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3.0 ROUND 1 CONSULTATION MATERIALS

3.1 CONSULTATION MATERIALS
3.1.1 Overview

The EA Study Team and MFEA requested meetings with rural municipality, town and city councils
potentially affected by the proposed Project. A total of 12 council meetings were held during the first
round of meetings. The purposes of the meetings were to initiate dialogue about the Environmental
Assessment process; provide information about the EIA and its associated PIP; provide background
information about the proposed Project; and, to identify issues and concerns the councils had regarding
the proposed Project, the EIA and the PIP. Table 1 outlines the date of each meeting, councils met with,
and the locations of the meetings.

Table 3B.2-1
Round 1 Council Meetings

Date of Meeting

Council

Location of Meeting

January 27, 2004

Rural Municipality of Macdonald

Municipal Office - Sanford, Manitoba

February 3, 2004

Rural Municipality of Ritchot

Municipal Office - St. Adolph, Manitoba

February 3, 2004

Rural Municipality of Springfield

Municipal Office - Oakbank, Manitoba

February 9, 2004

City of Selkirk

Council Office - Selkirk, Manitoba

February 10, 2004

Rural Municipality of Taché

Municipal Office - Lorette, Manitoba

February 11, 2004

Rural Municipality of Morris

Municipal Office - Morris, Manitoba

February 11, 2004

Rural Municipality of East St. Paul

Municipal Office - Birds Hill, Manitoba

February 12, 2004

Rural Municipality of West St. Paul

Municipal Office - West St. Paul, Manitoba

February 17, 2004

Rural Municipality of St. Clements

Municipal Office - East Selkirk, Manitoba

March 5, 2004

City of Winnipeg

Emergency Operations Centre - Winnipeg,
Manitoba

March 9, 2004

Rural Municipality of St. Andrews

Municipal Office - Clandeboye, Manitoba

March 16, 2004

Town of Niverville

Municipal Office - Niverville, Manitoba
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At the meetings, the EA Study Team presented information about the background and current status of
the proposed Floodway Expansion Project EIA process, plans for involving the public in the EIA, and
outlined the next steps in the process. The same presentation was provided at each council meeting. All
attendees received a hardcopy of the presentation and the first PIP newsletter. Extra copies of the
newsletters and presentations were left with the Administrator for general distribution to interested
community members. During the Environmental Assessment Team’s presentation, members of MFEA
were present and described the five components of the Project — Floodway Channel Expansion, Inlet
Control Structure, Outlet Control Structure, Channel crossings, and the West Dyke. Throughout and
following the presentation, discussion took place at each meeting in which council asked questions,
offered perspectives, and identified issues about the Project, the EIA and the PIP. Moreover, where
appropriate, representatives of the EA Study Team and MFEA offered perspectives on items raised by
council.

A note taker from the Environmental Assessment Team was present at each meeting and documented
the key issues of each council and action items that arose from the meetings. Once the meeting notes
were completed, draft copies of the notes were provided to council for review and comment. If council
did not provide comments within the review period, follow-up phone calls were made to the Chief
Administrative Officer of each council to ensure that the comments were documented accurately. Once
the comments were received, the notes were changed accordingly and finalized. The finalized notes
were sent to each respective council and posted on the website for the general public to access. The
meeting notes tracker and action items tracker, which aided in the review process for the meeting notes,
are included in this section.

The following information is documented in this section:

e A copy of the confirmation of meeting letter

e A copy of the letter to review draft meeting notes

e A copy of the letter indicating the meeting notes have been finalized
e Finalized meeting notes from each council meeting
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Confirmation Letter

“TetrES InterGroup
W CONSULTANTS INC.
Solutions for a Sustainable Environment CONSULTANTS

[Date], 2004

[Name]
[Organization]
[Street Address]
[City, Prov, PC]

Dear [name]:

RE: CONFIRMATION OF MEETING WITH ELECTED OFFICIALS REGARDING THE PROPOSED
FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

We are pleased to have the opportunity to discuss the proposed Floodway Expansion Project Environmental Impact
Assessment with elected officials in your municipality. This letter confirms that representatives from the Floodway
Expansion Project Environmental Assessment Team will attend a meeting in [town], on [date].

The Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority has hired an Environmental Assessment Study Team, comprised of
Tetr£S Consultants Inc. and InterGroup Consultants, Ltd., to undertake an Environmental Impact Assessment of the
proposed Floodway Expansion Project. As part of the environmental assessment process, the Environmental
Assessment Study Team will be conducting a Public Involvement Program (PIP). The purpose of the public
involvement program is to provide early and ongoing opportunities for potentially affected and interested parties to
receive information on, and provide their views about Project impacts, measures to mitigate Project impacts and the
Environmental Impact Assessment process.

The meeting on [date] will be part of the first round of public involvement. The purpose of the meeting is to initiate
dialogue with your community about the proposed Project, give you information about the Project, provide you with
background on the process and schedule for the environmental assessment, and to identify and confirm any issues or
concerns your community may have about the proposed consultation process and Project.

Further information can be found on the Environmental Assessment Team’s web site at www.floodwayeia.com. This

web site will be updated on a regular basis. With any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact:

e John Osler, InterGroup Consultants (204) 942-0654
e Denis De Pape, InterGroup Consultants (204) 942-0654

We look forward to meeting with you.

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

a4 . 4
s Vi ."ﬁfff
Denis De Pape
Principal and Senior Consultant
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Draft Meeting Notes Letter

Suite 604-283 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoba
R3B 2B5
l N te rG roOu p tel: (204) 942-0654

fax: (204) 943-3922
CONSULTANTS e-mail: intergroup@intergroup.ca

[Date], 2004

[Name]
[Organization]
[Street Address]
[City, Prov, PC]

Dear [name].

RE: DRAFT MEETING NOTES FROM THE [date], MEETING WITH THE [rural
municipality] REGARDING THE PROPOSED RED RIVER FLOODWAY
EXPANSION PROJECT

This letter is in follow-up to the meeting held on [aate], in [town], Manitoba regarding the proposed Red River
Floodway Expansion Project. Enclosed for your review are draft meeting notes. Please let me know by [date], if
there are any errors or omissions in the notes. | can be reached at (204) 942-0654.

We have included extra copies of the draft meeting notes for distribution to Councillors and interested
community members. Once the meeting notes have been finalized they will be made public on the
Environmental Assessment Team'’s web site (www.floodwayeia.com) and included in the Environmental Impact
Assessment. The Environmental Assessment Team’s web site is updated on a continual basis, and contains
information on upcoming public consultation events associated with the Project.

Beyond meeting note changes, if you have any questions or comments about the Project or the public
involvement process, please do not hesitate to call Denis De Pape or John Osler of InterGroup Consultants,
Ltd. at (204) 942-0654.

Thank you for your hospitality and we look forward to meeting with you again during future rounds of public
involvement regarding the proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project.

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

LY M-

Brett McGurk
Research Analyst
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Final Meeting Notes Letter

Suite 604-283 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoba
R3B 2B5
l n te rG rO u p tel: (204) 942-0654

fax: (204) 943-3922
CONSULTANTS e-mail: intergroup@intergroup.ca

[Date], 2004

[Name]
[Organization]
[Street Address]
[City, Prov, PC]

Dear [name].
RE: FINAL MEETING NOTES ON THE PROPOSED FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT

Please find enclosed the finalized notes from the meeting held on [date], in [town], Manitoba regarding
the proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project, including copies for distribution to Councillors and
interested community members. The final version of the notes has been revised to reflect any comments
that were received during the review process, and will be included in the Environmental Impact
Statement and posted on the Environmental Assessment Team’s web site (www.floodwayeia.com). The
Environmental Assessment Team’s web site contains information on upcoming public involvement events
associated with the Project and is updated regularly.

If you have any questions or comments about the Project or the public involvement process, please do
not hesitate to call Denis De Pape or John Osler of InterGroup Consultants, Ltd. at (204) 942-0654.

Thank you for taking the time to meet with us to discuss the proposed Project. We look forward to
meeting with you again during future rounds of the Public Involvement Program for the proposed Red
River Floodway Expansion Project Environmental Impact Assessment.

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

THA Y M-

Brett McGurk
Research Analyst

Enclosure
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Distribution List

Mr. Tom Raine

Rural Municipality of Macdonald
161 Mandan Dr., Box 100
Sanford, MB ROG 2J0

Mr. Yves Sabourin

Rural Municipality of Ritchot
352 Main Street

St. Adolphe, MB R5A 1B9

Ms Janet Nylen

RM of Springfield

628 Main Street
Oakbank, MB ROE 1J0

Mr. John Livingstone
City of Selkirk

200 Eaton Avenue
Selkirk, MB R1A OW6

Mr. Dan Poersch

Rural Municipality of Taché
450 Dawson Road, Box 100
Lorette, MB ROA 0YO

Mr. Ernie Buhler, CAO

Rural Municipality of Morris
207 Main St. North, Box 518
Morris, MB ROG 1KO

Mr. Jerome Mauws

Rural Municipality of East St. Paul
3021 Birds Hill Road

East St. Paul, MB R2E 1A7

Mr. Ed Arnold

Rural Municipality of West St. Paul
3550 Main Street

West St. Paul, MB R4A 5A3

Mr. Robert Poirier

Rural Municipality of St. Clements
1043 Kittson Road, RR #1

East Selkirk, MB ROE OMO

Mr. Richard Kachur
City of Winnipeg

510 Main Street
Winnipeg, MB R3B 1B9

Mr. Scott Spicer

Rural Municipality of St. Andrews
Box 130, 500 Railway Ave.
Clandeboye, MB ROC 0PO

Mr. Jim Buys, CAO
Town of Niverville
Box 267, 86 Main Street
Niverville, MB ROA 1EO
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3.2 RM MEETING NOTES

3.2.1 RM of Macdonald
Manitoba Floodway Expansion EIA — Round 1 Municipal Meetings
Meeting Highlights
Meeting With
RM of Macdonald

Municipal Office — Sanford, Manitoba
January 27, 2004

In Attendance

For RM of Macdonald Council

R. Kirouac D. Dobrowolski
C. Bisson G. Lavallee

B. Erb G. Junkin

T. Raine R. Morse

R. Burns

For Environmental Assessment Team

J. Osler — TetrES/InterGroup L. McKay — TetrES/InterGroup

For Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

D. McNeil — Vice-President — Hydraulics D. Hurford — Community and Government
J. Thomson — Vice-President — Transportation Relations Coordinator

Purpose of Meeting

The meeting was requested by the Environmental Assessment Team for the Floodway Expansion Project
to:
e Begin dialogue about the Environmental Assessment process
e Provide initial information about the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and its associated
Public Involvement Program (PIP)
e Provide background information about the proposed Floodway Expansion Project
o Identify issues and concerns Council has with the proposed project, the EIA and the PIP.

The meeting is one of a series of sessions being held with municipal Councils in the areas affected by the
proposed Floodway Expansion Project as part of Round 1 of the PIP. At least two additional rounds of
meetings with municipal Councils are contemplated as information from the Environmental Assessment
becomes available.

Meeting Process

John Osler of the Environmental Assessment Team made a presentation about the background and
current status of the proposed Floodway Expansion Project EIA process, plans for involving the public in
the EIA, and next steps in the process. In conjunction with John’s presentation, Doug McNeil of the
Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority described the five components of the proposed project —
Floodway Channel Expansion, Inlet Control Structure, Outlet Structure, Channel Crossings, and the West
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Dyke. Each Council representative in attendance was provided with a copy of the presentation and the
first PIP newsletter. Extra copies were left with the Administrator for general distribution.

Throughout and following the presentation, discussion took place in which:

e Council asked questions, offered perspectives, and identified issues about the proposed project, the
EIA and the PIP

e Where appropriate, representatives of the Environmental Assessment Team and Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority offered perspectives on items raised by Council.

The following are highlights of the meeting and are intended to capture the key points that were raised
or presented. They are not presented in the sequence that they were raised at the meeting, nor are they
a detailed or verbatim transcription of what was said.

Key Perspectives and Issues Identified by Council

Environmental Assessment Process

e The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) should contain a detailed outline of the rules under which
the expanded floodway would operate, evacuation strategies in the event of a flood emergency and
what compensation measures will be in place following construction of the project. The comment was
made that the municipality would like to understand the implications of how the expanded floodway
will be operated under different conditions.

e Concern was expressed that by expanding the floodway erosion would increase south of the existing
inlet control structure.

e A note was made that the Environmental Assessment should look at the cumulative impacts of the
project on dredging north of the outlet control structure.

e A note was made that local residents believe that an increase in the height of the West Dyke will
result in a similar increase in water levels. Local residents are therefore concerned that any increase.

¢ in the height of the West Dyke will worsen the amount of artificial flooding resulting from the existing
floodway infrastructure.

e Council members indicated that homeowners are concerned that previous efforts to build up local
dykes will be undermined by the Floodway Expansion Project. Questions were asked about the
availability of funds to help local homeowners improve their flood protection to a level commensurate
with the expanded floodway.

e Questions were asked whether recent improvements to flood protection infrastructure would be
included in the baseline for the EIS.

Public Involvement Process

A suggestion was made that a physical model should be generated to demonstrate what the
floodway and Red River Valley would look like after expansion, and also to help local residents
understand what impact the project would have on water levels and flows.

e A suggestion was made that a relief map would be a useful visual tool at public events.

e A request was made that a more detailed study area map be provided to the Council. This map
should clearly outline the location of the different study zones with respect to the West Dyke and
show the final alignment of the West Dyke itself.

e Council suggested that a separate meeting be organized with local residents previously impacted

during the 1997 flood. It was noted that many residents want the opportunity to talk about their

experiences during the flood.

Past Experiences With Respect to Flooding and Flood Protection

e Concern was expressed that in the past, the province did not fulfill promises made to the rural
municipalities regarding flood protection.
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e Comment was made that in the past, adequate rules were not in place to: 1. mobilize for flood
events, or 2. remove flood protection infrastructure following a flood event. For example, after the
1997 flood a number of culverts remained plugged long after the water levels had receded. This
resulted in the flooding on homeowner’'s yards and caused problems for local farmers. In other
instances, residents have been flooded before the spring melt because culverts were blocked too
early in the season (i.e., before the flood had arrived).

¢ Comment was made that there needs to be better coordination between the levels of government
and the local rural municipalities during flood events. The municipalities have a wealth of experience
to deal with flood events, and have concrete flood protection and evacuation measures in place.

e Concern was expressed that evacuation measures taken during the 1997 flood were inappropriate
and overzealous. There needs to be consideration of the impacts evacuation measures can have on
the local people and economy, particularly with respect to the agriculture industry.

e Comment was made that there needs to be improvements in how information is communicated to
the local level during flood events (examples provided from the 1997 flood).

e Concern noted about velocity of water and level of protection at the Avonlea Corner of the West Dyke
during flood events. Is there adequate protection being considered in the design?

Other Issues

e A comment was made that community members recognize the importance of the measures taken to
protect the City of Winnipeg against flooding, but residents want assurance that a compensation plan
will be in place prior to project construction. Information on this compensation plan should be made
available to community members throughout the PIP.

e A note was made that compensation needs to address agricultural loss in fairer way. During the 1997
flood, farmers were not able to seed their farms until late in the season, which resulted in a
substantial economic loss. Existing crop insurance programs are inadequate to deal with the types of
water related impacts farmers face in the region.

Key Perspectives from the Environmental Assessment Team

e Floodway Expansion Project was the outcome of extensive studies and consultation by 1JC and
Canada/Manitoba/City of Winnipeg following the 1997 flood to identify and evaluate a wide range of
alternatives to improve flood protection in the Winnipeg area.

e Before construction can proceed on the project, a license must be obtained under the provincial
Environment Act, and federal approvals must be granted. As part of this process, a comprehensive
EIS must be prepared. The completed EIS will be subject to public review, including hearings
conducted by the Manitoba Clean Environment Commission.

The EIS is expected to be completed in the fall of 2004.

Information from existing sources indicates that impacts of the proposed project are diverse and vary
substantially from area to area. To recognize these differences, the study region has been divided
into six zones. A color map showing the zones and initial list of key impacts is presented in the
newsletter.

e A PIP will be conducted as part of the process for developing the EIS. Input received from
participants will be used by the Study Team to identify and evaluate potential effects as well as
mitigative measures. Outcomes of the PIP will be reported in the EIS. Three rounds of public
involvement are contemplated: Round 1 (to identify issues); Round 2 (to review initial findings of the
impact assessment); and Round 3 (to review draft EIS content). The program includes meetings with
municipalities, workshops with stakeholders and four open houses. The PIP for the EIA is
independent of other consultation initiatives being conducted by the Manitoba Floodway Expansion
Authority.

e The open house schedule is as follows:

0 Ste. Agathe: Community Hall — February 17
o Selkirk: Legion Hall — February 25

0 Dugald: Community Club — March 2

0 Winnipeg: Holiday Inn South — March 10
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e The Environmental Assessment will focus on assessing impacts and identifying mitigation and
enhancement measures of the Proposed Floodway Expansion Project, since this is what is being
licensed and approved.

Key Perspectives from the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

In response to questions and comments, MFEA representatives noted:

e Floodway design is in the preliminary stages and is trying to address location specific issues
associated with widening and deepening.

e Where a potential adverse impact of the project has been identified, the project team will look first at
engineering and other solutions to reduce or eliminate the identified impact.

e Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority does not have a mandate to deal with outstanding issues
associated with the existing floodway. These matters are responsibilities of other provincial agencies.
This includes matters related to compensation for artificial flooding. It was noted that the
government is currently drafting legislation regarding compensation for artificial flooding.

e Where beneficial improvements can be dealt with easily and at reasonable cost as part of the
Expanded Floodway Project, they will be considered.

e The West Dyke will be increased to deal with wind and wave effects, and not with additional water
levels. During the 1997 flood it was determined that the integrity of the West Dyke would have been
undermined had there been any wind or wave action. Increases to the West Dyke are designed to
increase the amount of freeboard.

e Water traveling out of the floodway channel will be lowered as slowly as possible to avoid slumping
south of the inlet structure.

e The floodway will be designed to accommodate a 1 in 700 year flood. The likelihood of such a flood
occurring was determined to be higher following the 1997 flood.

e The EIS will consider the current infrastructure as the baseline, including improvements that were
made following the 1997 flood.

e Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority is looking at developing a virtual reality movie of what the
expanded floodway would look like and how it would operate.

e Expansions to the West Dyke are part of the Project Description and would occur at the same time
the floodway channel was expanded.

e The EIS will contain a chapter on how the floodway gates will be operated.
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3.2.2 RM of Ritchot
Manitoba Floodway Expansion EIA — Round 1 Municipal Meetings
Meeting Highlights
Meeting With
RM of Ritchot

Municipal Office — St. Adolphe, Manitoba
February 3, 2004

In Attendance

For RM of Ritchot Council

Mayor R. Stefaniuk Y. Sabourin
V. Rutherford R. Philippe
L. Morin M. Leclaire

For Environmental Assessment Team
J. Osler — TetrES/InterGroup L. McKay — TetrES/InterGroup

For Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority
D. Hurford — Community and Government Relations Coordinator

For KGS Group
R. Carson

Purpose of Meeting

The meeting was requested by the Environmental Assessment Team for the Floodway Expansion Project
to:
e Begin dialogue about the Environmental Assessment process
e Provide initial information about the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and its associated
Public Involvement Program (PIP)
e Provide background information about the proposed Floodway Expansion Project
e Identify issues and concerns Council has with the proposed project, the EIA and the PIP.

The meeting is one of a series of sessions being held with Municipal Councils in the areas affected by the
proposed Floodway Expansion Project as part of Round 1 of the PIP. At least two additional rounds of
meetings with municipal Councils are contemplated as information from the Environmental Assessment
becomes available.

Meeting Process

John Osler of the Environmental Assessment Team made a presentation about the background and
current status of the proposed Floodway Expansion Project EIA process, plans for involving the public in
the EIA, and next steps in the process. In conjunction with John’s presentation, Rick Carson of the KGS
Group described the five components of the proposed project — Floodway Channel Expansion, Inlet
Control Structure, Outlet Structure, Channel Crossings, and the West Dyke. Each Council representative in
attendance was provided with a copy of the presentation and the first PIP newsletter. Extra copies were
left with the Administrator for general distribution.

Throughout and following the presentation, discussion took place in which:
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e Council asked questions, offered perspectives, and identified issues about the proposed project, the
EIA and the PIP

o Where appropriate, representatives of the Environmental Assessment Team and Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority offered perspectives on items raised by Council.

The following are highlights of the meeting and are intended to capture the key points that were raised
or presented. They are not presented in the sequence that they were raised at the meeting, nor are they
a detailed or verbatim transcription of what was said.

Key Perspectives and Issues Identified by the Council

Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

e Materials excavated from the floodway should be used to raise the height of local community dykes.

e Concern expressed that having different channel widths throughout the expanded floodway would
result in increased erosion along the channel slopes.

e Questions asked about the impact the expanded floodway would have on flooding south of the
floodway.

e Concern was expressed regarding the amount of pressure currently imposed on the Courchene
Bridge, and the potential for the expansion project to worsen the situation.

e Questions asked, and concern expressed, regarding the availability of compensation funds following
construction of the expansion project. Specific questions asked about the availability of compensation
for artificial flooding resulting from use of the expanded floodway.

Past Experiences With Respect to Flooding and Flood Protection

e Flood protection measures exercised during the 1997 flood saved the City of Winnipeg a substantial
amount of tax dollars (monies that would have otherwise had to be spent on reconstruction and
compensation). Some of this savings should be reallocated to mitigate upstream impacts associated
with use of the floodway.

e The existing weir at the floodway inlet should be mechanized, or some other infrastructure
developed, to allow water into the channel below the state of nature. Suggested that the Portage
Diversion ice control mechanism be used as a model for developing a structure at the inlet.

Public Involvement Program

e Question asked regarding the ability of the municipality to participate in the Clean Environment
Commission (CEC) review of the project. Concern expressed that participation in the Environmental
Assessment public involvement process may preclude the community from making a formal
submission during the CEC hearing process.

Key Perspectives from the Environmental Assessment Team

e Floodway Expansion Project was the outcome of extensive studies and consultation by 1JC and
Canada/Manitoba/City of Winnipeg following the 1997 flood to identify and evaluate a wide range of
alternatives to improve flood protection in the Winnipeg area.

e Before construction can proceed on the project, a license must be obtained under the provincial
Environment Act, and federal approvals must be granted. As part of this process, a comprehensive
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must be prepared. The completed EIS will be subject to public
review, including hearings conducted by the Manitoba Clean Environment Commission.

e The EIS is expected to be completed in the fall of 2004.

e Information from existing sources indicates that impacts of the proposed project are diverse and vary
substantially from area to area. To recognize these difference, the study region has been divided into
six zones. A color map showing the zones and initial list of key impacts is presented in the newsletter.
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e A PIP will be conducted as part of the process for developing the Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS). Input received from participants will be used by the Study Team to identify and evaluate
potential effects as well as mitigative measures. Outcomes of the PIP will be reported in the EIS.
Three rounds of public involvement are contemplated over the next 6 to 7 months — Round 1 (to
identify issues); Round 2 (to review initial findings of the impact assessment); and Round 3 (to
review draft EIS content). The program includes meetings with municipalities, workshops with
stakeholders and four open houses. The PIP for the EIA is independent of other consultation
initiatives being conducted by the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority.

e The open house schedule is as follows:

0 Ste. Agathe: Community Hall — February 17
o Selkirk: Legion Hall — February 25

0 Dugald: Community Club — March 2

0 Winnipeg: Holiday Inn South — March 10

e Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority does not have a mandate to deal with outstanding issues
associated with the existing floodway. These matters are responsibilities of other provincial agencies.

e The Environmental Assessment will focus on assessing impacts and identifying mitigation and
enhancement measures of the proposed Floodway Expansion Project, since this is what is being
licensed and approved.

¢ In response to comments, it was noted that the distribution of costs and benefits associated with the
expansion project is a policy level issue. Current environmental regulations are much more stringent
than in the past, and require extensive public consultation before a project can receive a license.

e In response to questions it was noted that construction of the expanded floodway would only start in
the summer of 2005 if all necessary government approvals and licenses are obtained. Construction of
the West Dyke would likely be the first activity undertaken with respect to the project.

e In response to questions it was noted that the regulatory schedule after submission of the EIA will be
determined by the federal and provincial governments.

e In response to questions it was noted that participation in the Environmental Assessment public
involvement program in no way precludes the community from participating in the CEC hearing
process.

e In response to a question it was noted that in terms of the Environmental Assessment, the
“environment” includes the terrestrial and aquatic environments as well as people.

e In response to a question it was noted the EIS will document all project impacts, including residual
impacts. The EIS will become a public document and will be reviewed by federal and provincial
regulators. Following construction of the project, monitoring programs will be established to track all
project impacts. The results of these monitoring programs will be made available to the public.

Key Responses by KGS Group Representatives

e Floodway design is in the preliminary stages and is trying to address location specific issues
associated with widening and deepening of the channel.

o Where a potential adverse impact of the project has been identified, the project team will look first at
engineering and other solutions to reduce or eliminate the identified impact.

o Where beneficial improvements can be dealt with easily and at reasonable cost as part of the
Expanded Floodway Project, they will be considered.

e In response to questions it was noted that the height of the West Dyke would be raised between 1
and 4 feet to protect the structure against wind and wave effects during a severe flood event. The
length of the existing dyke needs to be expanded to prevent flooding in Winnipeg under severe high
water events. Where there is no existing dyke, up to possibly eight feet of materials may be added.
The dyke would be expanded along existing rights of way.

e In response to questions it was noted that the dirt removed during channel excavation would be: 1.
placed on adjacent spoil mounds, and 2. used for recreational purposes. The Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority will be looking into potential recreational opportunities.

e In response to comments it was noted that erosion would be minimized in the expanded floodway
channel by using riprap and other methods for erosion control. The entire channel will not be
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expanded the same width as to do so would be quite costly. In particular, the design will minimize
expansion of the channel where infrastructure is in place.

e In response to questions it was noted that expansion of the floodway would have positive impacts on
communities south of the outlet structure. In 1997 water levels reached a level above the
unregulated condition due the severity of the flood. With the expanded floodway, water levels south
of the outlet would not go above the unregulated condition up to an approximately a 1 in 200 year
flood (this figure is being refined in the current studies). If the expanded floodway had been in place
in 1997, water levels south of the Floodway Inlet Control Structure would have been a couple of feet
lower.

e In response to questions it was noted that it is anticipated that there will be full compensation for
artificial flooding associated with the floodway. Compensation issues are being dealt with separately
by the province.

e In response to questions it was noted that expanding the floodway would not result in decreased
pressure on the floodway gates. Pressure on the gates is determined by upstream water levels. The
expanded floodway would simply allow more water through the channel during higher water levels; it
will allow the unregulated water level to be held without having to exceed it in more severe floods.

e Action item: Commitment made to provide further information on why the province has
not opted to remove the weir and to allow water to enter into the floodway below what
would be required with the existing floodway.

3.2.3 RM of Springdfield
Manitoba Floodway Expansion EIA — Round 1 Municipal Meetings
Meeting Highlights
Meeting With
RM of Springfield

Municipal Office — Oakbank, Manitoba
February 3, 2004

In Attendance

For RM of Springfield Council

Reeve J. D. Holland J. Nylen
W. Paulishyn R. Osiowy
D. Shaver K. Lalonde
R. Bodnarik

For Environmental Assessment Team

J. Osler — TetrES/InterGroup D. De Pape — TetrES/InterGroup

For Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

J. Thomson — Vice-President — Transportation D. Hurford — Community and Government
D. McNeil — Vice-President — Hydraulics Relations Coordinator

Purpose of Meeting

The meeting was requested by the Environmental Assessment Team for the Floodway Expansion Project
to:
e Begin dialogue about the Environmental Assessment process
e Provide initial information about the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and its associated
Public Involvement Program (PIP)

Appendix 3B Page 3B - 14 Issue ldentification



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project August 2004

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

e Provide background information about the proposed Floodway Expansion Project
e Identify issues and concerns Council has with the proposed project, the EIA and the PIP.

The meeting is one of a series of sessions being held with municipal Councils in the areas affected by the
proposed Floodway Expansion Project as part of Round 1 of the PIP. At least two additional rounds of
meetings with municipal Councils are contemplated as information from the Environmental Assessment
becomes available.

Meeting Process

John Osler of the Environmental Assessment Team made a presentation about the background and
current status of the proposed Floodway Expansion Project EIA process, plans for involving the public in
the EIA, and next steps in the process. In conjunction with John’s presentation, Jim Thompson of the
Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority described the five components of the proposed project —
Floodway Channel Expansion, Inlet Control Structure, Outlet Structure, Channel Crossings, and the West
Dyke. Each Council representative in attendance was provided with a copy of the presentation and the
first PIP newsletter. Extra copies were left with the Administrator for general distribution.

Throughout and following the presentation, discussion took place in which:

e Council asked questions, offered perspectives, and identified issues about the proposed project, the
EIA and the PIP

e Where appropriate, representatives of the Environmental Assessment Team and Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority offered perspectives on items raised by Council.

The following are highlights of the meeting and are intended to capture the key points that were raised
or presented. They are not presented in the sequence in which they were raised at the meeting, nor are
they a detailed or verbatim transcription of what was said.

Key Perspectives and Issues Identified by Council

Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

e RM is making an accommodation to the City of Winnipeg in having the floodway built within its
boundaries. Many adverse impacts of the original floodway continue to affect activities in the RM.
Before proceeding with the Floodway Expansion Project, the RM would like to see some of these
remedied. It is important that the Floodway Expansion Project not exacerbate these impacts or create
any new ones. Measures must be implemented to mitigate any potential impacts.

e Concerned that the options for enhancing flood protection, other than Floodway Expansion and St.
Agathe Detention Structure, did not receive sufficient consideration and detailed analysis.

e Impact of the proposed project on groundwater levels and quality is a major concern in the area. The
RM wants to know the location and extent of groundwater impacts. There is a site in the Birds Hill
area where the greatest lowering of the floodway is contemplated and that is highly susceptible to
groundwater effects.

e Compensation should extend beyond potential flooding effects and include unmitigated adverse
effects on groundwater. Need assurance that such compensation will be provided.

e The Floodway Expansion Project is viewed as an opportunity to address impacts of the existing
floodway in the Springfield area. There are numerous ongoing impacts from the existing floodway
related to separating the community into two parts, drainage, traffic movement, loss of agricultural
land, restrictions on development, demand for emergency services and vandalism. In some of these,
remedial measures were cut back for economic reasons during construction of the original floodway.
Efforts should be made to find opportunities to extend project features so existing effects could be
mitigated.

e Added recreational and transient use of the floodway could exacerbate problems being experienced
in conjunction with this type of activity on the existing floodway. These problems include additional
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off-road traffic, increased demand for emergency services when an accident occurs, dumping of
stolen vehicles and increased break-ins.

e Would expect new recreation businesses on the floodway to pay municipal taxes; Springhill has
started paying taxes to the RM.

Environmental Assessment Process

e RM of Springfield extends into Zones 3, 4 and 5 on the study area zone map.

e RM, along with two other municipalities, have requested Participant Assistance Funding. RM
estimated it requires almost two and a half times the maximum allowable amount ($100 000). RM is
also getting concerned with the tardiness of the funding decisions. The proposed project is on a very
tight schedule and the RM’s ability to participate meaningfully is being impeded by delays in securing
Participant Assistance Funding.

e Scope of the EIA is not broad enough. The scope should go beyond assessing impacts and mitigation
of the expanded floodway to include ongoing impacts of the existing floodway.

Key Perspectives from the Environmental Assessment Team

e Floodway Expansion Project was the outcome of extensive studies and consultation by 1JC and
Canada/Manitoba/City of Winnipeg following the 1997 flood to identify and evaluate a wide range of
alternatives to improve flood protection in the Winnipeg area.

e Before construction can proceed on the project, a license must be obtained under the provincial
Environment Act, and federal approvals must be granted. As part of this process, a comprehensive
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must be prepared. The completed EIS will be subject to public
review, including hearings conducted by the Manitoba Clean Environment Commission.

e The EIS is expected to be completed in the fall of 2004.

e Information from existing sources indicates that impacts of the proposed project are diverse and vary
substantially from area to area. To recognize these differences, the study region has been divided
into six zones. A color map showing the zones and initial list of key impacts is presented in the
newsletter.

e A PIP will be conducted as part of the process for developing the EIS. Input received from
participants will be used by the Study Team to identify and evaluate potential effects as well as
mitigative measures. Outcomes of the PIP will be reported in the EIS. Three rounds of public
involvement are contemplated over the next 6 to 7 months: Round 1 (to identify issues); Round 2

e (to review initial findings of the impact assessment); and Round 3 (to review draft EIS content). The
program includes meetings with municipalities, workshops with stakeholders and four open houses.
The PIP for the EIA is independent of other consultation initiatives being conducted by the Manitoba
Floodway Expansion Authority.

e The open house schedule is as follows:

0 St. Agathe: Community Hall — February 17
o Selkirk: Legion Hall — February 25

0 Dugald: Community Club — March 2

0 Winnipeg: Holiday Inn South — March 10

e The Environmental Assessment will focus on assessing impacts and identifying mitigation and
enhancement measures of the proposed Floodway Expansion Project, since this is what is being
licensed and approved.

Key Perspectives from the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority
In response to questions and comments, MFEA representatives noted:
e Floodway design is in the preliminary stages and is trying to address location-specific issues

associated with widening and deepening. These would include potential problems with deepening in
the Birds Hill area.
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o Where a potential adverse impact of the project has been identified, the project team will look first at
engineering and other solutions to reduce or eliminate identified impacts.

e Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority does not have a mandate to deal with outstanding issues
associated with the existing floodway. These matters are the responsibilities of other provincial
agencies.

o Where beneficial improvements can be dealt with easily and at reasonable cost as part of the
Expanded Floodway Project, they will be considered. An example is where drainage drop structures
have to be replaced; project engineers will be asked to look at increasing the capacity of the
structures.

e Project engineers will be evaluating various alternatives for handling traffic while the bridge in the
area is out of operation due to construction. Unlikely that Hwy 1 will be diverted; will look seriously at
parallel structures. Evaluation of options to occur in a few months.

e In response to inquiry about whether the east or west berm would be higher, it was noted that the
berms are spoil piles and do not affect operation of the floodway. There is some flexibility as to the
size and location of these piles.

3.2.4 City of Selkirk
Manitoba Floodway Expansion EIA — Round 1 Municipal Meetings
Meeting Highlights
Meeting With
City of Selkirk Council

Municipal Office — Selkirk, Manitoba
February 9, 2004

In Attendance

For City of Selkirk Council

Mayor D. Bell M. Cook

Deputy Mayor D. Swiderski C. Pawley

D. Nicol J. Livingstone — Director of Finance and
J. Buffie Legislation

P. Prudent

For Environmental Assessment Team
J. Osler — TetrES/InterGroup D. De Pape — TetrES/InterGroup

For Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority
J. Thomson — Vice-President — Transportation D. McNeil — Vice-President — Hydraulics

Purpose of Meeting

The meeting was requested by the Environmental Assessment Team for the Floodway Expansion Project
to:
e Begin dialogue about the Environmental Assessment process
e Provide initial information about the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and its associated
Public Involvement Program (PIP)
e Provide background information about the proposed Floodway Expansion Project
o Identify issues and concerns Council has with the proposed project, the EIA and the PIP.
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The meeting is one of a series of sessions being held with municipal Councils in the areas affected by the
proposed Floodway Expansion Project as part of Round 1 of the PIP. At least two additional rounds of
meetings with municipal Councils are contemplated as information from the Environmental Assessment
becomes available.

Meeting Process

John Osler of the Environmental Assessment Team made a presentation about the background and
current status of the proposed Floodway Expansion Project EIA process, plans for involving the public in
the EIA, and next steps in the process. In conjunction with John’s presentation, Jim Thomson of the
Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority described the five components of the proposed project —
Floodway Channel Expansion, Inlet Control Structure, Outlet Structure, Channel Crossings, and the West
Dyke. Each Council representative in attendance was provided with a copy of the presentation and the
first PIP newsletter. Extra copies were left with the Administrator for general distribution.

Throughout and following the presentation, discussion took place in which:

e Council asked questions, offered perspectives, and identified issues about the proposed project, the
EIA and the PIP

o Where appropriate, representatives of the Environmental Assessment Team and Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority offered perspectives on items raised by Council

The following are highlights of the meeting and are intended to capture the key points that were raised
or presented. They are not presented in the sequence in which they were raised at the meeting, nor are
they a detailed or verbatim transcription of what was said.

Key Perspectives and Issues Identified by Council

Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

e Concerned about potential effects of increased floodway flow capacity on water levels and siltation
north of the floodway during a flood event:

o Worried that it would result in increased water levels, added riverbank erosion and siltation
upstream of and near Selkirk.

o0 Wondered if deposition from siltation would affect access to Selkirk’s dry dock.

o Wondered if higher water levels would increase likelihood of flooding entering the community
from behind. A recent lidar imaging study found that during a very high water event, flood
waters could flow into the city from behind via Whisky Ditch north, the City, or Oak
Hammock Marsh.

e Selkirk has combined sewer systems whose outlets are low and susceptible to backup and associated
basement flooding in the event of high water on the Red River. Consideration should be given to
raising these outlets and adding pumping stations in conjunction with the Floodway Expansion
Project. Selkirk is currently carrying out a study on nature and extent of sewer backup and
associated impacts under high water conditions. The study should be finished in March.

e Wondered if operating the floodway during the summer months would raise Red River levels in the
Selkirk area.

e Silt is building up at mouth of Red River, which creates greater potential for ice jams and water back
up. Wondered about potential dredging to deal with this issue and what effects the dredging would
create.

e Would like to know how far north of outlet bank stabilization will be done?

Public Involvement Process

e When communicating with Selkirk about flood events, it important to recognize that the area north of
the Floodway outlet has been affected differently by flooding than the rest of the Red River Valley.
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The most serious recent flood event occurred in 1996 as a result of back up from ice jams. The 1997
flood had little effect on the area.

e Should hold a meeting with Selkirk and District Planning Board to discuss implications of and for the
District Development Plan. The Board, which meets every third Wednesday evening, is comprised of
the City of Selkirk and the RM'’s of St. Clements, St. Andrews, and West. St. Paul. (In response to
this suggestion, the Selkirk and District Planning Board were invited to the EIA multistakeholder
workshop in Selkirk).

Key Perspectives from the Environmental Assessment Team

e Floodway Expansion Project was the outcome of extensive studies and consultation by the 1JC and
Canada/Manitoba/City of Winnipeg following the 1997 flood to identify and evaluate a wide range of
alternatives to improve flood protection in the Winnipeg area.

e Before the construction can proceed on the project, a license must be obtained under the provincial
Environment Act, and federal approvals must be granted. As part of this process, a comprehensive
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must be prepared. The completed EIS will be subject to public
review, including hearings conducted by the Manitoba Clean Environment Commission.

e The EIS is expected to be completed in the fall of 2004.

e Information from existing sources indicates that impacts of the proposed project are diverse and vary
substantially from area to area. To recognize these differences, the study region has been divided
into six zones. A color map showing the zones and initial list of key impacts is presented in the
newsletter.

e A PIP will be conducted as part of the process for developing the EIS. Input received from
participants will be used by the Study Team to identify and evaluate potential effects as well as
mitigative measures. Outcomes of the PIP will be reported in the EIS. Three rounds of public
involvement are contemplated over the next 6 to 7 months: 1) to identify issues, 2) to review initial
findings of the impact assessment, and 3) to review draft EIS content. The program includes
meetings with municipalities, workshops with stakeholders and four open houses. The PIP for the
EIA is independent of other consultation initiatives being conducted by the Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority.

e Four open houses will be taking place throughout the Red River Valley. One will be in Selkirk at the
Legion Hall on February 25.

e The Environmental Assessment will focus on assessing impacts and identifying mitigation and
enhancement measures of the proposed Floodway Expansion Project, since this is what is being
licensed and approved.

e Timing of the Clean Environment Committee hearings has not yet been determined.

e Soon to be released study on impacts of operating the floodway during the summer did not include
an analysis of the impacts north of the floodway outlet.

Key Perspectives from the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

In response to questions and comments, MFEA representatives noted:

e Studies indicate that water levels during a flood event would be slightly higher north of the floodway
outlet for up to a 1 in 250 year flood. Beyond this magnitude of flood, there would be no discernible
increase.

e Consultants believe that greater Floodway flow will not increase or diminish siltation and deposition
north of the Floodway outlet.

e Riverbank erosion downstream of the outlet is currently under investigation.

e Summer water operations are primarily an issue for people south of the floodway inlet who would
experience water levels higher than the state-of-nature. Water levels north of the floodway outlet
are not expected to change. There were no effects on summer water levels in Selkirk in 2002 when
the floodway was operated in the summer for the first time.
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e Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority will not be giving further consideration to making the
floodway longer. This option was considered in earlier evaluation of options and rejected because it
required much higher cost and yielded little additional benefit.

