
Little Silver Lake Water Level and Flow Management Options 

 

As noted during the recent Annual General Meeting of the Association, the Board has developed a listing of various means that could be 

adopted, individually or potentially in combination, to mitigate the consequences of very high water levels on properties and shorelines.  This 

listing is provided in the table below. 

The Board would appreciate having feedback from as many members as possible before deciding on a way ahead for this important and complex 

issue.  Please either use the comment section of the form below, or for longer comments and alternative suggestions use any type of format you 

prefer. 

This is not only an issue for owners on Little Silver Lake, as it affects the Association at large and also other users of the boat launch and the lake. 

Completed forms and other comments can be sent directly to lakesteward@littlesilverandrainbowlakes.com or to any other Board member, at 

the addresses provided on the website. 

No. Option Pros Cons Legal Status Comments 

1 Beaver Baffler 
(current design) 

Clears substantial 
volumes of water. 
Aesthetically 
acceptable. 

Requires constant maintenance. 
Performance still needs to be verified 
over range of water levels (how will 
beavers react to noise, swirl with 
inlets partially/just submerged?). 
Will not clear max inflows 
immediately. 
May lower water level beyond 
desirable point in normal/drought 
year. 

Acceptable to 
authorities 

 

2 Beaver Baffler 
(controlled 
version – capped 
pipe) 

Clears substantial 
volumes of water 
when required. 
Aesthetically 
acceptable. 
May mitigate beaver 
interference. 

As above. 
Requires additional maintenance for 
cap installation/removal. 

May be 
considered a 
flow control 
device, which 
are not 
permitted. 
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3 Culvert through 
dam site 

Can perform as larger 
baffler, clearing more 
water. 

Likely to lead to beaver activity at 
culvert or at other locations. 
May lower water level beyond 
desirable point in normal/drought 
year. 

Appears to be 
acceptable to 
authorities. 

 

4 Dam removal Clears water at 
maximum possible 
rate; most effective 
for flood mitigation. 

Temporary solution unless beavers are 
eradicated. 
Typically implemented at times that 
may have worst impacts on fish 
spawning. 
Will lead to increased beaver activity 
on adjacent properties. 
May need prior agreement amongst 
members as to what levels should 
trigger. 

Unclear 
whether this is 
allowed for 
Association as 
opposed to 
individuals. 

 

5 Dam 
opening/skimming 

Clears substantial 
volumes of water 
when required. 
May mitigate beaver 
interference. 

Will lead to increased beaver activity 
on adjacent properties. 
May need prior agreement amongst 
members as to what levels should 
trigger. 

Unclear 
whether this is 
allowed for 
Association as 
opposed to 
individuals. 

 

6 Permanent 
dam/weir 

Would set new 
“normal” level for 
lake. 
Will clear higher 
levels very rapidly. 

Unclear how beavers will respond. 
Will require creation of consensus 
amongst residents. 

Will require 
extensive 
discussion with 
MNR/RCVA 

 

7 No action by 
Association 

Simple and zero cost Will encourage individuals to take 
actions in support of individual 
interests. 

Individuals will 
need to educate 
themselves on 
legality of 
various actions 

 

 


