmental Impact Study, Noise Study, and Traffic Study, completed as part of submission. Department of Fisheries and Oceans and Conservation Authority have reviewed potential for impacts on watercourses and have confirmed limited to no adverse negative impacts. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 4. See comment response under point 1 above. 5. Comment received. 6. Comment received. 

	Doug Seneshen 
	Doug Seneshen 
	11.15.2019 
	1. Concerns with Economic Benefit to the Community 2. Noise Study is inadequate 3. Traffic Study is inadequate 4. Environmental Study is inadequate 
	Oppose 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 4. Comment received. 

	Don Churchill 
	Don Churchill 
	16.10.2020 
	1. Supports the proposal as a major contribution to the community. 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 


	Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 
	AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
	Ellen Kalis 
	Ellen Kalis 
	Ellen Kalis 
	21.10.2020 
	1. Support proposal – great addition to recreational and leisure activities 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Emma Sharp 
	Emma Sharp 
	3.02.2020 
	2. Proximity to residence and noise 
	Oppose 
	2. Noise study completed as part of complete application. Landscaping and berm 

	TR
	28.11.2019 
	3. Berm and buffer 
	proposed adjacent to existing residential use. 

	TR
	14.11.2019 
	4. No Quiet Enjoyment of Property 5. Crowds and Traffic 6. Little Economic Benefit to the Town 7. Water Usage 8. Septic Leaching and Water Quality 9. Environment Impact 10. Type of Clientele 11. Not in keeping with Rural character of Thornbury 12. More clarity needed on ‘Phase 2’ 
	3. Berm and landscape buffer proposed adjacent to residential use. 4. Comment received. 5. Traffic Study completed as part of application submission. 6. Comment received. 7. Private on-site services proposed. Ponds proposed to be filled from existing watercourse per DFO water taking permit. 8. Comment received. 9. Environmental Impact Study completed as part of application submission. Conservation Authority has concurred with findings and recommendations. 10. Comment received. 11. Comment received. 12. ‘Pha

	Emma Weigand 
	Emma Weigand 
	09.08.2020 
	1. Great family experience – indirect economic benefits i.e. hotel stays, restaurants, etc. 2. Need more outdoor recreational spaces 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Erika Langman 
	Erika Langman 
	7.08.2020 
	3. On Board of Director for Waterski Wakeboard Ontario – full support for the proposal 4. Negative comments are likely result of lack of education around the park and what the facility will be. 
	Support 
	3. Comment received. 4. Comment received. 

	Ethan Lawson 
	Ethan Lawson 
	10.21.2020 
	1. Increased accessibility to the sport 2. Accessible for all ages 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 


	Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 
	AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
	Gail Znebel 
	Gail Znebel 
	Gail Znebel 
	19.11.2019 
	1. Improves accessibility to the sport 2. Environmentally friendly, safe and affordable 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Gary Turnbull 
	Gary Turnbull 
	16.08.2020 
	1. Way behind other towns in terms of recreation infrastructure 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Garry Almond 
	Garry Almond 
	15.10.2020 
	1. Supports the proposal 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	George and Mara Adams 
	George and Mara Adams 
	13.11.2019 
	1. Concerned with Noise 
	Oppose 
	1. Noise Study completed as part of application submission. 

	Ginette Gallant 
	Ginette Gallant 
	15.11.2019 
	1. Great addition to the community for young people to do 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Gwen Cole 
	Gwen Cole 
	2.24.2020 
	2. Does not provide quality employment; low-end seasonal jobs 3. Environmental, traffic, noise impacts 
	Oppose 
	1. Employment discussion included in Staff Report. 2. Technical studies completed as part of application submission. 

	Hania Krajewski 
	Hania Krajewski 
	30.11.2019 
	1. Not in keeping with character of Clarksburg 2. Parking concerns 3. Environmental impacts 
	Oppose 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Environmental Impact Study completed as part of application submission. Conservation Authority has concurred with findings and recommendations. 