3.2.5 RM of Taché
Manitoba Floodway Expansion EIA — Round 1 Municipal Meetings
Meeting Highlights
Meeting With
RM of Taché

Municipal Office — Lorette, Manitoba
February 10, 2004

In Attendance

For RM of Taché Council

Reeve W. Danylchuk D. Poersch
R. Koop A. Rivard
J. Trudeau

R. Perrier

For Environmental Assessment Team
D. De Pape — TetrES/InterGroup L. McKay — TetrES/InterGroup

For Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority
J. Thomson — Vice-President — Transportation

Purpose of Meeting

The meeting was requested by the Environmental Assessment Team for the Floodway Expansion Project
to:
e Begin dialogue about the Environmental Assessment process
e Provide initial information about the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and its associated
Public Involvement Program (PIP)
e Provide background information about the proposed Floodway Expansion Project
o Identify issues and concerns Council has with the proposed project, the EIA and the PIP.

The meeting is one of a series of sessions being held with municipal Councils in the areas affected by the
proposed Floodway Expansion Project as part of Round 1 of the PIP. At least two additional rounds of
meetings with municipal Councils are contemplated as information from the Environmental Assessment
becomes available.

Meeting Process

Denis De Pape of the Environmental Assessment Team made a presentation about the background and
current status of the proposed Floodway Expansion Project EIA process, plans for involving the public in
the EIA, and next steps in the process. In conjunction with Denis’'s presentation, Jim Thomson of
Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority described the five components of the proposed project —
Floodway Channel Expansion, Inlet Control Structure, Outlet Structure, Channel Crossings, and the West
Dyke. Each Council representative in attendance was provided with a copy of the presentation and the
first PIP newsletter. Extra copies were left with the Administrator for general distribution.
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Throughout and following the presentation, discussion took place in which:

e Council asked questions, offered perspectives, and identified issues about the proposed project, the
EIA and the PIP

e Where appropriate, representatives of the Environmental Assessment Team and Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority offered perspectives on items raised by Council.

The following are highlights of the meeting and are intended to capture the key points that were raised
or presented. They are not presented in the sequence that they were raised at the meeting, nor are they
a detailed or verbatim transcription of what was said.

Key Perspectives and Issues Identified by the Council

Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

e Flood protection commensurate with the expanded floodway should be provided to municipalities
outside of Winnipeg. In this regard, support should be provided to the Seine River Diversion Project,
which would reduce the impacts of flood events on the RM of Taché.

e Government funds should be allocated to flood protection measures at the municipal level (including
the Seine River Diversion Project). Comment made that allocation of funds to local flood protection
would ensure that communities also benefit from provincial flood protection measures.

¢ Noted that the proposed Diversion Project would have implications for the construction activities
associated with the proposed Floodway Expansion Project. Specifically, design of the expanded
channel would need to accommodate the additional water diverted from the Seine River (experienced
during both the spring and the summer period). In addition, specific concern was expressed that the
drop structures to be put in place as part of the Diversion Project need to account for changes made
to the system as a result of the Floodway Expansion Project.

e Participants asked about the potential impacts the project could have on Netley Marsh. Specific
concern was expressed regarding water levels and potential inundation of the Marsh during high
water events.

e Concern was expressed that adding further materials to the floodway spoil banks (i.e., dirt removed
from the Floodway Channel during excavation) will necessitate the removal of additional land from
the total stock of productive agricultural area. This would have an adverse effect on the livelihoods of
local farmers. Questions were asked about whether topsoil would be removed, piled and then placed
on the spoil banks so that farming could occur there.

e Question asked regarding potential impacts of channel excavation on fish habitat, and the regulatory
requirement to create new fish habitat in the event that existing fish habitat in the floodway channel
is destroyed during construction of the expansion project. It was noted that the flowing wells located
immediately below the channel surface create pockets of permanent fish habitat.

e Questions asked about potential mitigation measures with respect to impacts on ground water.
Suggestion made that the City of Winnipeg should provide piped water to all households affected by
contamination/drawn down of the local aquifer.

Environmental Assessment Process

e Suggestion made that the Seine River Diversion Project be scoped into the Red River Expansion
Project EIA.

Key Perspectives from the Environmental Assessment Team

e Floodway Expansion Project was the outcome of extensive studies and consultation by 1JC and
Canada/Manitoba/City of Winnipeg following the 1997 flood to identify and evaluate a wide range of
alternatives to improve flood protection in the Winnipeg area.

e Before construction can proceed on the project, a license must be obtained under the provincial
Environment Act, and federal approvals must be granted. As part of this process, a comprehensive
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Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must be prepared. The completed EIS will be subject to public
review, including hearings conducted by the Manitoba Clean Environment Commission.

e The EIS is expected to be completed in the fall of 2004.

¢ Information from existing sources indicates that impacts of the proposed project are diverse and vary
substantially from area to area. To recognize these differences, the study region has been divided
into six zones. A color map showing the zones and initial list of key impacts is presented in the
newsletter.

e A PIP will be conducted as part of the process for developing the EIS. Input received from
participants will be used by the Study Team to identify and evaluate potential effects as well as
mitigation measures. Outcomes of the PIP will be reported in the EIS. Three rounds of public
involvement are contemplated over the next 6 to 7 months: Round 1 (to identify issues); Round 2
(to review initial findings of the impact assessment); and Round 3 (to review draft EIS content). The
program includes meetings with municipalities, workshops with stakeholders and four open houses.
The PIP for the EIA is independent of other consultation initiatives being conducted by the Manitoba
Floodway Expansion Authority.

e The open house schedule is as follows:

0 Ste. Agathe: Community Hall — February 17
o Selkirk: Legion Hall — February 25

0 Dugald: Community Club — March 2

0 Winnipeg: Holiday Inn South — March 10

e The Environmental Assessment will focus on assessing impacts and identifying mitigation and
enhancement measures of the Proposed Floodway Expansion Project, since this is what is being
licensed and approved.

e Inresponse to questions it was noted that the EIA would study the potential effects the project could
have on water levels and flows, including at the Netley Marsh.

e In response to a question it was noted that the Department of Fisheries and Oceans has a no-net-
loss policy with respect to fish habitat. This policy requires a proponent to replace any fish habitat
damaged or destroyed during either project construction or operation. Questions regarding potential
project impacts on fish habitat will be passed on to the individuals studying fish biology, for
consideration in the EIA.

e In response to questions it was noted that the notes from the meeting would be sent back to the
rural municipality council for review and comment. Once finalized, copies of the notes from all public
involvement meetings will be included on the Environmental Assessment Team'’s web site.

Key Perspectives from the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

In response to questions and comments, MFEA representatives noted:

e Floodway design is in the preliminary stages and is trying to address location specific issues
associated with widening and deepening.

e Where potential adverse impacts of the project are identified, the project team will look first at
engineering and other solutions to reduce or eliminate the identified impacts.

e Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority does not have a mandate to deal with outstanding issues
associated with the existing Floodway. These matters are responsibilities of other provincial agencies.

e Where beneficial improvements can be dealt with easily and at reasonable cost as part of the
Expanded Floodway Project, they will be considered.

e As aresult of the 1997 flood, it was determined that the height of the West Dyke needed to be raised
to protect the structure against wind and wave action. As part of the Floodway Expansion Project, the
West Dyke will be raised by about 4 feet to provide additional freeboard (area that protects the dyke
against wind and wave action). The height of the West Dyke is not being raised to accommodate
addition water levels. Expansion of the Floodway will not result in additional water levels south of the
inlet structure.

e All new infrastructure will, at a minimum, meet the existing standards and needs of the day. There
may be cases, which will be assessed on an individual basis, where infrastructure is designed to meet
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potential future demands/needs (e.g., road crossings or bridges). Some of these issues will be dealt
with during the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority’s own consultations.

e Concerns about draw down of the water table in zone 5 will be addressed in the hydraulic
assessment. The issue of water quality and supply was identified early on in the process as a key
issue to study in the Environmental Assessment process. If wells are drawn down as a result of the
project, mitigation and/or compensation measures will be taken.

e Farming would not likely be allowed on top of the floodway spoil banks. Farming would be restricted
in order to prevent erosion and slumping along the channel slopes. It was noted that the amount of
land to be expropriated for the project has significantly decreased since the original Project
Description was developed.

3.2.6 RM of Morris
Manitoba Floodway Expansion EIA — Round 1 Municipal Meetings
Meeting Highlights
Meeting With
RM of Morris

Municipal Office — Morris, Manitoba
February 11, 2004

In Attendance

For RM of Morris Council

Reeve H. Martens B. Fraese

S. Neumann D. Robert
R. Groening L. Karnelson
E. Buhler

For Environmental Assessment Team
J. Osler — TetrES/InterGroup L. Hardess — TetrES/InterGroup

For Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority
J. Thomson — Vice-President — Transportation D. McNeil — Vice-President — Hydraulics

Purpose of Meeting

The meeting was requested by the Environmental Assessment Team for the Floodway Expansion Project
to:
e Begin dialogue about the Environmental Assessment process
e Provide initial information about the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and its associated
Public Involvement Program (PIP)
e Provide background information about the proposed Floodway Expansion Project
e Identify issues and concerns Council has with the proposed project, the EIA and the PIP.

The meeting is one of a series of sessions being held with municipal Councils in the areas affected by the
proposed Floodway Expansion Project as part of Round 1 of the PIP. At least two additional rounds of
meetings with municipal Councils are contemplated as information from the Environmental Assessment
becomes available.
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Meeting Process

John Osler of the Environmental Assessment Team made a presentation about the background and
current status of the proposed Floodway Expansion Project EIA process, plans for involving the public in
the EIA, and next steps in the process. In conjunction with John’s presentation, Jim Thomson and Doug
McNeil of the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority described the five components of the proposed
project — Floodway Channel Expansion, Inlet Control Structure, Outlet Structure, Channel Crossings, and
the West Dyke. Each Council representative in attendance was provided with a copy of the presentation
and the first PIP newsletter. Extra copies were left with the Administrator for general distribution.

Throughout and following the presentation, discussion took place in which:

e Council asked questions, offered perspectives, and identified issues about the proposed project, the
EIA and the PIP

e Where appropriate, representatives of the Environmental Assessment Team and Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority offered perspectives on items raised by Council.

The following are highlights of the meeting and are intended to capture the key points that were raised
or presented. They are not presented in the sequence in which they were raised at the meeting, nor are
they a detailed or verbatim transcription of what was said.

Key Perspectives and Issues Identified by Council

e Reeve Martens noted that the R.M. of Morris is in support of the Floodway Expansion Project.
Nevertheless, they do not want to see the problems experienced in one zone shifted to another zone.
¢ Regarding compensation, they believe that it must be available in communities south of Ste. Agathe
(i.e. not stop at Ste. Agathe).
The community would like to see erosion concerns, bank stability and dredging addressed.
The RM hopes that this project won't prevent their own local projects.
o What is the City of Winnipeg'’s financial contribution?

Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

o There are concerns regarding flooding of bridges.

e Will there be an opportunity to improve private dikes at the same time as construction is being
completed on the West Dike?

e There are concerns if lands will be removed from the RM'’s tax base to accommodate the expansion.

e Will the project include the drains (drop structures) coming into the floodway (e.g. north of PTH 1
near Springfield)?

e There are concerns related to ice and debris in the floodway.

Environmental Assessment Process

e RM of Morris is located in Zone 1 on the study area zone map.

e The Council is pleased to be involved at this early stage and are in support of this proactive
approach.

e What are the Department of Fisheries and Oceans’ concerns?

Key Perspectives from the Environmental Assessment Team

e Floodway Expansion Project was the outcome of extensive studies and consultation by 1JC and
Canada/Manitoba/City of Winnipeg following the 1997 flood to identify and evaluate a wide range of
alternatives to improve flood protection in the Winnipeg area.

e Before construction can proceed on the project, a license must be obtained under the provincial
Environment Act, and federal approvals must be granted. As part of this process, a comprehensive
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Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must be prepared. The completed EIS will be subject to public
review, including hearings conducted by the Manitoba Clean Environment Commission.

e The EIS is expected to be completed in the Fall of 2004.

e Federal agencies are being contacted early in the EIS process to address potential concerns/issues.
For example, the Department of Fisheries and Oceans is on the Project Advisory Team.

e Information from existing sources indicates that impacts of the proposed project are diverse and vary
substantially from area to area. To recognize these differences, the study region has been divided
into six zones. A color map showing the zones and initial list of key impacts is presented in the
newsletter.

e A PIP will be conducted as part of the process for developing the EIS. Input received from
participants will be used by the Study Team to identify and evaluate potential effects as well as
mitigative measures. Outcomes of the PIP will be reported in the EIS. Three rounds of public
involvement are contemplated over the next 6 to 7 months: Round 1 (to identify issues); Round 2
(to review initial findings of the impact assessment); and Round 3 (to review draft EIS content). The
program includes meetings with municipalities, workshops with stakeholders and four open houses.
The EIA for the PIP is independent of other consultation initiatives being conducted by the Manitoba
Floodway Expansion Authority.

e The open house schedule is as follows:

0 St. Agathe: Community Hall — February 17
o Selkirk: Legion Hall — February 25

0 Dugald: Community Club — March 2

0 Winnipeg: Holiday Inn South — March 10

e The Environmental Assessment will focus on assessing impacts and identifying mitigation and
enhancement measures of the proposed Floodway Expansion Project, since this is what is being
licensed and approved.

Key Perspectives from the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

In response to questions and comments, MFEA representatives noted:

e Floodway design is in the preliminary stages and is trying to address location-specific issues
associated with widening and deepening.

o Where a potential adverse impact of the project has been identified, the project team will look first at
engineering and other solutions to reduce or eliminate identified impacts.

e Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority does not have a mandate to deal with outstanding issues
associated with the existing floodway. These matters are the responsibilities of other provincial
agencies.

e Compensation, summer operation, operating rules and the state-of-nature study will be dealt with
through separate processes. Legislation dealing with compensation is expected to be on the
legislation order before the start of the Project in the fall of 2004.

e The majority of the land required for the project is owned by the province (due to liberal amounts
taken in the 1960s) and, therefore, there will not be significant amounts of land removed from the
RM tax base.

e Where beneficial improvements can be dealt with easily and at reasonable cost as part of the
Expanded Floodway Project, they will be considered. An example is where drainage drop structures
have to be replaced; project engineers will be asked to look at increasing the capacity of the
structures.

Appendix 3B Page 3B - 25 Issue ldentification



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project August 2004

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

3.2.7 RM of East St. Paul
Manitoba Floodway Expansion EIA — Round 1 Municipal Meetings
Meeting Highlights
Meeting With
RM of East St. Paul

Municipal Office — Birds Hill, Manitoba
February 11, 2004

In Attendance

For RM of East St. Paul Council

T. Hallet — Councillor ward 3 J. Mauws — Chief Administrative Officer
L. Morris — Councillor ward 2 B. Schmidt — (arrived at 6:15 p.m.)

D. Gera — Councillor ward 4

For Environmental Assessment Team
D. De Pape — TetrES/InterGroup B. McGurk — TetrES/InterGroup

For Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority
J. Thomson — Vice-President — Transportation D. McNeil — Vice-President — Hydraulics

Purpose of Meeting

The meeting was requested by the Environmental Assessment Team for the Floodway Expansion Project
to:
Begin dialogue about the Environmental Assessment process
Provide initial information about the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and its associated
Public Involvement Program (PIP)
e Provide background information about the proposed Floodway Expansion Project
e Identify issues and concerns Council has with the proposed project, the EIA and the PIP.

The meeting is one of a series of sessions being held with municipal Councils in the areas affected by the
proposed Floodway Expansion Project as part of Round 1 of the PIP. At least two additional rounds of
meetings with municipal Councils are contemplated as information from the Environmental Assessment
becomes available.

Meeting Process

Denis De Pape of the Environmental Assessment Team made a presentation about the background and
current status of the proposed Floodway Expansion Project EIA process, plans for involving the public in
the EIA, and next steps in the process. In conjunction with Denis’ presentation, Jim Thomson of the
Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority described the five components of the proposed project —
Floodway Channel Expansion, Inlet Control Structure, Outlet Structure, Channel Crossings, and the West
Dyke. Each Council representative in attendance was provided with a copy of the presentation and the
first PIP newsletter. Extra copies were left with the Administrator for general distribution.

Throughout and following the presentation, discussion took place in which:

e Council asked questions, offered perspectives, and identified issues about the proposed project, the
EIA and the PIP
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e Where appropriate, representatives of the Environmental Assessment Team and Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority offered perspectives on items raised by Council.

The following are highlights of the meeting and are intended to capture the key points that were raised
or presented. They are not presented in the sequence that they were raised at the meeting, nor are they
a detailed or verbatim transcription of what was said.

Key Perspectives and Issues Identified by Council

Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

e Primary concern is the potential impact of floodway channel deepening and widening on the quality
and quantity of local groundwater. Area leaders and residents of East St. Paul are worried that the
floodway will cause groundwater levels to drop, as occurred when the original floodway was
constructed, or to become contaminated due to a possible breach in the aquifer, causing Red River
water to enter the aquifer. The Birds Hill area would be especially affected by such occurrences
because, in addition to having many rural residents who obtain their water from groundwater fed
wells, the municipal water supply for Birds Hill comes from a groundwater source near the existing
floodway.

e Any adverse impacts from the Floodway Expansion Project on groundwater (quality and quantity)
that cannot be mitigated should be compensated for.

e Residents along Henderson Highway up to and including Lockport are concerned about river water
entering their private wells if the floodway is deepened.

e Concerned about the impacts of changes to bridge structures and roadways on private property
adjacent to the floodway.

e The proponent of the floodway should pay municipal taxes (in the form of a grant in lieu of taxes) for
any lands that are expropriated for floodway use. This is not happening with the current floodway.

e The municipality is concerned about losing any land as a result of widening the floodway. With East
St. Paul being the smallest municipality in Manitoba, losing any existing land is a large concern.

e The municipality wants to be assured that any current and planned structures (e.g., drains, drop
structures) affected by the floodway project in their municipality would be replaced and the cost
covered by the proponent (province). The municipality is currently evaluating a drop structure
between East St. Paul and Springfield to increase the drainage capacity between the two
municipalities.

e The municipality expects any costs to remove/relocate water lines and other underground lines to be
covered by the project proponent.

e Councillors had concerns with respect to compensation. MFEA informed them that there is proposed
flood compensation legislation that would grant citizens the right to financial compensation if they
experienced artificial flooding due to floodway operation.

Public Involvement Process

e Would like to have a combined meeting with rural municipalities later in the process to allow for
information exchange among municipalities (in particular, a meeting with Springfield and St.
Clements).

e Would like to have access to notes from meetings with other municipalities to gain a better
understanding of their issues.

Key Perspectives from the Environmental Assessment Team

e The decision to consider the Floodway Expansion Project option was the outcome of numerous
studies and consultations, which evaluated alternatives to improve flood protection for the Winnipeg
area.

e Before construction can commence, a licence must be obtained by the proponent under the provincial
Environment Act, and federal approvals must be granted. As part of the Environmental Assessment
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process, an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must be prepared. The EIS will be subject to
review, including public review through the Manitoba Clean Environment Commission.

e Current information indicates that impacts of the proposed project are diverse and vary substantially
in different areas. To recognize these differences, the study region has been divided into six zones.
A color map, as presented in newsletter #1, outlines the key impacts relative to each of the six
zones.

e As part of the EIA process, the Environmental Assessment Study Team will be conducting a PIP. The
results of the program will be used by the study team to identify and evaluate potential effects and
mitigation measures. There will be three rounds of public involvement: Round 1 (begin dialogue,
provide information, identify issues); Round 2 (share and seek feedback on initial assessment,
discuss ideas to mitigate impacts); and Round 3 (review results of EIA). The program includes
meetings with municipalities, affected and interested stakeholders, and open houses. This PIP for
the EIA is independent of any other public consultation that the Manitoba Floodway Expansion
Authority will be undertaking. Two upcoming open houses for the PIP occurring in neighbouring
communities are:

o Selkirk — February 25" (Legion Hall)
o Dugald — March 2™ (Dugald Community Centre)

Key Perspectives from the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

In response to questions and comments, MFEA representatives noted:

e The project is currently in the pre-design stage. Design of the Floodway Expansion Project continues
to be refined and will evolve and be improved as input is received through engineering studies and
public involvement.

e MFEA will be holding public involvement events to address the following topics:

0 Compensation

Possible recreational opportunities

Spring operations

Summer operations

State of nature water levels.

e The floodway will not necessarily be deepened and widened along its entire length; decisions
pertaining to what areas of the floodway will be deepened and widened have not been made.

e After the floodway is expanded, a 1997 flooding event would result in less water in the floodway due
to the additional capacity created by widening and deepening the floodway.

e Where beneficial improvements can be dealt with easily and at a reasonable cost as part of the
Expanded Floodway Project, they will be considered. An example is where drainage drop structures
have to be replaced; project engineers will be asked to look at increasing the capacity of the
structures.

e MFEA has hired two engineering firms to look at possible groundwater effects. One study focuses on
groundwater effects in Birds Hills. The other study addresses groundwater effects along the entire
floodway.

(o}
o
(o}
(o}
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3.2.8 RM of West St. Paul
Manitoba Floodway Expansion EIA — Round 1 Municipal Meetings
Meeting Highlights
Meeting With
RM of West St. Paul

Municipal Office — West St. Paul, Manitoba
February 12, 2004

In Attendance

For RM of West St. Paul Council

E. Arnold — Chief Administrative Officer D. Garcea
B. Henley R. Michalishyn
G. Kraemer

For Environmental Assessment Team
D. De Pape — TetrES/InterGroup B. McGurk — TetrES/InterGroup

For Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority
D. McNeil — Vice-President — Hydraulics

Purpose of Meeting

The meeting was requested by the Environmental Assessment Team for the Floodway Expansion Project
to:
Begin dialogue about the Environmental Assessment process
Provide initial information about the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and its associated
Public Involvement Program (PIP)
e Provide background information about the proposed Floodway Expansion Project
e Identify issues and concerns Council has with the proposed project, the EIA and the PIP.

The meeting is one of a series of sessions being held with municipal Councils in the areas affected by the
proposed Floodway Expansion Project as part of Round 1 of the PIP. At least two additional rounds of
meetings with municipal Councils are contemplated as information from the Environmental Assessment
becomes available.

Meeting Process

Council had very limited time to meet with the EIA Team due to a lengthy meeting agenda. Denis De
Pape of the Environmental Assessment Team made a brief presentation about the background and
current status of the proposed Floodway Expansion Project EIA process, plans for involving the public in
the EIA, and next steps in the process. In conjunction with Denis’ presentation, Doug McNeil of the
Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority (MFEA) briefly described the five components of the proposed
project — Floodway Channel Expansion, Inlet Control Structure, Outlet Structure, Channel Crossings, and
the West Dyke. Each Council representative in attendance was provided a copy of the presentation and
the first PIP newsletter. Extra copies were left with the Administrator for general distribution.
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Throughout the presentations, discussion took place in which:

e Council asked questions, offered perspectives, and identified issues about the proposed project, the
EIA and the PIP

e Where appropriate, representatives of the Environmental Assessment Team and MFEA offered
perspectives on items raised by Council.

The following are highlights of the meeting and are intended to capture the key points that were raised
or presented. They are not presented in the sequence that they were raised at the meeting, nor are they
a detailed or verbatim transcription of what was said.

Key Perspectives and Issues Identified by Council

Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

e RM would be pleased to see the project licensed since it will provide greater flood protection for the
municipality.

e Impact of the proposed project on groundwater quality and quantity is a major concern in the area;
many resident obtain their water from wells.

e Concerned about how floodway water will affect dykes, outfalls, and drains (e.g., Grassmere,
Northumberland and Parks Creek drains) within their municipality if the Floodway Expansion Project
proceeds.

Key Perspectives from the Environmental Assessment Team

e Following the 1997 Red River flood, extensive studies and consultation were conducted to identify
and evaluate alternatives to improve flood protection for the Winnipeg area.

e Before construction can commence, a licence must be obtained by the proponent under the provincial
Environment Act, and federal approvals must be granted. As part of the Environmental Assessment
process, an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must be prepared. The EIS will be subject to
review, including public review through the Manitoba Clean Environment Commission.

e Current information indicates that impacts of the proposed project are diverse and vary substantially
in different areas. To recognize these differences, the study region has been divided into six zones.
A color map, as presented in newsletter #1, outlines the key impacts relative to each of the six
zones.

e As part of the EIA process, the Environmental Assessment Study Team will be conducting a PIP. The
results of the program will be used by the study team to identify and evaluate potential effects and
mitigation measures. There will be three rounds of public involvement: Round 1 (begin dialogue,
provide information, identify issues); Round 2 (share and seek feedback on initial assessment,
discuss ideas to mitigate impacts); and Round 3 (review results of the EIA). The program includes
meetings with municipalities, affected and interested stakeholders, and open houses. This PIP for
the EIA is independent of any other public consultation that MFEA will be undertaking.

e An EIA Open House that might interest your municipality will be held on February 25", 2004, in
Selkirk at the Royal Canadian Legion Hall.

Key Perspectives from the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

In response to questions and comments, MFEA representatives noted:

e The project is currently in the pre-design stage. Design of the Floodway Expansion Project continues
to be refined and will be improved as input is received through engineering studies, the EIA, and
public involvement.

e The floodway will not necessarily be deepened and widened along its entire length; decisions
pertaining to what areas of the floodway will be deepened and widened have not been made.
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e MFEA has hired two engineering firms to look at possible groundwater effects. One study focuses on
groundwater effects in Birds Hills. The other study addresses groundwater effects along the entire
floodway.

e  MFEA will be holding public involvement events to address the following topics:

o0 Compensation

0 Recreational opportunities associated with the project
0 Spring operating rules

0 Summer operating rules

o0 State of nature water levels.

e Even with the Floodway Expansion Project, backwater effects from Lockport south could affect the
municipality under extreme flood conditions (1 in 700 year). Current studies are evaluating the
extent of these effects.

o After the floodway is expanded, however, a 1997 flooding event would result in a lower water level in
the Red River south of Lockport due to the additional capacity created by widening and deepening
the floodway.

3.2.9 RM of St. Clements
Manitoba Floodway Expansion EIA — Round 1 Municipal Meetings
Meeting Highlights
Meeting With
RM of St. Clements

Municipal Office — East Selkirk, Manitoba
February 17, 2004

In Attendance

For RM of St. Clements Council

Reeve E. Henrichsen R. Poirier

R. Frey R. Cameron

T. Piche D. Fisette

S. Strang E. Gunning

For Environmental Assessment Team

D. De Pape — TetrES/InterGroup B. McGurk — TetrES/InterGroup

For Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

J. Thomson — Vice-President — Transportation D. Hurford — Community and Government
R. Hay — Floodway Engineer Relations Coordinator

Purpose of Meeting

The meeting was requested by the Environmental Assessment Team for the Floodway Expansion Project
to:
e Begin dialogue about the Environmental Assessment process
e Provide initial information about the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and its associated
Public Involvement Program (PIP)
e Provide background information about the proposed Floodway Expansion Project
o Identify issues and concerns Council has with the proposed project, the EIA and the PIP.
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The meeting is one of a series of sessions being held with municipal Councils in the areas affected by the
proposed Floodway Expansion Project as part of Round 1 of the PIP. At least two additional rounds of
meetings with municipal Councils are contemplated as information from the Environmental Assessment
becomes available.

Meeting Process

Denis De Pape of the Environmental Assessment Team made a presentation about the background and
current status of the proposed Floodway Expansion Project EIA process, plans for involving the public in
the EIA, and next steps in the process. In conjunction with Denis’ presentation, Jim Thomson of the
Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority described the five components of the proposed project —
Floodway Channel Expansion, Inlet Control Structure, Outlet Structure, Channel Crossings, and the West
Dyke. Each Council representative in attendance was provided with a copy of the presentation and the
first PIP newsletter. Extra copies were left with the Administrator for general distribution.

Throughout and following the presentation, discussion took place in which:

e Council asked questions, offered perspectives, and identified issues about the proposed project, the
EIA and the PIP

o Where appropriate, representatives of the Environmental Assessment Team and Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority offered perspectives on items raised by Council.

The following are highlights of the meeting and are intended to capture the key points that were raised
or presented. They are not presented in the sequence in which they were raised at the meeting, nor are
they a detailed or verbatim transcription of what was said.

Key Perspectives and Issues Identified by Council

Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

e The primary concern of Council is that Dunning crossing remains open during both construction and
operation the floodway. It is the only crossing over the floodway within the municipality south of
Lockport. It is also a critical route for emergency purposes, notably fire protection services. The
affected fire hall lies inside (west of) the floodway, and relies on Dunning crossing to service
dwellings east of the floodway.

e A large concern is the potential impact of floodway channel deepening and widening on the quality
and quantity of local groundwater.

e RM would like to have the opportunity to drain water from agricultural fields into the floodway, as
other municipalities are able to do so.

e There are no crossings over the floodway for great distances within the municipality. The community
sees this as a very large problem.

e Concerned that water levels past the outlet will be higher than what the studies predict.

e The proponent of the floodway should pay municipal taxes for any lands that are expropriated for
floodway use.

e If the municipality has to use its services (e.g., emergency, fire) because of activities taking place in
the floodway, they would like to receive compensation from the project proponent.

e The Trans Canada Trail will run parallel to the floodway from Birds Hill to Highway 44. The
municipality would like to see the trail considered in the Environmental Assessment.

e The RM has a wastewater treatment plant and is considering increasing its capacity. The RM would
like the project engineers informed about the possible modifications to the plant in the near future.

e Concerned that there could be increased ice jams and possible backwater flooding because the Red
River dredging program is no longer in effect.
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Environmental Assessment Process

e RM would like to see a complete project proposal before it evaluates the project.

e RM sees the Environmental Assessment process moving very fast and feels that major decisions have
been made before the engineering studies have been completed.

e RM has requested Participant Assistance funding. Council claimed that it would be difficult to provide
a thorough submission because, to date, it has not heard whether it would receive funding, and the
date for submissions is in the near future.

Key Perspectives from the Environmental Assessment Team

e The decision to consider the Floodway Expansion Project option was the outcome of numerous
studies and consultations, which evaluated alternatives to improve flood protection for the Winnipeg
area.

o Before construction can proceed on the project, a license must be obtained under the provincial
Environment Act, and federal approvals must be granted. As part of this process, a comprehensive
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must be prepared. The completed EIS will be subject to public
review, including hearings conducted by the Manitoba Clean Environment Commission.

e The EIS is expected to be completed in the fall of 2004.

e Information from existing sources indicates that impacts of the proposed project are diverse and vary
substantially from area to area. To recognize these differences, the study region has been divided
into six zones. A color map showing the zones and initial list of key impacts is presented in the
newsletter.

e As part of the EIA process, the Environmental Assessment Study Team will be conducting a PIP. The
results of the program will be used by the study team to identify and evaluate potential effects and
mitigation measures. There will be three rounds of public involvement: Round 1 (begin dialogue,
provide information, identify issues); Round 2 (share and seek feedback on initial assessment,
discuss ideas to mitigate impacts); and Round 3 (review results of EIA). The program includes
meetings with municipalities, affected and interested stakeholders, and open houses. This PIP for
the EIA is independent of any other public consultation that MFEA will be undertaking. Two
upcoming open houses for the PIP occurring in neighbouring communities are:

o Selkirk: Legion Hall — February 25
0 Dugald: Community Club — March 2

Key Perspectives from the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

In response to questions and comments, MFEA representatives noted:

e The project is currently in the pre-design stage. Design of the Floodway Expansion Project continues
to be refined and will evolve and be improved as input is received through engineering studies and
public involvement.

e MFEA will be holding public involvement events to address the following topics:

o0 Compensation

0 Possible recreational opportunities
0 Spring operating rules

0 Summer operating rules

o0 State of nature water levels.

o The floodway will not be deepened and widened along its entire length; decisions pertaining to what
areas of the floodway will be deepened and widened have not been made.

e Where beneficial improvements can be dealt with easily and at reasonable cost as part of the
Expanded Floodway Project, they will be considered. An example is where drainage drop structures
have to be replaced; project engineers will be asked to look at increasing the capacity of the
structures.
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e MFEA has hired two engineering firms to look at possible groundwater effects. One study focuses on
groundwater effects in Birds Hills. The other study addresses groundwater effects along the entire
floodway.

e Although dredging has stopped within the Red River, dredging was conducted strictly for navigation
purposes and has no impact on ice activity (ice jams) along the river.

3.2.10 City of Winnipeg
Manitoba Floodway Expansion EIA — Round 1 Municipal Meetings
Meeting Highlights
Meeting With
City of Winnipeg

Emergency Operations Centre — Winnipeg, Manitoba
March 5, 2004

In Attendance

For City of Winnipeg Council

J. Gerbasi P. De Smedt
M. O’'Shaughnessy M. Lubosch
L. Thomas

For Executive Policy Committee Secretariat — City of Winnipeg

G. Vidal

For Public Works Staff — City of Winnipeg

P. Regan — Acting Director of Public Works K. Rosin

B. Larkin R. Fingas

For Water and Waste Staff — City of Winnipeg

B. MacBride — Director of Water and Waste D. Moerman

M. Shkolny

For Environmental Assessment Team

J. Osler — TetrES/InterGroup D. De Pape — TetrES/InterGroup
For Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

D. McNeil — Vice-President — Hydraulics D. Hurford — Community and Government
R. Hay — Floodway Engineer Relations Coordinator

Purpose of Meeting

The meeting was requested by the Environmental Assessment Team for the Floodway Expansion Project
to:
Begin dialogue about the Environmental Assessment process
Provide initial information about the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and its associated
Public Involvement Program (PIP)
e Provide background information about the proposed Floodway Expansion Project
e Identify issues and concerns Council has with the proposed project, the EIA and the PIP.

The meeting is one of a series of sessions being held with municipal Councils in the areas affected by the
proposed Floodway Expansion Project as part of Round 1 of the PIP. At least two additional rounds of
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meetings with municipal Councils are contemplated as information from the Environmental Assessment
becomes available.

Meeting Process

John Osler of the Environmental Assessment Team made a presentation about the background and
current status of the proposed Floodway Expansion Project EIA process, plans for involving the public in
the EIA, and next steps in the process. In conjunction with John’s presentation, Doug McNeil of the
Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority described the five components of the proposed project —
Floodway Channel Expansion, Inlet Control Structure, Outlet Structure, Channel Crossings, West Dyke
and the City of Winnipeg Flood Improvements. Each Council representative in attendance was provided
with a copy of the presentation and the first PIP newsletter. Extra copies were left for distribution to the
Mayor and the other Councillors.

Throughout and following the presentation, discussion took place in which:

e Council asked questions, offered perspectives, and identified issues about the proposed project, the
EIA and the PIP

e Where appropriate, representatives of the Environmental Assessment Team and Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority offered perspectives on items raised by Council.

The following are highlights of the meeting and are intended to capture the key points that were raised
or presented. They are not presented in the sequence in which they were raised at the meeting, nor are
they a detailed or verbatim transcription of what was said.

Key Perspectives and Issues Identified by City Council

Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

e Would like to see regulation of summer water levels as soon as possible so the walkway around The
Forks and other trails along the Red River could stay dry throughout the summer. This is a significant
issue for the City of Winnipeg, the businesses related to the rivers, and tourism.

e Inquired about scale of Floodway Expansion Project being investigated in engineering studies and the
EIA — was it the $220 million version or $660 million version.

e Would like to know the City’s cost for all flood protection improvements and how much will be
covered by the Federal and Provincial governments.

e Would like to know how many properties will be affected by primary dykes in the City and the cost of
dealing with affected property owners.

e Inquired about whether people outside of Winnipeg were still able to locate buildings on the Red
River flood plain, with only a recommendation provided by the province not to do so, or if legislation
has been enacted to more strictly regulate this type of activity.

e Inquired about the state of natural water levels.

e Requested a Floodway Expansion primer session for City staff.

Environmental Assessment Process

e Concerned that flood events may lead to reduced water quality because of farm chemical and waste
getting into the water south of Winnipeg, resulting in poorer quality of water passing through the
city. EIA should be examining what happens to water quality in the floodway channel during a flood
event. Safeguards should be identified to minimize such impacts. Might try to mitigate them through
filtration or some other method.

e City of Winnipeg Flood Improvements should be included as part of the EIA since they are an integral
part of protecting the city from more severe floods. Winnipeggers should be given a chance to
discuss these improvements as part of the EIA. Leaving City Improvements out of the EIA means the
City will have to do the Environmental Assessment on them and pay for the cost of this work. (City
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staff noted that the environmental requirements vary depending on what component of the
improvements is being addressed. Some have minor requirements, while others will have substantial
requirements (e.g. primary dykes). In general, the closer to the river the greater the environmental
requirement).

Public Involvement Process

e City Councillors should be notified individually well in advance of the next open house so they can
inform their constituents.

e One open house for Winnipeg may not be sufficient given the large number of people in the city with
an interest in flood effects.

Key Perspectives from the Environmental Assessment Team

e The decision to consider the Floodway Expansion Project option was the outcome of numerous
studies and consultations, which evaluated alternatives to improve flood protection for the Winnipeg
area.

e Before construction can proceed on the project, a license must be obtained under the provincial
Environment Act, and federal approvals must be granted. As part of this process, a comprehensive
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must be prepared. The completed EIS will be subject to public
review, including hearings conducted by the Manitoba Clean Environment Commission.

e The EIS is expected to be completed in the summer of 2004.

e Information from existing sources indicates that impacts of the proposed project are diverse and vary
substantially from area to area. To recognize these differences, the study region has been divided
into six zones. A color map showing the zones and initial list of key impacts is presented in the
newsletter.

e As part of the EIA process, the Environmental Assessment Study Team will be conducting a PIP. The
results of the program will be used by the study team to identify and evaluate potential effects and
mitigation measures. There will be three rounds of public involvement: Round 1 (begin dialogue,
provide information, identify issues); Round 2 (share and seek feedback on initial assessment,
discuss ideas to mitigate impacts); and Round 3 (review results of EIA). The program includes
meetings with municipalities, affected and interested stakeholders, and open houses. This PIP for
the EIA is independent of any other public consultation that MFEA will be undertaking. An open
house will be held in Winnipeg at the Holiday Inn South on March 10.

e Action item: Council members will be added to the email list for future EIA open house notifications
and other public involvements events associated with the EIA.

Key Perspectives from the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

During April, MFEA will be holding public involvement events to address the following topics:
o0 Compensation
0 Possible recreational opportunities
0 Spring operating rules
0 Summer operation
o0 State of nature water levels.

e Subsequent to the 1997 flood, the Province strengthened its legislation to limit development in flood
prone areas in the Province outside the City; the City’s statute did not require revision.

e State of nature water levels must be defensible as this is a contentious issue with stakeholders
upstream of the floodway inlet. A study on this topic is nearing completion and will be discussed as
part of MFEA’s upcoming public involvement events.

e Summer operation can occur with the existing or expanded floodway. Studies show that the main
benefit is reduced basement flooding. Keeping walkways and trails dry and other existing recreational
enhancements have less benefit. A number of issues need be resolved before such a regime can be
adopted: 1) Market gardens and other lands immediately upstream and downstream of the floodway
inlet would be flooded. Appropriate mitigation or compensation measures must be put in place to
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address this type of impact. 2) It is not clear what impact more frequent use of the floodway will
have on the banks of the Red River. Studies are proposed to better understand this issue.

MFEA will be recommending that summer water operations not occur during the four years when the
expanded floodway is being built. Dry conditions are needed in the floodway channel for equipment
to be able to operate in that area.

Engineering investigations and EIA are considering the full Floodway Expansion Project, i.e., the $660
million version. Funding of $240 million has been arranged; MFEA is trying to start discussions with
the federal, provincial and city governments to secure the additional funding.

With respect to City of Winnipeg improvements, a key issue from an engineering perspective is to
raise primary dykes. Additional permanent pumping stations and gate structures are also needed.
The $660 million includes $110 million for these measures based on an amount originally estimated
by the City. Our understanding is the City's estimates for these costs has risen to $165 million.

City of Winnipeg flood improvements will not be covered in the environmental license for the
Floodway Expansion Project and, hence, are not part of the project description being assessed by the
EIA. They will, however, be considered in the cumulative impact assessment portion of the EIA. If
City improvements could be clearly described and covered in an agreement before the EIS is
submitted, they could be included as part of what is being licensed.

MFEA does not have details on extent of properties affected by the primary dykes and the cost of
dealing with property owners.

3.2.11 RM of St. Andrews

Manitoba Floodway Expansion EIA — Round 1 Municipal Meetings
Meeting Highlights

Meeting with
RM of St. Andrews Council
Municipal Office — Clandeboye, Manitoba
March 9, 2004

In Attendance

For RM of St. Andrews Council

Reeve Don Forfar E. Keryluk

S. Spicer — Chief Administrative Officer L. Wodchyc — Assistant Chief Administrative
L. Hunt Officer

W. Boch R. Boch

K. Krasnesky R. Ataman

For Environmental Assessment Team

D. De Pape — TetrES/InterGroup B. McGurk — TetrES/InterGroup

For Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

J. Thomson — Vice-President — Transportation D. Hurford — Community and Government
D. McNeil — Vice-President — Hydraulics Relations Coordinator

Purpose of Meeting

The meeting was requested by the Environmental Assessment Team for the Floodway Expansion Project

to:

e Begin dialogue about the Environmental Assessment process
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e Provide initial information about the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and its associated
Public Involvement Program (PIP)

e Provide background information about the proposed Floodway Expansion Project

e Identify issues and concerns Council has with the proposed project, the EIA and the PIP.

