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Proposed Hydro-electric Generating Station at the Bala Falls

Where is the Safety Plan

SaveTheBalaFalls.com Presentation to the Council of the Township of Muskoka Lakes, v3 2016 01 26




Proponent’s proposed portagé"

/

People using the proponent’s
portage would unknowingly
canoe through the treacherously
turbulent water exiting the
proposed generating station

" |In 2013 the MNR prohibited public cess to the Crown
land south of the Bala north falls as they say the water

there is too dangerous
e But proponent’s rehabilitation of the Township’s land would build
a new portage landing directly adjacent to their tailrace

* This doesn’t make sense
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More conflicting statements

" Proponent’s 2005 proposal stated they would “not
generally diminish the public’s enjoyment of the area for
swimming, boating, fishing, picnicking and hiking”

e But OPG/OPP public safety campaign says: “Stay Clear, Stay Safe”

e Which works in Bracebridge

e But Bala has unprotected public and private docks much closer
* And “No Swimming” signs could not be posted on the private
shores

e So this too doesn’t make sense

30f8



2008 Drowning due to Wilson’s Falls Generating Station

“Incident Review

= OPP informed us that there was a group of boys skateboarding in
the area.

k5 : » They were looking for a place to swim to cool down.
“Site of Drowning

» Local resident gave them directions to a public swimming area.
We believe they drove past and ended up at our generation site.

» The oldest was 21, the youngest was 12. Jose was 14 years old.
The 21 year old climbed over the rocks, jumped in and swam

through the discharge from the tailrace and over to the rocks on
the falls.

» The youngest refused to go, thinking it was too unsafe. Jose was
coerced by his peers into the water where he attempted to swim
though the current but was overcome and didn’t make it.

" |t is a fact that the 2008 drowning at Wilson’s Falls was

due to the tailrace flow from the generating station
e The station owner/operator stated this at an industry conference
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Far more dangerous in Bala™
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® The situation in Bala would be far more dangerous
1) Few people visit Wilson’s Falls, but in-water recreation in Bala is
extremely popular
» The proposed Bala station would
2) Have ten times the tailrace flow

3) Be automatically started at about noon on % of summer days
» Just when people would be in the water a few feet away, having
seen it “safe”

=" That is, public safety has not been addressed
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Letter from the MNR — just call#911”
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= Letter from Minister of Natural Resources,
March 21, 2014

‘There is an assigned 911 civic address for the Crown
land associated with the North Bala dam. This
provides the means for emergency response
personnel to attend the site in a timely way — similar
to any location in the province.”

" The province is making political decisions
from Toronto
* They don’t understand the local situation
= We need to prevent drownings, not help
recovering bodies
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. Mitchell Shirier
Save the Bela Falls
Michel@shnier com

Dear Mr. Snier

Frermier Katlesn Wynne shared it me your &-mails of January 6 end Febuary 4, 2014, regerding the
proposed hycro.slectic projsct n Bels. | am pleased to respond

govemmentis of energy, such as watero
oot 0o o4 Lo el Goeran 1 O

Swit River Ensrgy Lid.. he proponent of the waterpower prgect. completed the Class Environmenta!
Assessment (EA] for e project which Inciuded extensive public and government agency consultaion
Over avear ago, the Miister of the Enviroament confimad it an Indidual EA was not wartanted anct
the proponent could proceed wilh the project, subject to other permits and approvals required,

‘The proponent submitted the
oy 20 0T oG o et comioton 1 hs lossEndranrnonl sesamors pokoss
forthe projct.

My minisiry's Parry Sound Distict nes issued an aporovel under the Lakes and Rivers Iimorovement Act for
the location of he faclity on Crown land. Regional and distnc: staffwil rsview the plans and spectications
forthe project once subritied by Swit River Ensroy Ltd

| new facilly is higher then the
facl it vas bl n 1926, The ncreassa capacy reltss, n it ts mprovemrts n tns desan
andtechnology. It would b ertoneous and misloacing o suggest that & generaing capaciy incroase
Coneltes TSy to Ntreases 1 the SToUTt o low Fedured & prodce e dec ety

“The project proposal will be located on the same Crown and ste as the former waterpowst faciity thet was
demalished in 1372, This sits s 0,07 heciares n size. The focprint o the former ycro facilty and
h o this ste, the curtent project

‘There s an assignad 911 civic addrsss for the Crown land assoeiated with the North Bala dam. This
provides he means for emergency reSponse personns to atlend the sit In & tmely way — similar to ary
location In tae province.

My minisiry contnues to advise that swimming, wacing or cther weter.besed activties below & water

conlrol stniclure such as the Bala Notth dam are nol advisable recreational practices, nor should they be

promaled as possible touist activilies. There s a beach in the municipally maintained Jaspen Perk, and |
short distance from the

s avaiabio
Bala Falls and away from the influence of flowing waters from Lake Muskoka

‘The proponent mace & commitment to maintain, f not ennance, the *scenic” flows over the north Bala Fells
thal have been maintained for many years by my minisiry as e operslor of the Bela dams. | understand
that the proponent wil convene the previously estabiisned public Scenic Flow Commitee for at lsast one.
more meeling lo idenlity any acditional opporiunites for enhanced scenic flaws, such as during Impertant
tourism everts,

A5 the onner of facliy with the operation of the facilly and
the to Iinstry of Natural Resources (MNR) Bala carms, it viould b the responsibilty of Swit River

gy to ensure appropriate public safely measures ars in plere 2 they relate 1o the structures and
resuling flovs and levele.