	Hazel de Burg and Martin Tekela 
	Hazel de Burg and Martin Tekela 
	25.11.2019 
	1. Opportunity for youth activities 2. Not concerned with excessive noise, traffic, or impact on the environment 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Heather McGee 
	Heather McGee 
	23.07.2020 
	1. Perfect location 2. Great addition for local families and will attract tourists 3. Concerns raised are not valid 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 

	Helen and Alan Mark 
	Helen and Alan Mark 
	27.2.2020 
	4. Inappropriate use of land. Not desirable and not in keeping with Clarksburg character 
	Oppose 
	4. Comment received. 

	Hugh and Anita Morris 
	Hugh and Anita Morris 
	13.11.2019 
	1. Great attraction for families 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Jacob Wigersma 
	Jacob Wigersma 
	7.08.2020 
	1. Instructor at Cable Park in Sarnia 2. Builds confidence in all ages of riders 3. Creates a sense of community 4. Financially accessible to anyone 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 4. Comment received. 

	Jake Cheinski 
	Jake Cheinski 
	11.12.2019 
	1. Supports the proposal 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 


	Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 
	AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
	Jamie Coulter 
	Jamie Coulter 
	Jamie Coulter 
	15.08.2020 
	1. Cable Park is environmentally responsible 2. Great addition to athletic offerings in the Town 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	James Hindle 
	James Hindle 
	18-Nov-19 
	3. Not the best use of the property; Environmental concerns 
	Oppose 
	3. Comment received. Environmental Impact Study completed as part of 

	TR
	18-Nov-19 
	4. Low-quality jobs with no benefit to local residents 
	application submission. Conservation Authority has concurred with findings and recommendations. 4. Employment discussion included in Staff Report. 

	James Stuckey 
	James Stuckey 
	29.11.2019 
	1. Concerns with noise, traffic 
	Oppose 
	1. Noise Study and Traffic Impact Study completed as part of complete application. 

	Janet Richter 
	Janet Richter 
	11.11.2020 
	1. Canada Snowboard letter of support 2. Cable Park would provide for new training opportunities for Ontario Snowboard and Canada Snowboard athletes benefitting future Snowboard Olympic Teams. 
	Support 
	1. Comments received. 2. Comment received. 

	Janis Nevison-Brearley 
	Janis Nevison-Brearley 
	7.08.2020 11.17.2019 
	1. Environmentally sustainable 2. Entertainment and Tourism 3. Economic benefits 4. Active outdoor sports and family activity 5. Progression of the sport 6. Important for larger community, beyond just Town residents 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 4. Comment received. 5. Comment received. 

	Jan Seneshen 
	Jan Seneshen 
	18-Nov-19 
	1. Supports the idea of a wake park, but not in this location 2. Does not maintain historical character of Thornbury and Clarksburg 3. Concern with impact of tour buses for national events and agricultural lands should be protected 4. Strategic goal to increase employment on these lands; 10-12 jobs are being provided by the proposed use. Other uses of the lands could provide more jobs 
	Oppose 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. Noted that the lands are designated Urban Employment Area and does not permit agricultural uses. 4. Employment discussion included in Staff Report. 


	Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 
	AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
	Jane Sutherland 
	Jane Sutherland 
	Jane Sutherland 
	18-Nov-19 
	1. This facility should be welcomed and will raise athleticism in the community 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Jason Petskin 
	Jason Petskin 
	18-Nov-19 
	1. Meaford resident, supports the application noting this will be the first of its type 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Jason Petznick 
	Jason Petznick 
	11.19.2019 
	1. Potential to host National Championships, which is a great opportunity for the community 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Jeff Mael 
	Jeff Mael 
	18-Nov-19 
	1. The river needs to be protected 2. Are the ponds safe for human body contact? What about E. Coli? 3. Concern about impact on groundwater 
	Oppose 
	1. Minimum setbacks of 30m maintained from Indian Brook. DFO and GSCA have reviewed and approved proposed watercourse re-alignment. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 

	Jennifer Pate and Andy Oake 
	Jennifer Pate and Andy Oake 
	11.13.2019 
	1. Owners of Windmill Lake Wake and Eco Park, Bayfield ON 2. Serves as a Community Centre 3. Diversification of summer activities 4. Opportunities to host local events 5. Employment 6. Safe Operation 7. Environmentally Responsible 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 4. Comment received. 5. Comment received. 6. Comment received. 7. Comment received. 