The meeting is one of a series of sessions being held with municipal Councils in the areas affected by the
proposed Floodway Expansion Project. At least two additional rounds of meetings with municipal
Councils are contemplated as information from the Environmental Assessment becomes available.

Meeting Process

Denis De Pape of the Environmental Assessment Team made a presentation about the background and
current status of the proposed Floodway Expansion Project EIA process, plans for involving the public in
the EIA, and next steps in the process. In conjunction with Denis’ presentation, Jim Thomson of the
Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority described the five components of the proposed project —
Floodway Channel Expansion, Inlet Control Structure, Outlet Structure, Channel Crossings, and the West
Dyke. Each Council representative in attendance was provided with a copy of the presentation and the
first PIP newsletter. Extra copies were left with the Administrator for general distribution.

Throughout and following the presentation, discussion took place in which:

e Council asked questions, offered perspectives, and identified issues about the proposed project, the
EIA and the PIP

e Where appropriate, representatives of the Environmental Assessment Team and Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority offered perspectives on items raised by Council.

The following are highlights of the meeting, intended to capture the key points that were raised or
presented. They are not presented in the sequence in which they were raised at the meeting, nor are
they a detailed or verbatim transcription of what was said.

Key Perspectives and Issues Identified by Council

Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

Ice Jams — this is a major concern of Council and residents of the municipality. This year the

municipality experienced flooding due to ice jams. This problem must be addressed.

e Compensation — existing conditions have arisen from the floodway as it is currently operated and will,
in Council’'s opinion, worsen with the expansion of the floodway. Impacted individuals expect to be
compensated.

e Backwater flooding — is a major concern for the municipality since it has encountered such flooding.

e St. Andrews experienced its worst flood in 1996 when ice jamming caused significant backwater
flooding in the municipality. Council would like to see the dredging program reinstated to increase
the flow of water through the municipality and, therefore, mitigate against backwater flooding in the
future.

e Area residents are concerned about increased erosion of riverbanks downstream from the floodway
outlet.

e Immediately downstream of the floodway outlet there is an oxbow in the Red River. Severe
undercutting of the banks has resulted in a substantial amount of riverbank erosion in this area,

e especially during the 1997 flood. Council is concerned that increased flows from the expanded
floodway would worsen this situation.

e Area residents are worried about the possible impacts of deepening and widening the floodway on

groundwater levels. It was noted that groundwater levels dropped significantly following the

construction of the floodway.
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e Council is concerned about the transfer of water between the Birds Hill aquifer and the aquifer in the
municipality, especially if Birds Hill aquifer becomes polluted with Red River water due to construction
of the Expanded Floodway.

Public Involvement Process

e Council members noted that the public could become overwhelmed and overloaded (i.e., volunteer
burnout) with several rounds of PIP and MFEA public involvement being undertaken during the next
six months.

Key Perspectives from the Environmental Assessment Team

e The decision to consider the Floodway Expansion Project option was the outcome of numerous
studies and consultations, which evaluated alternatives to improve flood protection for the Winnipeg
area.

e Information from existing sources indicates that impacts of the proposed project are diverse and vary
substantially from area to area. To recognize these differences, the study region has been divided
into six zones. A color map showing the zones and initial list of key impacts is presented in the
newsletter.

e Before construction can proceed on the project, a license must be obtained under the provincial
Environment Act, and federal approvals must be granted. As part of this process, a comprehensive
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must be prepared. The completed EIS will be subject to public
review, including hearings conducted by the Manitoba Clean Environment Commission.

The EIS is expected to be completed in the fall of 2004.

As part of the EIA process, the Environmental Assessment Study Team will be conducting a PIP. The
results of the program will be used by the study team to identify and evaluate potential effects and
mitigation measures. There will be three rounds of public involvement: Round 1 (begin dialogue,
provide information, identify issues); Round 2 (share and seek feedback on initial assessment,
discuss ideas to mitigate impacts); and Round 3 (review results of EIA). The program includes
meetings with municipalities, affected and interested stakeholders, and open houses. This PIP for
the EIA is independent of any other public consultation that MFEA will be undertaking.

e Public involvement overload is a legitimate concern, however, for a major project like the floodway
expansion, it is preferable to have too much than too little public involvement.

Key Perspectives from the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

In response to questions and comments, MFEA representatives noted:

e The project is currently in the pre-design stage. Design of the Floodway Expansion Project continues
to be refined and will evolve as input is received through engineering studies and public involvement.

e The floodway will not necessarily be deepened and widened along its entire length; decisions
pertaining to what areas of the floodway will be deepened and widened have not been made.

e MFEA will look at the possible need to riprap north of the floodway outlet given concerns from area
residents and the Department of Fisheries and Oceans about possible erosion.

e Dredging is not part of MFEA's mandate; however, the EIS will consider how water flows affect
siltation.

e A control structure is in place at the outlet of the floodway to reduce the velocity of water flows. The
velocity of water needs to be reduced before being transferred back into the Red River to limit
riverbank erosion north of the floodway outlet.

e Construction of the expanded floodway would begin, at the earliest, in 2005.

e Two engineering firms have been hired to look at possible groundwater effects. One study focuses
on groundwater effects in Birds Hill. The other study addresses groundwater effects along the entire
floodway.

e MFEA will be holding public involvement events in the near future to address the following topics: 1)
compensation; 2) recreational opportunities associated with the project; 3) spring operating rules; 4)
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summer operation; and 5) state of nature water levels. During MFEA'’s public involvement events,
maps will be shown to illustrate floodwater water levels in different areas without a floodway, with a
floodway, and with an expanded floodway.

o While several rounds of public consultation related to the Floodway Expansion Project are taking
place in the next six months, individual organizations will be asked to participate 3 or 4 times, which
is not unduly onerous.

e MFEA will continue to consult with interested and affected communities during floodway construction
for updating purposes.

e The height of the West Dyke will be raised up to four feet to protect against wind and wave effects
during flooding. This additional height is to increase the freeboard from two feet to six feet (i.e., the
space between the anticipated maximum water levels and the top of the dyke), not to accommodate
a greater amount of water.

3.2.12 Town of Niverville
Manitoba Floodway Expansion EIA — Round 1 Municipal Meetings
Meeting Highlights
Meeting with
Town of Niverville Council

Municipal Office — Niverville, Manitoba
March 16, 2004

In Attendance

For Town of Niverville Council

M. Carruthers J. Buys — Chief Administrative Officer
S. Neufeld J. Funk
G. Daman K. Stott

For Environmental Assessment Team
J. Osler — TetrES/InterGroup B. McGurk — TetrES/InterGroup

For Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority
J. Thomson — Vice-President — Transportation D. Hurford — Community and Government
Relations Coordinator

Purpose of Meeting

The meeting was requested by the Environmental Assessment Team for the Floodway Expansion Project
to:
e Begin dialogue about the Environmental Assessment process
e Provide initial information about the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and its associated
Public Involvement Program (PIP)
e Provide background information about the proposed Floodway Expansion Project
e Identify issues and concerns Council has with the proposed Project, the EIA and the PIP.

The meeting is one of a series of sessions being held with municipal Councils in the areas affected by the
proposed Floodway Expansion Project as part of Round 1 of the PIP. At least two additional rounds of
meetings with municipal Councils are contemplated as information from the Environmental Assessment
becomes available.
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Meeting Process

John Olser of the Environmental Assessment Team made a presentation about the background and
current status of the proposed Floodway Expansion Project EIA process, plans for involving the public in
the EIA, and next steps in the process. In conjunction with John’s presentation, Jim Thomson of the
Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority described the five components of the proposed project —
Floodway Channel Expansion, Inlet Control Structure, Outlet Structure, Channel Crossings, and the West
Dyke. Each Council representative in attendance was provided with a copy of the presentation and the
first PIP newsletter. Extra copies were left with the Administrator for general distribution.

Throughout and following the presentation, discussion took place in which:

e Council asked questions, offered perspectives, and identified issues about the proposed project, the
EIA and the PIP

o Where appropriate, representatives of the Environmental Assessment Team and Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority offered perspectives on items raised by Council.

The following are highlights of the meeting and are intended to capture the key points that were raised
or presented. They are not presented in the sequence in which they were raised at the meeting, nor are
they a detailed or verbatim transcription of what was said.

Key Perspectives and Issues Identified by Council

Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

e The primary concern of area residents is being able to have road access to and from Winnipeg via
Henderson Highway and Highway 311 during future flood events. Council noted that Niverville was
the only community in the Red River Valley that had road access during the 1997 flood.

e Council members asked why the freeboard of the dyke in their community would not be increased
similar to the West Dyke?

e Council wanted to know if the project proponent would be evaluating the impacts of the project (e.g.,
hydrological and socio-economic) on all potentially affected communities in the Red River Valley?

e Members of Council asked how future flood levels would impact the Seine River siphon.

e Council expects the project proponent (MFEA) to provide any additional monies required to improve
flood protection measures in the community to a level that could withstand a 1 in 700 year flood.

e Council indicated they would like to know the water level in Niverville at the point where water flows
over the cuts in the dyke in the community.

e One Council member wanted to know what types of recreational activities MFEA would be willing to
allow in the floodway.

e The town of Niverville would like to have the berm at the floodway inlet lowered so water could enter
the floodway at a lower level.

e A Council member asked if all bridges crossing the floodway would be replaced or retrofitted.

Key Perspectives from the Environmental Assessment Team

e The decision to consider the Floodway Expansion Project option was the outcome of numerous
studies and consultations, which evaluated alternatives to improve flood protection for the Winnipeg
area.

e Information from existing sources indicates that the effects of the proposed Project are diverse and
vary substantially from area to area. To recognize these differences, the study region has been
divided into six zones. A color map showing the zones and initial list of key impacts is presented in
the newsletter.

e Before construction could proceed on the Project, a license must be obtained under the provincial
Environment Act, and federal approvals must be granted by the relevant Responsible Authorities. As
part of this process, a comprehensive Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must be prepared. The
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completed EIS will be subject to public review, including hearings conducted by the Manitoba Clean
Environment Commission.

e The EIS is expected to be completed in August of 2004.

e As part of the EIA process, the Environmental Assessment Study Team will be conducting a Public
Involvement Program. The results of the program will be used by the study team to identify and
evaluate potential effects and mitigation measures. Three rounds of public involvement are planned:

0 Round 1 - to begin dialogue, provide information, and identify issues
0 Round 2 - to communicate initial findings, receive feedback, and discuss ideas to mitigate
impacts
0 Round 3 - to review results of the EIA.
Each round will include meetings with municipalities, affected and interested stakeholders, and open
houses. This PIP for the EIA is independent of any other public consultation that MFEA will be
undertaking.

Key Perspectives from the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

In response to questions and comments, MFEA representatives noted:

e The project is currently in the pre-design stage. Design of the proposed Floodway Expansion Project
continues to be refined and will evolve as input is received through engineering studies and public
involvement.

e The floodway will not necessarily be deepened and widened along its entire length; decisions
pertaining to what areas of the floodway will be deepened and widened have not been made.

e Dredging is not part of MFEA's mandate; however, the EIS will consider how water flows affect
siltation.

e Construction of the expanded floodway would begin, at the earliest, in 2005.

e Two engineering firms have been hired to look at possible groundwater effects. One study focuses
on groundwater effects in Birds Hills. The other study addresses groundwater effects along the
entire floodway.

¢ MFEA will be holding public involvement events in the near future to address the following topics:

1. compensation

2. recreational opportunities associated with the project

3. spring operations

4. summer operating rules

5. state of nature water levels.
During MFEA’s public involvement events, maps will be shown to illustrate floodwater levels in
different areas without a floodway, with a floodway, and with an expanded floodway.

e The height of the West Dyke will be raised up to four feet to protect against wind and wave effects
during flooding. This additional height is to increase the freeboard (i.e., the space between the
anticipated maximum water levels and the top of the dyke), not to accommodate a greater amount
of water.

e Only dry-bottom recreational proposals will be considered. It was determined that recreational
activities using a wet floodway would substantially increase erosion in the floodway channel and,
therefore, would result in the deposition of sediment downstream in the Red River.

o A formal request for recreation proposals will be made on Thursday, March 18, 2004. Members of
the public will be given until April 20, 2004, to submit their proposals.

e Many of the older bridges will be replaced because the costs to retrofit the structures would exceed
the cost to build new bridges. Newer bridges that cross the floodway will only have to be retrofitted
for the purpose of the project.
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3.3 RM PRESENTATION/ACTION TRACKERS

3.3.1 Typical Presentation

Meeting Agenda

« Introduction & Background to Project
« Overview of Current Project Features

« Overview of the Environmental Impact
Assessment Process

* Questions and Discussion regarding the
Environmental Assessment Process

« Closing Comments - Next Steps

Proposed Floodwa Expansion Project

In R s 2 www.floodwayeia.com

Introduction

* Following the 1997 Red River Flood:

— Extensive studies and consultation were conducted to identify
and evaluate alternatives to improve flood protection for the
Winnipeg area.

— The Floodway Expansion option was identified as the
preferred option.

* Before construction can proceed, a license must be
obtained under the provincial Environment Act and federal
approvals must be granted.

* A requirement of obtaining the necessary licenses and
approvals is the completion of an Environmental Impact
Assessment (EIA).

Proposed Flood\:%hpa_nsion Project
T B s www.floodwayeia.com
FAEA=S
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Introduction

* TetrES Consultants Inc. and Inter Group Consultants Ltd.

have been hired by the Manitoba Floodway Expansion
Authority (MFEA) to undertake an independent EIA of the
proposed Floodway Expansion Project.

As part of the EIA process, the Environmental
Assessment Study Team will be conducting a Public
Involvement Program. Input received from participants will
help the Study Team identify potential affects as well as
mitigation measures.

The outcomes of the EIA and Public Involvement
processes will be reported on in an Environmental Impact
Statement, expected to be completed in the Fall of 2004.

Proposad Fll:n‘.lﬂﬂ'i EIPihilﬁﬂ ot

L e www.floodwayeia.com

e q

Purpose of Meeting

» This meeting is part of the first round of public
involvement. It is intended to:

— Begin dialogue about the Environmental Impact Assessment
process,

— Provide basic background information and schedule for the
Environmental Assessment process, and

— Hear about, and in some cases confirm, any initial concerns,
comments or issues you may have about the proposed
Project.

Propodsad Flm:rdvu Expa._r_ll:'.lnn Projact
. fﬁfiﬁé—' T www.floodwayeia.com
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Background

* Following the 1997 event, various levels of government
initiated public meetings and commissioned engineering
studies to:

— Assess the wilnerability of the B
existing Floodway
infrastructure to flood
damage, and

— Identify preferred options for
providing a major increase in
flood protection for the City of
Winnipeg.

The existing Floodway Contro| Structure and
Channel during the 1997 Red River Flood.

The proposed Floodway Expansion Project will increase
the level of flood protection for the Winnipeg area from a 1
in 90 year flood to a 1 in 700 year flood.

Propodad Flooddwa E'lPi.lIilﬁll ot

| 4 _,&af;_:_ o www.floodwayeia.com

Background

* Government of Manitoba has established the Manitoba
Floodway Expansion Authority (MFEA), and charged it with
responsibility of expanding the existing Red River Floodway.

 MFEA is the proponent for the proposed Project.

« During 2004, MFEA will oversee a variety of activities to prepare
for development, including:

— ongoing project pre-design and engineering,
— exploring potential recreational features along the floodway,
— environmental assessment and licensing of the Project.

« MFEA will be conducting a series of public involvement actiwties
related to these responsibilities. These activities are separate
from the EIA Public Involvement Program.

Fropoted Floodway Expansian Pmpnf__-:
N . f&#":i‘:. | www.floodwayeia.com

Appendix 3B

Page 3B - 45 Issue ldentification



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Project Features
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Channel Widening and Deepening

* The existing 46 km (29 mile) Floodway Channel will be
made wider and deeper.

¢ Channel width would increase by approximately 110
metres (360 ft), and the Channel depth would increase by
up to 2 metres (6.5 ft).

* Approximately 34 million cubic metres (45 million cubic
yards) of earth would be excavated from the Floodway
Channel.

¢ Capacity of the Floodway Channel would increase to
approximately 3960 m? (140,000 cubic feet) of water flow
from 1700 m?3 (60,000 cubic feet) of water per second.

Fropoted Floodway Expansion Project
Pt

| &4 .f&afiﬁf e www.floodwayeia.com
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10

Inlet and Outlet Control
Structures

« Upgrades to the inlet control structure would include an enhanced fire
protection system, installation of additional riprap, and erosion control
measures. =

* Both the outlet control
structure and channel that
discharges water from the
Floodway back into the Red
River would be widened.

e Measures to improve
riverbank stability and
erosion protection in the
Red River north of the
outlet would be undertaken.

Floodway Outlet north of Lockport on the Red River

Propodad Floodway Expansion Projact
=T — i

- AP ke www. floodwayeia.com

1"

Services and Utilities

As a result of the expansion
activities, modifications will
be made to:
— existing railway and
highway bridges,
— transmission lines,
— drainage structures,

— and other crossings such
as the City of Winnipeg
Aqueducts and the Seine
River siphon.

Hydro transmission lines are one of several
services crossing the Floodway Channel

Proposad Floodway Expansion P
— —

T e R P e www.floodwayeia.com
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West Dyke Enhancement

* The West dyke extends 70 km (44 miles) from the
Floodway inlet control structure in a generally south
westerly direction to tie into high ground at the west side

of the Red River Valley.

» Expansion of the existing Floodway would require the
West Dyke to raised in order to increase the freeboard
(space between the water level and the top of the dyke).

» The height of the Dyke would be increased by varying
amounts up to 1.2 metres (4 feet).

Proposad Fltn‘.ldﬂli E';Pilllililﬁﬂ Pl“ﬂ..-ﬂtf
L ﬁﬁﬂiﬁf’ . www.floodwayeia.com
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City of Winnipeg
Flood Improvements

» The Floodway Expansion Project also includes the
concept of a series of improvements to the flood
protection infrastructure within Winnipeg.

» This work will be carried out by the City of Winnipeg.

» Flood improvement activities within the City of Winnipeg
are not considered as part of the EIA process.

Propodsad Flm:rdvu E';pa._r_ll:'.lnn Pmpg_-:
N ﬁﬁfiﬂé—' www.floodwayeia.com

Appendix 3B Page 3B - 48 Issue ldentification



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

August 2004

Process

associated with the Project.

identified.

Six zones.

Proposad Fll:n‘.lﬂﬂ'i E;Pihalﬁﬂ ot
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Environmental Assessment

» Earlier studies and research have provided an initial
understanding of public and environmental issues

» For the purpose of the EIA, a broad study region has been

» Within this study region, there is substantial variation in
the types of impacts that are anticipated. To recognize
these differences the study region has been divided into

14
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* Purpose: to identify potential effects the Project may have
on the environment and on people, and identify ways to
enhance positive Project effects and to mitigate
(reduce/avoid) adverse Project effects.

* Avariety of information sources will be used in the EIA
process, including:

— Project Description,

— Environmental Baseline Studies,

— Input received through the Public Involvement Program, and
— Other relevant experience.

P]'ﬁpﬁliﬂ FlmePa‘F_‘."m" Pl“ﬁ.ﬂf_‘t
s e www.floodwayeia.com
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Environmental Impact Assessment Process

@ o S

Environmental Impact
Assessment

Y

Mitigation and
Enhancement Measures

A
Y

Public Involvement Program

Residual Impacts

Y

Propodsad Flnandnu Expansian Project
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Regulatory Review Process

* Manitoba and Canada have agreed both governments will
participate in a cooperative review of the proposed
Project.

e July 2003: MFEA formally initiated the regulatory review
process by submitting an Environment Act Proposal Form
with Manitoba Conservation.

* August 2003: Draft Guidelines for the preparation of the
Project EIS were developed and posted on the Manitoba
Government web site. These Guidelines will be refined to
provide further guidance to the EIA.

Propodad Flooddwa E';Piliilﬁﬂ ot
* —x L

g ﬁﬁﬂiﬁf e www.floodwayeia.com

Regulatory Review Process

* The completed Project EIS will be subject to public review,
including public hearings conducted by the Manitoba
Clean Environment Commission.

* Following the completion of public hearings:

— The Clean Environment Commission will provide
advice and recommendations to the provincial Minister
of Conservation.

— Federal Responsible Authorities and Ministers will
make recommendations regarding applicable federal
approvals.

Froposad Floodway Expansion Project
po el joct
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EIA Public Involvement Program

* An important part of the environmental assessment
process for the proposed Project.

* Federal and provincial legislation require that the EIA
process provides for, and incorporates the results of,
“meaningful public involvement.”

* Intended to provide early and ongoing opportunities for
citizens to receive information on, and provide their views
about the EIA process, potential Project effects and
measures to mitigate those effects.

Proposed Fiuudwa Expansion Proj_ect
oy ﬁﬁfgﬁ/ L www.floodwayeia.com
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EIA Public Involvement Program

» There will be three rounds of public involvement:

— Round One will focus on introducing the EIA process, and
on identifying any initial issues and concerns the public may
have about the Project.

— Round Two will focus on communicating the initial EIA
findings, as well as possible enhancement, mitigation and
compensation measures.

— Round Three will focus on reviewing the results of the EIA,
including any proposed mitigation and compensation
measures.

Proposad Fll:n‘.lﬂﬂ'i E';Piliilﬁﬂ ot
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We are interested in any feedback
you may have about the proposed Project,
EIA process and

Public Involvement Program.

Propodsad Flm:rdvu Expansian Project
A - - LT
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Next Steps

* Following this meeting, meeting notes will be
returned to you for review.

» A series of public Open Houses and stakeholder
workshops will be held in the study region over
the coming weeks. These events will focus on
the same materials presented today.

* The EIA studies will be ongoing, and the results
will be communicated to you over the next two
rounds of public involvement.

Pmpﬁl-ﬂﬂ F |istitiiana E'J:Plll_ililﬂﬂ Pl“ﬂ..-ﬂ(f
e B o www.floodwayeia.com
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For More Information:

Visit our EIA Web site at:

www.floodwayeia.com

Contact:
John Osler or Denis De Pape

(204) 942-0654

Propodsad Flm:rdvu Expa._r_ll:'.lnn Pm.p:;_-:
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3.3.2 Meeting Notes Tracker

Status of Notes from RM Meetings — Round One

27-Jan-04 [Macdonald [Laura - IG Feb. 17 [Feb. 18 Feb. 19 |Feb. 29 |Yes Feb. 26 |N/A Mar. 26 yes
03-Feb-04 |Ritchot Laura - I1G Feb.20 Feb. 26 [Mar. 4 |yes Mar. 4 N/A Mar. 4 Mar. 29 - notes |Mar. 30 yes
fine
03-Feb-04 |Springfield |Denis - IG Feb. 12 Yes Feb. 26 [Mar. 19 - need [Mar. 26 yes
to make
changes
09-Feb-04 [Selkirk Denis - IG Feb. 18 N/A Feb. 26 [Mar. 19, Apr. 5 {Apr. 27 yes
will review and
call back; e-
mailed Apr. 19 -
did not respond
10-Feb-04 [Tache Laura - IG Feb. 20 Feb.23 N/A Feb. 26 |Mar. 19 - notes [Mar. 26 yes
fine
11-Feb-04 [Morris Lisa - TetrES Feb. 16 [Feb. 19 |yes Feb. 23 N/A Feb. 26 |Mar. 19 - notes [Mar. 26 yes
fine
11-Feb-04 [E. St. Paul |Brett- IG Feb. 13 |Feb. 18 yes Feb. 24 [Feb. 24 |yes Feb. 25 N/A Feb. 26 |Mar. 19 - notes [Mar. 26 yes
fine
12-Feb-04 [W. St. Paul |Brett - IG Feb. 18 |Feb. 18 yes Mar. 3 [Mar. 3 |yes Mar. 3 N/A Mar. 3 Mar. 29 - notes [Mar. 30 yes
fine
17-Feb-04 [St. Clements |Brett - IG Feb. 23 |Mar. 2 yes Mar. 3 [Mar. 3 |yes Mar. 3 |Mar. 22 [Yes Mar. 3 N/A Mar. 29 yes
05-Mar-04 |Winnipeg Denis - IG Mar. 10 [Mar. 13 |yes Mar. 16 |Mar. 26 |Yes Mar. 16 [N/A Mar. 29 yes
09-Mar-04 [St. Andrews (Brett - IG Mar. 16 |Mar. 17 yes Mar. 17 [Mar. 17 [N/A Mar.17 Yes Mar. 17 |left mes. Mar.  |Apr. 27 yes
25 - will not
have comments
until Apr. 13, left
mes. Apr. 19 -
received fax on
Apr. 23 with
comments
16-Mar-04 [Niverville Brett - IG Mar. 25 |Mar. 28 yes Mar. 29 [Mar.29 |yes Mar.29 N/A Mar. 29 |left mes. April  |Apr. 27 yes
19- no response
28-Apr-04 |Peguis Brett - IG May 2 [May 12 yes May 25 [May 25 |yes Jun. 8 |Jul.7 |yes N/A N/A N/A N/A
Meeting
Appendix 3B Page 3B - 55 Issue ldentification



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

August 2004

3.3.3 Action Items Tracker

Action Items from RM Meetings — Round One

Date of RM| RM meeting | Note taker Action/item request Who is Action/item
meeting responsible request
completed
27-Jan-04 MacDonald Laura - 1G No action items N/A N/A
|03-Feb-04 Ritchot Laura - I1G MFEA - commitment to provide further info |MFEA Yes - July 14, 2004
on why the province has not opted to
remove the weir and to allow water to enter
into the floodway below what would be
required with the existing floodway
|03-Feb-04 Springfield Denis - IG No action items N/A N/A
l09-Feb-04 Selkirk Denis - IG No action items N/A N/A
10-Feb-04 Tache Laura - 1G No action items N/A N/A
11-Feb-04 Morris Lisa - TetrES No action items N/A N/A
11-Feb-04 E. St. Paul Brett - 1G No action items N/A N/A
12-Feb-04 W. St. Paul Brett - IG No action items N/A N/A
17-Feb-04 St. Clements Brett - IG No action items N/A N/A
|05-Mar-04 Winnipeg Denis - IG Council members will be added to the mail |EA team - Brett  |Yes - April 12, 2004
list for future EIA open house notifications
and other public involvement events
associated with the EIA
Jo9-Mar-04 St. Andrews Brett - IG No action items N/A N/A
16-Mar-04 Niverville Brett - IG No action items N/A N/A
28—Apl’—04 PeguiS Brett _ |G Jalict Nimey winh Loltalt L. olEVETISUIT  tY IG YeS
discuss interviews for the Project
et up & moeting botween MFEA and peguid 'FEA Meeting held on
. . June 28, 2004
to discuss the project
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3.4 WORKSHOP NOTES
3.4.1 Overview

As part of the PIP, stakeholder workshops were held with organizations identified as having a particular
interest in the Project. A broad range of organizations participated in the workshops such as
Environmental Non-Government Organizations (ENGOs), academics, recreational organizations, and
agricultural producers, to name a few. These organizations were invited to workshops to hear a
presentation and engage in a question and answer session about the Environmental Assessment process
and current description of the Project and to participate in a facilitated discussion to identify biophysical,
socio-economic and process issues of concern related to the Project. A total of four workshops were held
during the first round of meetings. A separate meeting with the Save our Seine organization was also
held as part of Round One stakeholder workshops. Table 3B.4-1 identifies the date of each workshop,
location of the workshops, and organizations that participated in each workshop.

Table 3B.4-1
Round 1 Workshops

Date of Workshop | Workshop Location Participating Organizations

February 16, 2004 Ste. Agathe North Ritchot Action Committee

Market Gardeners

768 Association

Red River Valley Group

Resident of Ste. Agathe

February 26, 2004 Selkirk Coalition for Flood Protection North of the
Floodway

Red River Valley Group

Area resident

March 1, 2004 Dugald Cooks Creek Conservation District
Winnipeg Rock and Mineral Club
Springhill Winter Park

Manitoba Horse Council

Manitoba Freestyle Ski Association
March 11, 2004 Winnipeg Winnipeg Humane Society

Water Wisdom

University of Manitoba - Faculty of Environment
North Turnbull Drive Group

Ducks Unlimited

Residents of Winnipeg

Consumers for Responsible Energy
Native Orchid Conservation

Canadian Nature Federation
International Erosion Control Association

Upon arrival, all attendees received a copy of the first PIP newsletter and the presentation that would be
provided at the evening's workshop. Workshops started at 5:00 pm and concluded at approximately 9:00
pm. First, attendees had an opportunity to review the storyboards for the Project that were also used for
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the open houses held either the day before or after each workshop. Following the review of the
storyboards, participants heard a presentation and engaged in a question and answer session. The
presentation described the background and current status of the proposed Floodway Expansion Project
EIA process, plans for involving the public in the EIA, and outlined the next steps in the process. During
the Environmental Assessment Team’s presentation, members of MFEA were present and described the
five components of the proposed Project — Floodway Channel Expansion, Inlet Control Structure, Outlet
Control Structure, Channel crossings, the West Dyke and also answered questions throughout the
meeting. Dinner was then provided to the participants. Following dinner, in a roundtable format, a
facilitated discussion took place in which participants were invited to identify their issues, concerns and
perspectives about the proposed Floodway Expansion Project, EIA, the existing Red River Floodway, and
other flood related topics.

A note taker from the Environmental Assessment Team was present at each stakeholder workshop to
document comments and questions from the attendees. Once the meeting notes were completed, draft
copies of the notes were provided to each organization for review and comment. If organizations did not
provide their comments within the review period, follow-up phone calls were made to each organization
to ensure that their comments were documented accurately. Once all comments were received, the
notes were changed accordingly and finalized. Copies of the finalized notes were sent to each
organization that participated and posted on the EA website for the general public to access. The
meeting notes tracker and action item trackers, which assisted in the review process for the workshop
notes, are also included in this section.

The following information is documented for each workshop:

e A copy of the invitation letter

e A copy of the letter to review draft meeting notes

e A copy of the letter indicating that the meeting notes have been finalized
e Invitation list

¢ Sign-in sheet

e Finalized workshop notes
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3.4.2 Ste. Agathe Workshop

1.4.2.1 Invitation Letter

FTetrES InterGroup

- CONSULTANTS INC.
Solutions for a Sustainable Environment CONSULTANTS

[Date], 2004

[Name]
[Organization]
[Street Address]
[City, Prov, PC]

Dear [name].

RE: INVITATION TO PARTICIPATE IN AN ISSUES IDENTIFICATION WORKSHOP
FOR THE PROPOSED RED RIVER FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT

The Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority has hired an Environmental Assessment Study Team,
comprised of TetrES Consultants Inc. and InterGroup Consultants, Ltd., to undertake an Environmental
Impact Assessment of the proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project. As part of the environmental
assessment process, the Environmental Assessment Study Team will be conducting a Public Involvement
Program (PIP). The purpose of the public involvement program is to provide early and ongoing
opportunities for potentially affected and interested parties to receive information on, and provide their
views about Project impacts, measures to mitigate Project impacts and the Environmental Impact
Assessment process.

We are currently undertaking Round One of public involvement, and are pleased to invite your
organization to participate in a workshop on February 16, 2004 in the Ste. Agathe Hall at the
***** in Ste. Agathe between 4:30 and 9:30 p.m. As we will be using a workshop format, we are
suggesting that one to three representatives from your organization attend the event. This workshop will
provide an opportunity to:

1. Preview information on the proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project to be presented
at the Public Open House in Ste. Agathe scheduled for Tuesday February 17, 2004 in
the Ste. Agathe Hall between 4:00 and 10:00 p.m.

2. Hear a presentation and engage in a question and answer session about the environmental
assessment process and the current description of the Project. The presentation will include
an overview of the environmental assessment process, the regulatory review process, the
public involvement program and the current Project description.

3. Participate in a facilitated discussion to identify biophysical, socio-economic and process
issues of concern to your organization related to the Floodway Expansion Project.
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The workshop has been organized to provide an opportunity for participants to receive information about
the environmental assessment, and to ask questions and provide comments. The workshop will have the
following format:

4:30-5:30 PM Preview of information on Floodway Expansion Project

5:30-6:30 PM Buffet meal

6:30-8:00 PM Presentation, followed by a question and answer period and further
discussion of issues of interest to participants

8:00-9:30 PM Facilitated issue identification discussion.

A copy of our first Newsletter is enclosed for your information. We are interested in your organization’s
feedback on the environmental assessment process. Further information about the Project can be found
on our web site at www.floodwayeia.ca. New information will be added to the web site as it becomes
available.

In closing, if you have any questions regarding the environmental assessment process for the proposed
Project prior to the workshop, please feel free to contact:

e John Osler, InterGroup Consultants (204) 942-0654
e Denis De Pape, InterGroup Consultants (204) 942-0654

You can also send us comments or questions via our web site.
We look forward to meeting with you in February.

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

Denis De Pape
Principal and Senior Consultant

Enclosure
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Draft Meeting Notes Letter

Suite 604-283 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoba
R3B 2B5
l n te rG rO u p tel: (204) 942-0654

fax: (204) 943-3922
CONSULTANTS e-mail: intergroup@intergroup.ca

[Date], 2004

[Name]
[Organization]
[Street Address]
[City, Prov, PC]

Dear [name].

RE: DRAFT MEETING NOTES FROM THE FEBRUARY 16, 2004, STAKEHOLDER
MEETING IN STE. AGATHE REGARDING THE PROPOSED RED RIVER
FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT

Please find enclosed for your review and comment draft meeting notes from the February 16, 2004,
meeting in Ste. Agathe, Manitoba regarding the proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project. Please
provide any comments you might have by March 24, 2004. | can be reached at (204) 942-0654, or by e-
mail at bmcgurk@intergroup.ca. After we receive your feedback the notes will be finalized, including any
necessary revisions.

Once the meeting notes have been finalized, they will be posted on the Environmental Assessment
Team’s web site (www.floodwayeia.com) and included in the Environmental Impact Statement. The
Environmental Assessment Team’s web site contains information on upcoming public involvement events
associated with the Project and is updated regularly.

If you have any questions or comments about the Project or the public involvement process, beyond any
meeting note changes, please do not hesitate to call Denis De Pape or John Osler of InterGroup
Consultants, Ltd. at (204) 942-0654.

We look forward to meeting with you again during future rounds of public involvement for the proposed
Red River Floodway Expansion Project.

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

TEye M-

Brett McGurk
Research Analyst
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1.4.2.2 Final Meeting Notes Letter

Suite 604-283 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoba
R3B 2B5
l N te rG rou p tel: (204) 942-0654

fax: (204) 943-3922
CONSULTANTS e-mail: intergroup@intergroup.ca

[Date], 2004

[Name]
[Organization]
[Street Address]
[City, Prov, PC]

Dear [name].
RE: FINAL MEETING NOTES ON THE PROPOSED FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT

Please find enclosed the finalized notes from the workshop held on February 16, 2004, in Ste. Agathe,
Manitoba regarding the proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project, including copies to distribute to
your members. The final version of the notes has been revised to reflect any comments that were
received during the review process and will be included in the Environmental Impact Statement and
posted on the Environmental Assessment Team’s web site (www.floodwayeia.com). The Environmental
Assessment Team'’s web site contains information on upcoming public involvement events associated with
the Project and is updated regularly.

If you have any questions or comments about the Project or the public involvement process, please do
not hesitate to call Denis De Pape or John Osler of InterGroup Consultants, Ltd. at (204) 942-0654.

Thank you for taking the time to meet with us to discuss the proposed Project. We look forward to
meeting with you again during future rounds of the Public Involvement Program for the proposed Red
River Floodway Expansion Project Environmental Impact Assessment.

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

TRy M-

Brett McGurk
Research Analyst

1.4.2.3 Enclosure
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Invitation List

Ste. Agathe Workshop Invitation List

Mr. Rob Stewart Mr. William Kocay & Mr. Frank Woytowich
North Ritchot Action Committee Red River Valley Group

Mr. Freb Hnytka Mr. Albert Sumka

North Ritchot Action Committee Market Gardener

Mr. Bob Starr Mr. Morris Moroz

Ritchot Concerned Citizen's Committee Market Gardener

Mr. Robert Duerksen Mr. Paul Clifton

768 Association Inc. North Ritchot Action Committee

Mr. Don Bell

North Turnbull Drive Group
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Sign in sheet

STE. AGATHE WORKSHOP
REGARDING
THE PROPOSED FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT —
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Monday, February 16, 2004 @ 4:30 p.m.
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Meeting Notes

Manitoba Floodway Expansion EIA — Round 1 Stakeholder Workshops
Workshop Highlights

Community Hall — Ste. Agathe, Manitoba
February 16, 2004

In Attendance

For North Ritchot Action Committee

F. Hnytka R. Stewart
For Market Gardeners

A. Sumka M. Moroz

G. Sumka

For Red River Valley Group

L. Lenchyshyn D. Cloutier
F. Woytowich W. Kocay

D. Ford D. Robert

For 768 Association
R. Duerksen R. Loudfoot

Individual Participants
S. Grant, Ste. Agathe Resident

For Environmental Assessment Team
D. De Pape — TetrES/InterGroup L. McKay — TetrES/InterGroup
B. McGurk — TetrES/InterGroup

For Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority
J. Thomson — Vice-President — Transportation D. Hurford — Community and Government
R. Hay — Floodway Engineer Relations Coordinator

Purpose of Workshop

The session was one of four workshops being held with organizations interested in the proposed
Floodway Expansion Project. It was part of the first round of the Public Involvement Program (PIP) for
the Floodway Expansion Project Environmental Impact Assessment. Two additional rounds of stakeholder
workshops are contemplated as results of the Environmental Assessment become available.

The purposes of this first round workshop were to:
e Begin dialogue about the Environmental Assessment process
e Provide initial information about the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and its associated
PIP
e Provide background information about the proposed Floodway Expansion Project
o Identify stakeholder issues, concerns and questions regarding the project and associated
Environmental Assessment process.
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Workshop Process

The Ste. Agathe workshop was part of Round One of the PIP associated with the EIA of the proposed
Floodway Expansion Project. Other activities being undertaken as part of Round One include a series of
meetings with elected officials from Rural Municipalities and other communities in the study area, and a
series of four public open houses in Ste. Agathe, Selkirk, Dugald and Winnipeg. Information on the
Environmental Assessment process has also been made available on the Environmental Assessment
Team’s Project web site (www.floodwayeia.com) and through the development and distribution of a
newsletter (distributed to workshop participants).

For the purpose of this and other workshops, the Environmental Assessment Team has attempted to
identify organizations with a particular interest in the proposed Floodway Expansion Project. These
organizations were subsequently invited to the workshop to receive information about the project and
share their interests, concerns and perspectives with respect to the project, the Environmental
Assessment process and the PIP.

The session proceeded as follows:
e Individual review of open house storyboards by stakeholder representatives
Open discussion with questions, answers and issue identification
Dinner
Further review of the storyboards
Round table identification of issues, concerns, and perspectives by stakeholder representatives in
attendance related to the topics below:
o0 The Floodway Expansion Project
0 The Environmental Assessment and/or PIP
0 The existing Red River Floodway and other topics.

Each stakeholder representative was invited to speak uninterrupted about their issues. Their input was
recorded on a flip chart and by the meeting’s note taker.

During the open discussion and round table session:
e Stakeholder representatives asked questions, offered perspectives, and identified issues about
the proposed project, the EIA and the PIP
o Where appropriate, representatives of the Environmental Assessment Team and Manitoba
Floodway Expansion Authority provided clarification and offered perspectives on items raised by
the participants.

The following are highlights from the evening'’s discussion and are intended to capture the key points that
were raised or presented. They are not presented in the sequence that they were raised at the meeting,
nor are they a detailed or verbatim transcription of what was said. The input received during the
workshop is presented by organization and not attributed to any one individual.

Key Perspectives and Issues Identified by Workshop Participants

1. Red River Valley Group (includes clarifying comments provided by member of RRVG the day after
the meeting)

Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

e Concern that expansion of the existing floodway would result in additional water being held back at
the outlet structure, and that this would result in increased flooding north of the outlet structure.
Questions asked about why water is held back near the outlet structure at all.

e The project should be designed so more water enters the floodway channel earlier in the season.
Consideration should be given to adopting lift stations as a mitigation measure that would allow
water during potential flood years to flow into the floodway earlier and, therefore, reducing the
amount of backwater that would occur and reducing the risk of inlet structure failure.
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e Adding gates to the inlet structure to reduce the risk of gates failing to operate could be detrimental
to the integrity of the inlet structure and contribute to failure of the structure.

e Several large pipelines are located near the inlet area of the structure. Some of these are quite old.
Wonder if there could be any impacts on the integrity of these pipelines as a result of construction,
maintenance and operation of the expanded floodway. They are also concerned about how a pipeline
rupture could affect the floodway inlet structure and operation of the floodway.

e Compensation is a key concern. Any compensation formula should take into account for reduced
property values after a flood and the stress and anxiety experienced as a result of higher water
levels.

e Property values drive local economic activity within the Red River Valley and provide a form of old
age security for local residents. As a form of flood mitigation, compensation and expropriation
packages should be valued at a level commensurate with surrounding areas to ensure property
values.

e Unimpressed with the idea of creating recreational opportunities for Winnipeggers in conjunction with
the floodway expansion. This would add vandalism and other problems to an area that is already
suffering due to the floodway.

e Mitigation measures should protect against erosion, and should include raising the height of roads
and the installation of larger culverts.

e More efficient agricultural drainage systems add water to the flows south of the floodway during
flooding events. Questions were asked about whether the impacts of improved drainage systems are
being looked at in conjunction with the Floodway Expansion Project. Consideration should be given to
the efficient management of drainage flows during flood events (e.g., stopping drainage into the RM
of Ritchot during flood events).

e Questions were asked regarding whether there would be ports in the berm to take excess water
when the floodway gates are closed during the summer.

