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I. Introduction

This report is based on the testimony given by the residents of Wentworth during public hearings
held on June 8, 2019, as well as on the briefs and messages sent to the municipality as part of this
same process, as well as on comments received in the Frequently Asked Questions section on the
municipality's website about Wentworth Integrated Tourism Resorts (WITR) concept. 11

residents expressed their views verbally on June 8 and 18 briefs or messages were submitted to the
municipality during the public hearings.

The purpose of the public hearings was to provide the municipality's citizens and community
organizations with a forum to comment on WITR's recreational tourism development concept.
Although the promoter has not yet submitted a formal project to date, the municipal council wanted
to ensure that it was aware of the main concerns and comments of the municipality's residents
with respect to a potential recreational tourism project located mainly in zone RU6. This
information will help guide the municipal council in the future management of this file and inform
the promoter of WITR, so that it takes into account the expectations of the municipality and its
citizens before submitting a potential recreational tourism development project.

A number of citizens who emailed messages to the municipality as part of the public hearing
process asked to remain anonymous. Their messages are still published in the appendix of this
report, but their identities have been protected. The verbal testimony given on June 8ft of which
the complete transcription is also found in the appendix of this report.
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II. Issues raised

The public hearings on June 8th and the information received by the municipality identified
various issues that can be classified in four categories, namely:

' compliance by the promoter with municipal by-laws and applicable Quebec and federal
laws.

' protection of the environment, including Lake Louisa; the watershed and wetlands; the
heronry; in particular with regard to the potential impacts of a possible golf course;

. impacts on local road network;

. the municipality's approach to managing the file;

. and other considerations.

(a) Compliance with the municipalityos regulatory framework and the
applicable Quebec and federal laws.

All the Wentworth residents who spoke at the June 8 public hearings expressed their concern about
the promoter's intent not to follow, or to try to change, municipal by-laws to carry out the project.
According to them, regulatory amendments could have long-term negative impacts on Lake Louisa
and the watershed, the environment and local road network. In this context, several residents asked
whether the municipality had made reasonable efforts to better understand the promoter's
intentions in this respect. These concerns were also raised in questions submitted to the
municipality's Frequently Asked Questions (FAQ) forum.

asked for a clear answer as to whether the municipality would make zoning
RU6), even if a concrete project has yet to be filed by the promoter. Several

residents expressed their concerns on this matter and asked the mayor and the council to protect
the forest, wetlands, groundwater, as well as the animal and plant species found on this tenitory.
In this regard, the municipality's mayor, Mr. Jason Morrison, mentioned that no regulation changes
were planned. He also pointed out that potential regulatory change must be carried out under a
clearly defined process, which includes, notably, the holding of public consultations, and that a
referendum could also be held at the request ofcitizens.

Some residents were also worried about the long-term plans of the promoter. For example,
, J mentioned
---.__J
lfl owThetfl ofrg"-term plans

projects in making it difficult to
also indicated that the

project's mapping, that they a new'oDisneyland" and
that such a ect would not respect Wentworth's by-laws. According to another resident,i_

s potential development would be the most troubling change that the municipality
years.

Among the residents who sent briefs or messages directly to the municipality as part of the public
hearing process, there were some who consider that the current municipal by-laws are sufficient
to protect the environment and to prevent the products that would potentially be used for golf

thi
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course maintenance from getting into the groundwater or reaching Lake Louisa. (Wentworth's
current by-law requires that run-off water from golf courses be recovered to prevent it from
spreading to surrounding areas). These citizens support the realization of a recreational tourism
development in Wentworth, as long as it complies with current regulation.

(b) Environmental protection

(i) Lake Louisa, the watershed and wetlands

The residents of Wentworth who expressed their views verbally during the public hearings are all
highly concerned about the possible environmental impacts of a potential development on Lake
Louisa, the watershed and wetlands. In particular, their concerns include contaminants that could
come from pesticides or fertilizers used to maintain a potential golf course (see section III) and the
harm to the wetlands, that act like a bulwark against soil erosion and contribute to water quality.
These concerns were also raised in the briefs and messages sent to the municipality, as well as via
the FAQ.

li 1'.--..
mentioned that following the Forest Lakes development built by the same

there was blue-green algae in the water and that its foul odour caused the
residents to flee the area.