	Jeremy Wentworth-Stanley 
	Jeremy Wentworth-Stanley 
	18-Nov-19 
	1. Long-term resident of the area. Concerns regarding identified wildlife habitat 2. Council needs to consider impacts on environment and climate 
	Oppose 
	1. Environmental Impact Study completed as part of application submission. Conservation Authority has concurred with findings and recommendations. 2. Comment received. 

	Jesse Storey 
	Jesse Storey 
	21.10.2020 
	1. Great opportunity for youth to be active 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Jessica Medeiros 
	Jessica Medeiros 
	31.07.2020 
	1. Cable wakeboarder in both competitive and recreational capacity and have known the applicant for 10 years. 2. Cable Park is relatively low-capacity facility and increases accessibility to the sport 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 


	Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 
	AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
	Jill Kitchen & Rob Robson 
	Jill Kitchen & Rob Robson 
	Jill Kitchen & Rob Robson 
	30.05.2018 28.11.2019 23.07.2022 31.08.2022 
	1. Loud speaker noise (music, traffic), stress on road structure, will there be lights @ Grey Rd2/Hwy?, infrastructure (water/sewer), does not belong in rural community 2. Not an efficient use of Town’s Employment Lands 3. Other concerns including capacity of park, long-term vision, visual impact, liquor consumption, limited benefit to community, etc. 
	Opposed 
	1. Noise Study and Traffic Impact Study has been prepared as part of application submission. Property is located within the urban Settlement Area. Services proposed as private on-site sewer and water. 2. Employment land discussion included in Staff Report. 

	Jillian Owens 
	Jillian Owens 
	11.17.2019 
	1. Community asset; social opportunities and economic benefits 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Joanne Heller 
	Joanne Heller 
	2.24.2020 
	1. Concerns with traffic and noise 
	Oppose 
	1. Noise Study and Traffic Impact Study completed as part of application submission. 

	Joey Braden 
	Joey Braden 
	24.10.2020 
	1. Family friendly activity 2. Place for Ontario talent to grow in the sport. 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	John and Cheryl Besley 
	John and Cheryl Besley 
	12.02.2019 
	3. Eight other towns have already turned it down 4. Information provided is vague; scale of large events and full build-out not clear 5. Concerns with parking and noise 
	Oppose 
	3. Comment received. 4. Comment received. 5. Noise Study submitted as part of complete application. 

	Jonathan Bonney 
	Jonathan Bonney 
	11.18.2019 
	1. Owner of Timmins Wake Park, Timmins ON 2. Increases accessibility to the sport 3. Community oriented tourist attraction 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 

	John McTavish 
	John McTavish 
	18-Nov-19 
	1. Supports the proposal. Spoke to benefits to the Environment, active lifestyles, and sport development 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Judith Snyder 
	Judith Snyder 
	19.11.2019 
	1. Family friendly, promoted physical fitness, big attraction 2. Attract Canada and North American wide interest 
	Support 
	1. Comment received 

	Julia Hinds 
	Julia Hinds 
	13.09.2020 
	1. Park will benefit our community, just as the ski hills do 2. A lot of confusion about what is proposed – people think of Wakestock 3. Decision needs to be rooted in fact 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 

	Kara Kennedy 
	Kara Kennedy 
	15.10.2020 
	1. Great addition to community 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 


	Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 
	AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
	Katarina Bostrom 
	Katarina Bostrom 
	Katarina Bostrom 
	23.07.2020 
	1. Serves only to provide more play parks for youth with means and low paid service jobs for youth without means. 2. Environmentally unsustainable 3. High partying culture venue 
	Oppose 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 

	Katherine Shiriff 
	Katherine Shiriff 
	21.10.2020 
	1. Cable wakeboarding is in sync with social/political movements concerning environment 2. Use provides healthy social activity for all capabilities 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Kathleen O'Malley 
	Kathleen O'Malley 
	11.18.2019 
	1. Concerns with impact on rural character, such as noise, traffic, litter, drinking and drug use 
	Oppose 
	1. Technical studies submitted as part of complete application. 