¢ Questioned whether the expansion project will provide benefits to people living immediately south of
the floodway inlet up to the American border. Wanted to know specifically, what benefits these
people would get from: 1. raising the height of the West Dyke, 2. installing a second set of overhead
gates, 3. raising the grades above sea level on Highway 59, and 4. operating the floodgates during
the summer to keep water levels low at the Forks.

e Concern expressed regarding the impact the Floodway Expansion Project would have on the City of
Selkirk.

e Demographic trends, specifically regarding population trends in the City of Winnipeg, should be
accounted for in considering the need for the expanded floodway.

Environmental Assessment Process

e In order to provide informed input on the EIA, information should be made available to the public on
how the term “natural” is defined.

e The Environmental Assessment process should provide opportunities for discussion of the floodway
operating rules.

e Concerned that the CEC dismissed the organization’s proposal to study the feasibility of a lift station
as an alternative to the Floodway Expansion Project. Related concern that regulators have already
determined that the project will be constructed.

e The federal government should be more involved in the Environmental Assessment process, as the
project deals with an international waterway. Hearings conducted by the CEC do not adequately
address federal obligations. The assessment should involve both federal and provincial
engineers/specialists, including the PFRA.

Public Involvement Process

e Members of the public should be provided with information not only about the proposed expansion
project, but also on the general operation of the floodway.

e The public involvement newsletters should be distributed through a general community mail out.

e Questions were asked regarding the availability of the workshop notes.
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The first 15 storyboards give the reader the impression that the purpose of the Red River Floodway,
and the proposed expansion project, is only to provide flood protection for the City of Winnipeg. No
empathy is shown to people living outside of the City of Winnipeg. Need to be more sensitive to the
individuals and communities most affected by operation of the floodway.

Other Issues Regarding Flooding and Flood Protection

2

Local communities and residents do not have a clear understanding of operating rules for the existing
floodway, let alone future standards regarding flood protection. More adequate information should be
provided to local resident so they can take appropriate action to protect their properties.

Questions asked about how the new standard for flooding was arrived at (1997 water levels plus two
feet).

Special crops require highly efficient drainage systems to prevent the crop from being washed away.
The emergence of special crops, and associated drainage systems, has resulted in increased erosion
within the RM of Ritchot.

Information should be provided to residents to allow them to make informed decisions about their
businesses, place of residence and future investments in the Red River Valley. Question asked
whether residents should invest in building a future in the Red River Valley.

It is extremely important that local residents are able to access their properties during large flood
events. Questions asked about the government’s plans to allow for that in the future.

There is a common misconception among Manitobans that residents outside of the City of Winnipeg
are choosing to be flooded by living where they do. Some residents are only flooded because of the
operation of the floodway.

There is a common misconception among Manitobans that the floodway diverts water. The floodway
creates a reservoir that would not otherwise exist.

Question asked regarding the authority under which the province stores floodwaters on local
residents’ land.

Action should be taken to provide flood protection to communities south of the floodway.

. North Ritchot Action Committee

Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

What benefits will the Floodway Expansion Project provide to residents of the RM of Ritchot?
Comment that local residents still do not trust the Province, and that it will be very difficult to obtain
a sense of trust with respect to this new project.

Concerned about potential increased traffic on ATV and snowmobile trails.

Comment made that the storyboards indicate that summer water regulation will provide recreation
opportunities and protection against basement flooding within the City of Winnipeg. Basement
flooding is covered by insurance, but the flooding of agricultural fields is not. This does not seem to
be an equitable distribution of benefits and costs.

Need to investigate how the expanded floodway can be used to protect upstream residents.
Compensation is only one form of mitigation. Questions asked about other mitigation measures that
will be in place to address stress and anxiety on area residents, for both past, specifically the 1997
flood, and future flood events.

Environmental Assessment Process

The operating rules for the expanded floodway and the calculations of natural water levels should be
included in the EIA.

The materials presented do not discuss summer water regulation. This information is essential for
participants to provide informed input on the EIA.

Changes to flood protection infrastructure within the City of Winnipeg should be included in the scope
of the EIA.

There should be a joint federal/provincial panel established to review this project, as a cooperative
approach does not adequately address the federal role in the process.
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The definition of natural should extend beyond water levels and include the rate of change of water
levels.

Concern was expressed that it is difficult to comment on the EIS, when certain topics associated with
the project are being addressed separately: defining the state of nature, compensation and summer
water regulation. All of these separate processes should be included in one comprehensive EIA
process.

Questions asked about MFEA'’s role as project proponent and the department’s role to assume liability
for project impacts. Comment made that only the Province can assume liability and, therefore, it is
the province that is the proponent.

Questions asked about the criteria for defining “significant public concern”, and the conditions under
which “public concern” would trigger a federal panel.

Comment made that participants had two weeks to submit comments on the EIA guidelines, but has
not received feedback from the governments on the input provided (5 months ago).

Public Involvement Process

There is a need for improved public education with respect to issues associated with the Red River
Floodway in general. Need to contribute to a basin wide flood protection and education.

Meaningful consultation entails the use of multiple communication methods. Town Hall meetings are
a good forum for encouraging the general public’s participation in the process. Presentations should
be written in understandable language so residents can gain a solid understanding of what the
project means to them.

Concern was expressed that participants are not on a level playing field with the proponent, and that
monies should be made available to allow for meaningful involvement in the PIP. Technical advisors
should be made available to participants.

Six month period for the Environmental Assessment does not allow enough time for meaningful
consultation. Concern that public involvement activities will not have real and tangible outcomes. The
schedule does not allow for meaningful public consultation, and does allow enough time for public
concerns to be integrated into the Project Description.

Open houses often do not provide good opportunity for dialogue among different groups. Meaningful
consultation should not only provide opportunities for interaction/dialogue between the proponent,
the government and the public, but also among publics.

The storyboards should be numbered for easy identification.

On the storyboards, the first reason for undertaking public consultation is listed as meeting regulatory
requirements. The number one reason for undertaking public consultation should be to have an
informed and agreeable group of stakeholders.

Questions were asked regarding the need for separate consultations with Aboriginal communities.
The storyboards should be amended to state that federal ministers grant approvals, not provide
recommendations on approvals.

Questions were asked about whether participation in the workshop precluded participants from
making a formal submission during the Clean Environment Commission (CEC) review process.
Questions asked regarding the possibility of submitting a formal brief to the Environmental
Assessment Team for comment.

Would be interested in finding out what other stakeholders have to say about the Floodway
Expansion Project.

Other Issues Regarding Flooding and Flood Protection

There is no discussion on the storyboards of the government’s “right to flood”.

Concern that declaring a state of emergency has become a standard operating procedure.
Communications on flood protection generally in the Red River Basin are insufficient.

There has been no consultation to date on the current operating rules for the floodway, and yet the
operation of the floodway has negative impacts on the RM of Ritchot.

Discussion of recreational opportunities focus on preserving existing operations, even if these
operations are not economically feasible.
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e Questions were asked regarding why consultation regarding flood compensation falls under the
purview of MFEA if compensation policy is needed regardless of the project.

e Compensation discussions should be made public.

e Residents contribute tax dollars to provincial flood protection measures, which primarily benefit the
City of Winnipeg. The flood protection measures negatively impact local residents. In addition, local
residents are required to pay for their own flood protection measures.

e The existing floodway prevents erosion downstream of the floodway, but enhances to erosion
processes upstream.

3. 768 Association

A note was made that the 768 Association is comprised of a group of local residents protected by
Turnbull Drive dyke. Half of the 768 Association’s members live in the RM of Ritchot and half are
residents of Winnipeg. Members of the organization are the first households outside of the floodway
gates.

Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

o Potential positive impacts associated with the Floodway Expansion Project may be undermined
through changed operating rules.

e Concerned about potential adverse effects on river bank and dyke stability upstream with summer
operations. Would like information regarding water elevations and impacts on dyke stability and
erosion levels.

e Concerned that expansion of the floodway channel and resulting changes in flow patterns may
jeopardize the integrity of the TransCanada pipelines, which flow right under the local dykes and
close to the floodway channel.

e Concerned about potential impact of summer operation on drainage of areas within the Turnbull
Drive dyke.

e Questions were asked regarding the potential for increased overland flooding upstream of the West
Dyke. Wondered if additional overland flows from the west will impact on people along Turnbull and
Red River Drive.

Environmental Assessment Process

e Concerned that the EIA will not include all project components under one umbrella. Specific concern
expressed regarding the lack of a concrete Project Description, separate discussions regarding
compensation, as well as the absence of operating rules and rating curves in the available
information.

e Changes to the operating rules and natural rating curves should be discussed with members of the
public. Resources should be made available to interested members of the public so that they are able
to evaluate the information.

Public Involvement Process

e Not enough time available for the Environmental Assessment process and associated PIP. Not enough
time will be provided for participants to review the finalized Project Description and EIA.

e Comment that members of the public have not received feedback on comments raised four months
ago with respect to the Project Description. In addition, a final decision has not been made yet with
respect to Participant Assistance Funding.

Other Issues Regarding Flooding and Flood Protection
e Measures should be taken to prevent flood waters from accumulating in the Red River Valley.

e Concerned about lack of an international and province-wide strategy for flood management, including
the management of agricultural run off.
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A flood compensation package should account for not only the level of the flood waters, but also the
duration of the flood (i.e., would the water be receding if it was not for the operation of the floodway
gates — it impacts the length of time residents have to endure flooded property).

4. Market Gardeners

Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

It is difficult to provide input to the project without having detailed information on post-construction
water levels and flows.

Questions asked about the potential for flooding during the summer when the floodway is operated
to keep the Forks walkway open. Concern that summer water regulation will flood out local market
gardeners.

The mouth of the floodway channel should be raised to control ice and to allow water into the
floodway channel earlier.

Key Perspectives from the Environmental Assessment Team

Involvement in the PIP associated with the Environmental Assessment of the proposed Red River
Floodway Expansion Project in no way precludes stakeholders from participating in the CEC review
process.

Formal submissions from workshop participants, or any other interested party, would be welcomed
by the Environmental Assessment Team.

The purpose of Round One public involvement is to identify initial issues of concern of members of
the public. Detailed information regarding anticipated project impacts will be made available as the
Environmental Assessment process moves forward, and during future rounds of public involvement.
The PIP will include three rounds of public consultation and will utilize several communication
mechanisms. The EIA will be submitted to federal and provincial regulators in late summer, 2004.
The workshop notes will be distributed to workshop participants for review and comment. Once
finalized, the notes will be posted on the project web site.

In response to questions and comments, it was noted that the EIA would have to outline the positive
and negative impacts associated with the project, and the extent of those impacts on the public
(including the people of Ritchot).

The EIA Guidelines for the project have been released, and all parties who submitted comments on
the original version should be receiving the final document in the near future.

Key Perspectives from the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

In response to questions and comments, MFEA representatives noted:

The development of an efficient artificial agricultural drainage system in the Red River Valley in
Manitoba has only served to reduce flood waters from the Red River in the northern region of the
drainage basin. These improved drainage systems facilitate snow melt run-off from the northern part
of the basin before flood flows generated in the upper basin arrive. The magnitude of a flood is
primarily influenced by environmental and climatic conditions, and not the artificial drainage in the
Valley. Large floods are the result of the combination of moist antecedent soil conditions and
significant snow packs — rapid snow melts and heavy precipitation coincident with run-off.
The height of the West Dyke would be raised between 1 and 4 feet to protect the structure against
wind and wave effects during a severe flood event. The length of the existing dyke needs to be
expanded to prevent flooding in Winnipeg under water levels associated with the 1:700 flood event.
That the Province has examined the positive impacts that minor head water storage could have
during a large flood event, and that the impacts were determined to be negligible. To result in a
significant positive impact, very high dams and wide storage basins would be required, both of which
would have adverse environmental and social impacts.
MFEA will be conducting public consultation with respect to the topics of:

o0 Potential recreational opportunities associated with the expanded floodway
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Floodway operating rules

Summer operations

Computation of the “state of nature” water levels

Flood damage compensation programs

e That an assessment is being conducted to determine the need for improvements to the inlet
structure. Investigation is being undertaken to determine the feasibility of a second set of gates to
provide an additional backup should the existing floodway gates fail.

e MFEA's role following project construction has not yet been defined.

e Construction of the expanded floodway would not begin until 2005. No work parcels would be
awarded until all licenses have been obtained.

e That the Project Description is evolving from ongoing engineering studies. The first iteration of these
studies was recently completed, and efforts are now underway to revise the Project Description to
maximize the carrying capacity of the floodway at the best cost.

e A control structure is in place at the outlet of floodway to reduce the velocity of the water flows and
prevent erosion in the Channel itself.

e |t is still estimated that the project will cost $660 million. Once the preliminary engineering studies
are completed, cost estimates to a 15% accuracy level will be produced.

e Action item: Jim Thomson offered to look into how comments submitted regarding the
Project Description have been incorporated into the engineering studies. He indicated
that responses will be provided to the input before the EIA is submitted to federal and
provincial regulators.

e Action item: Rick Hay offered to have further discussions with members of the Red River
Valley Group regarding the feasibility of a diversionary channel and mega-lift pump
stations as an alternative to expanding the existing floodway.

O O 0O
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3.4.3 Selkirk Workshop

1.4.3.1 Invitation Letter

FTetrES
- letr InterGroup
e CONSULTANTS INC.

Solutions for a Sustainable Environment CONSULTANTS

[Date], 2004

[Name]
[Organization]
[Street Address]
[City, Prov, PC]

Dear [name].

RE: INVITATION TO PARTICIPATE IN AN ISSUES IDENTIFICATION WORKSHOP
FOR THE PROPOSED RED RIVER FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT

The Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority has hired an Environmental Assessment Study Team,
comprised of TetrES Consultants Inc. and InterGroup Consultants, Ltd., to undertake an Environmental
Impact Assessment of the proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project. As part of the environmental
assessment process, the Environmental Assessment Study Team will be conducting a Public Involvement
Program (PIP). The purpose of the public involvement program is to provide early and ongoing
opportunities for potentially affected and interested parties to receive information on, and provide their
views about Project impacts, measures to mitigate Project impacts and the Environmental Impact
Assessment process.

We are currently undertaking Round One of public involvement, and are pleased to invite your
organization to participate in a workshop on February 26, 2004 in the Selkirk Royal Legion Hall at
***** in Selkirk between 4:30 and 9:30 p.m. As we will be using a workshop format, we are
suggesting that one to three representatives from your organization attend the event. This workshop will
provide an opportunity to:

1. Preview information on the proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project to be presented
at the Public Open House in Selkirk scheduled for Wednesday February 25, 2004 in
the Selkirk Royal Legion between 4:00 and 10:00 p.m.

2. Hear a presentation and engage in a question and answer session about the environmental
assessment process and the current description of the Project. The presentation will include
an overview of the environmental assessment process, the regulatory review process, the
public involvement program and the current Project description.

3. Participate in a facilitated discussion to identify biophysical, socio-economic and process
issues of concern to your organization related to the Floodway Expansion Project.
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The workshop has been organized to provide an opportunity for participants to receive information about
the environmental assessment, and to ask questions and provide comments. The workshop will have the
following format:

4:30-5:30 PM Preview of information on Floodway Expansion Project

5:30-6:30 PM Buffet meal

6:30-8:00 PM Presentation, followed by a question and answer period and further
discussion of issues of interest to participants

8:00-9:30 PM Facilitated issue identification discussion.

A copy of our first Newsletter is enclosed for your information. We are interested in your organization’s
feedback on the environmental assessment process. Further information about the Project can be found
on our web site at www.floodwayeia.ca. New information will be added to the web site as it becomes
available.

In closing, if you have any questions regarding the environmental assessment process for the proposed
Project prior to the workshop, please feel free to contact:

e John Osler, InterGroup Consultants (204) 942-0654
e Denis De Pape, InterGroup Consultants (204) 942-0654

You can also send us comments or questions via our web site.
We look forward to meeting with you in February.

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

e (101

Denis De Pape
Principal and Senior Consultant

Enclosure
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Draft Meeting Notes Letter

Suite 604-283 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoba
R3B 2B5
l n te rG rO U p tel: (204) 942-0654

fax: (204) 943-3922
CONSULTANTS e-mail: intergroup@intergroup.ca

[Date], 2004

[Name]
[Organization]
[Street Address]
[City, Prov, PC]

Dear [name].

RE: DRAFT MEETING NOTES FROM THE FEBRUARY 26, 2004, STAKEHOLDER
MEETING IN SELKIRK REGARDING THE PROPOSED RED RIVER FLOODWAY
EXPANSION PROJECT

Please find enclosed for your review and comment draft meeting notes from the February 26, 2004,
meeting in Selkirk, Manitoba regarding the proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project. We have
included copies to distribute to your members for their review. Please provide any comments you might
have by April 2, 2004. | can be reached at (204) 942-0654, or by e-mail at bmcgurk@intergroup.ca.
After we receive your feedback the notes will be finalized, including any necessary revisions.

Once the meeting notes have been finalized, they will be posted on the Environmental Assessment
Team’s web site (www.floodwayeia.com) and included in the Environmental Impact Statement. The
Environmental Assessment Team’s web site contains information on upcoming public involvement events
associated with the Project and is updated regularly.

If you have any questions or comments about the Project or the public involvement process, beyond any
meeting note changes, please do not hesitate to call Denis De Pape or John Osler of InterGroup
Consultants, Ltd. at (204) 942-0654.

We look forward to meeting with you again during future rounds of public involvement for the proposed
Red River Floodway Expansion Project.

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

TEye M-

Brett McGurk
Research Analyst
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Final Meeting Notes Letter

Suite 604-283 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoba
R3B 2B5
l n te rG rO U p tel: (204) 942-0654

fax: (204) 943-3922
CONSULTANTS e-mail: intergroup@intergroup.ca

[Date], 2004

[Name]
[Organization]
[Street Address]
[City, Prov, PC]

Dear [name].
RE: FINAL MEETING NOTES ON THE PROPOSED FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT

Please find enclosed the finalized notes from the workshop held on February 26, 2004, in Selkirk,
Manitoba regarding the proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project. The final version of the notes
has been revised to reflect any comments that were received during the review process, and will be
included in the Environmental Impact Statement and posted on the Environmental Assessment Team's
web site (www.floodwayeia.com). The Environmental Assessment Team'’s web site contains information
on upcoming public involvement events associated with the Project and is updated regularly.

If you have any questions or comments about the Project or the public involvement process, please do
not hesitate to call Denis De Pape or John Osler of InterGroup Consultants, Ltd. at (204) 942-0654.

Thank you for taking the time to meet with us to discuss the proposed Project. We look forward to
meeting with you again during future rounds of the Public Involvement Program for the proposed Red
River Floodway Expansion Project Environmental Impact Assessment.

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

TRy M-

Brett McGurk
Research Analyst
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Invitation List

Selkirk Workshop lInvitation List

Mr. William Kocay & Mr. Frank Woytowich Mr. Jack Jonasson
Red River Valley Group Coalitiion for Flood Protection North of the
Floodway

Mr. Don Pearson
Selkirk and District Planning Board

Sign in sheet
SELKIRK WORKSHOP
REGARDING
THE PROPOSED FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT —
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Thursday, February 26, 2004 @ 5:00 p.m.

Name Selkirk Workshop — Organization
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Meeting Notes
Manitoba Floodway Expansion EIA — Round 1 Stakeholder Workshops

Workshop Highlights

Selkirk Royal Canadian Legion — Selkirk, Manitoba
February 26, 2004

In Attendance

For Floodway Coalition Group North

N. Smith D. Chorney
K. Pohl D. Graham
J. Jonasson

For Red River Valley Group
E. Hilger D. Ford
F. Woytowich

Area Resident
J. Stevenson

For Manitoba Water Stewardship
D. Peterson

For Environmental Assessment Team

D. De Pape — TetrES/InterGroup B. McGurk — TetrES/InterGroup

J. Osler — TetrES/InterGroup L. McKay — TetrES/InterGroup

For Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

J. Thomson — Vice-President — Transportation D. Hurford — Community and Government
D. McNeil — Vice-President — Hydraulics Relations Coordinator

Purpose of Workshop

The session was one of four workshops being held with organizations interested in the proposed
Floodway Expansion Project. It was part of the first round of the Public Involvement Program (PIP) for
the Floodway Expansion Project Environmental Impact Assessment. Two additional rounds of stakeholder
workshops are contemplated as results of the Environmental Assessment become available.

The purposes of this first round workshop were to:
e Begin dialogue about the Environmental Assessment process
e Provide initial information about the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and its associated
PIP
e Provide background information about the proposed Floodway Expansion Project
o Identify stakeholder issues, concerns and questions regarding the project and associated
Environmental Assessment process.
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Workshop Process

The Selkirk workshop was part of Round One of the PIP associated with the EIA of the proposed
Floodway Expansion Project. Other activities being undertaken as part of Round One include a series of
meetings with elected officials from Rural Municipalities and other communities in the study area, and a
series of four public open houses in Ste. Agathe, Selkirk, Dugald and Winnipeg. Information on the
Environmental Assessment process has also been made available on the Environmental Assessment
Team’s Project web site (www.floodwayeia.com) and through the development and distribution of a
newsletter (distributed to workshop participants).

For the purpose of this and other workshops, the Environmental Assessment Team has attempted to
identify organizations with a particular interest in the proposed Floodway Expansion Project. These
organizations were subsequently invited to the workshop to receive information about the project and
share their interests, concerns and perspectives with respect to the project, the Environmental
Assessment process and the PIP.

The session proceeded as follows:
e Individual review of open house storyboards by stakeholder representatives
Open discussion with questions, answers and issue identification
Dinner
Further review of the storyboards
Round table identification of issues, concerns, and perspectives by stakeholder representatives in
attendance related to the topics below:
0 The Floodway Expansion Project
0 The Environmental Assessment and/or PIP
0 The existing Red River Floodway and other topics.

Each stakeholder representative was invited to speak uninterrupted about their issues. Their input was
recorded on a flip chart and by the meeting’s note taker.

During the open discussion and the round table session:

e Stakeholder representatives asked questions, offered perspectives, and identified issues about the
proposed Project, the EIA and the PIP

e Where appropriate, representatives of the Environmental Assessment Team and Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority provided clarification and offered perspectives on items raised by the
participants.

The following are highlights from the evening’s discussion and are intended to capture the key points that
were raised or presented. They are not presented in the sequence that they were raised at the meeting,
nor are they a verbatim transcription of what was said. The input received during the workshop is
presented by organization and not attributed to any one individual.

Key Perspectives and Issues Identified by Workshop Participants

1. Floodway Coalition Group North
Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

e Equity — The Coalition believes that all potentially affected individuals should receive the same
amount of flood protection within the province. Members of the Coalition have not seen any attempt
by the provincial government to help residents north of the floodway with respect to flood protection.
All resources appear to be spent on residents in Winnipeg and south of the floodway.

e Efficacy — It is believed that the expanded floodway option is not the best available option for flood
protection. This option is expensive, does not address the problem of basin-wide flooding, and does
not protect everyone. Furthermore, the decision to adopt the floodway expansion option was not
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seen as being consistent with the recommendation from the International Joint Commission, which
advocated the need to have a long-term flood protection plan for Winnipeg that also respected the
needs of those outside of Winnipeg.

e Redundancy — The reports generated for the project need to be independently reviewed and
evaluated.

e Communication — The community needs to be better informed about the operation of the floodway
from appropriate provincial departments. Communication from provincial departments to residents
has been poor during past flood events.

e Government flood related documents are sparse and not easily accessible to the public. For example,
to the best of the Coalition members’ knowledge, there were no reports after the 1997 flood
recommending a minimum elevation level for houses to be protected from a 1 in 500 year flood
event.

e Residents would prefer to receive funding to protect their homes prior to flood events, as opposed to
receiving financial compensation after being flooded.

e There is a lack of awareness by project engineers regarding flood damage that the expanded
floodway could cause north of the outlet. To date, a damage analysis has not been provided for the
area north of the floodway.

e Members of the Coalition wanted to know who would provide compensation if groundwater was
adversely impacted? The proposed legislation on compensation does not cover this issue.

e Members of the Coalition are worried that there would be increased flooding north of the floodway
outlet because of the additional capacity created by deepening and widening the floodway.

¢ Residents of Lockport are concerned about increased erosion near the outlet during a flood event due
to the increased water flows made possible by deepening and widening the floodway. A question
was asked whether MFEA would be riprapping the banks near the floodway outlet to mitigate such
impacts.

e Concern was expressed about the potential effects of the project on historic sites such as Lower Fort
Garry; members felt that excessive riprapping and undercutting of the riverbanks would ruin the
aesthetics of the site.

e Residents of Selkirk expect to be financially compensated for project impacts that cannot be
mitigated.

e The overall capacity of the expanded floodway is limited by the narrowest portion of the Lower Red
River at Lower Fort Garry. At this location the Red River is approximately 440 ft wide. Coalition
members were concerned that possible backwater effects caused by this narrow passage could
inundate the most populated area of St. Clements.

e A thorough inspection of the inlet structure should be conducted before extending it four feet; there
are visible cracks in the structure that appear to be in need of repair.

e Spring water from the aquifer can be observed at the floodway outlet during low flows. It is believed
that this is because erosion has started to expose the aquifer. Concern was expressed that
deepening the floodway could further expose the aquifer and, therefore, affect the quality and
guantity of groundwater in the area.

e The expansion of the storage capacity of the existing Red River Floodway was viewed as one positive
impact of the Floodway Expansion Project.

e If a large flood occurred during construction, the West Dyke could be breached because it would not
be vegetated, which helps strengthen the structure.

e Questions were asked on mitigation costs. Is a budget for the cost of mitigation measures part of
the design? When does the project become not feasible?

e Lockport has been told for years that the floodway water has no impact on its residents. However,
records indicate that homeowners north of the outlet have been negatively impacted.

o Impact of the proposed project on groundwater quality and quantity is a large concern in the area.
Residents are also concerned about the effect of current point source and non-point source pollutants
on groundwater.

o The potential for overland flooding is a large concern, especially for agricultural producers in the
area.

e Area residents would expect to be compensated for any land expropriated for the Floodway
Expansion Project.
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Environmental Assessment Process

e A question was asked whether the EA process would look at mitigation measures for any adverse
effects associated with the project.

e Some members felt that the EA process is being rushed, and that there was not enough time
available to thoroughly review the documents.

Public Involvement Process

e Members explained that it would be difficult for members of the agricultural community to participate
in future rounds of the PIP if the events occurred during the summer months when agricultural
producers are busy.

e Members of the Coalition also explained that it is very important that agricultural producers be
actively involved in the PIP for the project. Keystone Agricultural Producers (KAP) represents 5000
producers and would be a good vehicle for informing its members about the project and its
associated public involvement activities.

2. Red River Valley Group
Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

e Red River Valley Group members were concerned that because the Red River dredging program is no
longer in effect, there could be increased ice jams and subsequent backwater flooding.

e The potential for the proposed project to effect groundwater quality and quantity is a major concern
in the area.

e Group members explained that they would expect to be compensated if groundwater (quality and/or
guantity) is adversely impacted by the project.

e Group members requested a response from the Province to explain why the lift station the
organization recommended was not given further consideration.

e Red River Valley Group members proposed a third flood protection option. The proposed option
would have a lift station east of the floodway inlet and diversionary channel south of Ste. Agathe,
with projects to address issues such as non-point source pollution (e.g., Deerwood Project). A
manual for the third option is currently being developed by the Red River Valley Group.

e Group members asked if the people downstream of the floodway outlet would benefit from having an
expanded floodway. They also wondered where the engineering firms have obtained their data
regarding the discharge flows at the outlet.

3. Area Resident
Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

e Concern was expressed about private property north of Selkirk being expropriated for the project by
the government.

e The potential impact of floodway channel deepening and widening on the local groundwater levels is
a large concern.

e Does not know who represents private aboriginal landowner interests in the process.

e Proponent should conserve marshland and wetlands in order to filter-out pollutants before they
reach watercourses.

e Residents of Selkirk received funding to flood-proof their homes after the 1997 flood. However, a
resident of Selkirk explained that he was not afforded that same opportunity.

Environmental Assessment Process

e It was recommended that members of the general public should have the opportunity to receive
Participant Assistance to evaluate the Project, and not just organized interest groups.
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Public Involvement Process

e Brokenhead First Nation does not appear to have heard anything about the Floodway Expansion
Project; however, Brokenhead should be involved in the public involvement process.

Key Perspectives from the Environmental Assessment Team

e The decision to consider the Floodway Expansion Project option was the outcome of numerous
studies and consultations, which evaluated alternatives to improve flood protection for the Winnipeg
area.

e The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), which documents the results of the EIA process, is
expected to be completed in the fall of 2004.

e Information from existing sources indicates that the effects of the proposed project will vary
substantially from area to area. To recognize and account for these differences, the study region has
been divided into six zones. A colour map showing the zones and initial list of key impacts is
presented in the newsletter.

o Before construction can proceed on the project, a license must be obtained under the provincial
Environment Act, and federal approvals must be granted. As part of this process, a comprehensive
EIS must be prepared to meet the requirements of these processes. The completed EIS will be
subject to public review, including hearings conducted by the Manitoba Clean Environment
Commission.

e As part of the EIA process, the Environmental Assessment Study Team will be conducting a PIP. The
PIP for the EIA is independent of any other public consultation that MFEA will be undertaking. This
workshop is part of the first round of the PIP process for the EIA. The results of the program will be
used by the study team to identify and evaluate potential effects and mitigation measures. Three
rounds of public involvement are planned as follows:

0 Round 1 - to begin dialogue, provide information, identify issues

0 Round 2 — to share and seek feedback on initial assessment, discuss ideas to mitigate
impacts

0 Round 3 - to review results of the EIA

e Each round of the PIP is planned to include meetings with municipalities, affected and interested
stakeholders, and open houses.

e Specifically, the purpose of Round 1 of the PIP is to identify initial issues and concerns of the public
regarding the proposed Floodway Expansion Project. Detailed information regarding anticipated
project impacts will be made available during future rounds of public involvement as the
Environmental Assessment process moves forward.

e Notes summarizing the highlights of the workshop will be prepared and distributed to workshop
participants for review and comment. Once revised and finalized, the notes will be posted on the
project web site (www.floodwayeia.com).

Key Perspectives from the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

In response to questions and comments, Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority (MFEA) representatives
noted:

e The Project is currently in the pre-design stage. Design of the proposed Floodway Expansion Project
continues to be refined and will evolve as input is received through engineering studies and public
involvement.

e The existing floodway will not necessarily be deepened and widened along its entire length; decisions
pertaining to what areas of the floodway will be deepened and widened have not been finalized.

e Construction of the expanded floodway would begin, at the earliest, in 2005. No work parcels would
be awarded until all licenses have been obtained.

e The Project Description is evolving based on ongoing engineering studies. The first iteration of these
studies was recently completed, and efforts are now underway to revise the Project Description to
maximize the capacity of the floodway in the most economically efficient manner.
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e The height of the West Dyke will be raised between one to four feet to protect against wind and
wave effects during flooding. This additional height is to increase the freeboard, i.e., space between
the anticipated maximum water levels and the top of the dyke, not to accommodate a greater
amount of floodwater.

e A control structure is in place at the outlet of the floodway to reduce the velocity of the water flows
and prevent erosion in the channel itself. The velocity of water flows needs to be reduced before
being transferred back into the Red River.

e It is estimated that the Project will cost $660 million. Cost estimates are expected to be within 15%
of actual costs once the preliminary engineering studies have been completed.

e MFEA will look at the need to riprap north of the floodway outlet given the potential for concerns
from area residents and the Department of Fisheries and Oceans about possible erosion.

e Dredging is not part of MFEA's mandate; however, the EIS will consider how water flows affect
siltation.

e MFEA will be conducting public involvement activities separate from the PIP for the EIA. MFEA's
public involvement activities are scheduled to start in April 2004 and will include discussion about:

o0 Potential recreational opportunities associated with the expanded floodway
o0 Compensation

0 Spring and summer floodway operations

o0 State of nature water levels.
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3.4.4 Dugald Workshop

1.4.4.1 Invitation Letter

FTetrES InterGroup

L CONSULTANTS INC.
Solutions for a Sustainable Environment CONSULTANTS

[Date], 2004

[Name]
[Organization]
[Street Address]
[City, Prov, PC]

Dear [name]:

RE: INVITATION TO PARTICIPATE IN AN ISSUES IDENTIFICATION WORKSHOP FOR
THE PROPOSED RED RIVER FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT

The Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority has hired an Environmental Assessment Study Team, comprised
of TetrES Consultants Inc. and InterGroup Consultants Ltd., to undertake an Environmental Impact Assessment
of the proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project. As part of the environmental assessment process, the
Environmental Assessment Study Team will be conducting a Public Involvement Program (PIP). The purpose of
the public involvement program is to provide early and ongoing opportunities for potentially affected and
interested parties to receive information on, and provide their views about Project impacts, measures to
mitigate Project impacts and the Environmental Impact Assessment process.

We are currently undertaking Round One of public involvement, and are pleased to invite your organization to
participate in a workshop on March 1, 2004 at the Dugald Community Club between 5:00 and 9:00 p.m.
As we will be using a workshop format, we are suggesting that one to three representatives from your
organization attend the event. This workshop will provide an opportunity to:

1. Preview information on the proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project to be presented at the Public
Open House in Dugald scheduled for Tuesday, March 2, 2004 at the Dugald Community Club
between 4:00 and 9:00 p.m.

2. Hear a presentation and engage in a question and answer session about the environmental assessment
process and the current description of the Project. The presentation will include an overview of the
environmental assessment process, the regulatory review process, the public involvement program and the
current Project description.

3. Participate in a facilitated discussion to identify biophysical, socio-economic and process issues of concern
to your organization related to the Floodway Expansion Project.

The workshop has been organized to provide an opportunity for participants to receive information about the
environmental assessment, and to ask questions and provide comments. The workshop will have the following
format:

5:00 p.m. - 5:30 p.m. Walk through and review story boards about the proposed Red River
Floodway Expansion Project and Environmental Impact Assessment.
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5:30 p.m. - 6:00 p.m.

6:15 p.m. - 6:45 p.m.
6:45 p.m. - 7:00 p.m.

7:00 p.m. - 9:00 p.m.

Short presentation, questions and answers about the Project and
Environmental Impact Assessment.

Supper (provided).
Second opportunity to preview story boards.

Each participant will be invited to identify their issues, concerns and
perspectives about the proposed Floodway Expansion Project, Environmental
Impact Assessment, and other Flooding related topics.

A copy of our first Newsletter is enclosed for your information. We are interested in your organization’s
feedback on the environmental assessment process. Further information about the Project can be found on our
web site at www.floodwayeia.ca. New information will be added to the web site as it becomes available.

In closing, if you have any questions regarding the environmental assessment process for the proposed Project
prior to the workshop, please feel free to contact:

e John Osler, InterGroup Consultants (204) 942-0654
e Denis De Pape, InterGroup Consultants (204) 942-0654

You can also send us comments or questions via our web site.

We look forward to meeting with you in March.

Yours truly,

INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

Denis De Pape
Principal and Senior Consultant

Enclosure
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Draft Meeting Notes Letter

Suite 604-283 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoba
R3B 2B5
l N te rG roOu p tel: (204) 942-0654

fax: (204) 943-3922
CONSULTANTS e-mail: intergroup@intergroup.ca

[Date], 2004

[Name]
[Organization]
[Street Address]
[City, Prov, PC]

Dear [name].

RE: DRAFT MEETING NOTES FROM THE MARCH 1, 2004, STAKEHOLDER MEETING
IN DUGALD REGARDING THE PROPOSED RED RIVER FLOODWAY EXPANSION
PROJECT

Please find enclosed for your review and comment draft meeting notes from the March 1, 2004, meeting
in Dugald, Manitoba regarding the proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project. We have included
copies to distribute to your members for their review. Please provide any comments you might have by
April 16, 2004. | can be reached at (204) 942-0654, or by e-mail at bmcgurk@intergroup.ca. After we
receive your feedback the notes will be finalized, including any necessary revisions.

Once the meeting notes have been finalized, they will be posted on the Environmental Assessment
Team’s web site (www.floodwayeia.com) and included in the Environmental Impact Statement. The
Environmental Assessment Team’s web site contains information on upcoming public involvement events
associated with the Project and is updated regularly.

If you have any questions or comments about the Project or the public involvement process, beyond any
meeting note changes, please do not hesitate to call Denis De Pape or John Osler of InterGroup
Consultants, Ltd. at (204) 942-0654.

We look forward to meeting with you again during future rounds of public involvement for the proposed
Red River Floodway Expansion Project.

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

Ly M-

Brett McGurk
Research Analyst
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1.4.4.2 Final Meeting Notes Letter

Suite 604-283 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoba
R3B 2B5
l N te rG roOu p tel: (204) 942-0654

fax: (204) 943-3922
CONSULTANTS e-mail: intergroup@intergroup.ca

[Date], 2004

[Name]
[Organization]
[Street Address]
[City, Prov, PC]

Dear [name].
RE: FINAL MEETING NOTES ON THE PROPOSED FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT

Please find enclosed the finalized notes from the workshop held on March 1, 2004, in Dugald, Manitoba
regarding the proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project, including copies to distribute to your
members. The final version of the notes has been revised to reflect any comments that were received
during the review process, and will be included in the Environmental Impact Statement and posted on
the Environmental Assessment Team'’s web site (www.floodwayeia.com). The Environmental Assessment
Team’s web site contains information on upcoming public involvement events associated with the Project
and is updated regularly.

If you have any questions or comments about the Project or the public involvement process, please do
not hesitate to call Denis De Pape or John Osler of InterGroup Consultants, Ltd. at (204) 942-0654.

Thank you for taking the time to meet with us to discuss the proposed Project. We look forward to
meeting with you again during future rounds of the Public Involvement Program for the proposed Red
River Floodway Expansion Project Environmental Impact Assessment.

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

TEye M-

Brett McGurk
Research Analyst
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Invitation List

Ms Karin McSherry

Manitoba Cross Country Ski Association

Winnipeg, MB

Mr. Gary McKinnon
Springhill Winter Park
Winnipeg, MB

Ms Sheryl Feller
Manitoba Horse Council
Winnipeg, MB

Mr. Grant Rondeau
Winnipeg Rock and Mineral Club
Winnipeg, MB

Mr. Jake Buhler
Cook's Creek Conservation District
Winnipeg, MB

Mr. Frank Berg
Manitoba Freestyle Ski Association
Winnipeg, MB

Dugald Workshop Invitation List

Mr. Matthew Hamm
Manitoba Motocross Association
Winnipeg, MB

Mr. Mick Lautt

WAV Paddling

Mr. Mike McKee
Manitoba Cycling Association
Winnipeg, MB

Mr. Duncan Stokes
Snoman Inc.

Mr. Robert Mauthe

Manitoba Conservation - Birds' Hill Park
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DUGALD WORKSHOP

REGARDING

THE PROPOSED FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT —
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Monday, March 1, 2004 @ 5:00 p.m.
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DUGALD WORKSHOP
REGARDING
THE PROPOSED FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT —
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Monday, March 1, 2004 @ 5:00 p.m.

Name

1.4.4.5

Dugald Workshop - Organization

Brett MeGUri ffmb! M::f“gzj .
Rrhonda KezemnsS } P

Doug MeNet EEA

1.4.4.6 Meeting Notes

Manitoba Floodway Expansion EIA — Round 1 Stakeholder Workshops
Workshop Highlights

Dugald Community Club — Dugald, Manitoba
March 1, 2004

In Attendance

For Cooks Creek Conservation District

J. Buhler
G. Sokal

B. Bodnaruk

For Winnipeg Rock and Mineral Club

B. Bilcowski

H. Wolf

For Manitoba Water Stewardship

D. Peterson

For Springhill Winter Park
G. MacKinnon C. MacKinnon

For Manitoba Horse Council

L. Book

C. Liebrecht

For Manitoba Freestyle Ski Association

T. Monk
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For Environmental Assessment Team
D. De Pape — TetrES/InterGroup B. McGurk — TetrES/InterGroup
J. Osler — TetrES/InterGroup R. Kezema — TetrES/InterGroup

For Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority
J. Thomson — Vice-President — Transportation

D. McNeil — Vice-President — Hydraulics

R. Hay — Floodway Engineer

Purpose of Workshop

The session was one of four workshops being held with organizations interested in the proposed
Floodway Expansion Project. It was part of the first round of the Public Involvement Program (PIP) for
the Floodway Expansion Project Environmental Impact Assessment. Two additional rounds of stakeholder
workshops are contemplated as results of the Environmental Assessment become available.

The purposes of this first round workshop were to:
e Begin dialogue about the Environmental Assessment process
e Provide initial information about the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and its associated
PIP
e Provide background information about the proposed Floodway Expansion Project
o Identify stakeholder issues, concerns and questions regarding the project and associated
Environmental Assessment process.