1 understand that Bracsbridge Ganeration L nzs been identified by the proponent as part of the project
tsem esponsil c operations and mantanarce T vaterpost company has vl of morce
owe

ator
fecizee e Guner o tho Bea dame. Nl contre o encre e e ke of manians

The Clase EA and subceauatt Addendt ich s the roposed rods of cpereton for fous ng
levels, damonsiates that there wll ot b &ny significant risk o public safely or tadtion n-:
fecrealion activilies below the north Bala Falls due 1o the ongaing operation of he facilly.

“The Crown lend sita ralsasa procadhre In sffect a the tims when the proponent was awarded Applicant of

Record for the s cid not nclude e requirement for an Applcant to nave proof of an agreemant of sorme.

fomm of el understandng with any existing riparian lendonners. 4s known and futher confimed through

the proponent's Class EA and pubic consultation process, e proposed watemorier faciity and s

‘anceing aperation il not significantly impact eny rioarian o acuting landovners in the area. Any richs o
ity of privale

commens Section 65¢4) of
o Bl o A T e U o 3B o Tre ot st s et on
August 19, 2013. A motion for [save 1o 2opeal was filed by fe ToWnShip of the Muskoka Lakes. To date,
the Caurt of Appeal has made no decision on his ration. AS this metter is sl 2efore the Court, | can
ake 10 acdisonal comment on 1S Subject
s s rnevitl arery prjectmoves trauh il approvals and periting rocesses, encourage
01 work collaboratively wilh St River Energy LI to maks fhis project e bost it can bo and ensure it
s s e camty Thars iy Begies o Samunios Bk o Bonetas Hom
& collsborative approach. mcluding e Town of Eracebridge (the Bracebrioge Falls and Wisor's Falis
vieterpovier projects) and the Vilage of South River (MNR South River Dam waterpows oroject)
Thenkyou egein for writing

Sincerely,

Devid Oraziett
Minister of Netural Resources

€ Premier Kethleen WWynne

 We don’t want Bala to be the drowning capital of Muskoka
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Where is the Safety Plan#*®

= Despite strong efforts, the MNR still doesn’t understand

the public safety problem
* The Township’s support for this proposed project further
convinces the MNR that there are no public safety problems

= Bracebridge Examiner, August 13, 2008, reporting on

drowning due to the Wilson’s Falls generating station:
e “The family also wants to ensure other families do not have to go
through a similar tragedy.”

=" Here is our opportunity to honour the family’s wishes
e We can’t assume “someone else” will ensure safety
e As community-minded people, we all must do what we can
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= Our request
e Would the Township of Muskoka
Lakes write a letter to the MINR
asking that a safety plan be
presented to the public

= Everybody wants this issue to

go away
e But thinking, hoping, and expecting
someone else will ensure public
safety will just come back to haunt
us every time there is a drowning

Township of Muskoka Lakes

COUNCIL Agenda Reference
DATE: January 26, 2016 RESOLUTION NUMBER:

MOVED BY:

SECONDED BY:

Whereas in a letter dated May 16, 2013, the Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry (MNRF)
notified the Township of Muskoka Lakes that public use of the Crown land south of the Bala north
falls was prohibited for safety reasons, to protect the public from entering the water there;

And Whereas the water from the generating station proposed for the same site would create even
more safety concerns there;

And Whereas for many years Ontario Power Generation (OPG) and the Ontario Provincial Police
(OPP) have sponsored a “Stay Clear, Stay Safe” educational campaign informing people to stay
far away from hydro-electric generating stations;

And Whereas the Township is contemplating a lease with the proponent for the proposed Bala
generating station, and this would include the proponent rehabilitating the Township land so there
would be a new portage landing adjacent to the proposed generating station;

And Whereas in their 2005 proposal to the MNRF for the Bala generating station, the proponent
stated their plans would “not generally diminish the public’s enjoyment of the area for swimming,
boating, fishing, picnicking and hiking”;

And Whereas in response to questions about public safety concerns, the MNRF has stated that
the proponent would “have the responsibility to ensure appropriate public safety measures are in
place as they relate to the structures and resuiting flows”, but no such public safety measures have
been communicated to the public to date;

Now Therefore Be It Resolved That the Township of Muskoka Lakes write a letter to the MNRF
requesting that before any further approvals and permits are granted regarding the proposed
generating station, that the public be provided with details of the fencing, safety booms, signage,
warning sirens and other public safety measures that would be implemented.

RECORDED VOTE:
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YEAS
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COUNCILLOR BARANIK (Deputy Mayor)
COUNCILLOR BARRICK-SPERN
COUNCILLOR CURRIE

COUNCILLOR EDWARDS
COUNCILLOR HARDING

COUNCILLOR KRUCKEL (Acting Deputy Mayor)
COUNCILLOR LEDGER

COUNCILLOR McTAGGART
COUNCILLOR NISHIKAWA

MAYOR FURNISS

TOTALS

MOTION DEFEATED [ ]
MOTION CARRIED [ ]

MAYOR
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