	Kathryn Brown 
	Kathryn Brown 
	24.07.2020 21.10.2020 
	1. Supports the proposal 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Kathy Reid 
	Kathy Reid 
	11.13.2019 
	1. Additional outdoor activities for families to enjoy together 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Keele Wenger 
	Keele Wenger 
	6.08.2020 
	1. Runs watersport department for stores in Muskoka/Algonquin – great opportunity for community 2. Great family activity 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Kelly Mcnichol 
	Kelly Mcnichol 
	11.08.2020 
	1. I support the cable park 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Ken Larn 
	Ken Larn 
	18-Nov-19 
	2. Shelburne resident, provides accessibility to the sport for those who cannot afford a boat 
	Support 
	2. Comment received. 

	Ken McGuire 
	Ken McGuire 
	1.09.2020 2.25.2020 14.11.2019 
	1. Concerns with Noise, parking, festivals/events, water taking from Indian Brook 2. Lands represent 39% of total Employment Lands in the Town – seasonal, low-income operation not the best use and this is a gross under-utilization 3. Needs to be sustainable in the long-term and provide well paying jobs to sustain life in the Town 4. Keep it as an industrial park for employment uses – need well paying career opportunities and diverse employment 5. Many supporters are from out of town 6. 
	Oppose 
	1. Technical studies submitted as part of complete application. 2. Employment land discussion included in Staff Report. 3. Comment received. 4. Comment received. 

	Keri Lockhart 
	Keri Lockhart 
	12.17.2019 
	1. Inappropriate use of land. Concerns about noise, traffic, and tourism on quiet character of Thornbury 
	Oppose 
	1. Technical studies submitted as part of complete application. 


	Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 
	AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
	Kris Lewko 
	Kris Lewko 
	Kris Lewko 
	16.08.2020 
	1. Great asset to community 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Krista Currie 
	Krista Currie 
	11.18.2019 
	1. Opportunity for youth activities 2. Positive impact on business 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Krista Voigt 
	Krista Voigt 
	02.06.2023 
	1. Opportunity for additional youth activities for the area 2. Town should support great opportunities such as this proposal 3. Opportunity to support local business, young jobs 4. Noise is not considered out of range of acceptable 5. Hearing lots of support for this project to go ahead 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 4. Comment received. 5. Comment received. 

	Kristopher Lewko 
	Kristopher Lewko 
	11.18.2019 
	6. Additional opportunity for kids to get active and into sports 7. Contributes to Tourism 
	Support 
	6. Comment received. 7. Comment received. 

	Kurtis Spencer 
	Kurtis Spencer 
	2.11.2020 
	1. Perfect fit for the Town and surrounding community 2. Beneficial to local athletes of any age 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Kyle Dickman 
	Kyle Dickman 
	11.17.2019 
	1. Manager of SouthTown Wake Park, Rock Hill SC 2. Wakeparks make the sport more accessible to more people 3. Good for community and tourism 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 

	Laura Travosi 
	Laura Travosi 
	25.01.2021 
	1. Better use than a commercial industrial park 2. More than enough approved commercial development as it is. 3. Small business willing to take this on, should be allowed to 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 

	Leanne Konings 
	Leanne Konings 
	22.07.2020 
	4. Great addition to community 5. Provides kids with outdoor activity 6. Accessible to people of all ages 
	Support 
	4. Comment received. 5. Comment received. 6. Comment received. 

	Leslie Linton 
	Leslie Linton 
	23.07.2020 
	1. Great for kids to have something to do 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Lesley Wenn 
	Lesley Wenn 
	2018-05-22 
	1. Concerned about noise, traffic, impacts, financial viability 
	Opposed 
	1. Technical studies submitted as part of complete application. 