Workshop Process

The Dugald workshop was part of Round One of the PIP associated with the EIA of the proposed
Floodway Expansion Project. Other activities being undertaken as part of Round One include a series of
meetings with elected officials from Rural Municipalities and other communities in the study area, and a
series of four public open houses in Ste. Agathe, Selkirk, Dugald and Winnipeg. Information on the
Environmental Assessment process has also been made available on the Environmental Assessment
Team’s Project web site (www.floodwayeia.com) and through the development and distribution of a
newsletter (distributed to workshop participants).

For the purpose of this and other workshops, the Environmental Assessment Team has attempted to
identify organizations with a particular interest in the proposed Floodway Expansion Project. These
organizations were subsequently invited to the workshop to receive information about the project and
share their interests, concerns and perspectives with respect to the project, the Environmental
Assessment process and the PIP.

The session proceeded as follows:
e Individual review of open house storyboards by stakeholder representatives
Open discussion with questions, answers and issue identification
Dinner
Further review of the storyboards
Round table identification of issues, concerns, and perspectives by stakeholder representatives in
attendance related to the topics below:
0 The Floodway Expansion Project
0 The Environmental Assessment and/or PIP
0 The existing Red River Floodway and other topics.
Each stakeholder representative was invited to speak uninterrupted about their issues. Their
input was recorded on a flip chart and by the meeting's note taker.
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During the open discussion and the round table session:

e Stakeholder representatives asked questions, offered perspectives and identified issues about the
proposed Project, the EIA and the PIP

e Where appropriate, representatives of the Environmental Assessment Team and Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority provided clarification and offered perspectives on items raised by the
participants.

The following are highlights from the evening'’s discussion and are intended to capture the key points that
were raised or presented. They are not presented in the sequence that they were raised at the meeting,
nor are they a detailed or verbatim transcription of what was said. The input received during the
workshop is presented by organization and not attributed to any one individual.

Key Perspectives and Issues Identified by Workshop Participants

1. Cooks Creek Conservation District
Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

e The drainage outlet structure lip elevations are viewed as a problem in the District. Incorrect lip
elevations can and have impeded water flow in the past, causing flooding.

e The current size and limited number of the drainage structures is believed to cause flooding within
the District.

e The provincial drainage standards are seen as inadequate. Producers in the area are demanding a
higher level of drainage. Cooks Creek Conservation District would like to know whether the province
would provide financial assistance to reconstruct the drainage systems (to those that are and are not
impacted by the project) to a standard that is demanded by its producers.

e The District is concerned about groundwater quality and quantity both during and after construction.

e Cooks Creek Conservation District noted that it is concerned about the existing transportation
corridors in the area. It would like to be assured that the traffic corridors could withstand peak-time
traffic volumes to and from Winnipeg.

o The District would like the Red River from Selkirk to Lake Winnipeg to be dredged because it would
improve fish habitat and spawning grounds.

e Residents are worried that there could be increased turbidity in well water during construction. In
the past, construction in the area resulted in the groundwater wells becoming muddy.

N

. Springhill Winter Park
Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

e The expansion of the floodway is a recreation issue for the facility, not an environmental issue.

e Springhill Winter Park has not been able to obtain any answers from the provincial government on
the following matters: Will the floodway be expanded? When will construction activities commence
and end? What areas of the floodway will be deepened and widened? The owners need answers to
the above questions so they can make sound business decisions.

e It was explained that any deepening or widening of the floodway would affect the chairlifts. The
chairlifts can only withstand the water flow created by the existing floodway.

e The owners indicated that expropriating land at or near the facility for the project is a large concern.

e The owners would like to know what the City of Winnipeg's position is with respect to creating
recreational opportunities in the floodway.

e There are many recreational opportunities created by expanding the floodway. Earth that is
excavated from the floodway could be used to create interesting terrains for recreational purposes.
Springhill Winter Park would like to see multiple use recreation in the floodway such as horseback
riding, mountain biking, snowmobiling, etc.

e Any additional earth added to the Winter Park from the floodway should be used to lengthen the
existing ski runs. It was indicated that the existing incline on the slopes is sufficient.
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A question was asked about who would receive the construction contracts for the project?

3. Manitoba Horse Council

Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

The Manitoba Horse Council is willing to work with MFEA to collect information on equestrian use and
opportunities created by expanding the floodway. It was the Horse Council’'s understanding at the
workshop that MFEA will be collecting information through public ads from all horse users.

Potential impacts from floodway deepening and widening on the quality and quantity of groundwater
is a major concern of residents in the area.

Members of the Council see potential for recreational opportunities created by the Floodway
Expansion Project. The Council would like to see multiple use recreation in the floodway, but safety
is paramount. Therefore, it would like to see motorized areas and non-motorized areas with
appropriate signage and speed limits.

A deeper floodway would make it more desirable for horseback riders because there would be
greater protection from the wind.

Road safety during construction is a large concern for those who haul their horses.

Questions were asked about how the floodway would be landscaped after construction? Would there
be horseback riding trails? Would there be any linkages of the floodway to existing parks? Would
there be a parkway system?

If people use the floodway for horseback riding, there needs to be a safe location to unload horses.
Furthermore, for horseback riding to be feasible in the floodway, the terrain needs to be flat so
horses have level footing.

4. Winnipeg Rock and Mineral Club

Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

The floodway has been used for many years to collect Gypsum Selenite. The Red River Floodway
Selenites are very desirable to collectors and are displayed in museums around the world. The most
precious and rare varieties are present in the Red River Basin.

It was indicated that deepening and widening the floodway could expose areas where the crystals
could be found.

The Floodway Expansion Project provides a unique opportunity for collectors to gain access to these
crystals, and the Winnipeg Rock and Mineral Club would like to have the opportunity to search for
crystals in areas where the floodway has been deepened and widened during the construction phase.
Members of the Club asked whether the floodway water is tested for pollutants.

5. Manitoba Freestyle Ski Association

Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

A question was asked whether it would be possible to build a knoll (i.e., dirt mound - minimum 25
feet wide and 65 feet long) near Springhill Winter Park for freestyle skiers. The structure would need
to be located at the midway point on one of the banks of the floodway to allow enough room
generate speed before launching off the knoll. The Association noted that the knoll could be used for
a variety of activities such as mountain biking, snowmobiling, and snowboarding.

The Association would like the addition of trees and shrubs above the maximum waterline along the
floodway. It was noted that the addition of trees and shrubs would reduce wind and, therefore,
make activities that take place in the floodway during the winter months more enjoyable.
Furthermore, the trees would act as a shelterbelt that would trap the snow within the floodway,
which would be beneficial for the Springhill Winter Park facility.

The Association wanted to know what would happen to the earth that would be excavated if the
Project proceeds.
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Key Perspectives from the Environmental Assessment Team

The decision to consider the Floodway Expansion Project option was the outcome of numerous
studies and consultations, which evaluated alternatives to improve flood protection for the Winnipeg
area.

The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is expected to be completed in the fall of 2004.
Information from existing sources indicates that impacts of the proposed project are diverse and vary
substantially from area to area. To recognize these differences, the study region has been divided
into six zones. A colour map showing the zones and initial list of key impacts is presented in the
newsletter.

Before construction can proceed on the project, a license must be obtained under the provincial
Environment Act, and federal approvals must be granted. As part of this process, a comprehensive
EIS must be prepared. The completed EIS will be subject to public review, including hearings
conducted by the Manitoba Clean Environment Commission.

As part of the EIA process, the Environmental Assessment Study Team is conducting a PIP. The
results of the program will be used by the study team to identify and evaluate potential effects and
mitigation measures. There will be three rounds of public involvement: Round 1 (begin dialogue,
provide information, identify issues); Round 2 (share and seek feedback on initial assessment,
discuss ideas to mitigate impacts); and Round 3 (review results of EIA). The program includes
meetings with municipalities, affected and interested stakeholders, and open houses. This PIP for
the EIA is independent of any other public consultation that MFEA will be undertaking.

Specifically, Round 1 of the PIP is designed to identify initial issues and concerns of the public
regarding the proposed Floodway Expansion Project. Detailed information regarding anticipated
project impacts will be made available as the Environmental Assessment process moves forward, and
during future rounds of public involvement.

The workshop notes will be distributed to workshop participants for review and comment. Once
finalized, the notes will be posted on the project web site (www.floodwayeia.com).

Key Perspectives from the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

In response to questions and comments, MFEA representatives noted:

The project is currently in the pre-design stage. Design of the Floodway Expansion Project continues
to be refined and will evolve as input is received through engineering studies and public involvement.
The floodway will not necessarily be deepened and widened along its entire length; decisions
pertaining to what areas of the floodway will be deepened and widened have not been made.
Construction of the expanded floodway would begin, at the earliest, in 2005.

The excavated material would be placed on the existing right-of-way on spoil piles and banks. The
spoil piles and banks may be increased up to 5 meters in some locations. However, it is possible that
property would need to be purchased along the floodway to accommodate the excavated material.
Two engineering firms have been hired to look at possible groundwater effects. One study focuses
on groundwater effects in Birds Hills. The other study addresses groundwater effects along the
entire floodway.

Studies indicate that water levels during a flood event would be slightly higher north of the floodway
outlet for up to a 1 in 250 year flood. Beyond this magnitude of flood, there would be no discernible
increase.

Where beneficial improvements can be dealt with easily and at reasonable cost as part of the
Expanded Floodway Project, they will be considered. An example is where drainage drop structures
have to be replaced; project engineers will be asked to look at increasing the capacity of the
structures.

There is an attempt being made to include Aboriginal communities in employment opportunities
associated with the Expanded Floodway Project.

The City of Winnipeg does monitor the quality of the Red River water up to and including Lake
Winnipeg. However, the floodway water is not tested for pollutants during flood events.

A recreation proposal that is not compatible with the primary use of the floodway would not be
considered.

Appendix 3B Page 3B - 94 Issue ldentification



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project August 2004

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

e Action item: MFEA will send recreation proposals to: Manitoba Freestyle Ski Association,
Manitoba Horse Council, Winnipeg Rock and Mineral Club, Springhill Winter Park, and the
Cooks Creek Conservation District.

e MFEA will be holding public involvement events to address the following topics:

1. compensation

2. recreational opportunities associated with the Project
3. spring operating rules

4. summer operation

5. state of nature water levels.
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3.4.5 Winnipeg Workshop

Invitation Letter

FTetrES
 letr InterGroup
LW CONSULTANTS INC.

Solutions for a Sustainable Environment CONSULTANTS

[Date], 2004

[Name]
[Organization]
[Street Address]
[City, Prov, PC]

Dear [name].

RE: INVITATION TO PARTICIPATE IN AN ISSUES IDENTIFICATION WORKSHOP FOR THE
PROPOSED RED RIVER FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT

The Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority has hired an Environmental Assessment Study Team, comprised
of TetrES Consultants Inc. and InterGroup Consultants, Ltd., to undertake an Environmental Impact
Assessment of the proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project. As part of the environmental assessment
process, the Environmental Assessment Study Team will be conducting a Public Involvement Program (PIP).
The purpose of the public involvement program is to provide early and ongoing opportunities for potentially
affected and interested parties to receive information on, and provide their views about Project impacts,
measures to mitigate Project impacts and the Environmental Impact Assessment process.

We are currently undertaking Round One of public involvement, and are pleased to invite your organization to
participate in a workshop on March 11, 2004, at the Holiday Inn Winnipeg South (1330 Pembina
Hwy.) between 5:00 and 9:00 p.m. As we will be using a workshop format, we ask that a maximum of two
representatives from your organization attend the event. This workshop will provide an opportunity to:

1. Preview information on the proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project to be presented at
the Public Open House in Winnipeg scheduled for March 10, 2004, at the Holiday Inn
South between 4:00 and 9:00 p.m.

2. Hear a presentation and engage in a question and answer session about the environmental
assessment process and the current description of the Project. The presentation will include an
overview of the environmental assessment process, the regulatory review process, the public
involvement program and the current Project description.

3. Participate in a facilitated discussion to identify biophysical, socio-economic and process issues of
concern to your organization related to the Floodway Expansion Project.

The workshop has been organized to provide an opportunity for participants to receive information about the
environmental assessment, and to ask questions and provide comments. The workshop will have the following
format:
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5:00 p.m. - 5:30 p.m. Walk through and review story boards about the proposed Red River
Floodway Expansion Project and Environmental Impact Assessment.

5:30 p.m. - 6:00 p.m. Short presentation, questions and answers about

Environmental Impact Assessment.
6:15 p.m. - 6:45 p.m.  Supper (provided).

6:45 p.m. - 7:00 p.m. Second opportunity to preview story boards.

the Project and

7:00 p.m. - 9:00 p.m. Each participant will be invited to identify their issues, concerns and
perspectives about the proposed Floodway Expansion Project, Environmental

Impact Assessment, and other Flooding related topics.

A copy of our first Newsletter is enclosed for your information. We are interested in your organization’s
feedback on the environmental assessment process. Further information about the Project can be found on our
web site at www.floodwayeia.ca. New information will be added to the web site as it becomes available.

In closing, if you have any questions regarding the environmental assessment process for the proposed Project

prior to the workshop, please feel free to contact:

e John Osler, InterGroup Consultants (204) 942-0654
e Denis De Pape, InterGroup Consultants (204) 942-0654

You can also send us comments or questions via our web site.
We look forward to meeting with you in March.

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

/1

s

Denis De Pape
Principal and Senior Consultant

Enclosure
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Draft Meeting Notes Letter

Suite 604-283 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoba
R3B 2B5
l N te rG roOu p tel: (204) 942-0654

fax: (204) 943-3922
CONSULTANTS e-mail: intergroup@intergroup.ca

[Date], 2004

[Name]
[Organization]
[Street Address]
[City, Prov, PC]

Dear [name].

RE: DRAFT MEETING NOTES FROM THE MARCH 11, 2004, STAKEHOLDER MEETING
IN WINNIPEG REGARDING THE PROPOSED RED RIVER FLOODWAY
EXPANSION PROJECT

Please find enclosed for your review and comment draft meeting notes from the March 11, 2004, meeting
in Winnipeg, Manitoba regarding the proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project. We have included
copies to distribute to your members for their review. Please provide any comments you might have by
April 20, 2004. | can be reached at (204) 942-0654, or by e-mail at bmcgurk@intergroup.ca. After we
receive your feedback the notes will be finalized, including any necessary revisions.

Once the meeting notes have been finalized, they will be posted on the Environmental Assessment
Team’s web site (www.floodwayeia.com) and included in the Environmental Impact Statement. The
Environmental Assessment Team’s web site contains information on upcoming public involvement events
associated with the Project and is updated regularly.

If you have any questions or comments about the Project or the public involvement process, beyond any
meeting note changes, please do not hesitate to call Denis De Pape or John Osler of InterGroup
Consultants, Ltd. at (204) 942-0654.

We look forward to meeting with you again during future rounds of public involvement for the proposed
Red River Floodway Expansion Project.

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

Ly M-

Brett McGurk
Research Analyst
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Final Meeting Notes Letter

Suite 604-283 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoba
R3B 2B5
l N te rG rou p tel: (204) 942-0654

fax: (204) 943-3922
CONSULTANTS e-mail: intergroup@intergroup.ca

[Date], 2004

[Name]
[Organization]
[Street Address]
[City, Prov, PC]

Dear [name].

Re: FINAL MEETING NOTES ON THE PROPOSED FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT

Please find enclosed the finalized notes from the workshop held on March 11, 2004, in Winnipeg,
Manitoba regarding the proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project, including copies to distribute to
faculty members. The final version of the notes has been revised to reflect any comments that were
received during the review process, and will be included in the Environmental Impact Statement and
posted on the Environmental Assessment Team'’s web site (www.floodwayeia.com). The Environmental
Assessment Team’s web site contains information on upcoming public involvement events associated with
the Project and is updated regularly.

If you have any questions or comments about the Project or the public involvement process, please do
not hesitate to call Denis De Pape or John Osler of InterGroup Consultants, Ltd. at (204) 942-0654.

Thank you for taking the time to meet with us to discuss the proposed Project. We look forward to
meeting with you again during future rounds of the Public Involvement Program for the proposed Red
River Floodway Expansion Project Environmental Impact Assessment.

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

Ty M-

Brett McGurk
Research Analyst
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Invitation List

Winnipeg Workshop Invitation List

Boreal Forest Network

Campaign for Pesticide Reduction — Winnipeg

Canadian Nature Federation

Canadian Parks and Wilderness Society

Chemical Sensitivities Manitoba

Churchill Northern Studies Centre

Coalition to Save the Elms

Committee for Church in Society (Christ Lutheran Church)
Concerned Citizens of the R.M. of Piney

Concerned Residents of Winnipeg (CROW)

Consumers Association of Canada - Winnipeg Chapter
Consumers for Responsible Energy (CORE)

Eco-Males and Females in Action (ECO-MAFIA)

Fort Whyte Centre

Greening West Broadway

Hog Watch Manitoba

Independent Media Centre - Winnipeg

Institute of Urban Studies

International Erosion Control Association - Northern Plains Chapter
International Institute of Sustainable Development

Jo Lutley Boreal Environmental Youth Centre (Thompson)
Living Prairie Museum

Manitoba Federation of Labour

Manitoba Naturalists Society

Manitoba Ozone Protection Industry Association (MOPIA)
Manitoba Protected Areas Society

Manitoba Wildlife Rehabilitation Organization

Mixedwood Forest Society

Native Orchid Conservation Inc.

Oak Hammock Marsh

Organic Food Council of Manitoba

Pembina Valley Conservation District

Project Peacemakers

Red River Basin Commission

Resource Conservation Manitoba

Roseisle Creek Watershed Association

Social Planning Council of Winnipeg

Speleological Society of Manitoba

Time to Respect Earth's Ecosystem

University of Manitoba Faculty of Environment

University of Manitoba Recycling and Environment Group
University of Winnipeg Environmental Studies

United Nations in Canada - Winnipeg

Water Wisdom

Western Canada Wilderness Committee

Winnipeg Humane Society

Winnipeg Water Watch

Provincial Council of Women of Manitoba

Winnipeg Vegetarian Association

Save our Seine Environment

Don Sullivan

lan Greaves
Gaile-Whelan Enns
Beth McKechnie
Margaret Friesen
Michael Goodyear
Bernice Getty

Jim Mair

Doug Thomason
Glenda Whiteman
Gloria Desorcy
Bruce Hildebrand
Erica Young

Kathy Penner
Jeneva Storme
Glen Koroluk
David Henry
Michael Dudley
Mark Myrowich
Dennis Cunningham
Twila Makuch
Director

Peter Walker
President

Mark Miller

Gaile Whelan-Enns
Paul Clarke

Dan Saprovich
Peggy Bainard-Acheson
Lise Smith

Amy Hawkins-Bowman
Cliff Greenfield
Derek ?

Harold Taylor
Randall McQuaker
Ted Ross

Wayne Helgason
Jack Dubios

Peter Miller

Joan Moore
Amanda Aziz

Alan Diduck

Muriel Smith

Trish Sellers

Ron Thiessen

Vicki Burns

Allen Bleich
Elizabeth Fleming
Dennis Bayomi
Bev Sawchuk
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Sign in sheet

WINNIPEG WORKSHOP
REGARDING
THE PROPOSED FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT —
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Thursday, March 11, 2004 @ 5:00 p.m.
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Meeting Notes

Manitoba Floodway Expansion EIA — Round 1 Stakeholder Workshops
Workshop Highlights

Holiday Inn Winnipeg South — Winnipeg, Manitoba
March 11, 2004

In Attendance

For Winnipeg Humane Society
D. Michalak

For Faculty of Environment, University of Manitoba (written comments)
Dr. L. King
Dr. R. Baydack

For Consumers for Responsible Energy
B. Hildebrand

For Ducks Unlimited
L. Levens

For Native Orchid Conservation
P. Bainard-Acheson

For Canadian Nature Federation
B. Hart

For International Erosion Control Association — Northern Plains Chapter
L. Clubb

For Pembina Valley Conservation District
M. Seymour

For Water Wisdom
T. Sellers

For North Turnbull Drive Group
B. Bell
F. Woytowich

Other Participants
Dr. A. Diduck

M. Olczyk

C. Park

For Winnipeg Humane Society
D. Michalak

For Environmental Assessment Team
D. De Pape — TetrES/InterGroup

J. Osler — TetrES/InterGroup

B. McGurk — TetrES/InterGroup
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R. Rempel — TetrES/InterGroup
R. Kezema — TetrES/InterGroup

For Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority
J. Thomson — Vice-President — Transportation
D. McNeil — Vice-President — Hydraulics

Purpose of Workshop

The session was one of four workshops being held with organizations interested in the proposed
Floodway Expansion Project. It was part of the first round of the Public Involvement Program (PIP) for
the Floodway Expansion Project Environmental Impact Assessment. Two additional rounds of stakeholder
workshops are contemplated as results of the Environmental Assessment become available.

The purposes of this first round workshop were to:
e Begin dialogue about the Environmental Assessment process
e Provide initial information about the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and its associated
PIP
e Provide background information about the proposed Floodway Expansion Project
o Identify stakeholder issues, concerns and questions regarding the project and associated
Environmental Assessment process.

Workshop Process

The Winnipeg workshop was part of Round One of the PIP associated with the EIA of the proposed
Floodway Expansion Project. Other activities being undertaken as part of Round One include a series of
meetings with elected officials from Rural Municipalities and other communities in the study area, and a
series of four public open houses in Ste. Agathe, Selkirk, Dugald and Winnipeg. Information on the
Environmental Assessment process has also been made available on the Environmental Assessment
Team’s Project web site (www.floodwayeia.com) and through the development and distribution of a
newsletter (distributed to workshop participants).

For the purpose of this and other workshops, the Environmental Assessment Team has attempted to
identify organizations with a particular interest in the proposed Floodway Expansion Project. These
organizations were subsequently invited to the workshop to receive information about the project and
share their interests, concerns and perspectives with respect to the project, the Environmental
Assessment process and the PIP.

The session proceeded as follows:
e Individual review of open house storyboards by stakeholder representatives
Open discussion with questions, answers and issue identification
Dinner
Further review of the storyboards
Round table identification of issues, concerns, and perspectives by stakeholder representatives in
attendance related to the topics below:
o0 The Floodway Expansion Project
0 The Environmental Assessment and/or PIP
0 The Existing Red River Floodway and other topics.

Each stakeholder representative was invited to speak uninterrupted about their issues. Their input was
recorded on a flip chart and by the meeting’s note taker.

Appendix 3B Page 3B - 103 Issue ldentification



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project August 2004

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

During the open discussion and round table session:

e Stakeholder representatives asked questions, offered perspectives, and identified issues about the
proposed project, the EIA and the PIP

e Where appropriate, representatives of the Environmental Assessment Team and Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority provided clarification and offered perspectives on items raised by the
participants.

The following are highlights from the evening'’s discussion and are intended to capture the key points that
were raised or presented. They are not presented in the sequence that they were raised at the meeting,
nor are they a detailed or verbatim transcription of what was said. The input received during the
workshop is presented by organization and not attributed to any one individual.

Key Perspectives and Issues Identified by Workshop Participants

1. Faculty of the Environment, University of Manitoba (written comments)

Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

The faculty is concerned about the environmental impact of the Floodway Expansion Project on:

0 Agricultural productivity

0 Residential holdings

o Water quality (e.qg., salinity)

o Wildlife habitat

0 Fisheries habitat
The faculty is also concerned about the effects on landowners and their holdings in areas adjacent to
the floodway, including:

0 Impacts on Aboriginals

0 Water retention on lands

o Water quality (e.qg., salinity)

o0 Delayed agricultural production

0 Decreased agricultural production
Faculty members also expressed that they would like to see appropriate recreational activities occur
within the floodway.

2. Water Wisdom
Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

e The organization wanted to know how project engineers arrived at the 1 in 700 year flood humber.

e A member noted that the expanded floodway option could provide opportunities for creative ditch
design that could mimic a natural river system. The effect would be habitat creation for flora and
fauna species, reduction in downstream flooding, and improvement in water quality.

e It was expressed by the organization that it is important to evaluate in the EIA the quality of
floodway water at the inlet vs. the quality of floodway water at the outlet in Lockport.

e Water Wisdom is concerned about the possible impact of deepening and widening the floodway on
groundwater quality, especially in the Birds Hill area (zone 5 of the study area).

e The cumulative impact of agricultural run-off with other non-point source pollutants on water quality
in the Red River is also a large concern for the organization.

¢ Members expect on-going monitoring of project effects on the biophysical environment to occur both
during construction and operation of the floodway.

e The organization wanted to know whether recreation in the floodway during dry times would be
consistent with biodiversity enhancement projects.
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3. Winnipeg Humane Society
Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

The Winnipeg Humane Society is concerned about animals being trapped in floodway waters and

experiencing traumatic deaths when ejected at the outlet during flood events. It would like to know if it

is feasible to have a net at the outlet to catch living and deceased animals during floodway operation.

e The organization noted that barbed-wire fences at construction sites have been known to injure
animals. It would like to see animal-friendly fences used during construction of the Floodway
Expansion Project.

4. Native Orchid Conservation
Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

e Native Orchid Conservation is worried about the effects of the project on native plants and habitat in
and around the floodway.

e The organization expects that the impacts of the project on endangered and threatened plant species
will be addressed in the EIA.

5. North Turnbull Drive Group
Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

e The primary concern of the group is riverbank erosion north of the floodway gates near Turnbull
Drive and its potential impact on property values.

e The group is also concerned about the integrity of the outlet structure. Members commented that
there are visible cracks in the outlet structure that need to be investigated.

o Noise levels associated with recreational activities that might take place in the floodway is also a
concern of residents in the area.

6. Canadian Nature Federation
Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

e The organization expects that protected areas in the capital region will be included in the EIA.
e A member noted that the effects of the project on heritage resources and indigenous and
endangered plants should also be included in the EIA.

Environmental Assessment Process

e The organization feels that the amount of intervener funding ($100,000) is inadequate for a project
of this magnitude.

e Canadian Nature Federation asserted that the provincial standards for fisheries management are not
as stringent as the federal government. The organization would like the federal standards to be
followed in the EIA.

e Action item: The CNF will provide the Environmental Assessment Team with information
regarding protected areas in the capital region.

7. International Erosion Control Association (IECA) — Northern Plains Chapter
Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

e It is important that erosion control measures be implemented both during and after the construction
phase of the Expanded Floodway Project.
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e A question was asked about whether the effects of the project on amphibians would be included in
the EIA?

e The potential for the proposed project to adversely impact groundwater quality and quantity is a
major concern for the organization. In particular, it is worried about aboveground entry points into
aquifers (e.g., artesian wells), which could act as conduits for polluted water to enter into aquifers.

e The Association expects biodegradable and animal-friendly fencing to be used at the construction
sites.

e It was expressed that water quality monitoring should occur throughout construction of the project.

e Greater emphasis needs to be placed by the project proponent on creating wetlands due to their
ability to store water, provide habitat, and filter out pollutants before they reach watercourses.

Public Involvement Process

e The Association was disappointed that there was no mention of erosion control on the storyboards.
The organization expects that erosion will be a topic addressed in each round of the PIP.

Environmental Assessment Process

o The workshop attendees were made aware that there are new provincial guidelines pertaining to
erosion that must be adhered to.

e Action item: The Association requested a meeting with project engineers to discuss erosion control
measures.

8. Ducks Unlimited
Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

e Ducks Unlimited’s primary concern is the effect of the Floodway Expansion Project on duck habitat,
especially in the Netley Creek area. The organization also indicated that it would like to see duck
habitat conserved to the extent possible.

e In addition to the above, Ducks Unlimited would like the project proponent to consider developing
both water-based and upland waterfowl habitat during construction.

9. Pembina Valley Conservation District
Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

e The District is concerned about the magnitude of the project. In particular, it would prefer to explore
other options to increase the capacity of the floodway without having to create such a large footprint
on the landscape.

e The District would like to see money allocated to placing water retention structures on the landscape
as a means to hold back headwaters and, therefore, relieve pressure downstream during flood
events.

10. Consumers for Responsible Energy (CORE)
Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

e CORE asked what the relationship is between the capacity of the floodway and levels of flooding.
Would the expanded floodway result in lower water levels in the floodway?

e The organization is concerned about the impacts of deepening and widening the floodway on the
quality and quantity of groundwater in the Birds Hill area.

e CORE asked whether spring and summer operations are included in the EIA.
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Public Involvement Process

e Technical information must be conveyed in simple language so members of the public can
understand the information.

11. Other Participants
Participant # 1:
Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

e Although a resident of Winnipeg, one attendee noted that his concerns relate to impacts of the
project on communities that are not protected by the floodway, including:
0 Effects of the project on groundwater quality and quantity in the Birds Hill area
o Impact of floodway gate operations on communities south of the floodway
o0 Impact of erosion on residents north of the floodway outlet.
The above participant also believed that there is a need to address outstanding compensation issues
before the project proceeds.

Public Involvement Process

e The attendee asked why MFEA’s public involvement activities and the PIP for the Environmental
Assessment process were separate.

Environmental Assessment Process

e The participant noted that the level of funding for communities to participate in the Environmental
Assessment process is insufficient given the magnitude of the project.

Participant # 2
Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

o The attendee is worried about project effects on the Delta near Lake Winnipeg.

e The dredging program needs to be reinstated so the Red River can accommodate a greater amount
of water during flood events.

e The attendee stated that there appears to be a misconception amongst the public about the level of
protection that the floodway provides.

Participant # 3
Public Involvement Process
Questions regarding the PIP:

e What mechanisms are in place to reach the broader public who have not attended any of the
meetings, or who do not have access to a computer?

e How broadly is the newsletter distributed?

e What measures are in place to address the real and/or perceived impacts of the project?

e Has information been distributed to communities south of Morris indicating that they are not
adversely impacted by the project?

o What is the furthest community south of the City of Winnipeg that is being consulted for the project?
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Participant # 4
Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

e The attendee was worried about how sedimentation would affect Netley Marsh and Lake Winnipeg.
e Fish and invertebrate sampling should be conducted both pre and post construction of the Expanded
Floodway Project.

Public Involvement Process

e The storyboards and EIA approach are anthropocentric (i.e., human-centred). Equal emphasis needs
to be placed on the effects of the project on both humans and the biophysical environment.

e The attendee was disappointed that residents of Lake Winnipeg were not present at the meeting
because the attendee was of the view that they would be impacted by the deposition of sediments in
the lake if the project proceeds.

Key Perspectives from the Environmental Assessment Team

e The decision to consider the Floodway Expansion Project option was the outcome of numerous
studies and consultations, which evaluated alternatives to improve flood protection for the Winnipeg
area.

e Before construction can proceed on the project, a license must be obtained under the provincial
Environment Act, and federal approvals must be granted. As part of this process, a comprehensive
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must be prepared to meet the requirements of these
processes. The completed EIS will be subject to public review, including hearings conducted by the
Manitoba Clean Environment Commission.

e The EIS, which documents the results of the EIA process, is expected to be completed in August of
2004.

e As part of the EIA process, the Environmental Assessment Study Team will be conducting a PIP. The
PIP for the EIA is independent of any other public consultation that MFEA will be undertaking. This
workshop is part of the first round of the PIP process for the EIA. The results of the program will be
used by the study team to identify and evaluate potential effects and mitigation measures. Three
rounds of public involvement are planned as follows:

0 Round 1 - to begin dialogue, provide information, identify issues

0 Round 2 (to take place in May and June) — to share and seek feedback on initial
assessment, discuss ideas to mitigate impacts

0 Round 3 - to review results of the EIA

e Specifically, the purpose of Round One of the PIP is to identify initial issues and concerns of the
public regarding the proposed Floodway Expansion Project. Detailed information regarding
anticipated project effects will be made available during future rounds of public involvement as the
Environmental Assessment process moves forward.

e Notes summarizing the highlights of the workshop will be prepared and distributed to workshop
participants for review and comment. Once revised and finalized, the notes will be posted on the
Project web site (www.floodwayeia.com).

e Information from existing sources indicates that the effects of the proposed project will vary
substantially from area to area. To recognize and account for these differences, the study region has
been divided into six zones. A color map showing the zones and initial list of key impacts is presented
in the newsletter.

Key Perspectives from the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

In response to questions and comments, MFEA representatives noted:

e The height of the West Dyke will be raised up to four feet to protect against wind and wave effects
during flooding. This additional height is to increase the freeboard from two feet to six feet (i.e., the
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space between the anticipated maximum water levels and the top of the dyke), not to accommodate
a greater amount of water.
¢ MFEA will be holding public involvement events in the near future to address the following topics:
0 Compensation
0 Recreational opportunities associated with the project
0 Spring operations
O Summer operations
o0 State of nature water levels.

e During MFEA’s public involvement events, maps will be shown to illustrate floodwater water levels in
different areas without a floodway, with a floodway, and with an expanded floodway.

e Two engineering firms have been hired to look at possible groundwater effects. One study focuses
on groundwater effects in Birds Hill. The other study addresses groundwater effects along the entire
floodway.

e The floodway will not necessarily be deepened and widened along its entire length; decisions
pertaining to what areas of the floodway will be deepened and widened have not been made.

e The Project Description is evolving based on ongoing engineering studies. The first iteration of these
studies was recently completed, and efforts are now underway to revise the Project Description to
maximize the capacity of the floodway in the most economically efficient manner.

e The 1in 700 year flood was derived using statistical analysis and projections based on data from past
flood events. Numerous variables were included in the models such as land use and climatic
conditions and trends.

e All homes in the valley will be receiving information packages via mail informing them about the
project and its implications.

e Studies indicate that water levels during a flood event will be slightly higher north of the floodway
outlet for up to a 1 in 250 year flood. Beyond this magnitude of flood, there will be no discernible
increase.

Save Our Seine Final Meeting Notes
Proposed Red River Floodway Expansion EIA — Round 1 Stakeholder Workshops
Workshop Highlights

Holiday Inn Winnipeg South — Winnipeg, Manitoba
March 10, 2004

In Attendance

For Save Our Seine

David Danyluk David Watson
Bev Sawchuk David Hatch (GreenSpaces Environmental)
Jules Legal

For Environmental Assessment Team
J. Osler — TetrES/InterGroup

Purpose of Workshop

The session was part of four workshops being held with organizations interested in the proposed
Floodway Expansion Project. It was part of the first round of the Public Involvement Program (PIP) for
the Floodway Expansion Project Environmental Impact Assessment. Two additional rounds of stakeholder
workshops are contemplated as results of the Environmental Assessment become available.
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The purposes of this first round workshop were to:
e Begin dialogue about the Environmental Assessment process
e Provide initial information about the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and its associated
PIP
e Provide background information about the proposed Floodway Expansion Project
e Identify stakeholder issues, concerns and questions regarding the project and associated
Environmental Assessment process.

A separate session was organized with representatives of Save Our Seine (SOS) to discuss issues of
particular interest to the group.

Workshop Process

The Winnipeg workshop and the meeting with SOS were part of Round One of the PIP associated with
the EIA of the proposed Floodway Expansion Project. Other activities being undertaken as part of Round
One include a series of meetings with elected officials from Rural Municipalities and other communities in
the study area, and a series of four public open houses in Ste. Agathe, Selkirk, Dugald and Winnipeg.
Information on the Environmental Assessment process has also been made available on the
Environmental Assessment Team’s Project web site (www.floodwayeia.com) and through the
development and distribution of a newsletter (distributed to workshop participants).

For the purpose of this and other workshops, the Environmental Assessment Team has attempted to
identify organizations with a particular interest in the proposed Floodway Expansion Project. These
organizations were subsequently invited to the workshop to receive information about the project and
share their interests, concerns and perspectives with respect to the project, the Environmental
Assessment process and the PIP.

The session proceeded as follows:
e Group review of open house storyboards, including open discussion with questions, answers and
issue identification
e Round table identification of issues, concerns, and perspectives by SOS related to the topics
below:
o0 The Floodway Expansion Project
0 The Environmental Assessment and/or PIP
0 The existing Red River Floodway and other topics.
Each SOS representative was invited to speak uninterrupted about their issues. Their input was recorded
on paper by John Osler.

During the open discussion and round table session:
e SOS representatives asked questions, offered perspectives, and identified issues about the
proposed project, the EIA and the PIP
e Where appropriate, John Osler provided clarification and offered perspectives on items raised by
the participants.

The following are highlights from the evening’s discussion and are intended to capture the key points that
were raised or presented. They are not presented in the sequence that they were raised at the meeting,
nor are they a detailed or verbatim transcription of what was said. The input received during the session
is not attributed to any one individual.
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Key Perspectives and Issues Identified by SOS Representatives

Project Impacts and Management of Project Impacts

e Members expect on-going monitoring of project effects on the biophysical environment to occur both
during construction and operation of the floodway.

e A concern was raised about the effects of the project on native plants and habitat and endangered
and threatened plant species in and around the floodway and assumes this will be addressed in the
EIA. For example, Lead Plant (Amorpha canescens) samples have been identified along the east bank
close to Inlet Control Structure generally along the line of the 1997 flood event.

e Would like to see recognition and protection of various ground nesting birds in the project. Northern
Harrier has been found nesting on the east bank of Floodway Channel in amongst existing spoil piles
sown with alfalfa. These are ground nesting birds.

e Location and operation of the siphon impacts drainage on both sides of floodway, particularly on the
west side, where it impacts root structures of trees. Concern that expansion of channel, if deepened,
will worsen this.

e SOS is excited about potential recreational development along the Floodway:

0 The first objective is the opportunity to help preserve the existing Seine River ecosystem and
ensuring that suitable recreational access is maintained.

0 The second objective includes developing opportunities that take advantage of the availability
of spoil material and developing linkages to other existing and future trail networks west of
the Red River.

o Current SOS activity includes enhancing these linkages.

e While the siphon is designed to divert peak flows into the floodway, SOS would also like to see if
there are ways of augmenting flows during summer low water flows given that the siphon does not
provide adequate “natural” flows west of the floodway during low water periods. (Group provided
additional information subsequent to meeting on report by Morley Smith (1992) entitled “Water
Management Strategies for the Lower Seine River” which suggests augmenting Seine River flows
during the summer with flows from the Red River Floodway channel).

e Mitigation for low flows includes replacement of existing siphon with one that more accurately reflects
the actual flows of the river. Suggested the original siphon was 60 inches in diameter.

e Vegetation introduced as cover for the Floodway channel should be native.

Environmental Assessment Process

e The organization feels that the global amount of intervener funding is inadequate for a project of this
magnitude. As well, concerns were raised about timing of funding. If funding is awarded too late in
the process, will the work proposed by SOS be completed in enough time to contribute to the review
process?

Existing Red River Floodway and Other Topics

e Noted potential sloughing of spoil piles along some east facing banks of existing floodway that should
be addressed.

e Greater emphasis needs to be placed on creating wetlands and valuing ecosystems such as the
Seine.

e Existing condition inadequate with the Seine Siphon. Concern that replacement of the existing
structures will merely perpetuate the existing poor condition. Existing flows are too low through the
siphon.

e Flows of Seine River within City of Winnipeg are unnatural:

0 Increased drainage by City causes large variations in water levels during summer water
events (run-off)

o0 There is no regulation of water use — golf courses withdraw irrigation volumes regardless of
flows
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e SOS upset that Grande Pointe diversion was done without any consultation with the group,
particularly on a project that has noticeable downstream impacts.

e Existing control structure on the east side includes a debris catcher that frequently gets clogged with
debris, severely restricting flows. SOS members traditionally service the screening gates to ensure
they are clean and are concerned about personal safety. Replacement of this catcher with another
one will simply perpetuate the problem.

Key Perspectives from the Environmental Assessment Team

e The decision to consider the Floodway Expansion Project option was the outcome of numerous
studies and consultations, which evaluated alternatives to improve flood protection for the Winnipeg
area.

e Before construction can proceed on the project, a license must be obtained under the provincial
Environment Act, and federal approvals must be granted. As part of this process, a comprehensive
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must be prepared to meet the requirements of these
processes. The completed EIS will be subject to public review, including hearings conducted by the
Manitoba Clean Environment Commission.

e The EIS, which documents the results of the EIA process, is expected to be completed in August of
2004.

e As part of the EIA process, the Environmental Assessment Study Team will be conducting a PIP. The
PIP for the EIA is independent of any other public consultation that MFEA will be undertaking. This
workshop is part of the first round of the PIP process for the EIA. The results of the program will be
used by the study team to identify and evaluate potential effects and mitigation measures. Three
rounds of public involvement are planned as follows:

0 Round 1 - to begin dialogue, provide information, identify issues

0 Round 2 (to take place in May and June) — to share and seek feedback on initial
assessment, discuss ideas to mitigate impacts

0 Round 3 - to review results of the EIA

e Specifically, the purpose of Round One of the PIP is to identify initial issues and concerns of the
public regarding the proposed Floodway Expansion Project. Detailed information regarding
anticipated project effects will be made available during future rounds of public involvement as the
Environmental Assessment process moves forward.

e Notes summarizing the highlights of this meeting will be prepared and distributed to participants for
review and comment. Once revised and finalized, the notes will be posted on the Project web site
(www.floodwayeia.com) as part of the Winnipeg Workshop Round One session.

e Information from existing sources indicates that the effects of the proposed project will vary
substantially from area to area. To recognize and account for these differences, the study region has
been divided into six zones. A color map showing the zones and initial list of key impacts is presented
in the newsletter.

e MFEA will be holding public involvement events in the near future to address the following topics:

o0 Compensation

Recreational opportunities associated with the project

Spring operations

Summer operations

State of nature water levels.

e The floodway will not necessarily be deepened and widened along its entire length; decisions
pertaining to what areas of the floodway will be deepened and widened have not been made.

e The Project Description is evolving based on ongoing engineering studies. The first iteration of these
studies was recently completed, and efforts are now underway to revise the Project Description to
maximize the capacity of the floodway in the most economically efficient manner.