Wentworth property owners also shared their concerns about the impact of the development on the
landscape view of Lake Louisa. mentioned that the definition of "landscape
limitation" is not consistent around the lake and should be revised
especially taking into account those who live in V/entworth 365 days per year.

One resident, who prefers to stay anonymous, sent a message directly to the municipality
indicating that if we truly wish to protect the lake, we must ban all motor boats and increase the
fines for residents who maintain and fertilize their lawns directly on the lake's shoreline. Another
resident suggested in his brief that the development be more in line with ecological principles, by
building, for example, a 20-room boutique hotel instead of five villas with several hotels.
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(ii) The heronry

The protection of the heronry is crucial for Wentworth residents, as it is a very important element
of the municipality's natural environment. The residents are worried that the project could
encroach on the heronry or be located too close to it (within 300 metres).

During the public hearings, and raised questions conceming
the protection of the heronry e1Ïors the past in this sector. (The
municipal authorities pointed out that the by-laws in force protect the heronry and that efforts have
been taken to ensure that the heronry also be formally recognized in the Argenteuil RCM's land
use plan).

Concems regarding the protection of the heronry were also raised several times in the briefs and
messages sent to the municipality as part of the public hearing process.

(iii) The impacts of a potential golf course on the environment

Wentworth's residents who spoke during the June 8 public hearings are opposed to the
construction of a golf course, mainly because of the pesticides and fertilizers that would be required
for its maintenance. These concerns were also expressed in the briefs and messages sent to the
municipality, as well as through the FAQ.

After doing their own research, several residents presented information on the negative impacts
that these products (chemical and biological) could have on the environment: contamination of
surface water and groundwater; contamination of Lake Louisa (which could lead to the presence
of undesirable algae); contamination of water in some wells; as well as an attack on the integrity
of the heronry. (Wentworth's current municipal by-law requires the recovery of golf course run-
off water to prevent it reaching the surrounding environment).

to the "no net loss" requirement of Quebec's law respecting the conservation of wetlands and
bodies of water. Since a golf course is not an essential infrastructure, its location must not have
any lmpaçr on werranqs accororng ro mls law, salq 

--.....-
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Several residents mentioned that the municipality is responsible for enforcing environmental by-
laws to protect V/entworth's future, including those regulations related to the golf course. On this
last point, the municipality's mayor, Mr. Jason Morrison, reiterated the municipality's intention to
apply and enforce the municipal by-law as part of a potential recreational tourism development.

of Muskoka,
V/entworth to follow the example of the Ontario municipality
a best practices guide for the development of a golf course.

These best practices include the prior completion of several soil, hydrology and wetland studies
before a golfcourse proposal can be approved.

There were also concerns regarding the fact that there are already golf courses in the region which
are underutilized. According to '
golf courses in zone RU6.

Wentworth's residents want to completely ban

Some residents also proposed that other activities be encouraged instead of a golf course in a
potential recreational tourism development, such as walking trails, mini-golf, parks and mountain-
biking.

There were also residents who prefer to remain anonymous who sent briefs or messages directly
to the municipality as part of the public hearing process that were in favour of the development of
a recreational tourism project, including a golf course. They underlined the positive economic
spin-offs and job creation, particularly for young residents of the municipality. One resident
mentioned that since the golf course would be located half a kilometre from Lake Louisa, it is
unlikely that it would cause any disturbance to the lake.

(iv) Other potential impacts on the environment

Among the other impacts on the environment, some residents verbally underlined during the public
hearings that air and noise pollution could be generated by construction work, particularly if
dynamite is used. And these impacts may be felt for a long time to come if the work is extended
during various phases over a period of 15 to 20 years. In the FAQ, another citizen was concerned
about the light pollution that a potential recreational tourism project could create.