	Lexi Noakes 
	Lexi Noakes 
	11.12.2019 
	1. Makes the sport more accessible for more people 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 


	Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 
	AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
	Liam Brearly 
	Liam Brearly 
	Liam Brearly 
	18-Nov-19 
	1. Facility will increase accessibility to the sport and will bring families together 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Linda Shepherd 
	Linda Shepherd 
	18-Nov-19 
	1. New business and revenue to the Town should be encouraged 2. This facility will provide employment and will be good for young people 3. Removes the need for a boat and allows more people to enter the sport 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 

	Lorraine Sutton (Climate Action Now Network) 
	Lorraine Sutton (Climate Action Now Network) 
	26.01.2021 
	1. Significant excavation of landscape to create ponds 2. Use will destruct soil structure and ecosystems 3. Will require extensive amounts of electricity 4. Impact Indian Brook 5. May require water taking permit 6. Increase in traffic 7. Resort attractions belong at Blue Mountain Village and Blue Mountain Resorts 
	Oppose 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 4. Environmental Impact Study completed as part of application submission. Conservation Authority has concurred with findings and recommendations. 5. Water permit has been issued by the Department of Fisheries 6. Traffic Impact Study completed as part of application submission. 7. Comment received. 

	Lyndsy Shouldice 
	Lyndsy Shouldice 
	30.09.2020 
	1. Provides opportunity for all ages to try/progress in the sport 2. Great family/social activity 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Lynne Primrose 
	Lynne Primrose 
	11.16.2019 
	3. Accessible to everyone 4. Environmentally friendly 5. Good for the youth and promotes other businesses 6. New jobs for youth and young adults 
	Support 
	3. Comment received. 4. Comment received. 5. Comment received. 6. Comment received. 

	Martin Tekela 
	Martin Tekela 
	17.08.2020 
	1. Great way to keep the property green and divert some traffic away from waterfront beaches and parks 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Mary Riopelle 
	Mary Riopelle 
	5.04.2021 
	2. Would be an asset to the community 
	Support 
	2. Comment received. 

	Melissa Kurtin 
	Melissa Kurtin 
	17.08.2020 
	3. Not wakestock – this is a family activity 4. Provides for national training facility 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Meredith Brown 
	Meredith Brown 
	28.09.2020 
	1. Supports the proposal. 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 


	Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 
	AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
	Michael Dickson 
	Michael Dickson 
	Michael Dickson 
	8.04.2021 
	1. Great facility for Canadian wakeboard athletes 2. Brings tourists and provides for family activity 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Michael Gillan 
	Michael Gillan 
	11.16.2019 
	1. Diversifies existing tourist attractions 2. Good for community and the sport 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Michael McCabe 
	Michael McCabe 
	13.11.2019 24.07.2020 
	1. Full-time resident and fully supports the proposal 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Mickey Henry 
	Mickey Henry 
	18-Nov-19 
	1. Owner of Bala Waterpark noting majority of users are from the local community. He holds one event per year 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Mickey Henry 
	Mickey Henry 
	21.10.2020 
	1. Preservation of landscape while creating jobs/giving kids opportunity outweighs any other outcomes 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Mike Bahl 
	Mike Bahl 
	22.10.2020 
	1. Sustainable/eco-friendly watersport facility for family friendly recreation 1. Enhance local summer tourism and create jobs 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 1. Comment received. 

	Miklos Perlus 
	Miklos Perlus 
	24.07.2020 
	1. Wake Park allows for greater access to the sport where Georgian Bay is not always conducive for wakeboarding 2. Increase summer recreational tourism 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Mitchell Sheppard 
	Mitchell Sheppard 
	11.20.2019 
	1. Landscape/Engineering masterpiece 2. Benefit to recreational tourism economy 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Morgan Poisson 
	Morgan Poisson 
	6.04.2021 
	1. Great revenue source and place for athletes to progress in sport 2. Cable Parks are virtually silent and would do no harm to area residents 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Neal Smitheman 
	Neal Smitheman 
	24.07.2020 11.16.2019 
	1. Great recreational opportunity for young people 2. Employment opportunities and tax revenue 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Nick Nagribianko 
	Nick Nagribianko 
	1. Low barrier to entry – allows for participants of all ages 2. Benefits to physical and mental health 3. Indirect economic benefits for existing businesses 4. Diversifies existing economic base 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 4. Comment received. 