(o}
(o}
o}
(o}

Appendix 3B Page 3B - 112 Issue ldentification



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project August 2004

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

3.5 WORKSHOP PRESENTATION/ACTION TRACKERS

3.5.1 Typical Presentation

Proposed Red River
Floodway Expansion Project

Environmental Impact Assessment
Round One of Public Involvement

Winnipeg Workshop
March 11t 2004

Winnipeg, Manitoba

Froposed Floodway Expansion FmF:;t
¥ 1 i BT :
| & Pl P www.floodwayeia.com
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Meeting Agenda

 Introduction & Background to Project
» Overview of Current Project Features

* Overview of the Environmental Impact
Assessment Process

* Questions and Discussion regarding the
Environmental Assessment Process

* Closing Comments - Next Steps

Proposad Flm:rdvu EIPA_I_II:'.Iﬂﬂ Prn.p:;_-:
N - ‘;ﬁfiﬁé—' i www.floodwayeia.com

Introduction

* Following the 1997 Red River Flood:

— Extensive studies and consultation were conducted to identify
and evaluate alternatives to improve flood protection for the
Winnipeg area.

— The Floodway Expansion option was identified as the
preferred option.

* Before construction can proceed, a license must be
obtained under the provincial Environment Act and federal
approvals must be granted.

* Arequirement of obtaining the necessary licenses and
approvals is the completion of an Environmental Impact
Assessment (EIA).

Propodsad Flm:rdvu Expa._r_ll:'.lnn Pm.p_n-c-:
s ke www.floodwayeia.com
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Introduction

* TetrES Consultants Inc. and InterGroup Consultants Ltd.
have been hired by the Manitoba Floodway Expansion
Authority (MFEA) to undertake an independent EIA of the
proposed Floodway Expansion Project.

* As part of the EIA process, the Environmental
Assessment Study Team will be conducting a Public
Involvement Program. Input received from participants will
help the Study Team identify potential affects as well as
mitigation measures.

* The outcomes of the EIA and Public Involvement
processes will be reported on in an Environmental Impact
Statement, expected to be completed in the Fall of 2004.

Propodsad Flm:rdvu Expansian Project

. ‘gﬁf‘.’iﬁé—' Erve www.floodwayeia.com

Purpose of Meeting

» This meeting is part of the first round of public
involvement. It is intended to:

— Begin dialogue about the Environmental Impact Assessment
process,

— Provide basic background information and schedule for the
Environmental Assessment process, and

— Hear about, and in some cases confirm, any initial concerns,
comments or issues you may have about the proposed
Project.

Propodsad Flm:rdvu Expa._r_ll:'.lnn Pm.p_n-c-:
s ke www.floodwayeia.com
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Background

* Following the 1997 event, various levels of government
initiated public meetings and commissioned engineering
studies to:

— Assess the vulnerability of the &
existing Floodway
infrastructure to flood
damage, and

— Identify preferred options for
providing a major increase in
flood protection for the City of
Winnipeg.

The existing Floodway Control Structure and
Channel during the 1997 Red River Flood.

* The proposed Floodway Expansion Project will increase
the level of flood protection for the Winnipeg area from a 1
in 90 year flood to a 1 in 700 year flood.

Proposed Floodwa Expansion Project

\ xr-,h‘;:ig/ grmus www.floodwayeia.com

Background

Government of Manitoba has established the Manitoba
Floodway Expansion Authority (MFEA), and charged it with
responsibility of expanding the existing Red River Floodway.

L]

MFEA is the proponent for the proposed Project.

L]

During 2004, MFEA will oversee a variety of activities to prepare
for development, including:

— ongoing project pre-design and engineering,
— exploring potential recreational features along the floodway,
— environmental assessment and licensing of the Project.

L]

MFEA will be conducting a series of public involvement activities
related to these responsibilities. These activities are separate
from the EIA Public Involvement Program.

Prﬁ.)q‘.lll.dﬂ F | E'lpi.llilﬁll P'l‘r.'||.|lt1:
8 o L 1
w .. ._,.r.&al':i‘:_ 4 www.floodwayeia.com
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Project Features
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Design of the Floodway
Expansion Project
continues to be refined,
and will evolve and
improve as input is
received through
ongoing engineering
studies, the EIA process
and the Public
Involvement Program.
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Channel Widening and Deepening

* The existing 46 km (29 mile) Floodway Channel will be
made wider and deeper.

* Channel width would increase by approximately 110
metres (360 ft), and the Channel depth would increase by
up to 2 metres (6.5 ft).

* Approximately 34 million cubic metres (45 million cubic
yards) of earth would be excavated from the Floodway
Channel.

* Capacity of the Floodway Channel would increase to
approximately 3960 m? (140,000 cubic feet) of water flow
from 1700 m?3 (60,000 cubic feet) of water per second.

Fropoted Floodway Expansion Project

| &4 _,_‘;"E"_ﬁ;:x e www.floodwayeia.com
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Inlet and Outlet Control
Structures

e Upgrades to the inlet control structure would include an enhanced fire
protection system, installation of additional riprap, and erosion control
measures. :

* Both the outlet control
structure and channel that
discharges water from the
Floodway back into the Red
River would be widened.

e Measures to improve
riverbank stability and
erosion protection in the
Red River north of the
outlet would be undertaken.

Floodway Outlet north of Lockport on the Red River

Proposad Floodway Expansion Project
— — .._-1 r

e " www.floodwayeia.com
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Services and Utilities

As a result of the expansion
activities, modifications will
be made to:
— existing railway and
highway bridges,
— transmission lines,
— drainage structures,

— and other crossings such
as the City of Winnipeg
Aqueducts and the Seine
River siphon.

Hydro transmission lines are one of several
services crossing the Floodway Channel

Proposad Floodway Expansion Project
= = e

T Lo I e www.floodwayeia.com
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West Dyke Enhancement

» The West dyke extends 70 km (44 miles) from the
Floodway inlet control structure in a generally south
westerly direction to tie into high ground at the west side

of the Red River Valley.

» Expansion of the existing Floodway would require the
West Dyke to raised in order to increase the freeboard
(space between the water level and the top of the dyke).

» The height of the Dyke would be increased by varying
amounts up to 1.2 metres (4 feet).

Froposad Floodway Expansion Project
po el joct

. ﬁ...""im-.az" e * www.floodwayeia.com
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City of Winnipeg
Flood Improvements

» The Floodway Expansion Project also includes the
concept of a series of improvements to the flood
protection infrastructure within Winnipeg.

» This work will be carried out by the City of Winnipeg.

» Flood improvement activities within the City of Winnipeg
are not considered as part of the EIA process.

Propodsad Flm:rdvu E';pa._r_ll:'.lnn Pm.p_n-c-:
| &g ﬁ_firff s * www.floodwayeia.com
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Environmental Assessment
Process

» Earlier studies and research have provided an initial
understanding of public and environmental issues
associated with the Project.

» For the purpose of the EIA, a broad study region has been
identified.

» Within this study region, there is substantial variation in
the types of impacts that are anticipated. To recognize
these differences the study region has been divided into
Six zones.

Propodsad Flm:rdvu E;pa.n..lnn Projact
L g | .-F'v-m- _‘f e * www.floodwayeia.com
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* Purpose: to identify potential effects the Project may have
on the environment and on people, and identify ways to
enhance positive Project effects and to mitigate
(reduce/avoid) adverse Project effects.

* Avariety of information sources will be used in the EIA
process, including:
— Project Description,
— Environmental Baseline Studies,
— Input received through the Public Involvement Program, and

— Other relevant experience.

Propodsad Flnandnu Expansian Project

(&1 Pl www.floodwayeia.com
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Environmental Impact Assessment Process

@ o S

Environmental Impact
Assessment

Y

Mitigation and
Enhancement Measures

A
Y

Public Involvement Program

Residual Impacts

Y

Propodsad Flnandnu Expansian Project
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Regulatory Review Process

* Manitoba and Canada have agreed both governments will
participate in a cooperative review of the proposed
Project.

¢ July 2003: MFEA formally initiated the regulatory review
process by submitting an Environment Act Proposal Form
with Manitoba Conservation.

* August 2003: Draft Guidelines for the preparation of the
Project EIS were developed and posted on the Manitoba
Government web site. These Guidelines will be refined to
provide further guidance to the EIA.

Froposad Floodway Expansion Project
po el joct

. ﬁ..r.""im-.az’ e * www.floodwayeia.com

Regulatory Review Process

* The completed Project EIS will be subject to public review,
including public hearings conducted by the Manitoba
Clean Environment Commission.

* Following the completion of public hearings:

— The Clean Environment Commission will provide
advice and recommendations to the provincial Minister
of Conservation.

— Federal Responsible Authorities and Ministers will
make recommendations regarding applicable federal
approvals.

Propodsad Flm:rdvu E';pa._r_ll:'.lnn Pm.p_n-c-:
== ﬁﬁfiﬁf’ s * www.floodwayeia.com
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EIA Public Involvement Program

* Animportant part of the environmental assessment
process for the proposed Project.

» Federal and provincial legislation require that the EIA
process provides for, and incorporates the results of,
“meaningful public involvement.”

* Intended to provide early and ongoing opportunities
for citizens to receive information on, and provide
their views about the EIA process, potential Project
effects and measures to mitigate those effects.

Propodsad Flm:rdvu Expansian Project
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EIA Public Involvement Program

» There will be three rounds of public involvement:

— Round One will focus on introducing the EIA process, and
on identifying any initial issues and concerns the public may
have about the Project.

— Round Two will focus on communicating the initial EIA
findings, as well as possible enhancement, mitigation and
compensation measures.

— Round Three will focus on reviewing the results of the EIA,
including any proposed mitigation and compensation
measures.

Propodsad Flm:rdvu E';pa._r_ll:'.lnn Pm.p_n-c-:
| &g ﬁ_firff s * www.floodwayeia.com
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We are interested in any feedback
you may have about the proposed Project,
EIA process and

Public Involvement Program.

Proposad Fll:mdw-.i E..pa.ri..l:m F‘l‘ﬂ]itt

™ o _f_,‘:.a www.floodwayeia.com
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Next Steps

* Following this meeting, meeting notes will be
returned to you for review.

» A series of public Open Houses and stakeholder
workshops will be held in the study region over
the coming weeks. These events will focus on
the same materials presented today.

* The EIA studies will be ongoing, and the results
will be communicated to you over the next two
rounds of public involvement.

Propodsad Flm:rdvu Expa._r_ll:'.lnn Pm.p:;_-:
- A e 1
. “ﬁ-fsiﬁ_f € www.floodwayeia.com
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For More Information:

Visit our EIA Web site at:

www.floodwayeia.com

Contact:
John Osler or Denis De Pape

(204) 942-0654

Propodsad Flm:rdvu Expa._r_ll:'.lnn Pm.p_n-c-:
== “ﬁ-fiﬁé—"’ o www.floodwayeia.com
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3.5.2 Meeting Notes Tracker

Status of Notes from Workshops — Round One

Date of Workshop Note taker Internal Review MFEA Review Stakeholder review - 1st draft Call stakeholder if no Final version to Post on
workshop date sent | date rec. changes date sent | date rec. changes date sent to Post on Notes Sent - contact person of | comments received within | changes | cOmments with review stakeholders floodway eia
made made stakeholder Jotanet Org ihe review period made period and Roger website
North Ritchot Action Committee N/A Mar 29 - notes fine
Ste Agathe Dr. Rob Stewart
16-Feb-04] Workshop Laura - IG Mar. 5 Mar. 5 Apr. 19 Yes
Market Gardeners - Mr. Albert N/A A. Sumka - Left mes. - Mar
Sumka 30, Apr. 7 and 12 - unable
to get in contact with Org.
" " Apr. 19 "
768 Association - Mr. Robert Mar. 22 - fax yes N/A
Duerksen
" " Apr. 19 "
Red River Valley Group - Mr. Mar. 24 - Phone call yes N/A
Frank Woytowich
" " Apr. 19 "
Resident of Ste. Agathe - Mr. N/A S. Grant - notes fine
" " ant Apr. 19 "
Area Resident - John Stevenson N/A April 5, 12 - will call back in|
few days with comments
26-Feb-04] Selkirk Workshop |Brett-1G Mar. 8 Mar. 10 yes Mar. 12 Mar. 12 yes Mar. 16 Mar. 16 Apr. 21 "
Coalition for Flood Protection N/A April 5 - left mes. to call -
North of the Floodway - Mr. Apr. 12, 19 - busy signal -
Jack Jonasson spoke with Jack on Apr. 20
" " - nates fine Apr. 21 "
Red River Valley Group - Mr. yes April 2 - make changes
Frank Woytowich
" " Apr. 21 "
Cooks Creek Conservation April . 8 yes N/A
District - Jake Buhler
01-Mar-04] Dugald Workshop|Brett - IG Mar. 16 Mar. 24 yes Mar. 24 Mar. 25 yes Mar. 30 Mar. 30 Apr. 27 Yes
'Winnipeg Rock and Mineral Club]April . 5 -received e-mail yes N/A
- Grant Rondeau comments
" " Apr. 27 "
Springhill Winter Park - Gary N/A e-mailed Apr. 19 and other
MacKinnon times - no response
" " Apr. 29 -e-mail "
Manitoba Horse Council - Lyn yes left mes. April 19 - in
Book contact on April 20 - made
changes over the phone
" " Apr. 27 "
called Frank to get Ted's
Manitoba Freestyle Association - number; Talked to Ted on
" " Ted Monk N/A Apr. 28, notes fine Apr. 27 "
Winnipeg Apr. 1 Apr. 1 'Winnipeg Humane Society - Apr. 21- left message -
11-Mar-04] Workshop Brett - IG Mar. 22 Mar. 25 Mar. 25 Mar. 29 Mar. 31 yes Vicki Burns N/A called back - notes fine Apr. 27 Yes
" " ‘Water Wisdom - Trish Sellers N/A Apr. 21- left message Apr. 27 B
Apr. 21- Ieft message -
U of M - Faculty of Env. Dr. called back Apr. 27 - notes
" " Leslie King N/A fine Apr. 27 "
North Turnbull Drive Group - Apr. 21- left message with
" " Bonnie Bell N/A Bonnie Apr. 27 "
" " Ducks Unlimited - Larry Levens N/A Apr. 21- left message Apr. 27 "
Apr. 21- left message -
U of W (Dept. Env) - Alan Alan called back - notes
" " Diduck N/A fine Apr. 27 "
Consumers for Responsible
" " Energy - Bruce Hildebrand N/A Apr. 21- left message Apr. 27 "
Native Orchid Conservation -
Peggy Bainard-Acheson
" " N/A Apr. 21- left message Apr. 27 "
" " NRI - John Sinclair N/A Apr. 21- left message Apr. 27 "
" " CNF - Gaile-Whelan-Enns N/A Apr. 21- left message Apr. 27 "
Pembian Valley Conservation Apr. 27 - notes fine - talke
" District-Cliff Greenfield N/A to attendee Apr. 27 "
TAt. EroSIon CoNntrol Assoc. - pr. 21- Talked to Mark -
" " Mark Myrowich N/A notes fine Apr. 27 "
Tecenveq e-man Apr. 29
10-Mar-04|SOS meeting Apr. 8 Apr.8 SOS - David Danyluk Yes - e-mail - notes fine  |N/A notes fine Apr. 29 -e-mailed Yes
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3.5.3 Action Items Tracker

Action Items from Workshops — Round One

Date of | Workshop Note Action/item request Who is Action/item
Workshop Taker responsible | request completed
16-Feb-04 Ste. Agathe | Laura - Jim Thomson offered to look into how comments MFEA

Workshop IG submitted regarding the Project Description have been
incorporated into the engineering studies. Meeting was held on
MFEA March 30, 2004, to
Rick Hay offered to have further discussions with discuss issues
members of the Red River Valley Group regarding the surrounding the project,
feasibility of a diversionary channel and mega-lift pump including the action
stations as an alternative to expanding the existing items.
floodway.
26-Feb-04 Selkirk Brett - IG | No action items. N/A N/A
Workshop
01-Mar-04 Dugald Brett - IG | MFEA will send recreation proposals to: Manitoba MFEA Yes
Workshop Freestyle Ski Association, Manitoba Horse Council,
Winnipeg Rock and Mineral club, Springhill Winter Park,
and to the Cooks Creek Conservation District.
11-Mar-04 Winnipeg Brett - IG | The International Erosion Control Association MFEA Meeting held on June 3,
Workshop requested a meeting with project engineers to discuss 2004
erosion control measures.
The Canadian Nature Federation will provide the Brett Requested information
Environmental Assessment Team with information but did not receive a
regarding protected areas in the capital region. response.
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3.6 OPEN HOUSES
3.6.1 Overview

A total of four public open houses were held during Round One. Table 3B.6-1 outlines the dates and
locations of each open house, as well as the newspapers that were used to advertise the events.

Table 3B.6-1
Round 1 Open Houses

Date Location Newspaper Communication
February 17, 2004 | Ste. Agathe Hall The Carillon
La Liberte

The Scratching Post

The Valley Leader

Emerson South East Journal
The Echo

The Headliner

February 25, 2004 | Selkirk Royal Canadian Legion Hall | Selkirk Journal

March 2, 2004 Dugald Community Club Interlake Spectator
The Review

March 10, 2004 Holiday Inn South, Winnipeg Winnipeg Free Press
Winnipeg Sun

Each open house commenced at 4:00 pm and ended at approximately 9:00 pm. Between 4:00 and 8:00
pm, members of the Environmental Assessment Team toured groups of people through 30 storyboards,
explaining information about the proposed Project, the EIA, the PIP, and answered any questions. When
guestions arose that dealt with specific components of the Project, members of MFEA were available to
join the groups at relevant storyboards to answer questions.

At 8:00 pm a formal question and answer session took place and both Environmental Assessment Team
and MFEA representatives were available to answer questions. At each open house an independent
consultant moderated the question and answer session. All comments and concerns raised by open
house participants were documented by the Environmental Assessment Team and were used to create an
issues-tracking system. The results were compiled and documented in a report entitled “Issues Raised
During Round One Open Houses — Summary Report” (See Appendix 3B). The report allows one to: 1)
identify issues common to all of the six zones delineated during the EIA study process; and 2) identify
issues that are more site-specific or local in nature. Questionnaires were also distributed after attendees
participated in the moderated question and answer session to find out their feelings about the Project,
the EIA and the PIP. Furthermore, the moderator provided an independent report to MFEA and the
Environmental Assessment Team summarizing the issues identified by open house participants (See
Appendix 3B). The above documents are located in the open house documents’ section.

The following information is documented for each open house:
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e Contacted media list

e Letter to media, including newspaper invitation

e Sign-in sheet

3.6.2 Ste. Agathe Open House
Contacted Media List

MEDIA

MANITOBA TELEVISION & RADIO STATIONS

A Channel

8 Forks Market Road
Winnipeg MB R3C 4Y3
Phone: 947-9613

Fax: 956-0811

CBWT (CBC 24 Hours) Wpg.
541 Portage Ave. R3C 2G1
News Phone; 788-3742

Bus. Phone; 788-3222

News Fax: 788-3643

> Bus. Fax: 788-3104

GLOBAL TV

603 St. Mary's Rd R2M 3L8
News Phone: 233-2563

Bus: Phone: 233-3304

Bus. Fax: 233-5615

Bus. Fax: 783-4841

CFAM Altona

9 Centre Ave. Bx 950 ROG OBO
News Phone; 324-6464

Bus. Phone: 324-6464

Fax: 324-8918

CHSM Steinbach

250 Main St. ROA 2A0
News Phone: 326-1010
Bus. Phone: 326-3737
Fax: 324-8918

CBWFT Winnipeg

541 Portage Ave. R3C 2G1
News Phone: 788-3262
Bus. Phone: 788-3141
News Fax: 788-3255

Bus. Fax: 788-3255

Aboriginal People's TV Network
2nd Floor - 339 Portage Ave
Winnipeg MB R3B 2C3

Phone: 947-9331

Fax: 947-9307

CKY Winnipeg

Polo Park R3G OL7
News Phone: 775-8016
Bus. Phone: 788-3300
News Fax: 780-3297

CKSB St. Boniface

607 rue Langevin, R2H 2W2
News Phone: 237-7029

Bus. Phone: 788-3236

News Fax: 788-3789

Bus. Fax: 788-3245

CKMW Winkler

Box 1570, R6W 4B5
News Phone: 325-6397
Bus. Phone: 325-9506
News Fax: 325-2206
Bus. Fax: 324-8918
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CJYOB Winnipeg CKJS Winnipeg

930 Portage Ave. R3G OP8§ 520 Coyrdon Ave. R3L OP1
News Phone: 788-3423 News Phone: 477-1221

Bus. Phone: 786-2471 Bus. Phone: 477-1221

News Fax: 780-2222 Fax: 453-8244

Bus. Fax: 783-4512

CKY Winnipeg CKXL (French) Winnipeg

Polo Park R3G OL7 340 Provencher Boulevard RZH OG7
News Phone: 780-6397 News Phone: 233-4243

Bus. Phone: 788-3400 Fax: 233-3324

> News Fax: 780-8329
> Bus. Fax: 788-3401

CBC (Info Radio)Winnipeg
541 Portage Ave. R3C
News Phone: 788-3216
Fax: 788-3227

MANITOBA DAILY NEWSPAPERS

Winnipeg Sun

1700 Church Ave. R2X 3A2
News Phone: 632-2780

Bus. Phone; 694-2022
News Fax: 697-0759

News Fax: 697-7412

Bus. Fax: 697-7344

BN/Canadian Press
101-386 Broadway R3C
Bus. Phone: 942-8188
Fax: 942-4788

Manitoba Community Newspapers
310-275 Portage

Bus Phone: 947-1691

Fax No: 947-1919

Winnipeg Free Press

1355 Mountain Ave. R2X 3B6
News Phone: 697-7230

Phone: 697-7000, 697-7327
Phone: 697-7302, 697-7309
Bus. Fax: 694-2347
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TRADES AND WEEKLIES

‘Western Producer

806-220 Portage Ave.

Winnipeg, Manitoba

Bus. Phone: 943-6294 or 943-6285
Fax: 957-0762

La Liberte(French) Winnipeg
340 Provencher Blvd R2H OG7
Bus. Phone: 247-4823

Fax: 231-1008

The Carillon

Circulation: Tache, Richot, Niverville
377 Main St. Steinbach, ROA 2A0
Phone: 1-204-326-3421

Fax: 1-204-326-4860
thecarillon@derksenprinters.com
Emerson Southeast Journal
Circulation: Montcalm

15 Main Street, ROA 010

Phone: 1-204-373-2493

Fax: 1- 204-373-2084

emerson@southeast-journal.com

Headingly Headliner

Circulation: McDonald

2-126 Bridge Road, Headingly, R4H 1H1
Phone: 897-5770

Fax: 8§97-1844

headliner@man.net

Scratching River Post

Circulation: Richot, Morris, Niverville
143 Charles St. Morris PO 160, R0G 1K0
Phone: 1-204-746-2823

Fex: 1-204-746-8867

CWWNews(@mts.net

Manitoba Cooperator (Winnipeg)
220 Portage Ave., R3C QA6
Bus. Phone: 934-0401

Fax: 934-0480

Canadian Publishers (Winnipeg)
2110 Notre Dame R3H OK1
Bus. Phone: 694-0173

Fax: 949-6100

Valley Leader

Circulation: MacDonald

70 Main St. Carmen, PO 70, ROG 0G0
Phone: 1-204-745-2051

Fax: 1-204-745-3976
ads(@winklertimes.com

The Red River Valley Echo
Circulation: Rhineland
Box 700, Altona, ROG 0B0
Phone: 1-204-324-5001
Fax: 1-204-324-1402
aliona echo(@mis.net
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Letter to Media

FE—
603-386 Broadway G. Rempel, M.Sc, P. Eng. President

Winnipeg, Manitoba .M. McKernan, #.5¢,, M.ES. Vice-President
e r CANADA, R3C 3R6 D. Morgan, Ph.D,, P. Eng.

Associates
B. McMahon, M.Sc.

CONSULTANTS INC. .
Phone: {204} 942-2505 G. Moh, P, Eng,

olutions for tainable Environment FAX: (204) 942-2548 . Rempel, P. Eng

www.tetres.ca

Comprehensive Multidisciplinary Environmental Services

O

O

0211-A-09-30
February 16, 2004

Manitoba Cooperator (Winnipeg)
220 Portage Ave. R3C CAS
Bus. Phone: 934-0401 Fax: 934-0480

Dear Media Member:

The Manitoba Government is proposing an expansion of the Winnipeg Floodway. The province
has established the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority fo administer the project. This
proposed project is subject to provincial and federal environmental legislation requiring
evaluation of potential environmental impacts and their abilites to be mitigated. A key
component of any competent Environmental Impact Assessment ("EIA") process is a process of
soliciting and documenting public perceptions, concerns and suggestions about the proposed
project.

TetrES Consultants Inc. and InterGroup Consultants Ltd. were selected by the Authority to
design and undertake the necessary assessments. A major component of the assessment
process Is a series of advertised public "Open Houses" planned to occur in selected
communities in southern Manitoba. The initial 'round' of Open Houses begins this Tuesday,
February 17, 2004 at the Ste. Agathe Hall, 183 Chemin Pembina Trail in Ste. Agathe, from 4:00
te 9:00 p.m. Additional Open Houses in this initial round will be held on:

e February 25", at the Selkirk Royal Canadian Legion Hall (403 Eveline Street);
e March 2™, at the Dugald Community Club (543 Holland St); and
« March 10", at the Holiday Inn South (1330 Pembina Hwy).

A moderated "Question and Answer" session will be part of each Open House, in each
community. It is expected that 2 more rounds of such Open Houses will occur through the
balance of the EIA consultation process (see attachment).

We invite each of you to understand and participate in the process.

Opportunity for the media to have a special viewing of the public- information materials
involved in the Open Houses will occur at 1:30 p.m. each day that an Open House is
scheduled in each of these communities. Representatives of the Authority, TetrES and/or
InterGroup will be present at all Open Houses to respond to public queries and suggestions.
Study Team Representatives will be available to the media at the 1:30 viewing opportunity for
the media at each Open House.

The first opportunity for the média to be briefed on the Floodway EIA Public-Consultation
Process is this Tuesday, at 1:30 p.m., at the Ste. Agathe Hall. Your host will be Michael
McKernan of TetrES Consultants. If you have guestions about the Open Houses process,
please contact me at the following numbers:
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+ Office - 942-2505.
o Cell-781-8324.

Further information about the proposed project and the EIA process is available at
www.floodwayeia.com.

If you'd like to discuss the overall Public-Consultation Process further, please call John Osler
(InterGroup Consultants) at 942-0654.

Yours truly,

TefrES Consultants [nc.

é‘,’i‘f;c?g‘;fema“' MES. MSe. Invitation to Public Open Houses
Jimmikmisme ) G
1025.LET
Attachment
D Information and Public Involvement:
Environmental Assessment

of the Proposed Floodway

Expansion Project

TetrES Consultants and InterGroup Consultants are
conducting an independent Environmental Impact Assessment {EIA) of
the proposed Floodway Expansion. Thiree rounds of public
involvement are planned during the Environmental Assessment,

Yeu are invited to meet the Assessment Team and Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority Project Managers to Jeam about the Proposal, the
Assessment and Public Processes, and to provide your comments and
questions at 2 series of identical Public Open Houses at the location

_ hearest you:

STE. AGATHE:
Tu. Agathe Hall (183 Chemin Pembina Trcillsssssss February 17, 2004

SELKIRI:

Seliiric Royal Canadlan
Leglon Hall (403 Eveling Streethmmmsmanssseresss F@bPUAry 25, 2004

DUGALD:
Dugald Community Club (543 Hollond StreetfasssssssndViarch 2, 2004

WINNIPEG:
Haliday Inn South (1330 Pembing Hwyhesssrsensassa¥arch 10, 2004

Open Houses open between 4 and 8 p.m.
Question and Answer Pericd between 8 and 9 pam.

For more info, contact TetrES at 204-942-2505
www.floodwayeia.com

InterGroup

FFYS IR
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Sign in sheet

Ste. Agathe Public Open House
Red River Floodway Expansion Project

February 17, 2004
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Ste. Agathe Public Open House

Red River Floodway Expansion Project
February 17, 2004
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(D Ste. Agathe Public Open House
Red River Floodway Expansion Project
February 17, 2004
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3.6.3 Selkirk Open House
Contacted Media List

MEDIA

MANITOBA TELEVISION & RADIO STATIONS

A Channel

8 Forks Market Road
Winnipeg MB R3C 4Y3
Phone: 047-9613

Fax: 956-0811

CBWT (CBC 24 Hours) Wpg.

541 Portage Ave. R3C 2G1
News Phone: 788-3742
Bus. Phone: 788-3222
News Fax: 788-3643

> Bus. Fax: 788-3104

GLOBALTV

603 St. Mary's Rd R2ZM 3L8
News Phone: 233-2563

Bus: Phone: 233-3304

Bus. Fax: 233-5615

Bus. Fax; 783-4841

CKSB St. Boniface

607 rue Langevin, R2H 2W2
News Phone: 237-7029

Bus. Phone: 788-3236

News Fax: 788-3789

Bus. Fax: 788-3245

CIOB Winnipeg

930 Portage Ave. R3G OPR
News Phone: 788-3423

Bus., Phone: 786-2471

CBWFT Winnipeg

541 Portage Ave. R3C 2G1
News Phene: 788-3262
Bus. Phone: 788-3141
News Fax: 788-3255

Bus. Fax: 788-3255

Aboriginal People's TV Network
2nd Floor - 339 Portage Ave
Winnipeg MB R3B 2C3

Phone: 947-9331

Fax: 947-9307

CKY Winnipeg

Pole Park R3G OL7
News Phone: 775-8016
Bus. Phone: 788-3300
News Fax: 780-3297

CKJS Winnipeg

520 Corydon Ave. R3L OP1
News Phone: 477-1221

Bus. Phone: 477-1221

News Fax: 780-2222 Fax: 453-8244
Bus. Fax: 783-4512
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CKY Winnipeg CKXL (French) Winnipeg

Polo Park R3GOL7 340 Provencher Boulevard R2H OG7
News Phone: 780-6397 News Phone: 233-4243

Bus. Phone: 788-3400 Fax: 233-3324

> News Fax: 780-8329
> Bus. Fax: 788-3401

CBC (Info Radio)Winnipeg
541 Portage Ave. R3C
News Phone: 788-3216
Fax: 788-3227

MANITOBA DAILY NEWSPAPERS

Winnipeg Sun .
1700 Church Ave. R2X 3A2
News Phone: 632-2780

Bus. Phone: 694-2022

News Fax: 687-0759

News Fax: 697-7412

Bus. Fax: 697-7344

BN/Canadian Press
101-386 Broadway R3C
Bus. Phone: 942-8188
Fax: 942-47883

Manitoba Community Newspapers
310-275 Portage

Bus Phone: 947-1691

Fax No: 947-1919

TRADES AND WEEKLIES

Winnipeg Free Press

1355 Mountain Ave, R2X 3B6
News Phone: 697-7230

Phone: 697-7000, 697-7327
Phone: 697-7302, 697-7309
Bus. Fax: 694-2347

The Selkirk Journal; Interlake Spectator; The Review

217 Clandeboye Ave Selkirk R1A 0X2
Phone: 1-204-482-7402
Fax: 1-204-482-3336

E-mail: sjournal@mts.net
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R ' o FA)L(E @
N - 603-386 Broadway ' G. Rempel, M.5c., P, Eng. President

' Winnipeg, Manitcha J.M. McKernan, M.Sc., M.ES. Vice-Presicent
e r , CANADA, R3C 3R6 D. Morgan, Ph.D,, P. Eng.
Associates

CONS U LTAN T.S INC. Phone: (204} 942-2505 . g, ﬂcﬁ?nénm'sc'
sinable Environment FAX:  (204) 942-2548 R..Remp{el,‘P. EEI';g.

www.letres.ca

Comprehensive Multidisciplinary Environmental Services

0211-A-09-30
February 23, 2004

A Channel _
8 Forks Market Road Phone: 947-9613
Winnipeg MB R3C 4Y3 Fax: 956-0811

Dear Media Member:

The Manitoba Government is proposing an expansion of the Winnipeg Floodway. The province
has established the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority to administer the project. This
proposed project is subject to provincial and federal environmental legislation requiring
evaluation of potential environmental impacts and their abilites to be mitigated. A key
component of any competent Environmental Impact Assessment ("EIA") process is a process of
soliciting and documenting public perceptions, concemns and suggestions about the proposed
project.

TetrES Consultants Inc. and InterGroup Consultants Ltd. were selected by the Authority to

P design and undertake the necessary assessments. A major component of the assessment
_—(J} process is a series of advertised public "Open Houses" planned to occur in selected
' communities in southem Manitoba. The initial round' of Open Houses began last Tuesday,
February 17, 2004 at the Ste. Agathe Hall in Ste. Agathe. The next Open House will occur

this Wednesday, February 25" at the Selkirk Royal Canadian Legion Hall, 403 Eveline

Street in Selkirk from 4:00 to 9:00 p.m. -Additional Open Houses in this initial round will be

held on:

* March 2™, at the Dugald Community Club (543 Holland St); and
* March 10, at the Holiday Inn South (1330 Pembina Hwy).

A moderated "Question and Answer” session will be part of each Open House, in each
community. It is expected that 2 more rounds of such Open Houses will occur through the
balance of the EIA consultation process (see attachment).

We invite each of you to understand and participate in the process.

Opportunity for the media to have a special viewing of the public- information materials
involved in the Open Houses will occur at 1:30 p.m. each day that an Open House is
scheduled in each of these communities. Representatives of the Authority, TetrES and/or
InterGroup will be present at all Open Houses to respond to public queries and suggestions.
Study Team Representatives will be available to the media at the 1:30 viewing opportunity for
the media at each Cpen House.

The second opportunity for the media to be briefed on the Floodway EIA Public-
C] Consultation Process Is therefore this Wednesday, at 1:30 p.m., at the Selkirk Royal
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\ .
{ Canadian Legion Hall. Your host will be Michae! McKemnan of TetrES Consultants. If you
have questions about the Open Houses process, please contact me at the following numbers:

o Office - 942-2505,
s Cell-781-8324.

- Further information about the proposed project and the EIA process is available at
www.floodwayeia.com.

I you'd like to discuss the overali- Public-Consultation Process further, please call John Osler
(InterGroup Consultants) at 942-0654.

Yours truly,

TetrES Consultants Inc.

e

J.M. McKernan, M.E.S., M.Sc. PR ISR SR
Principal . N '
Information and Public Involvement:

Invitation to Public Open Hou

. ToiEre : Environmental Assessment
~Q  Attachment of the Proposed Floodway

Expansion Project

TetrES Consultants and [nterGroup Congultants are
conducting an independent Environmenital Impact Assessment (EIA) of
16.3.1 the proposed Floodway Expension. Three rounds of public

s involvement are planned during the Environmental Assessment.

YYou are invited to meer the Assessment Team and Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority Project Managers to learn about the Proposal, the
Assessment and Public Processes, and to provide your comments and
questions at a series of identical Public Open Houses at the location
. nearest you:
STE. AGATHE:
Ste. Agathe Hall (183 Chemin Pemiing Tralljusees.. February 17, 2004

SELKIRK:

Selkirk Royal Conadian .
Legion Hall (403 Eveiine Streetlummserassass wrenFebruary 25, 2004

DUGALD:
Dugald Community Ciub (543 Holond StresthmesessMarch 2, 2004

WINNIPEG:
Holiday lnn South ({330 Pembing HiplassssssesenMarch 10, 2004

Open Houses open between 4 and 8 p.m.
Question and Answer Period between 8and 9 pm.

For more info, contact TetrES at 204-942-2505

www.floodwayeia.com
. @.Imer(]roup'

T IRE T

TEAH
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Sign in Sheet

Selkirk Public Open House

Red River Floodway Expansion Project

- Prge | -

February 25, 2004
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—Paae 2—

Selkirk Public Open House
Red River Floodway Expansion Project
February 25, 2004
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— Phae >

() Selkirk Public Open House
a Red River Floodway Expansion Project
February 25, 2004
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— P 4~
& Selkirk Public Open House

Red River Floodway Expansion Project
February 25, 2004
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3.6.4 Dugald Open House
Contacted Media List

MEDIA

MANITOBA TELEVISION & RADIO STATIONS

A Channel

8 Forks Market Road
Winnipeg MB R3C 4Y3
Phone: 947-9613

Fax: 956-0811

CBWT (CBC 24 Hours) Wpg.
541 Paortage Ave. R3C 2G1
News Phone: 788-3742

Bus. Phone: 788-3222

News Fax: 788-3643

> Bus. Fax: 788-3104

GLOBAL TV

603 St. Mary's Rd R2M 3L8
News Phone: 233-2563

Bus: Phone; 233-3304

Bus. Fax: 233-5615

Bus. Fax: 783-4841

CKSB St. Boniface

607 rue Langevin, R2ZH 2W2
News Phone: 237-7029

Bus. Phone: 788-3236

News Fax: 788-3789

Bus. Fax: 788-3245

CIOB Winnipeg

930 Portage Ave. R3G OP8
News Phone: 788-3423
Bus. Phone: 786-2471

CBWFT Winnipeg

541 Portage Ave. R3C 2G1
News Phone: 788-3262
Bus. Phone: 788-3141
News Fax: 788-3255

Bus. Fax: 788-3255

Aboriginal People's TV Network
2nd Floor - 339 Portage Ave
Winnipsg MB R3B 2C3

Phone: 947-9331

Fax: 947-9307

CKY Winnipeg

Polo Park R3G OL7
News Phone: 775-8016
Bus. Phone: 788-3300
News Fax: 780-3297

CKJS Winnipeg :
520 Corydon Ave. R3L OP1
News Phone: 477-1221

Bus. Phone: 477-1221

News Fax: 780-2222 Fax: 453-8244
Bus. Fax: 783-4512
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CKY Winnipeg - CKXL (French) Winnipeg

Polo Park R3G OL7 340 Provencher Boulevard R2H OG7
News Phone: 780-6397 News Phone: 233-4243

Bus. Phone: 788-3400 Fax: 233-3324

> News Fax: 780-8329
> Bus. Fax: 788-3401

CBC (Info Radio)Winnipeg
541 Portage Ave. R3C
News Phone: 788-3216
Fax: 788-3227

MANITOBA DAILY NEWSPAPERS

Winnipeg Sun Winnipeg Free Press

1700 Church Ave, R2X 3A2 1355 Mountain Ave. R2X 3B6
News Phone: 632-2780 News Phone: 697-7230

Bus. Phone: 694-2022 Phone: 697-7000, 697-7327
News Fax: 697-0759 Phone: 697-7302, 697-7309
News Fax: 697-7412 Bus. Fax: 694-2347

Bus, Fax: 697-7344

BN/Canadian Press
101-386 Broadway R3C
Bus. Phone: 942-8188
Fax: 942-4788

Manitoba Community Newspapers
310-275 Portage

Bus Phone: 947-1691

Fax No: 947-1919

TRADES AND WEEKLIES

The Selkirk Joumnal; Interlake Spectator; The Review
217 Clandeboye Ave Selkitk R1A 0X2

Phone: 1-204-482-7402

Fax: 1-204-482-3336

E-mail: gjourmnal(@mis.net
P:0211-MB Cons Fldway\09 EIS\3_Public\Open House\MEDIA_Dugald.doc
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Letter to Media

) . Principals o
603-386 Broadway G. Rernpel, M.Sc., P. Eng. President

Winnipeg, Manitoba J.M. McKernan, M.Sc., MES. Vice-President
e r CANADA, R3C 3R6 D. Morgan, Ph.DD., P. Eng.
Associates
CONSULTANTS INC. Qs (204) 942-2505 B. McMahon, M.Sc.
b Solutio ¥ a Sustainable Environment .FAX: {204) "942_2543 (R]mEPEnaE
Comprehensive Multidisciplinaiy Environmental Services ww.telres.ca

E /8\ _x_ E D
0211-A-09-30 F “Yrearioy
March 1, 2004 ' ST
CBWFT Winnipeg

541 Portage Ave. R3C 2G1

News Phone: 788-3262 News Fax; 788-3255

Bus. Phone: 788-3141 Bus. Fax: 788-3255

~ Dear Media Member:

" The Manitoba Government is proposing an expansion of the Winnipeg Floodway. The province
has established the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority fo administer the project. This
proposed project is subject to provincial and federal environmental legislation requiring
evaluation of potential environmental impacts and their abilities to be mitigated. A key
component of any competent Environmental Impact Assessment ("EIA") process is a process of
soliciting and documenting public perceptions, concerns and suggestions about the proposed
project.

f:) TetrES Consultants Inc. and InterGroup Consultants Ltd. were selected by the Authority to
design and undertake the necessary assessments. A major component of the assessment

. process is a series of advertised public "Open Houses" planned to occur in selected
communities in southern Manitoba. The initial 'round' of Open Houses began on February 17,
2004 at the Ste. Agathe Hall in Ste. Agathe. A second Open House was then held last
Wednesday, February 25" in Selkirk. The next Open House will occur this Tuesday, March
2" at the Dugald Community Club, 543 Holland Street in Dugald from 4:00 to 9:00 p.m.
One final Open House In this initial round will be held on March 10", at the Holiday Inn South

(1330 Pembina Hwy?}.