(d) Impacts on the local road network

During the public hearings, several residents verbally shared their concerns about the impact of
the development on road access. Many prefer that the municipality remain a quiet place and that
traffic not be disrupted during the work, or later due to crowds of tourist.
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It was also mentioned that the local road network was never designed to accommodate a
recreational tourism concept such as that
Louisa Road North is a country road that

presented by WITR.
has never been considered a main

ldeclared that Lake
ffi"ry. She added that

this country road would not have the capacity to absorb the traffic resulting from the construction
and that other roads in the area were not designed for potential tourism traffic, which would lead
to heavy traffrc jams.

Similar comments were also made in the briefs and messages sent to the municipality, as well as
in the FAQ.

Additionally, one resident, who sent a message directly to the municipality and prefers to stay
anonymous, wrote that initially he had concerns related to the usual inconveniences such as noise,
traffic jams andthe presence of tourists, but he now sees the positive aspects of tourism, which
will encourage economic development and job creation.

(e) The municipality's approach to managing the file

Some residents who expressed their views verbally during the public hearings, stated their
dissatisfaction with the approach taken by the municipality in its management of this file. Some
of them said there is lot of information lacking on the WITR concep! even though the municipality
has been in discussions with the promoter for almost a yeat. I asked how the
municipality can expect residents to express themselves eïffiively, wiÉsuch incomplete
information on the WITR concept. Others mentioned that by holding these public hearings, the
municipality is doing the promoter's job.

On this last point, the prefect of the RCM, Mr. Scott Pearce, emphasized that the public hearings
were being held for the sole benefit of V/entworth's residents, giving them the opportunity of
expressing themselves on a potential project even before it has been submitted. This is a very good
opportunity for the municipality and its citizens to influence the promoter and enable them, if
necessary, to submit a project that much better meets the needs and expectations of the community.

(f) Other considerations

Among the citizens in favour of this project, some expressed in their written communications with
the municipality as part of the public hearing process, that they had the feeling that the opponents
of the potential recreational tourism project wish to occupy the public ground and silence opinions
contrary to their own.

Furthermore, some citizens expressed the need for a full environmental assessment to be carried
out by the promoter, even if it is not required by the law. Others suggested that independent experts
be hired by the municipality to validate the promoter's studies.
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Other residents believe that more information about the promoter would be needed before going
further in the process, particularly about its past realizations. Other residents wondered about the
credibility of the promoter (including its financial viability) and whether it can keep its promises,
notably on the potential payment of a portion of the profits to the municipality. Similar concerns
were raised in the FAQ.

Also, in the FAQ, some residents questioned the ability of the municipality to supply drinking
water to such a recreational tourism project.

Finally, it should be noted that in the FAQ comments several citizens stated that they were against
the potential recreational tourism project, whereas several others said they welcomed'this potential
project. Note that all comments and questions submitted to the FAQ were gathered anonymously.

lll. Summary of positive points of views about a potential
Wentworth recreational tourism project

Many citizens, through written briefs or messages sent to the municipality, as well as through
comments or questions submitted to the FAQ, highlighted various positive aspects, according to
them, related to the realization of a recreational tourism development project on the municipality's
territory.

In summary, these points are as follows:

the municipality's urban plan provides for the development of resort and recreational
tourism activities in V/entworth, as does the Argenteuil RCM's land use plan;
job creation in Vy'entworth resulting from the presence of some recreational tourism
development in the municipality;
a potential improvement in the municipality's f,rnancial situation and services for citizens
resulting from new property tax revenues generated by the presence ofa recreational
tourism site in Wentworth;
current municipal by-laws are sufficient to protect the environment, Lake Louisa and the
heronry, due to:

- zoning (golf courses are prohibited in zone Y22located on the shore of Lake
Louisa);
- the municipal by-law regulating golf courses, which requires the recovery of run-
off water to prevent chemical or biological products used for maintenance from
spreading to the surrounding environment.
- the by-law that recognizes and protects the heronry located on Wentworth's
territory.

t
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