	Noah Cole 
	Noah Cole 
	2.25.2020 
	1. Environmental impact, traffic, litter, little benefit to community 
	Oppose 
	1. Technical studies submitted as part of complete application. 


	Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 
	AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
	Oricia Smith 
	Oricia Smith 
	Oricia Smith 
	12.02.2021 
	1. Georgian Bay is often much to wavy, so a land based park would be ideal 2. No concerns with increase in traffic – volume of people would be low and may reduce number of people on area beaches 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Paul Woolner 
	Paul Woolner 
	16.08.2020 
	1. Tourist attraction and does not fit the character of this area 2. Road infrastructure needs to be addressed before more traffic added 
	Oppose 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Peggy and Paul Biggin 
	Peggy and Paul Biggin 
	12.24.2019 
	1. Does not provide quality employment; low-end seasonal jobs 2. Concern about impact of events, traffic, noise, and environment 3. Concerns regarding capacity for water service needs 4. Rejected by 8 other towns; not a silver bullet for this community 
	Oppose 
	1. Employment discussion included in Staff Report. 2. Technical studies submitted as part of complete application. 3. Private water services proposed. 4. Comment received. 

	Phili Droznika and Renee Richmond 
	Phili Droznika and Renee Richmond 
	23.12.2019 
	1. Infrastructure is underserviced and this venture will add to the problem 2. Where will workers live without affordable housing? 3. Concerned that this venture has been turned down by eight other municipalities 
	Oppose 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 

	Richard Peirce 
	Richard Peirce 
	20.08.2020 
	1. Facility is family oriented, focused on sports development, and is environmentally conscious 2. Great addition to outdoor activities available in the community 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 


	Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 
	AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
	Rick Crouch 
	Rick Crouch 
	Rick Crouch 
	11.15.2019 
	1. Concerned with Economic Viability and contribution to long-term economic and employment needs 2. Operating hours are not clear 3. Noise and Traffic 4. Impact on groundwater 5. Ultimate build-out of the property is not clear 6. Is this use in the best interest of the community? 7. Impact on property values 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Noise Study and Traffic Impact Study submitted as part of complete application. 4. Technical studies submitted as part of complete application. 5. Comment received. 6. Comment received. 7. Comment received. 

	Rik Ganderton 
	Rik Ganderton 
	23.07.2020 
	1. Great initiative for community 2. Excellent outlet for youth and local employment 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Robert Robson 
	Robert Robson 
	1.09.2020 11.15.2019 
	1. Concerned with Economic Viability 2. Noise and Traffic Study may not reflect complete build-out 3. Those who have expressed support are from outside of the Community 
	Oppose 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 

	Roger and Karen Dykstra 
	Roger and Karen Dykstra 
	23.09.2020 18.11.2019 
	1. Primarily concerned with noise and traffic 2. Park of this size does not belong so close to town 3. Once the approval is granted, special permits could be applied for large events 4. Many comments in support are from people outside of the community 
	Oppose 
	1. Noise Study and Traffic Impact Study submitted as part of complete application. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 4. Comment received. 

	Ron Cunningham 
	Ron Cunningham 
	16.10.2020 
	1. Makes the sport more accessible to many more people 2. Benefit local residents and encourage more people to visit. 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Roseoleen Harvey 
	Roseoleen Harvey 
	23.07.2020 
	1. Have met with principles of the endeavour and have no concerns 2. Will be a great addition to Thornbury and beneficial to residents and tourists 3. Developing greenspace for outdoor use is positive 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 

	Ryan Markham 
	Ryan Markham 
	11.18.2019 
	1. Opportunity to access a cost prohibitive sport 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 


	Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 
	AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
	Sabrina Egan 
	Sabrina Egan 
	Sabrina Egan 
	23.07.2020 
	1. Lands remain a park and will be a tourist destination 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	TR
	19.11.2019 
	2. Outdoor activity for teens 3. Employment for youth 4. Better for environment than if the land is developed 
	2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 4. Comment received. 