A moderated "Question and Answer" session will be part of each Open House, in each
community. It is expected that 2 more rounds of such Open Houses will occur through the
balance of the ElA consultation process (see aftachment). .

We invite each of you to understand and pérﬁclpale in the process.

Opportunity for the media to have a special viewing of the public- information materials
involved in the Open Houses will occur at 1:30 p.m. each day that an Open House is
scheduled In each of these communities. Representatives of the Authority, TetrES and/or
InterGroup will be present at all Open Houses to respond to public queries and suggestions.
Study Team Representatives will be available o the media at the 1:30 viewing opportunity for
the media at each Open House.

The third opportunity for the media to be briefed on the Floodway EIA Public-

(’“\J Consultation Process is therefore this Tuesday, at 1:30 p.m., at the Dugald Community

. Club. Your host will be Michael McKernan of TetrES Consultants. [f you have questions about
the Open Houses process, please contact me at the following numbers:

Appendix 3B Page 3B - 147 Issue ldentification



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

August 2004

Media Member
March 1, 2004
Page 2

) ‘

2= e Office - 942-2505.

¢ Cell-781-8324.

Further information about the proposed project and the EIA process is available at

www.floodwayeia.com.

If you'd ke to discuss the overall Fublic-Consultation Process further, please call John Osler

(InterGroup Consultants) at 942-0654.

Yours truly,

TetrES Consultants Inc.

At

J.M. McKernan, M.E.S., M.Sc.
{ﬁ\ Principal

Jmm/km/sme
1037LETS
Attachment

A

Invitation to Public Open Houses

Information and Public Involvement:
Environmental Assessment

of the Proposed Floodway

Expansion Project

TetrES Consultants and InterGroup Consultnts are
conducting an independent Environmental impact Assessment (EIA) of
the proposed Floodway Expansion. Three rounds of public
involvement are plannad during the Environmental Assessment,

You are invited to meet the Assessment Team and Manitoba Floodweay
Expansion Authority Project Managers to [earn about the Proposal, the
Assessment and Public Processes, and to provide yaur comments and
questions at a series of identical Public Open Houses at the location
ME3rest you:
STE. AGATHE:
Ste. Mm. Hall ”33 Chemin meTl’U"ﬂuo"n.Fe'bmary i1 1’ 2004

SELKIRK:
¥elkirk Royal Canadian
Leglon Hall (403 Eveline Strectiusamsssmasenssas February 15, 2004

DUGALD:
.DHlﬂ‘ld l.‘,ommunlﬁy Club |'543 Halland Streedmu.deMﬂ 1, 2004

WINNIPEG:
Hollday Inn South (1330 Pembing Hiplesssassnsssnflarch 10, 2004

Open Houses open between 4 and 8 pm.
Question and Answer Period between 8 and 9 p.m,
For more info, contact TetrES at 204-942-2505

www.floodwayeia.com

o] fis Inter Group

dERFLITLMEG
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Dugald Public Open House
Red River Floodway Expansion Project
March 2, 2004
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() Dugald Public Open House |
B Red River Floodway Expansion Project
March 2, 2004
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Dugald Public Open House
Red River Floodway Expansion Project

March 2, 2004
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— PARE 5
) Dugald Public Open House
Red River Floodway Expansion Project
March 2, 2004
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'@ Dugald Public Open House
" Red River Floodway Expansion Project
March 2, 2004
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(0 Dugald Public Open House
a | Red River Floodway Expansion Project
March 2, 2004
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3.6.5 Winnipeg Open House
Contacted Media List

MEDIA

MANITOBA TELEVISION & RADIO STATIONS

A Channel

8 Forks Market Road
Winnipeg MB R3C 4Y3
Phone: 947-9613

Fax: 956-0811

CBWT (CBC 24 Hours) Wpg.
541 Portage Ave. R3C 2G1
News Phone: 788-3742

Bus. Phone: 788-3222

News Fax: 788-3643

> Bus. Fax: 788-3104

GLOBAL TV

603 St. Mary's Rd R2M 3L8
News Phone: 233-2563

Bus: Phone: 233-3304

Bus. Fax: 233-5615

Bus. Fax: 783-4841

CKSB St. Boniface

607 rue Langevin, R2H 2W2
News Phone: 237-7029

Bus. Phone: 788-3236

News Fax: 788-3789

Bus. Fax: 788-3245

CIOB Winnipeg

930 Portage Ave. R3G OP8
News Phone: 788-3423

Bus. Phone: 786-2471

CBWFT Winnipeg

541 Portage Ave, R3C 2G1
News Phone: 788-3262
Bus. Phone: 788-3141
News Fax: 788-3255

Bus. Fax: 788-3255

Aboriginal People's TV Network
2nd Floor - 339 Portage Ave
Winnipeg MB R3B 2C3
Phone: 947-9331

Fax: ©47-9307

CKY Winnipeg

Polo Park R3G OL7
News Phone: 775-8016
Bus. Phone: 788-3300
News Fax: 780-3297

CKIS Winnipeg

520 Corydon Ave. R3L OP1
News Phone: 477-1221

Bus. Phone: 477-1221

News Fax: 780-2222 Fax: 453-8244
Bus. Fax: 783-4512
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CKY Winnipeg CKXT. (French) Winnipeg

Polo Park R3G OL7 340 Provencher Boulevard R2H OG7
News Phone: 780-6397 News Phone: 233-4243

Bus. Phone: 788-3400 Fax: 233-3324

> News Fax: 780-832¢
> Bus, Fax: 788-3401

CBC (Info Radio)Winnipeg
541 Portage Ave. R3C
News Phone: 788-3216
Fax: 788-3227

MANITOBA DAILY NEWSPAPERS

Winnipeg Sun Winnipeg Free Press

1700 Church Ave. R2X 3A2 1355 Mountain Ave. R2X 3B&
News Phone: 632-2780 News Phone: 697-7230

Bus. Phone: 694-2022 Phone: 697-7000, 697-7327
News Fax: 697-0759 Phone: 697-7302, 697-7309
News Fax: 697-7412 Bus. Fax: 694-2347

Bus. Fax: 697-7344

BN/Canadian Press
101-386 Broadway R3C
Bus. Phone: 942-8188
Fax: 942-4788

Manitoba Community Newspapers
310-275 Portage

Bus Phone: 947-1691

Fax No: 947-1919
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Letter to Media

Principals
503‘3_86 Broadway G. Rempel, M.Sc., P. Eng. President
Winnipeg, Manitoba J.M. McKernan, M.Se., MES. Vice-President
e r CAMNADA, RIC 3RE D. Morgan, Ph.D., P. Eng.
Associates
CONSULTANTS INC. [EESSS— B. McMahon, M.5c.
Sclutions inable Environment FAX:  {204) 942-2548 Erlglfl:.g‘er-PEnEgl:lg
) , P. Eng.

Comprehensive Multidisciplinary Environmental Services www.tetres.ca

0211-A-09-30
March 8, 2004

A Channel
8 Forks Market Road Phone: 947-9613
Winnipeg MB R3C 4Y3 Fax: 956-0811

Dear Media Member:

The Manitoba Government is proposing an expansion of the Winnipeg Floodway. The province
has established the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority to administer the project. This
proposed project is subject to provincial and federal environmental legislation requiring
evaluation of potenfial environmental impacts and thefr abilites to be mitigated. A key
component of any competent Environmental Impact Assessment {"EIA") process is a process of
soliciting and documenting public perceptions, concerns and suggestions about the proposed
project.

TetrES Consultants Inc. and InterGroup Consultants Ltd. were selected by the Authority to

: design and undertake the necessary assessments. A major component of the assessment
O process is a series of advertised public "Open Houses" planned to occur in selected
communities in southem Manitoba. The initial 'round' of Open Houses began on February 17,

2004 at the Ste. Agathe Hall in Ste. Agathe. A next two Open Houses were then held
Wednesday, February 25" in Selkirk and Tuesday, March 2" at the Dugald Community Club,
respectively. The final ‘Round One’ Open House is scheduled for this Wednesday, March

10", at the Holiday Inn South, 1330 Pembina Highway in Winnipeg, from 4:00 to 2:00 p.m.

A moderated "Question and Answer" session has been part of each Open House, in each
community. It is expected that 2 more rounds of such Open Houses will occur through the
balance of the EIA consultation process (see attachment).

We invite each of you to understand and participate in the process.

Opportunity for the media to have a special viewing of the public- information materials
involved in the Open Houses will occur at 1:30 p.m. each day that an Open House is
scheduled in each of these communities. Representatives of the Authority, TetrES and/or
InterGroup will be present at all Open Houses to respond to public queries and suggestions.
Study Team Representatives will be available to the media at the 1:30 viewing opportunity for
the media at each Open House.

The final opportunity for the media to be briefed on the Floodway EIA Public-

Consultation Process is therefore this Wednesday, at 1:30 p.m., at the Holiday Inn South.

Your host will be Michael McKernan of TetrES Consultants. [f you have questions about the
C) Open Houses process, please contact me at the following numbers:

s Office - 942-2505.
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Media Member
March 8, 2004
Page 2

s+ Cell - 781-8324.

Further information about the proposed project and the EIA process is available at
www.floodwayeia.com. .

If you'd like to discuss the overall Public-Consultation Process further, please call John Osler
(interGroup Consultants) at 942-0654.

Yours truly,

TetrES Consultants Inc.

el

J.M. McKernan, M.E.S., M.Sc.

/%L/Principal

Ammikm/smc Invitation to Public Open Houses
1040.LETS I e —
Attachment o

Information and Public Involvement:
Environmental Assessment
of the Proposed Floodway

Expansion Project

TetrES Consultants and InterGroup Consultants are
conducting an independent Environmenital Impact Assessment (EIA) of
the proposed Foodway Expansion. Three rounds of public
involvement are planned during the Environmental Assessment.

You are invited to meet the Assessment Team and Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Autherity Project Managers to learn about the Proposal, the
Assessment and Public Processes, and te provide your comments and
questicns at a series of identical Public Open Houses at the [ocation
nearest you:
'STE. AGATHE:
Ste. Agathe Hall {183 Chemin Pembing Tralllesss.. February 17, 2004

SELKIRK:

Sefkirk Royal Canadian
Leglon Hall {403 Eveling Stregthesssssaenessesa F@DIUAry 15, 2004

DUGALD:
Dugald Community Club (543 Holland Strest)uescssns March 2, 2004

WINNIPEG:
Holiday Inn South (1330 Pembing HwplessssesseensMarch 10, 2008

Open Houses open between 4 and 8 p.m.
Question and Answer Period between Band 9 pm.

For more info, contact TetrES at 204-942-2505

www.floodwayeia.com

TetrES [ uEieist)

= CONSULTANTS NG, R TR N
o1 - Burlans b4 Frrdiorr
RECE POA D H EHRDNMENTAL ASSESH ENT TEAH
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Sign in sheet
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Winnipeg Public Open House —PMGEN -
) Red River Floodway Expansion Project
March 10, 2004
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Winnipeg Public Open House

Red River Floodway Expansion Project
March 10, 2004
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Winnipeg Public Open House

Red River Floodway Expansion Project
March 10, 2004
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Winnipeg Public Open House
Red River Floodway Expansion Project
March 10, 2004
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Winnipeg Public Open House
Red River Floodway Expansion Project
March 10, 2004
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Winnipeg Public Open House
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Red River Floodway Expansion Project
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March 10, 2004
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Winnipeg Public Open House
Red River Floodway Expansion Project
March 10, 2004
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3.6.6 Open House Storyboards

Information and Public Involvernent:
Envirenmental Assessment of the

Proposed Floodway
Expansion Project
TewES Coraubars ard InerGroup Comulans are
conduciing an independent Ervronmental impa ot Acoes sment
{EIA) of the proposed Roodwny Bpanson. Three rounds of
publc irvlement ane phrned during the Envinonm el
Agsesoment

You are irwited tomest theAsezomant Team ard Marimba
Flaodwsy Exparson Awuttanty Projea Managers to leam aboun
the Propoml, the Assexsm et and Public Processes and to
provide your commens an d questions at a senes of demial
Public Open Hous ex ar the location rearest you

STE AGATHE:
5w Agethe Hall (53 Cherren Permfina Tra (. Febwaary 1T, hood

SELKIRK:
Selldek Reyal Oo nsdian
LT S TR TS o, o S—— T T

DLAGALD:
Daggeldl Commmunity Club (543 Hofind Sreet).... Marekh 1, 7004

WANMIPEG:
Helkdery kan Sewith (1 130 Pomisna Moo o Miareh 10, D004

Dpen Howa qran beswean 48 pme
Quasm and fnawer Faricd between &9 pm

www.floodwayeia.com
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Introduction
* Following the 1997 Red River Flood:

-Extensive studies and consultation conducted to identify
and evaluare alternatives to improve flood protection for
Winnipeg area.

-The Floodway Expansion option was identified as the
preferred option.

* The Proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project will
increase the level of flood protection for the Winnipeg area.

he Foodwaey Gate Conrd Struciure undar nomral flowr
« The Proposed Project is a major development for Manitoba ="
invalving:
-Excavation of 35 cubic metres of sall,
-Redesign of 12 bridge crossings, service and drainage

points, dyke enhancements, and outlet expansion

www.floodwayeia.com

Floodw
a4 | ;
Introduction..

* Before construction can proceed, a license must be obtained
under the provincial Environment Act and federal approvals
must be granted.

* A requirement of obtaining the necessary licenses and . T —
approvals is the completion of an Environmental Impact P | | | ) | -

Assessment (ELA). -

he Erraronmental Assesrment & one o severad current
areas of bty nthe Foodway Sparmon Project
= As part of the ElA process, the Environmental Assessment

Study Team will conduct a Public Involvement Program. Input

recelved will help the Study Team Identify potential effects as

well as mitigation measures.

*Your participation in this Open House is important, please
fill  outa Questionnaire before you leave.
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The Purpose of this Open House P T
P f p E‘ AR

e A e
| la' [y I'|1l-u o Az

* This Open House is part of the Public Involvement Program

for the Environmental Impact Assessment of the Proposed UM;“_
Red River Floodway Expansion Project. lts purposes are to: "‘L':"r::l'%;;“::::‘"'l 3
1) Provide Preliminary (T S8 #
Project Description information R oo
1) introduce the Environmental W : y
Impact Assessment Process ( {”Zﬁ"‘"‘x | '_ \ﬁ
3) Identify potential issues £ concerns \ e teneer :
you may have about the proposed B oS

Project I T v i

3 cn Eneronrmen L
4) Set the basis for follow- in o cdhering ;u. ]
U'p ‘:OHSUHE“GH b = 1 1 round are fed rrls the nexd

History of the Floodway

* The Red River Basin has flooded regularly over recorded history,
with major floods occuring in 1826,1852,1861, 1950, 1966, 1979,
1996 and most recently, in |997.

* The 1950 flood caused the evacuation of over 100,000 people,
with some 10,500 homes flooded. In 1958, a Royal Commission

was struck to examine Flood Cost-Benefits in response to the

1950 flood.

* Recommendations included construction of a Red River Floodway,

the Portage Diversion Channel, and the Shellmouth Dam.

= Construction began in 1962 and the Floodway was completed In
|968.

1997 Flood Raised Concerns :
1997 took the existing Floodway design to about 95% of its “safe”

discharge capacity. The ‘97 Flood impacted much of the Red River _:I,“.I}”:,T”: ,:.I,',:.'._.:::?:;u”'
Basin, and identified VWWinnipeg as being at major risk to floods of the ofired by the adstng Fooduay

magnitude of |997 or larger.
— ' www.floodwayela.com

Appendix 3B Page 3B - 170 Issue ldentification



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project August 2004

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

£ Teirs g

Actions After 1997 Flood
* Following the 97 Flood, the International Joint Commission and
Canada/Manitoba/City of Winnipeg initiated public meetings and

studies to =
-Assess vulnerability of existing Floodway infrastructure to flood ..L:‘.".‘.'..':‘.'.':t P‘.‘mﬁ
damage, and p—

-ldentify preferred options for providing a major increase in flood B vbﬁ
protection for the City of Winnipeg ?“ S

* The Proposed Floodway Expansion Project will increase the level of

protection for the Winnipeg area froma | in 90 year floodto a

| in 700 year flood.

www. floodwayela.com

Project Proponent and Team

* The following organizations are currently undertaking work on the __
Proposed Project:

* Proponent: Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

* Environmental Assessment Team:
=TetrES Consultants Inc.
=IinterGroup Consultants Ltd.

* Engineering Consultants:
-Acres
-Cillen
-EarthTech
-KGS Group
- Lea
-SMC Lavalin
-Stantec
-Teshmont

-LiMa,
-Wardrop

www. floodwayeia.com
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Project Proponent

* Government of Manitoba has esmblished the Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority (MFEA), and charged it with responsibility for
expanding the existing Red River Floodway.

* During 2004, MFEA will oversee a varlety of activities to prepare
for development, including:

-ongoing project pre-design and engineering,
-exploring potential recreational features along the Floodway,
-environmental assessment and licensing of the Project

» MFEA will be conducting a series of public involvement activities
related to its responsibilities. These activities are separate from the
Environmental Impact Assessment Public Involvement Program.

www.floodwayeia.com

Lk - ;ﬂ//ﬂ £TekEs @
The Existing Floodway and

Proposed Floodway Expansion L‘_--'iﬁﬁ::;-mf'{f:: '

* The existing Floodway is almost as wide as the Red

River itself.

* |t allows the Red River flow to split into two just
south of Winnipeg.

) et S
Lammrrenmer rinrg s mormeemme

*When the Red River starts to overflow its banks, !.;.:‘
the control structure gates are rased to direct flow [ T rm—— . E
into the Floodway channel and restrict it from flowing S — -
through the City of Winnipeg. < /‘ ; (O et i
* There are 5 main components of the Floodway 5 Main Components of
Expansion Proposal Floodway Expansion

www. floodwayeia.com
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..._ : Jﬂ | £ TeirEs @

-

oﬂoc dway Channel Expansion

= The existing channel would be deepened and widened.

=Widths would increase up to 360 feet, and depths would
increase up to 6.5 feet. About 45 million cubic yards of
soil would be excavated in the channel expansion.

* The expanded channels new flow capacity would be
approximately 140,000 cubic feet per second (cfs),
compared to the original 1960's design flow capacity of
ﬁﬂ.ﬂﬂﬁ 'I.TFS 'FDF de}"S ‘EI'III.I'II'IEI. Durreg the |997 et i:! e A Focschay

CHanre was cperated ol 95% oF s sk

srmlar flocd welh high

[t

easting chamea deagn

www. floodwayeia.com

ETemirEs @

omi‘et Control Structure Improvements

* During the 1997 Flood, the embankments of the control

structure were prone to damage from erosion caused by
high flows.

* Installation of several upgrades to Improve erosion control
for these embankments are planned, including:
-Additional Riprap
-Additon of new erosion control measures

A aachiray DGale Corrtrel Siruciure shoawn {iop

* Installation of additional redundant safety features, possibly e revrral waler vy and {rghl) duing 1997
hack =Uup g;l.tE . Fessd cperabiors

= A fire protection system Is also planned as a control
structure improvement.

fnnalok www. floodwayeia.com
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* In order to handle the larger flows passing through an
expanded Floodway Channel, upgrades to the Floodway
Outlet are required.

* The Floodway Qutlet Structure would be made wider to
accommedate greater flow of the expanded Floodway

Channel.

* River bank stability and erosion in the Red River north sty Charme
eval The carllel g kacutad ust diss
of the Floodway Qutlet would be addressed in this _m}l__mm:mi _‘.,_“L__! m'" s B

upgrade, if necessary.

@) Channel Crossings

* Expansion of the Floodway Channel requires replacement
and/or modification of existing channel crossings. These
crossings include:

-12 existing rallway and road bridges
-5 transmission lines

-7 drainage structures

-City of Winnipeg Aqueducts

-Seine River Siphon

= The channel design and the design of these crossings hie Fooduge Channel is aossed by bidges {lop),
reacds, Fiperey frarsrmssion |ines drainss g

interact With E:H:h CITJ'IEF. ChanEES in one dESiEI'I can II.'FFEC': ard eher crodsngs. Al of II|-::J::-::-::-..l.-_-.l-::-::ul-.-:.
the design of other aspects of the project. Araliicaien,

oS, A www.floodwayela.com
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BWest Dyke Extension and Enhancement

= The existing VWest Dyke extends 40 miles from the
Floodway Inlet to the southwest.

= The West Dyke will be raised to increase “freeboard”
(the dry portion of the dyke between the top of the
floodwarter and the top of the dyke).

* The freeboard will be Exténdgd from 2 to 6 feet with
this enhancement, offering additional dyle
protection from the damages associated with wave

S SEpandad on an

action as floodwater pounds against the dyke
wall under windy conditions.

2 preveried feodwaters fom

¥ dard erlermg WWinrpeg

paaWail

on Project

Upstream Flow Regime

* Upstream flow regime improvements will provide increased flood
capacity just upstream of the Floodway entrance up to a :250

year flood, this constitutes new protection upstream up to a flood
event 25% larger than the 1997 Flood.

= Water levels at the Floodway entrance will be maintined to “state
of nature” levels.

Aowr mprovemenis upsiresm of the espanded
D d d' H |d | | d Focchanay wall provdde a higher el of
. I'Il‘f unaer rare emergency conditions, could water levels excee preteeien o upairesrn ioeations Han pro
yrodecton toupsream bcatons han proaded
the “state of nature” condition. f e 1997 P,

* River levels threatening to overtop Winnipeg's primary dykes
would be an example of a"'rare emergency condition".

www. floodwayeia.com

Appendix 3B Page 3B - 175 Issue ldentification



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project August 2004

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Other Related Features

City of Winnipeg Flood Improvements

=Within the City of Winnipeg, there are plans to
undertake various improvements to the Flood
Protection Works. This includes items such as:
=Primary Dykes
-Land Drainage Systems
-Related Worls

* Funding and timing details for these improvements
have yet to be announced, consequently, the Cigy of
Winnipeg Flood Improvements will be a separate

FIFCIEES 5 Fimary dyless, land drarege and other refated worls o
it of & Sepdrats recess of plaining withn by tha City

o Winnpeg,

www. floodwayeia.com

nll:!_Proi-d:

df; / £ Teires

Other Related Features..

Flood Compensation Issues

* The Province of Manitoba has announced new proposed
draft legislation dealing with Flood Compensation lssues.

= The issue of Flood Compensation exists with or without the
proposed project going forward.

* Flood Compensation will be dealt with in a legislation
process that is separate from the assessment of
environmental effects of the proposal.

Ag an imue Had el wilh o welbicot an
* Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority plans a separate puinded Foodway 2 separate, provnc-Rad
cormuiahion procees wil lake pace o del wiih

cons Ultﬂ.tlﬂ n fﬂ r FlOD d CO ITIPE nsaton. proposed Fandoba Legsaton regadirg food

f==pp aie g T e g

o o www. floodwayeia.com
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Other Related Features..
Recreation
* Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority has

expressed willingness to Incorporate recreational
features into the Floodway Expansion design.

* Possibilities include ski facilities, hiking and cycling
tralls,and other recreational opportunities.

* Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority plans a
separate public process including requests for
proposals for recreational ideas.

1 blkorg are sl tero of the

apbors that woud be cormdeed
—_——
he Rocdway Charmea 15 aready whed by gy S
witr ous recreaborial purasis (Fight) A dedderruns
[
hig deg tearm near e Foodway nlat - —rv-d- T
- e
- s L i

www. floodwayeia.com

# // grencs o

Other Related Features..

Summer Operations

= Manitoba Warter Stewardship has received a study on
potential summer cperations.

» This study deals with the operation of the Floodway under
situations of high summer flows. The study considers:
-enhancement of recreation inWinnipeg
-increase in urban flood protection (primarily
improved protection from basement flooding)

* Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority plans a separate
consulation on summer operations of the Floodway.

www. floodwayeia.com
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Public Involvement

* Public Involvement is an important part of the Environmental
Assessment Process

Thi reged of pubdiy izegivereees

= An Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Public Invalvement siwecy arcarmey,
Program [s underway to:

|} meet regulatory requirement for“meaningful public
invalvement”

2) share information, receive comments for EIA

el

* Three Rounds of Public Invalvement are planned. The

e
i concans fom each round are 2 inio hbe next

s inpleround o Pubsle ectvemen View

Public Involvement for Environmental Assessment of

Floodway Expansion
» Meetings with affected municipalities

» Multi-stakeholder worlkshops (including concemed citzens
groups, Conservation Districts, environment groups, recreation

groups.)
* Separate Aboriginal community process
* Reglonal Public Open Houses (such as this Open House today)
* Periedic Mewsletters

= A Floodway ElA website

» Multi-media presentations (available soon)

www.floodwayela.com
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Public Involvement Processes for Floodway Expansion

*Various public invelvement processes are being undertaken in
conjunction with the Floodway Expansion:

-Environmental Impact Assessment Program (includes this

Open House)- conducted by TetrES/InterGroup.

-Flood Compensation Legislation consultation process-
conducted by Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

-Floodway Summer Operations consultation - conducted by
Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

-Proposal invitation for recreational opportunities - conducted
by Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authoricy

www. floodwayeia.com

Proposed Floodw on Project

Regulatory Review of the Proposed Project

* Before the project can proceed, an Environmenal Impact
Assessment is required. An Environmental Impact Statement outlines
results of the assessment. The EIS is submitted in support of an
application for an Environment Act License, required for approval of the
Project.

* The EIS is subject to public review, including public hearings by the Clean

Environment Commission. After completion of public hearings:

-Clean Environment Commission provides advice and

recommendations to Minister of Conservation o Bagalakory Biiew of ths project
valet wid and Fadara

Errerenrmerria
grabion ofan
o et which s

-Federal Responsible Authorities and Ministers make
recommendations regarding federal approvals. Examples include the . b o oot somees
Department of Fisheries and Oceans, and the Canadian Coast Guard, < the pusic

www.floodwayeia.com
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Regulatory Review of the Proposed Project..

= Manitoba and Canada have agreed both governments will participate In
a cooperative review of the proposed Project.

July 2003: Floodway Authority (MFEA) formally initiated the

regulatory review process by submitting an Environment Act Proposal
Form with Manitoba Conservation.

August 2003: Draft Guidelines for preparation of the Project's
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) were developed and posted in
Manitoba's Public Registry. These Guidelines will be refined to
provide further guidance to the Environmental Impact Assessment

(ELA).

www. floodwayeia.com

Proposed Floodw

e

Components of an Environmental
Impact Assessment

The basic elements of an Environmental Impact Assessment include:

* Public Involvement Program

* Project Description

» Scope of Assessment: existing environment, biophysical, socio-economic

* Potential effects of the Project: environmental economic, social & cultural

* Cumulative effects of the Project

= Mitigation opportunities: are there ways to efminate andlor reduce impacts?
* Enhancement opportunities

* Potentlal to enhance Project benefits

= Assessment of residual {non-mitigable) effects
= Monitoring and Follow-up TelrES parsennel conductng slodes o

eising

chart charme ¢
frghl) al Fosshansy
siresim el csirlies i

www. floodwayeia.com
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Floodway Expansion Environmental

Assessment: Current Status el

*The Environmental Assessment Is currently in the early stages of a e
multi-phased approach. Currently, work is focussing on building !
understanding of the Project Description, completing biophysical Fhase 2 *;‘;—%

studies, socio-economic studies, and Public Invalvement. Activities

include: l

-coordination with various engineering design teams —
-field studies and sampling T

-image analysis and aerial imagery interpretation
-literature & database reviews
-interviews with local stakeholders

Phasa 4

r b predirmrerey
Errarorrrernts bnpact 2

www. floodwayeia.com

Study Area and Issues - e
= Earlier studies and research have provided an initial T ——— P :
; ; ; ; ; S i sy
understanding of public and environmental Issues associated - A—— irgrm
i paiar
with the Project. hneibe 6
4 Npgowsy Thame J
Eam il Flascwey
§: Fioscdey Dt 5o wn mresr
* Far the purpose of the Environmental Assessment, a broad ' r’g
study region has been identified. g
S : e ey {3} 4 S
=W ithin this study area, substantal variation in types of impacts Grseratmass Sepr
are anticipated. To recognize these differences, 6 Study Zones
were created. G
il s Hatriae
28 =
» An inidal list of issues in each zone has been identified, we Py D e
T H [T mirdaw Flasdi
need your input to make the list more complete. Syetasinre Boariara E_-; - :. -
Trasrrwme Turplp h:;’::'_'.:
I Conce | i Siudy L Lo we deridiad in th

. = wiih the
Froposs, sorme zone J:.-_l-':!:-: SUTE (e

www. floodwayeia.com
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What’s Next?
A significant amount of study and information gathering
continues.

Environmental Impact Assessment :
= Efforts focus primarily on making
progress In the Environmental Assessment
process and the various engineering studies currenty
underway. Continuing interaction
between environmental consultants and
engineering design teams will occur.

Round 2 of Public Invelvement is next:
* presentation and discussion of initial Study
Team views of potential effects
* inital views on impact mitigation and
enhancement of benefits

www.floodwayela.com

J;.i / ——

We Need to Hear From You..
Please stay and participate in the "Question and Answer" period.

The Study Team will carefully consider public view and suggestions
regarding the proposed Project and the Public Involvement Process.

If you have any additional questions or concems, please visit the
Environmental Assessment Website or contact our

Public Invalvement Team directly:

www.floodwayeia.com

Jehn Osler [ Denis DePape - InterGroup Consulmnts 942-0654
Lisa Hardess [/ Karen Mathers - Teer£S Consultants 942-2505
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Thank You for Participating..

* Thank you for sharing your opinions
* Please enjoy the refreshments

* Please plan to join us at the next round of
Open Houses, details to be announced in
your local newspapers and on our EIA
website.

Please be sure to complete a Questionnaire
before you leave. Thank you.
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3.7 OPEN HOUSE DOCUMENTATION

Attendance

The Open Houses were well attended despite inclement weather and difficult driving conditions on three
of the four nights. Attendance, based on people who signed in at the door, is as follows: 51 people Ste.
Agathe; 62 people Selkirk; 136 people Dugald; and 118 people Winnipeg. ldentical questionnaires were
available at each Open House and were answered as follows: 27 people in Ste. Agathe (53%); 30 people
in Selkirk (48%); 48 in Dugald (35%); and 39 people in Winnipeg (33%).

Questionnaire Analysis

Total number of questionnaires completed at each Open House:
Ste. Agathe = 27

Selkirk = 31
Dugald = 49
Winnipeg = 39

Q.1 How did you hear about this Open House?

Motice in mail/pamphlet
n=2

MNewsletter
Other n=
n=3

Television news

n=1

Friend or relative
n=16

Internet
n=4

Coalition or group
n==6

Other meeting
n=2

R.M. Council
n=13

Mo response
n=1 E-mail
n=2

Note: Percentages add
up to greater than T00%
due fo multiple responses

Mewspaper ad or article
n=97
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Q.2a Overall, was this Open House helpful to you in understanding the Project and the EIA

process?

Other No response
n= 1\ n=38

No

n=123

Q.2b How would you rate the quality of the information provided at this Open House?

No response  Other

n=6 n=1
Excellent \ - / E::.Ir4

Adequate

Very Good
n =37

n= 35

Note: Percenfages add
up fo greater than 100%
due to multiple responses

Appendix 3B Page 3B - 185

Issue ldentification



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

August 2004

Q.3a do you feel that you have a good understanding of the Project, given the information

available at this time?

Mo response Undecided
n=28 n=23

Mo
n=45
Yes
n = 96
Q. 3b If not, what additional information do you require?
River Erosicn Recraational use E"f'j“':t justification
n=1 - Copies of
Schedule o diseireports
Socio-economic ; f Altematives
impacts ! n=2
n=
hesistance in

Names of
Project contacts
n=1
Water Lavels
n=23

Transportation
Infrastructurs
n=8

Compensation
n=10

Detailed Project

Diescription

n=29

roundwatar

Environmental n=14
e

Impacts res advertising
n=1%5 n=1

undearstanding
tachnizal information
n=2

Nz commeant

n= &8
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Q.4a Please rate the opportunities for public involvement for the EIA process as you now

understand them.

Undecided p

oor
n=1

n=14

Mo response
n=12

Excellent
n=3

Adeguate
n =40

Mote: Percentages add
up fo greater than 100%
due to multiple responses

Q.4b What form of communication would be most useful to you?

Mews media MNo response; n=9% Mail

n=1
Website
n=3

CD-Rom
n=2

E-mail updates
n=238

Newsletter

-44."".-'u
sl 1 = 65

Public Open House

n=55 greater than 100%

due to multiple responses

Mote: Parcentages aod up fo
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Q.4c do you have any suggested changes for the EIA public involvement program?

Focus on Winnipeg Flood  Online information; n = 3 Better advertising; n =2
Protaction; n =11

Solve izsuas before process bagins; n=1

Decision maker's present at Open Houses
n=1

Other commeants; n=5%

Study cumulative aﬂ’actsh
Groundwater impacts; n =1 ---...________________h
Show public hew to respond to ELA ___

n=2 -
Release written studies; n=1 """""-——F—.——-
Detailed Project Dascription; n =&
Improve Cpan Housa, i = 3 a—

Have combined

wurl-c_shups.l’p_ublic Increase oppertunities
maatings; n=2 fer public invelvement
n=3

Mo comment
n=113

Q.5 Please provide your views about how the Floodway Expansion Project may positively
and/or adversely affect the environment, your community and yourself.

Mo comments
n=234

Positive effects
n= 60

Concerns
n= 58
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Q.6 What concerns do you have about the Project?

Floodway
infrastructure
n=§

n=3
Loss of

n=4

Other
CONCEerns
n=10

Socio-
economic
impacts
n=5

n=14

n=17

n=20

Alternatives

Drainage

Recreational use_n =7  Public Involvement , Legislated unions

agricultural land

Transportation

Environmental Impacts

n=3 n=2

Effects on Treaty Land
Entitlements, n= 1
Egﬁii Major flood before
1 " project complete
WL 5505.8.01‘ 0.7% 150 m st
K2 LU b 2.1%

* A
21% '} 5 1y,
o

2,45

No comment
n=20

13.7%

Construction/
design

=12
Benefits to
Winnipeg only
n=18

Schedule
n=5
Effect on
existing flood
. protection
n=10
. Compensation
Erf?l":“ Groundwater n=6
B n =59

Note: Total percentages add

up to greater than 100% due
fo multiple responses

Q. 7 What do you like most about the Project?

Potential to

n=2

Potential to

n=5

money; n=1

flood

Input of federal

Increased

protection/
other Project

improve drainage

improve infrastructure

benefits
n=d44
Recreational
opportunitiesitourist
ﬁtir?;ctmn islike of Project
Public Invelvement 7 n=14
o Economic Schedule Nots: Percentages add up to
benefits;n=8 =2 greater than 100%

Potential for positive habitat development n=1
Environmental process

Government
approach to project
n=1

No comment
n==63

due to muliple responsas
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Q. 8 Are there any issues that were not discussed at this Open House that you s
of concern with the Project?

ee as being

INierasrIeirinl In[ra4 structure improvement
residents n=
n=7

Note: Tota!l percantages add
up to greater than 100% due
o muwtiple responses

Groundwater

impacts
n=2
Agricultural
——

|mpar.ts
No comment
n=Ta

Environmental
impacts
n=11
Schedule

n=7
Construction

issues; n=2
Effect on existing / :
flood protection Compensation
infrastructure; n=7 Costn=1 \-'-"""'_'_—n =12

Q.9 Do you have any questions you would like answered about the EIA process

at this time?

or the Project

Flood Prediction Recreational Opportunities

Infrastructure
n=2 n=1
Aboriginal and

improvement, n =3

Eu_hfc process reaty Rights
= e
Environmental Impacts .

n=4
Drainage; n= 3

Participant funding
n=1

Property effects

n=2
Compensation
n==5

Agricultural

Impacts; n=3 n= 06

Groundwater
impacts; n=13

Altematives; n=4

Project description; n =5 Operational Economic issues
concerns; n=5 n=§g

100% due to

65.8% FNo comment

Nata: Tolal percentages
add up to greater than

multiple esponsas
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Q.10 Do you have any other comments?

Improve infrastructure/ Cost

traffic;n=3 -
I""'_——.."' =1 Unionized

= labour
3, n=1

Recreational opportunities
n=2

Drainage; n=1
Politically driven process/
outcome regardless of public
involvement; n=13

Benefits to Winnipeg
only;n=3

Environmental
impacts; n =4
Alternatives; n=4

Agricultural
impacts; n=1
Groundwater
impacts; n=2
Flood protection 5. 4%
n=1
Contact person/
inform public:n=5

Other
Compensation comment
n=6 n=7 n=4§

Project description

Ne comment
n=94

Appendix 3B Page 3B - 191

Issue ldentification



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project August 2004

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

1.7.1.1 Moderator’s Report
Proposed Floodway Expansion Project
Environmental Impact Assessment Process
Public Involvement Program

Round #1 Open House

February — March 2004

Moderator’s
Report

March 31, 2004

Report to: The Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

DFS Consulting
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INTRODUCTION

The Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority requires the preparation of an Environmental Impact
Assessment in order to seek a licence for the project.

The Governments of Manitoba and Canada have agreed to a cooperative Environmental Assessment that
will address the regulatory requirements of both governments. The Environmental Assessment is being
undertaken by TetrES Consultants and InterGroup Consultants, both of Winnipeg.

A 3-phased program of public involvement has been initiated to provide meaningful input during the
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) process. The intent was to provide information to those
attending and to identify and confirm issues, concerns and receive additional ideas respecting the
proposed project. The consultation with parties at interest was conducted very early in the planning
process to ensure all concerns and issues were being or were going to be addressed. The approach to
seeking public participation in “Round One” has included Municipal/Stakeholder meetings and Workshops
involving local government and interest groups as well as workshops being planned with
affected/interested Aboriginal people. In addition, well-publicized Open Houses with a moderated
“Question and Answer” opportunity were held in four locations.
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The four Open Houses were conducted in February and March to provide information about the EIA
process, the anticipated EIA schedule, and the project. Two subsequent Rounds are being planned.

DESCRIPTION

The Floodway Authority selected four community centres to hold Open Houses covering the six
conceptual study areas. The events started at 4:00 p.m. with staff of the Floodway Authority, TetrES and
InterGroup being available to tour the public through the series of 29 storyboards. The storyboards
provided background and data as an overview of the planned project. The approach offered opportunity
to provide clarification and generated questions and concerns.

The dates, locations and moderators were:

February 17", 2004 Ste Agathe Dale Stewart

February 25", 2004 Selkirk Dale Stewart

March 2", 2004 Dugald Dale Stewart

March 10™, 2004 Winnipeg Dick Stephens
ATTENDANCE

Despite poor weather during the first Open Houses, attendance and interest was very good. The
attendance by members of the public, based on those who signed in at the door and a count of those
who did not sign in, was:

Ste Agathe ... 51
Selkirk 62
Dugald ... 136
Winnipeg .. 118

FORMAT

The general format of the Open House was repeated at all four of the Round One events. The sites were
open to the public at 4:00 p.m. with an opportunity to casually view the storyboards, obtain information
and ask questions of the Authority and the Consultants.

At approximately 8:00 p.m. the evening was called to order by the evening’s moderator. Reference was
made to the Newsletter and copies were made available. Guidelines were given respecting the conduct
of the Question and Answer session, stressing that it was not a debate and there was a desire to allow as
many different people as possible the opportunity to pose questions or offer comments. Participants
were urged to be concise and to choose their words wisely. Those attending were also requested to
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complete questionnaires so as to create input to the scoping of the EIA process. At the Dugald event,
there were several presentations made prior to the Question and Answer session. The evening ended at
9:00 p.m. in Ste Agathe and stretched on toward 10:00 p.m. in the other locations.

Responses to questions were provided by the Floodway Authority staff or the consulting firms of TetrES
or InterGroup. Those in attendance were offered the opportunity to meet with the respondents on an
individual basis following the Question and Answer Session. Many parties at interest took that
opportunity to pursue their interests and concerns after the formal session ended.

Full notes were taken by TetrES and InterGroup staff recording the questions asked. It is understood
that these meeting notes and TetrES’ analysis of the completed questionnaires will soon be posted on the
Environmental Impact Assessment study team'’s website (i.e., floodwayeia.ca).

CONCERNS & ISSUES

Each community had some unique areas of concern. They are listed by Community meeting.

STE. AGATHE - FEBRUARY 17", 2004 — MODERATOR DALE STEWART

a) Concern was expressed that the community and surrounding areas would receive no protection
from the proposed expansion. Some believed the situation would be made worse by backing up a
higher level of water in the case of a major flood event.

b) Some expressed a view of “alienation” between the city residents who are seen as receiving
protection while the rural neighbours received little or no consideration. There appeared to be a
“we — they” view respecting the city and rural residents.

