
 
 
   

The proposed 
construction would 
create a 1 in 5 chance 
of causing flooding of 
Lake Muskoka. This is 
too risky and is 
irresponsible. 

The proposed 
generating station 
would have 14 times 
the output and 25 
times the footprint of 
the generating station 
previously there. And 
it would obstruct the 
Bala Portage, where 
the previous 
generating station left 
a 16’-width for 
portaging to continue. 
This proposal has 
nothing to do with the 
station previously 
there or Bala’s 
heritage. 

The proponent only 
actually answered 46 
of the 156 questions 
asked by the 
Township. Answering 
less than 30% of the 
fair and relevant 
questions asked is not 
consultation. 

The “Scenic Flow” of 
water over the falls 

would be reduced to 
only 6% of what it is 

now. At Niagara Falls, 
33% of the water 

must flow over the 
falls. Why any less for 

Bala.

Why, just why, won’t 
the proponent 

communicate this to 
the public, they’ve 

had 9 years to figure 
it out.

And how does the 
proponent know the 

fast water would 
adequately dissipate 
for the entire route

boats need to take to 
dock. Show us an 

impartial report, not 
wishful conjecture.

Now tell the truth – traffic 
would be stopped for up to 
90 minutes during the 
months-long blasting. 

Proponent’s 

August Malarky 

And how exactly is 
taking 94% of the 

water, leaving only a 
trickle for Scenic Flow 

“optimizing”, you’re 
greedy, wringing Bala 

dry.

That’s a lie. The flow 
below the Bala dams 

can only change 
suddenly when  MNR 
staff remove a stop-

log, and they first 
warn the public. The 

terrible tragedy of the 
two drownings were 

people that could not 
swim and were 

wearing their clothes. 
There’s never been an 

accident in Bala for 
people canoeing or 

portaging.

The alternate portage 
routes all have major 
problems; trespassing 
over private property, 
crossing Muskoka 
Road 169 with 
inadequate sight-lines 
to approching cars, 
walking behind and 
beside parked cars, 
and along roads with 
no sidewalks or 
shoulders. 



 
 
 
 

Waterpower makes 
the most electricity 
when it is needed the 
least – in the spring 
and fall. 

Proponent would raise
the water level of
Lake Muskoka (to

increase their profits),
increasing the
likelihood of a

surprise rainstorm
causing flooding.

This proposed 
generating station 
would receive a 
subsidy of over 
$100,000,000 from us 
taxpayers over the 
40-year contract. 

All economic benefits
claimed are

meaningless as the
proponent refused to
consider, or even ask

about the many
negative economic

impacts. Ignorance is
not an excuse.

Not safe, but rather
very dangerous; the

43’-deep intake would
drown anyone nearby,

the treacherously
turbulent water

exiting would suck
people underwater,

operation would begin
at about noon on 1/3

of summer days just
when people would be

nearby in the water,
and the proposed

station would operate
at full capacity an

average of 21 days
each summer – all

very dangerous.

Quit thinking so much 
of yourselves, you’re 
starting to believe the 
overblown claims the 
Ontario Waterpower 
Association tells the 
provincial 
government. The 
“backbone” of 
Ontario’s generation 
is Nuclear, providing 
twice as much as 
hydro-electric. All 
generating stations 
can begin operation 
without grid power. 
Hospitals have their 
own emergency 
generators. 
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All we want to know is: 

• Would it be safe. 

• Would it be beautiful, as the area is. 

• Would there be enough water over the falls to continue 
to draw people to Bala. 

But the greedy proponent won’t answer the public’s fair and 
relevant questions. 

Find out what’s really happening at 
SaveTheBalaFalls.com 

No, mining usually 
contributes more –
and for the first ten 
years of operation, 
there would be no 
royalties paid. 

The water over the 
Bala falls drives the 
area’s economy – and 
you plan on ruining 
this by taking most all 
the water. 