	Sam Goodman 
	Sam Goodman 
	28.03.2021 
	1. Supports the proposal 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Sandee Roberts and Martin Kilby 
	Sandee Roberts and Martin Kilby 
	11.16.2019 
	2. Great opportunity for the area 3. Contributes to Tourism 4. Provides an alternative active sport for kids of all ages 
	Support 
	2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 4. Comment received. 

	Sean Fleming (Wake Canada) 
	Sean Fleming (Wake Canada) 
	18.09.2019 
	1. Park would be first “full-size” cable park in Canada – potential provincially and nationally recognized training facility for Ontario and National Team athletes 2. Investment in environmentally friendly, affordable, safe and sustainable family recreation supporting all-ages healthy lifestyles 3. Complements and enhances local summer sports tourism and youth recreation as part of a diversified economy 4. Fully support the proposal 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 4. Comment received. 

	Shane Skillen 
	Shane Skillen 
	14.08.2020 
	1. No noise associated with the Cable Park 2. Believe it will improve property values as it is a unique attraction 3. Will attract tourism and give kids something to do 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Sid and Jane Dykstra 
	Sid and Jane Dykstra 
	11.1.2019 
	1. Concerned with potential impacts on ability to operate orchard 2. Concerned with trespassing 
	Oppose 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Sid and Louise McFarlane 
	Sid and Louise McFarlane 
	2.09.2020 
	1. Concerns with noise and parking issues. 2. Potential to become venue for loud concerts is a possibility and camping on the property will become the norm 3. Will attract less disciplined clientele and not encouraging family activity 4. Zoning not compatible with existing residential and agricultural zoning 
	Oppose 
	1. Noise Study and Traffic Impact Study submitted as [art of complete application. 2. If approved, special event permit would be required for festivals. Camping not proposed as a permitted use. 3. Comment received. 4. It is noted that adjacent lands are zoned Industrial and Special Agricultural. 


	Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 
	AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
	Skylar Schmidt 
	Skylar Schmidt 
	Skylar Schmidt 
	6.08.2020 
	1. Excellent outdoor activity improves athleticism 2. Cable system is quiet and easy for young children to learn the sport 3. Opportunity to further the reputation of the area as a getaway for outdoor adventure 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 3. Comment received. 

	Stella Presthur (Blue Mountain Watershed Trust) 
	Stella Presthur (Blue Mountain Watershed Trust) 
	26.10.2020 
	1. Questions about stream relocation and watercourse protection 2. Questions about commercial accommodation use of the property 3. What is in Phase 2? Is there a Phase 3? 4. Main concern is stream protection. 
	1. Environmental Impact Study completed as part of application submission. Conservation Authority has concurred with findings and recommendations. Department of Fisheries and Oceans has issued water taking permit and has reviewed proposed stream re-alignment. 2. Commercial accommodation uses no longer proposed. 3. Phase 2 included commercial accommodation uses and limited on-site commercial retail uses. These are no longer included and only one phase of development proposed. 4. No development located within

	Stephanie Edminson 
	Stephanie Edminson 
	2.27.2020 
	1. Lack of quality employment 2. Impacts on environment, traffic, noise 
	Oppose 
	1. Employment discussion included in Staff Report. 2. Environmental Impact Study completed as part of application submission. Conservation Authority has concurred with findings and recommendations. Noise Study and Traffic Impact Study submitted as part of complete application. 

	Stephen and Wendy Cole 
	Stephen and Wendy Cole 
	2.25.2020 
	1. Lack of quality employment 2. Impacts on environment, traffic, noise 
	Oppose 
	1. Employment discussion included in Staff Report. Environmental Impact Study completed as part of application submission. Conservation Authority has concurred with findings and recommendations. Noise Study and Traffic Impact Study submitted as part of complete application. 

