SaveTheBalaFalls.com
℅ 25 Lower Links Road
Toronto, ON M2P 1H5
Mitchell@Shnier.com

October 3, 2017

Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change
5775 Yonge Street, 8th floor
Toronto, ON M2M 4J1
Telephone: 416 326-1825
E-mail:
ontario.ca
Hello

:
Re: Proposed hydro-electric generating station at the Bala falls

I appreciate the opportunity earlier this week to view the proponent’s drawing they
submitted as part of their application for Environmental Compliance Approval for the
industrial sewage handling during the construction of their proposed hydro-electric
generating station at the Bala falls.
I could see that your staff rightly prides themselves on making correct decisions and
requests, in order to protect the environment. However, I was very surprised and
disappointed at the incorrect and outdated information the proponent has provided in their
application. I do not believe correct decision-making can follow from this incorrect
information provided.
The incorrect information includes that the:
1) Nearest residence is almost a kilometre away
This is entirely incorrect. The nearest residence is 70 m from the proposed project, and
as shown in Appendix A to this letter, there are more than 70 shoreline residences
within 1 km downstream of the proposed project.
• It is very troubling that your staff have not been provided with a correct
understanding of the situation.
2) Upstream cofferdam could not and need not be removable on 24 hours notice
This is incorrect. As shown in Appendix B (points 6 and 7), the MNRF has required that
the proponent be able to remove their upstream cofferdam on 24 hours notice. The
result is the proponent has recently changed to a different type of cofferdam – and they
have not disclosed this to the MOECC.
This change is significant as their new design has removable panels, which would result
more leakage, as explained and shown in Appendix C. The proponent has not
submitted calculations to show their proposed six settling tanks could handle such a
flow.
The proponent’s previous drawing (131-13550-SDWM-01, dated October 20, 2016, for
a Soldier Pile or Rubble Mound cofferdam) showed five settling tanks. The proponent
has not disclosed their change from this previous plan to the MOECC, nor have they
provided to the MOECC calculations showing this increase of one settling tank would be
adequate for their changing to a removable panel type of cofferdam.
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• The proponent should be required to submit calculations showing the number of
settling tanks needed to handle the change to their new removable panel
cofferdam design, to handle both the traditional handling of suspended solids, as
well as the treatment for Zinc.
3) Construction crane being in the Moon River is not a concern
This is an environmentally-significant change the proponent has made, without stating
the mitigation for this negative impact.
The March 2017 drawing from the proponent shows they would locate the foundation of
their construction crane in the Moon River. As the crane jib would be above the
construction site, the crane hoist motor and winch mechanism, being part of the crane’s
counter-weight, would be on the far side of the crane foundation – that is, over the
Moon River.
Therefore, any leaks or drips of lubricating oils and other deleterious substances from
the crane hoist would be directly into the Moon River, and outside of any containment or
dewatered area.
• The proponent should be required to submit plans on how they would detect and
prevent deleterious substances leaking or dripping from their construction crane
into the Moon River.
4) District Municipality of Muskoka has given approval for settling tanks in the
Portage Landing parking lot (north-east of the proposed construction site)
This is not possible. The Township of Muskoka Lakes bought that parking lot land with
their own funds and have signed a lease with the proponent specifically not allowing
settling tanks in the Portage Landing parking lot.
While the District is an upper-tier municipality, they cannot provide any “blanket
approval” which contravenes a signed legal contract between other parties.
Yet the proponent’s drawing shows they could locate their settling tanks in the Portage
Landing parking lot.
• The proponent’s application is therefore incorrect, and the MOECC should refuse
to accept such an erroneous drawing.
, the proponent has provided incorrect information for their ECA approval, and
is withholding environmentally-significant information from the MOECC.
I request that the MOECC require the correct information be submitted as part of an
Addendum to their Environmental Screening/Review report.
I look forward to meeting with you, or your reply to these concerns.
Sincerely,

Mitchell Shnier, on behalf of SaveTheBalaFalls.com
Cc:
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70 m away
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There are more than 70 shoreline residences on the Moon River within 1 km downstream
of the proposed generating station
Mitchell Shnier
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Appendix B

Appendix C

Proponent’s new “removable panel” cofferdam design

Many of these “W”-shaped sections made of “I”-beams would be attached together, and placed with the
far, flat-bottomed end, at the bottom of the river. As the riverbed is sloped bedrock, there would be leaks
between the sloped and uneven riverbed and the flat bottom of these “W” sections. There would also be
leaks between each “W” section.

Each of these panels would be inserted between a pair of “I”-beams. There would be leaks between the
sides and bottom of these removable panels and the “I”-beams.
While attempts could be made to seal these leaks, there is far more opportunity for leaks in this new
removable panel design, than for the previous cofferdam designs.