	Steve Roper 
	Steve Roper 
	11.18.2019 
	1. Great attraction for children; environmentally friendly; positive economic benefit; enhance 4-season tourism 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Steven Sorensen 
	Steven Sorensen 
	29.11.2020 
	1. Location and amenity are well conceived and complementary to four season nature of community. 2. It will be safe, quiet, and sought after making area more desirable for healthy active lifestyle/community 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Stuart Black 
	Stuart Black 
	21.10.2020 
	1. Supports the proposal. 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 


	Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 
	AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
	Susie Santacroce 
	Susie Santacroce 
	Susie Santacroce 
	11.17.2019 
	1. Safe place for people to meet and engage in a physical activity with friends and family 2. Supports tourism, provide locals with a sense of pride, develops sense of community 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Suzanne Tryhane 
	Suzanne Tryhane 
	6.08.2020 
	1. Great opportunity for youth the enter the sport – affordable as no boat needed 2. Clean, safe, fun, and source of physical exercise 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Ted Cross 
	Ted Cross 
	12.2.2019 
	1. Agree with David and Gail Cresswell letter. 
	Oppose 
	1. Comment received. 

	Teresa Gregory 
	Teresa Gregory 
	2018-05-14 
	1. Proposal is not appropriate anywhere in the municipality; will destroy the serenity, relaxed pace & sense of small community; concern with paving over pristine land with concrete & brick; concern with traffic and waste; 
	Opposed 
	1. Comment received. 

	Terry Baetz 
	Terry Baetz 
	19.10.2022 
	1. Supports the proposal 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Terry Porter 
	Terry Porter 
	16.08.2022 
	1. Approve the park 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Tim Barrett 
	Tim Barrett 
	11.14.2019 
	1. Noise assessment does not consider P.A. systems 
	Oppose 
	1. Noise Study updated to include P.A. consideration 

	Tom Birnie 
	Tom Birnie 
	16.10.2020 
	1. Supports the proposal 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Tom Elek 
	Tom Elek 
	2.28.2020 
	2. Little economic benefit to the community 
	Oppose 
	2. Comment received. 

	Tom Murdison 
	Tom Murdison 
	16.10.2020 
	1. Cable Park would be a great addition to the activities in this area 2. Benefits tourists and locals, old and young 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Tony Murgel 
	Tony Murgel 
	2018-08-09 2019-11-22 
	1. Close neighbour & wishes to be kept updated – completely opposed 
	Oppose 
	1. Comment received. 

	Tyler Avey 
	Tyler Avey 
	16.10.2020 
	1. Supports the proposal 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Uriq Congets 
	Uriq Congets 
	18-Nov-19 
	2. The use is a benefit to the community and will bring people together 
	Support 
	2. Comment received. 

	Valdosta Wake Campground 
	Valdosta Wake Campground 
	11.18.2019 
	1. Great for the community, builds the sport, and encourages more people to join 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 


	Project Name: Bayou Cable Park File No.: P2619 
	AUTHOR DATE RECEIVED COMMENT SUMMARY SUPPORT/OPPOSE STAFF COMMENT 
	W Scott Christie 
	W Scott Christie 
	W Scott Christie 
	11.17.2019 
	1. Community building – great for families and a community hub. Contributes to tourism and benefits existing local businesses 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 

	Wendy Boyd 
	Wendy Boyd 
	11.17.2019 
	1. Great opportunity for the youth in the area 2. Low barrier for entry 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 

	Yvette Mchugh 
	Yvette Mchugh 
	18.11.2019 
	1. Full-size park is a major benefit to the sport. Allows for athletes to train 2. Benefit to tourism in the Town 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment Received. 

	Zoe Coombes 
	Zoe Coombes 
	18.08.2020 
	1. Clean electric sport 2. Fits with outdoor character of community 
	Support 
	1. Comment received. 2. Comment received. 