C) The concept of a comprehensive project did not seem to be well received. There seemed little
understanding of the concept and there was no visible support from the audience.

d) The belief was expressed that the lack of flood protection offered to Ste Agathe was a major
deterrent for those considering a financial investment in the community.

e) The lack of detail and good visual explanatory material was identified as a shortcoming in the
process to date. The need for strong graphic support was evident in the concern for the well being
of those with ring dikes south of the West Dike and for the impact on the area immediately
upstream from the inlet to the Floodway.

f) There was interest expressed in knowing the changes to the width of the highway that has become
part of the West Dike. Residents were concerned the crown was too narrow to adequately handle
traffic.

0) Answers were requested respecting the current and future operating guidelines for the Floodway,
including the proposed status of the current inlet structure.
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h)

)

The lack of specific information on the Floodway Authority’s or the governments expected
compensation plan was identified as a barrier to public support. The lack of any details was clearly
a significant irritant. Several speakers indicated they were seeking protection of assets and life
style, not financial aid “after the fact”.

The Open House was positive in the interest in the storyboards, and the willingness to discuss
issues or concerns with the EIA and MFEA staff. Emotions are quick to emerge from those who
feel left out from the proposed protection and who sustained an enormous financial and personal
loss in 1997.

Floodway Authority staff and the consultants did a credible job of fielding questions — some with
no answers being currently available. Answers were promised in all of the subject areas, either as
part of the Environmental Impact Statement documenting the EIA process or in the Round Two
public consultations.

SELKIRK - FEBRUARY 25, 2004 — MODERATOR DALE STEWART

a)

b)

d)

f)

The residents downstream from the outlet structure see people in Winnipeg receiving enhanced
protection while the residents outside the city are being overlooked.

Clear graphical information is needed to demonstrate the “natural” water levels, the 1997 event
and expected water level impacts from the outlet through to Lake Winnipeg following expansion.

The imminent government compensation arrangement has caused concern due to a lack of
certainty that it would be satisfactory, in part because the details have not been publicly disclosed.
It was pointed out that compensation cannot cover the emotional loss of valued possessions or the
personal physical labour that has gone into property development over the years.

Residents sought information on what studies were being done to ensure wells were protected,
about problems at the outlet structure, and the results from models identifying the impact upon
tributaries during high flows.

Concern was expressed respecting ice jams, especially as downstream jams (e.g., at Sugar Island)
could be exacerbated by Floodway Inlet operating rules. Some thought this potential problem
might be caused or made worse by greater ice depth created by snow compaction from snow
machines.

There was frustration expressed at the lack of information by some participants, with others
indicating they were concerned the whole planning process was complete without their
involvement.
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DUGALD - MARCH 2, 2004 — MODERATOR DALE STEWART

a)

b)

d)

e)

f)

(OBSERVER DICK STEPHENS)

A number of issues were identified that exist in the community and may or may not be related to
the proposed expansion. Some appear to be a carry over from the original construction
exacerbated by developments on the landscape in the past 40 years. These include drainage
problems, suggesting the need for more drop structures into the Floodway, and safety concerns
respecting vehicle travel on highways and bridge crossings. There will be a challenge in defining
actual relationships of Floodway operations to problems being experienced now, before the
Expansion.

Wells were a major concern as some residents indicated deterioration had occurred when the
original Floodway was constructed, leading to fears that a deepening of the channel would further
damage their water supply and quality.

Flooding did not emerge as an issue.

Residents sought clarification of issues through strong and clear visuals to assist in comprehending
existing and proposed conditions during high water events.

Clarification was needed and provided respecting the overall Federal and Provincial process
requirements respecting licencing of major projects such as the Floodway Expansion.

Public understanding is needed as to how the issues and concerns are being tracked and
addressed. Residents want to see that their interests are being given full respect and
consideration.

WINNIPEG - MARCH 10, 2004 — MODERATOR DICK STEPHENS

a)

b)

Questions related to activities respecting the expansion that will occur within the City of Winnipeg
seemed unresolved, with the feeling that this aspect was up to that local government. The result
was some in attendance sensing a lack of a coordinated approach. This huge project must be
seen as a fully coordinated venture and in some minds it is not appearing as such at this time.
This coordination could include some public consultation activities by the Floodway Authority.

Requests to discuss alternative options were answered in a very brief fashion. A document or
storyboard identifying the options considered, and reasons for the final choice, would be important
to the various interests.

Charting the whole design and assessment process in a fashion that identifies the linkages and
points where public contribution will occur would resolve some confusion. It is likely that there are
people who did not distinguish between the design process and the assessment process and simply
want to be heard by those that will make decisions respecting the project. There are parallel
processes for a number of study components (e.g., compensation) either underway or
contemplated that need to be visually related with timelines.
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d) Event-specific protection targets, such as 1 in 290 years or 1 in 700 years, were interesting but
confusing. A visual depiction that includes comparative historical and projected elevations would
help.

e) As with other Open Houses, the understanding of the operation of the intake structure at the gates
was unclear. A visual presentation for this aspect of the ongoing and anticipated future Floodway
operation is needed.

f) A transparent and easily accessible issues-tracking system would assist in residents feeling “heard
and responses provided”.

g) Some residents see the project as an opportunity to fund local improvements. An understanding of

what criteria are used in determining eligible projects would assist.

OBSERVATIONS

The Open Houses held in Round One were an important first step in the consultation process.
Participation identified a number of issues that had not been addressed in the Newsletter or Open House
Storyboards. It is important that this part of the Environmental Impact Assessment process be continued
at a pace that ensures all of the concerns can emerge and be addressed.

The Newsletter was a useful base document at the Question and Answer sessions. Format and design of
subsequent letters can make a positive difference for those at interest in their understanding of what is
happening.

The format of Round Two consultations needs to be considered. Some residents and groups will likely
wish to make presentations. Time needs to be provided for the Authority and its consultants to respond
to the major community-wide concerns. Longer Question and Answer periods are needed.

There was a recurring comment and feeling that insufficient time is being allowed for full understanding
by the residents and comprehension of issues by government and those charged with delivering the
project.

MODERATOR RECOMMENDATIONS

These recommendations combine the views of both moderators:

1) Sufficient time must be provided for further Rounds to give those at interest adequate
opportunity to secure full information and to review and evaluate responses to their issues and
concerns. Some of those in attendance expressed the concern that the project and this process
were being unduly rushed. It should not be.

2) A full and transparent tracking of public concerns and issues should be in place before Round
Two proceeds where those at interest can find their concerns and those of others, and see what
responses are being made as well as seeing other responses being addressed.
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3)

4)

5)

6)

7

8)

9)

10)

11)

The web site is an excellent place for this tracking. However some, including seniors and
Aboriginal people, may not use that medium and there must be a physical opportunity for people
to view this tracking of concerns at a convenient locations within each of the conceptual study
zones.

An explanation as to how the Workshops, Open House, Aboriginal and questionnaire responses
are brought together in the assessment process should be provided in time for Round Two.

A full explanation of the intent of the Workshops and Open Houses and Aboriginal consultations
should be given to avoid any feelings of distrust that could emerge if some feel excluded from
the process or that something is being concealed.

While the Environmental Impact Assessment is the focus of these Rounds, they are not seen by
participants as mutually exclusive of other project-related activities, including project design and
compensation.

The needs respecting compensation range from property loss and damage, degraded property
values to concerns respecting wells. The issues of compensation need to be addressed early and
resolved to remove it as a serious irritant to residents.

Wells are a cornerstone of rural life. Potential impacts to volume and quality are very serious.
This is a major concern of residents. It is in the best interests of the Floodway Authority and the
residents to undertake pre-construction surveys of wells that may be impacted to identify current
volume production and quality. A program should be established in 2004 to identify and test the
wells to establish baseline quality and water availability. Post-construction surveys should be
conducted on the same wells.

Clear visual representations of current conditions as well as what they are projected to become
are needed. As an example, the current status of the West Dike as related to those protected by
ring dikes (including communities) is essential. A second example would be the operation of the
intake structure “lip” and what would happen if it were changed (i.e. lowered). A third would be
the concerns respecting drainage in Zone #5.

Visual identification of historic flood levels in communities should be considered to enable
residents to visualize what has and could occur. A good example is the lines on the stone wall at
the Forks depicting various flood levels. Marks on a post or flagpole or fence in communities
would ensure residents could see what has occurred and might happen with the proposed
expansion.

Some see the Floodway expansion as an opportunity to “make right” past and current problems
that may or may not be related to the project. Clarity is needed as to what matters will be
addressed and what are concerns for a different authority — the Province, local government or
others. A process to move these out of the assessment process and into other venues so they
could be dealt with promptly should be considered.
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12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

Workshops should consistently be held prior to an Open House in the communities. This will
ensure groups are given the opportunity to make presentations and preserve time at the
Question and Answer sessions during the Open Houses.

The Open Houses for Round Two should be configured along the following lines:

Afternoon Open with storyboards addressing community wide concerns emerging from
Round One. These to be attended by staff/consultants.

Evening Approximately a %2 hour presentation of the responses to the previous concerns
using visual representations. Time allowed for brief resident presentations if
needed...

Note: Presentations are likely to be requested. Care must be taken to avoid this
becoming a “hearing” style event.

Moderated Question and Answer session for 2 hours.
10:00 pm Close with staff being available for 2 hour to answer one-on—one questions.

Consultation efforts with Aboriginal groups should be identified as they take place and be part of
the transparent and available issues-tracking system.

Care must be taken in the design of the “consultation products” to ensure they are clear,
understandable and consistent. Given the various input opportunities (Open Houses, Workshops,
local government meetings, First Nations, letters to the Authority etc.), the visual presentation
must be carefully designed so they are readily understood, depict responses to concerns and can
be easily updated.

It is recommended this report be made public before the next Round of consultation.

CONCLUSIONS

An excellent start has been made in seeking the resident’s thoughts, concerns and ideas for the proposed

project.

The consultation process will need to be adjusted as the project continues to ensure it is

meeting the assessment needs and the needs of the citizens at interest. Confidence can be built and
maintained if responses are provided in a clear, transparent and readily accessible manner.

The Floodway Expansion is a very complex massive project with wide-ranging implications and the
associated concerns by individual’s, organizations and governments.

It remains critically important that sufficient time be taken to ensure the planning activities and the
consultation process are seen to be fair and thorough. They must not be unduly rushed.
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ISSUES TRACKING MATRIX

1. INTRODUCTION

The current Environmental Impact Assessment (“EIA”) process being undertaken regarding the
proposal for Expansion of the Red River Floodway includes provisions for meaningful public
involvement. Such provisions are intended to ensure satisfaction of requirements under both

federal and provincial statutes.

A key component of the Public Involvement Program (“PIP") that is included within the EIA
process are three rounds of scheduled public Open Houses. Typically, these Open Houses
occur the day following prior scheduled meetings with rural municipal elected officials,

environmental interest groups, recreation groups, etc.

At each Open House, Questionnaires were distributed and collected after attendees participated
in a moderated Question and Answer session. Results of the analyses of these completed
Questionnaires are being finalized and will soon be posted on the Floodway EIA Website. As
well, questions raised by Open House attendees during the course of the evening, and
particularly if raised during the moderated Question and Answer session, were summarized to
create the basis for an “issues-tracking system” useful to the Manitoba Floodway Expansion
Authority ("MFEA"), the EIA Study Team, and to the participants themselves in the PIP
component of the EIA process. This issues-tracking matrix is attached. It seeks to create ability

for parties at interest to identify:

¢ issues common to all of the six zones delineated during the EIA study process; and

¢ issues that are more site-specific or local in their character.

Reference to the attached Figure 1 will indicated the current geographic and temporal
distribution of issues from the four Open Houses that were part of the first Round of the PIP. In
the same fashion as evident in Figure 1, issues, queries and suggestions identified in the Round
Two Public Open Houses (expected in June 2004) will be summarized and tracked. As well, the
same process will be maintained during the Round Three Open Houses.
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0221-A-29-30 -2- March 31, 2004

The issues-tracking matrix will be used not only to contribute to the ongoing evolution of the EIA
study scope, but it is also providing queries or suggestions that the EIA team has relayed
directly to MFEA or to its engineering consultants for ongoing consideration in the design
process. The issues-tracking summary matrix is also being used to guide and focus ongoing

impact assessments during the EIA process.

It is anticipated that Figure 1 will be next updated within three weeks of the last Open House in

Round Two.
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[Cocations and times of FIP Open House

Round 1 - February - March 2004
. Public Public Public Public
Concern, Question or Que
a Query Open Open Open Open
House #1 (House #2 |House #3 |House #4
February |February |March 2, |March 10,
17,2004, (25,2004, |2004, 2004,
No. St. Agathe |Selkirk Dugald Winnipeg
Concern about how communities will be compensated for
damages occurring either as a result of the floodway
] expansion or as a result of future floods
Concern about potential for increased flooding outside the City
of Winnipeg
2 Ly Bl
Concern that there is no flood protection plan for the entire
basin, concern the plan is insufficient to protect the entire
3 Red River Valley
Inquiry about specific mitigation measures that will be
undertaken to address impacts that arise when upstream
4 impacts occur
Concern that the expansion is focused only on protecting the
City of Winnipeg to the detriment of rural communities
5 | RS AU |
IRequest for Floodway expansion censtruction schedule l- . . -
6
Inquiry about whether other alternatives to the Project were
considered and requests to view alternatives
b Ly Bl
Question as to why this option was chosen - . -
8
Inquiry about Compensation for effects on groundwater - . .
9
Concern the compensation following the 1997 flood was
finadequate and still requires resolution
10
Inquiry about the anticipated water conditions in and outside
Ithe expanded floodway during various flow regimes
11
Inquiry about whether grout will be required - . -
12 Ly el B
Request on how to ebtain material from floodway excavation
or other uses/ suggestions for disposal of excavation materiall
13

Geographic and Temporal Distribution of Issues identified during
EIA Public-Involvement Program (PIP)
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Figure 1
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JLocations and times of PIP Open House

Round 1 - February - March 2004
: Public Public Public Public
Concern, Question or Que
a SRy Open Open Open Open
House #1 |House #2 |House #3 |House #4
February |February (March 2, |March 10,
17,2004, |25, 2004, |2004, 2004,
No. St. Agathe |Selkirk Dugald Winnipeg
Suggestion to further extend the floodway north io Lake
fWinnipeg
14
JConcern there will be increased bank erosion l- . .
15
JConcern about the effects on groundwater supply and quality
and mitigation measures
16
Concemn about the effects on transportation and roadways
during construction and operation
17
JConcern about impacts on property values . . .
18
Concern that the expansion of the floocdway will compound and
increase the negative effects
19
Concern a detailed description of the Project was not
available and request to view ihe detailed Project description
20 | S | BT |
fConcern about cars crossing the floodway/ increased traffic . . .
21
JConcern the process is occurring toe quickly . . .
22
Suggestion to put water into Cooks Creek and Devil's Creek,
i.e., the nistorical flood paths
23
IConcem that focus on both prevention and compensation in
the Red River Valley results in the creation of two "classes" o
citizens
24
Requests related to information en obtaining compensation
for impacts generated as a result of the floodway expansion
25
Request for construction contracts/information regarding
- tender system

Geographic and Temporal Distribution of Issues identified during
EIA Public-Involvement Program (PIP)
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JLocations and times of PIP Open House
Round 1 - February - March 2004
: Public Public Public Public
Concern, Question or Que
] Query Open Open Open Open
House #1 |House #2 |House #3 |House #4
fFebruary |February |March2, [March 10,
17,2004, |25, 2004, |2004, 2004,
No. St. Agathe |Selkirk Dugald Winnipeg
Concern floodway expansion is unnecessary or too expensive -
27
Inquiry about drainage of the Red River, Need for dredging of
the river
28
[Request for information on the types of fire protection
systems proposed for the improvements to the inlet structure
29
Inquiry about possibility of lowering inlet to allow summer
operations without upstream flooding
30
Concern inlet will be insufficient and will not hold in a large
flood
3
Inquiry about the effects of summer operation on the
Assinibeine River walkway
32
Concern about the potential for removal of the lip at the
floodway inlet
33
Inquiry about the Impacts of the expanded floodway on water
flevels similar to those seen in 1997
34
Concern about outlet structure, concern about flow rate of
water existing at outlet
35
Inquiry about the potential for enlargement of forebay
elevation to avoid creation of upstream flooding
36
Concern about effects on downstream communities -
37
Concern about the effects on fish and fish habitat, effecis on
fishing
38
Concern about the effects on drainage
39

Geographic and Temporal Distribution of Issues identified during
EIA Public-Involvement Program (PIP)
Page 3 Figure 1
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JLocations and times of PIP Open House

Round 1 - February - March 2004

JPublic Public Public Public
Open Open Open Open
House #1 |House #2 |House #3 |House #4
JFebruary |February (March 2, |March 10,
17, 2004, |25,2004, |2004, 2004,

No. St. Agathe |Selkirk Dugald Winnipeg

Concern, Question or Query

JConcem about the socio-economic impacts

40

IConcem about downstream effects and entry info Lake
WWinnipeg
41

IConcemn about potential for back up

42

IConcem about increased contaminants
43

JConcems about the effects on the agricultural sector
44

Requests for specific information on the effects on flooding
in particular locations outside the floodway

Concemn about environmental effects of the existing
floodway
46

Concem the existing floodway has had long-term negative
impacts
47

Inquiries as to the process the public should follow to respond
to the EIA
48

Concemn about whether public input would influence the final
project design
49

IConcem the process is only a political exercise

IInquiry about how to submit proposals for recreational ideas

Request for description of the nature and types of drainage
and drop structures

=
o

Geographic and Temporal Distribution of Issues identified during
EIA Public-Involvement Program (PIP)
Page 4 Figure 1
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[Cocations and times of PIP Open House

Round 1 - February - March 2004
; Public Public Public Public
Concern, Question or Que
" el Open Open Open Open
House #1 (House #2 |House #3 |House #4
February |(February ([March 2, |March 10,
17,2004, |25, 2004, |2004, 2004,
No. St. Agathe |Selkirk Dugald Winnipeg
IRequest for information on the location of the outlet expansion .
53
JRequest for information on recreational use of expanded
floodway
54
Suggestion to expropriate flood-prone property . .
55
Concemn about need for easements of potentially flooded land] .
56
Concemn that the Project will go ahead regardless of the
concerns of rural ceommunities
57
Concern that landowners were not allowed to stay and look
after pumps en property where sandbagged dykes had been
58 Jbuilt during the 1997 flood
Concern that drains were blocked in 1997 and the local
Ipublic was not informed of the reason
59
Concermn increased area of agricultural land eccupied by
dykes will result in more dyked areas to be seeded and
50 Jmowed
Administration of haying rights on the West Dyke, procedures
o obtain haying permits
61
Suggestion that where materials are obtained from borrow
pits, the land owner should be compensated lost profits for the
g2 next 20 years, plus loss of profits if property is sold
Inquiry about Compensation for lost seeding time and crops
63
Inquiry about Compensation for loss of insurance coverage
experienced when the presence of a poor crop year due o
flooding is included in time-weighted averages of productivity
64 freducing the average performance.
Perception proposed investment in the project to date is too
small relative to the past financial benefits to the City of
Winnipeg, Provincial and Federal governments (tc date a $6B
65 CoW savings in damages avoided)

Geographic and Temporal Distribution of Issues identified during
EIA Public-Involvement Program (PIP)
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JLocations and times of PIP Open House

Round 1 - February - March 2004
; Public Public Public Public
Concern, Question or Que
s ety Open Open Open Open
House #1 |House #2 |House #3 |House #4
February |February ([March2, (March 10,
17, 2004, |25,2004, (2004, 2004,
No. St. Agathe |Selkirk Dugald Winnipeg
Inquiry about possibility of improving drainage in the Cooks
Creek Conservation District
66
JInquiry about pessibility of including upgrades to local
drainage in Ste. Agathe in the project
67
Concern about drainage in Ste. Agathe during water draw
down of flooded waters, possibility of installing pumps to
68 mitigate this problem
|Con-:ern about drainage from the west compounding
flooding in Ste. Agathe
69
Inguiry aboout the possibility that private dykes will need to be
heightened
70
Inquiry about the possibility that higher dykes will hold more
water back
71
YInquiry about the possibility PR 247 could be raised and used
as part of the dyke system
72
Concern top of dyke is a major road for farmers and the road
requires upgrading
73
JInquiry about the effects of raising dyke on rural developmentl.
74
Inquiry about the existence of government program to
improve private dykes
75
Concermn that the province is changing flood protection
standards now, after rural landowners have made invested in
76 building dykes around their property
Ferception private dykes are an expensive mitigation
measure
77
Concern the southwest corner of the St. Agathe community
dyke cannot sustain another flood of the same magnitude of
78 the 1997 flood

Geographic and Temporal Distribution of Issues identified during
EIA Public-Involvement Program (PIP)

Page 6

Figure 1

Appendix 3B Page 3B - 209

Issue ldentification



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

August 2004

[Cocations and times of PIP Open House

Round 1 - February - March 2004
: Public Public Public Public
Concern, Question or Que
4 Ruery Open QOpen QOpen QOpen
House #1 |House #2 |House #3 |House #4
February [February |March 2, [March 10,
17, 2004, (25, 2004, |2004, 2004,
No. St. Agathe |Selkirk Dugald Winnipeg
Concern about the possibility that higher flows will prevent
Iflooding and back-up
79
Inguiry about possibility of encouraging early transfer of
ponding water through the City before the building crest of the
wave
80
|Inquir5r about the consideration of the use of an ice filter in lieu
of the lip
81
JInquiry about the maximum water flow through the city _
82
Concermn about the water flow slowed down by the outlet
during the 1997 flood, creating a bottleneck
83
JConcern about the potential for increase in water at Lockport |-
84
Inquiry about the potential to lower the lip of the floodway to
reduce water stacking
85
Concern about the potential effects that may occur if a large
flood occurs prior to completion of the expansion
86
Concern about Influx of water from & inlet structures near
Lockport in the RM of Tache and the RM of Springfield
87
Concermn about the combined effect of expanded West Dyke
with Z Dyke on the Ste. Agathe community dyke
88
JConcern there will be loss of surface vegetation
89
Concern about effects on LaSalle River drainage basin and
proposed mitigation measures
50
Concemn the reputation of the Red River Valley as a flood
- Iprone area will deter international investors

Geographic and Temporal Distribution of Issues identified during
EIA Public-Involvement Program (PIP)
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[Cocations and times of PIP Open House

Round 1 - February - March 2004
i Public Public Public Public
Concern, Question or Que
9 GREly Open Open Open Open
House #1 |House #2 |House #3 |House #4
February |February |March 2, |March 10,
17,2004, (25,2004, |2004, 2004,
Na. St. Agathe |Selkirk Dugald Winnipeg
T R
Suggestion to ebtain borrow pits materials from land that is
not typically flooded in order to spread smaller impacts over a
larger area
92
Concern about road accessibility during a major flood |-
93
Inquiry about the possibility of expanding the width of PTH/PR |-
305
94
Concern about whether the interests of rural communities
surrounding will be heard and responded to during the
95 Floodway Expansion process
Concern that rural communities are being treated unfairly by
the government
96
Concern that rural communities have suffered economically
and in other ways as a result of the floodway
97
Concern Ste. Agathe was not consulted when the original
JFloodway was constructed
98
Concern about the anticipated effects of wind and wave
action on southeast corner of West Dyke
99
Concern about the effects associated with raising of West
IDyke, potential for negative social impacts on local residents
100
Concern about the Corine Coulee in relation to the West
IDyke and the potential effects on flooding in Ste. Agathe
101
Concern that private dykes tied into the West Dyke will require
upgrading, concern no program currently exists to upgrade
102 private dykes tied in to the West Dyke
Concern about the effects of raising the West Dyke on
fprivate dykes, compensation for these effects
103
Concern more water will pool behind the West Dyke
104
Geographic and Temporal Distribution of Issues identified during
EIA Public-Involvement Program (PIP)
Page 8 Figure 1
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Locations and times of PIP Open House
Round 1 - February - March 2004
P Public Public Public Public
Concern, Question or Que
N Chiety Open Open Open Open
House #1 |(House #2 |House #3 |House #4
February |February |March 2, |March 10,
17, 2004, |25, 2004, |2004, 2004,
Na. St. Agathe |Selkirk Dugald Winnipeg
P P Y
Inquiry abeut the anticipated water levels at the West Dyke
when the expansion is completed
105
Inquiry about the source of materials required to expand the
\West Dyke
106
IConcermn the West Dyke is unnecessary _
107
Inquiry about the location of the extension of the West Dyke,
i.e., will the extension follow PTH/PR 305
108
J'nquiry about raising the cormer of the West Dyke at Avonlea
corner
109
Inquiry abeut the possibility of transferring overland flow from
the West Dyke area directly to the river
110
Inquiry about the effects of the Z Dyke on the Floodway
Expansion
111
Concern that flooding of Ste. Agathe during 1997 was as a
result of the Z Dyke
112
Inquiry abeut information on baseline conditions of the river,
such as sedimentation at the outlet
113
Jinquiry as to whether springs are being identified '
114
Concermns regarding impacts on snowmobiling on the river,
particularly compaction of snow resulting in deeper freezing in
115 river
Concermns relating to compensation for flooding of houses andj
lost banks through stumping
116
Concern about compensation for cases where natural flows
i are compounded by Floodway discharges

Geographic and Temporal Distribution of Issues identified during
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EIA Public-Involvement Program (PIP)
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Locations and times of PIP Open House
Round 1 - February - March 2004
: Public Public Publie Public
Concern, Guestion or Que
a Query Open Open Qpen Open
House #1 |House #2 |House #3 |House #4
fFebruary |February |March2, (March 10,
17, 2004, |25, 2004, |2004, 2004,
No. St. Agathe |Selkirk Dugald Winnipeg
Inquiry about Compensation for water back-up as a result of
ice jams
118
Inquiry about Compensation for lost of property as a result of
the 1997 flood
119
Request for residents north of Lockport to be protected from
flooding, not compensated
120
JRequest for guaranteed compensation .
121
Concern that the proposed compensation program is
Iinadequate
122
Concern that the floodway creates two "classes" of citizens
in Manitoba, those within the floodway are an "upper class" and
193 those outside the floodway are "lower class”
IConcern regarding fire protection in the R.M. of Springfield
as the fire station is across the floodway
124
Concern as to whether the expansion can ensure "zero-risk"
to Winnipeg
125
Suggestion that Winnipeg riverfront property be converted
into parks as a flood protection measure
126
Inquiry about the potential to limit flooding by improving river
flow
127
Inquiry about the anticipated water levels after the expansion
is complete
128
Jinquiry about the potential for Selkirk, Winnipeg, upstream
communities to share potential risks of flooding
129
Inquiry about the fate of flood water when it enters the outlet
- and impacts north of the outlet

Geographic and Temporal Distribution of Issues identified during
EIA Public-Involvement Program (PIP)
Page 10 Figure 1
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JLocations and times of PIP Open House

Round 1 - February - March 2004
; Public Public Public Public
Concern, Question or Que
R Query Open Open Open Open
House #1 |(House #2 |House #3 |House #4
February |(February |March 2, [March 10,
17,2004, (25,2004, (2004, 2004,
No. St. Agathe |Selkirk Dugald Winnipeg
fSuggestion the outiet should go around the other way -
131
JRequest for the rules of operation for releasing water at the
outlet
132
Concern the lower discharge gate will not work correctly ancy
will push water back
133
Concern about the effects that will occur if the expanded
floodway reaches capacity
134
fSuggestion o use pumps to pump water from the Red River in
Selkirk into the floodway
135
Yinquiry about why the area of Netley Creek was dry and
suitable for agriculture during the 1950 flood
136
f5uggestion that some of the downstream creeks should be
"sacrificed" to move water past Selkirk
137
Request as to whether funds are available to upgrade dikes
and pumps outside the floodway area
138
Concern about not receiving government funds to undertake
flood protection measures at residential property
139
JConcern about ice Jams affecting Selkirk
140
Concern there isn't a focus on 1996 flooding that was as a
result of the ice jam
141
fRequest for operational rules for ice jams -
142
Concern about flooding due to ice jams will occur this spring i
s Iice is not drilled

Geographic and Temporal Distribution of Issues identified during
EIA Public-Involvement Program (PIP)
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JLocations and times of PIP Open House

Round 1 - February - March 2004

Public Public Public Public
Open Open Open Open
House #1 |House #2 |House #3 |House #4
February |February (March 2, |March 10,
17,2004, (25,2004, |2004, 2004,

No. St. Agathe |Selkirk Dugald Winnipeg

Concern, Question or Query

Concern there are no mitigation measures for areas north of
Lockport
144

Suggestion that mitigation measures are needed for impacts
on communities outside the floodway

JConcern about effects on runoff water
146

Concern about the permanent effects on river channel, flows
and forces
147

JConcern about effects on wildlife and wildlife habitat
148

JConcern about the effects on migratery birds
149

Concern about the effects of the North wind on the area north
of Lockport

Concern about increased silting and washout at the mouth of
the river

Concern fast flow will result in Lower Fort Garry being washed
into Lake Winnipeg

JConcern about the effects of dredging and sediment releases

Concern about effects on safety of the public outside the

foodway
154

JConcerns regarding impacts on heritage resources

=
[2)
(=]

ICOI’ICEI’HS regarding potential impacts on tourism

Geographic and Temporal Distribution of Issues identified during
EIA Public-Involvement Program (PIP)
Page 12 Figure 1
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Locations and times of PIP Open House

Round 1 - February - March 2004
i Public Public Public Public
Concern, Question or QGuer
: Query Open Open Open Open
House #1 |(House #2 |House #3 |House #4
February |February |March 2, |March 10,
17,2004, (25,2004, |2004, 2004,
No St. Agathe |Selkirk Dugald Winnipeg
Concemns regarding cumulative effects with wastewater
discharges into the Red River
157
Concerns about potential for City of Winnipeg sewer back
flows to be affected by deepening of channel
158
Suggestion the US Army Corps of Engineers should be
finvolved in Project as flooding is an international issue
159
Inquiry about whether models of efiects will consider the Red
and Assiniboine Rivers and the Floodway
160
Concern about the occurrence of a number of separate
studies on the floodway
161
Concern about the nature and type of drilling that is currently
occurring along the floodway
162
Concern that previously proposed mitigation measures were
Jnot considered
163
Anticipation that the EIA will find too many environmental
effects
164
Concern workshop sessions were by invitation only and not
open to the public
165
Inquiry about whether a comprehensive study of the Project
will be required under the Canadian Environmental
166 |Assessment Act
Concern as to how the EIA could be conducted before the
Project engineering was complated
167
Concern the EIA team is not at armslength from the proponent .
168
Concern about insufficient information included in the Selkirk
regist
169 I s

Geographic and Temporal Distribution of Issues identified during
EIA Public-Involvement Program (PIP)
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Locations and times of PIP Open House

Round 1 - February - March 2004

Concemns about unresolved Treaty Land Entitlements in the
area north of East Selkirk. Concern that impacts on this land
as a result of the floodway expansion could render the land

176 Jundesirable as TLE land

Concern about St. Peter's land claim in area SE of Lake
Winnipeg

i Public Public Public Public
Concern, Quastion or Quer
q Query Open Open Open Open
House #1 |(House #2 |House #3 |House #4
February |February |March 2, |March 10,
17,2004, (25,2004, |2004, 2004,
No St. Agathe |Selkirk Dugald Winnipeg
JRequest for comments on the CEC February 2002 report .
170
Inquiry as to the height of the expanded floodway .
171
Inquiry about where additional riprap will be added .
172
Inquiry about the activities of the consulting engineers on the
Project
173
Cancern about potential expropriation of property -
174
Inquiry about the potential for changing reads near the outlet .
175

177
Concern that raising the West dyke will create problems at
Cooks Creek
178
Inquiry as to obtain access permits for farming on the dykes
of the expanded floodway after construction is completed
179
Temporary/permanent loss of productive agricultural land .
180
Control of noxious weeds on berms to protect surrounding
farm lands
181
Effects on land that is currently leased from Province for hay
i production
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[Cocations and times of PIP QOpen House

Round 1 - February - March 2004
; Public Public Public Public
Concern, Question or Que
: Cutery Open Open Open Open
House #1 (House #2 |House #3 (House #4
February |February (March2, |March 10,
17,2004, (25, 2004, |2004, 2004,
No. St. Agathe [Selkirk Dugald Winnipeg
Inquiry about information on environmental effects of the
existing floodway
183
Inquiry as to the nature of the groundwater testing currently
Jbeing conducted by KGS
184
Inquiry as to whether baseline monitoring data will be made
Jpublic and if baseline data will be used in future studies
185
Inquiry regarding liability for environmental effects/damage
occurring outside the floodway
186
Request for compensation to construct a fence on property
backing onto the floodway to mitigate effects associated with
187 increased traffic and recreation
Inquiry about what happens if the project cost is exceeded .
188
Inquiry about potential effects of the construction and operation
of the floodway on drainage in the R.M. of Springfield
189 Agricultural Preserve Area
Inquiry about the potential to add more inlets .
190
Inquiry about the proposed operating rules of expanded
floodway
191
Suggestion to extend the floodway north via an aqueduct into
JLake Winnipeg
192
Inquiry about what plans will be implemented to discourage
use of floodway for other uses such as garbage dump, for
193 Jrecreational vehicles, for burning cars etc.
Concern that if the floodway is deepened the flow will not go
finto the Lake
194
Suggestion that floodway could be used as a tourist
— attraction/recreational area
5
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[Cocations and times of PIP Open House
Round 1 - February - March 2004
; Public Public Public Public
Concern, Question or Que
9 Query Open Open Open Open
House #1 |House #2 |House #3 |House #4
February |(February |March 2, [March 10,
17,2004, (25,2004, (2004, 2004,
No. St. Agathe |Selkirk Dugald Winnipeg
Inquiry as to how much soil was excavated when the
existing floodway was constructed
196
Comment that more drains into the floodway are required to
improve drainage
197
JConcern about loss of tax base in the R.M. of Springfield .
198
Inquiry about the nature of mitigation measures and length of
time it will take to arrange them
199
JRequest for assurance that effects on groundwater
quality/quantity will be fully identified and prevented
200
Suggestion to re-use water that might be released (artesian
pressure) rather than flowing into the Lake
201
JConcerns regarding environmental impacts of construction .
202
Concern about the cumulative effects as a result of the Seine
River diversion
203
Inquiry as to whether the envireonmental impacts of the
project will be compensated
204
§Suggestion that physical information and not just models,
should be used in assessment
205
Inquiry as to whether the Project would be cancelled if many
negative effects are anticipated
206
Inquiry about how the Federal and Provincial processes are
interrelated
207
Concern about hesting Open Houses when there are no
508 answers to the public's questions

Geographic and Temporal Distribution of Issues identified during
EIA Public-Involvement Program (PIP)
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JLocations and times of PIP Open House
Round 1 - February - March 2004
: Public Public Public Public
Concern, Question or Que
Q Query Open QOpen Open QOpen
House #1 |House #2 |House #3 |House #4
February |February |March 2, |March 10,
17,2004, |25,2004, |2004, 2004,
No. St. Agathe |Selkirk Dugald Winnipeg
S R
Concern regarding whether public concerns are considerad -
209
Concern hearings weren't held prior to the decision to
expand the floodway
210
Inguiry as to the activities currently occurring in certain
areas
211
Request for information on changes in transportation
infrastructure
212
JRequest for information on changes in other infrastructure -
213
Inquiry as to how much land will need to be purchased for
the floodway expansion
214
Concern that technical people are not accepting input from
flocal people
215
Concern about road accessibility during construction -
216
Inquiry about the possibility of twinning PTH 15 bridge as part
of the floodway expansion
217
Suggestion to cancel PR #213 upgrade -
218
Concern about installation of low level crossings -
219
Inguiry as to why the "fast-track" process is being
fimplemented
220
Inguiry as to the height of the West Dyke following floodway
" expansion

Geographic and Temporal Distribution of Issues identified during
EIA Public-Involvement Program (PIP)
Page 17 Figure 1

Appendix 3B Page 3B - 220 Issue ldentification



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

August 2004

JLocations and times of PIP Open House

Round 1 - February - March 2004
; Public Public Public Public
Concern, Question or Que
a ety Open Open Open Open
House #1 |House #2 |House #3 |House #4
February |(February [March2, |March 10,
17,2004, (25, 2004, [2004, 2004,
No. St. Agathe |Selkirk Dugald Winnipeg
Concern that if the inlet had jammed and broke during 1997
Beausejour and South Winnipeg would have flooded
222
JFotential to increase capacity of Red River main channel .
223
Suggestion for a smaller retention structure at St. Agathe .
224
Inquiry about information on the water elevation at the Forks
as compared to the inlet
225
Inquiry as to whether there are currently any dams on the
Pembina River
226
Inquiry about information on typical water elevations .
227
Inquiry as to the extent of the study area .
228
Inquiry as to the length of the current floedway .
229
Inquiry as to whether the floodway is currently dredged .
230
Inquiry about compensation for unanticipated effects .
231
Inquiry about compensation for effects on property values .
232
Inquiry about compensation for effects on water storage .
233
Inquiry about compensation for effects of raising dykes in City .
234
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JLocations and times of PIP Open House

Round 1 - February - March 2004
: Public Public Public Public
Concern, Question or Quer
q Query Open Open Qpen Open
House #1 |(House #2 |House #3 |House #4
February |February |March 2, [March 10,
17,2004, (25,2004, |2004, 2004,
No. St. Agathe |Selkirk Dugald Winnipeg
Concemn labour contracts are being negotiated prior to the
project having a licence
235
JConcern about the requirement for unionized labour .
236
finquiry as to whether dykes within the City will be raised .
237
JComment that City of Winnipeg should dyke the riverbanks .
238
JRequest for explanation of the difference between a 1 in 80
year flood and a 1 in 700 year flood
239
Request for information related to flood probability and
previous flooding events
240
Perception that the design would not be able to handle a
flood of a similar magnitude to the 1826 flood
241
IConcern that low water levels are controlled but not high
water levels and need to employ the floodway in more
249 opportunities
Inquiry about potential effects on notches located in the south
berm
243
Suggestion that design of riverwalk should be should be
revisited as it causes flooding downstream
244
JConcern that one gate is insufficient .
245
Suggestion that inlet should be further south .
246
Inquiry as to the effects of the Assiniboine and Seine Rivers
— on floodway capacity
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Locations and times of PIP Open House

Round 1 - February - March 2004
: Public Public Publie Public
Concern, Question or Que
& Query Open Open Open Open
House #1 |House #2 |House #3 |House #4
February |February |March 2, [March 10,
17,2004, |25, 2004, |2004, 2004,
No. St. Agathe |Selkirk Dugald Winnipeg
Inquiry about the potential to retain excess waters for future
use
248
Inquiry about the potential for funding to be earmarked to
fimprove municipal and provincial drains before the water
249 enters the floodway
Inquiry about the potential for channel to be streamlined to
enhance conveyance
250
Inquiry about as to whether trees would be planted and why
or why not
251
Inquiry as to whether the floodway could be used to prevent
sewer back-up in Winnipeg
252
finquiry about other cumulative effects .
253
Suggestion to use an ecosystem approach to evaluate
Ipotential impacts
254
Inquiry as to effects on the Portage Diversion and the
fpotential need to modify the Portage Diversion
255
Inquiry as to whether the River would become permanently dry
i with the Floodway being used to keep it dry
Concern about the effects of the floodway expansion on the
Grande Point Dyke
257
Concern about the effects of summer operation on flooding
outside the floodway
258
Concern about the impacts of climate change on Project .
259
Concern about the impacts of raising and lowering the gates
56 on upstream river banks
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rLocat'lons and times of PE' Open House

Round 1 - February - March 2004
: Public Public Public Public
Concern, Question or Query Open Open Open Open
House #1 |House #2 |House #3 |House #4
February |February (March2, |March 10,
17,2004, |25, 2004, |2004, 2004,
Na St. Agathe |Selkirk Dugald Winnipeg
Inquiry about the effect of Devil's Lake outflow on inflows -
261
Inquiry about whether Canadian and American bridges
located on the Red River conform to transboundary
requirements
262
Concern the amount of intervener funding available is
finsufficient
263
Inquiry as to how the public will be notified of the EIS filing .
264
Inquiry as to whether the EIA will be posted in the public
fregistry
265
JRequest to have storyboards posted on the internet .
266
Inquiry about the number of new newsletters that will be
freleased
267
Inquiry about whether the EIA will contain public questions
- "verbatim” or a summary of public concerns
Inquiry about to whether there is a deadline to obtain
Provincial licences and Federal Approvals for the project
269
Concern about why union and labour groups were not
consulted as part of the public involvement process
270
Inquiry about how reports can be obtained .
271
Inquiry as to the schedule of the public consultation .
272
IRequest for description of the inlet structure .
273
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JLocations and times of PIP Open House

Round 1 - February - March 2004
; Public Public Public Public
Concern, QGuestion or Guery Gipen Gpen Gpen Gpen
House #1 |House #2 |House #3 |House #4
February |[February |March 2, [March 10,
17, 2004, (25, 2004, (2004, 2004,
No. St. Agathe (Selkirk Dugald Winnipeg
Concemn that recreational areas would not be used .
274
Inquiry regarding leng-term storage in the floodway .
275
Inquiry as to whether flow will drain the pilot channel .
276
JRequest for schedule of construction activities .
277
Comment that the province has decided to build the project
so they should just get on with building it
278
Inquiry as to the actions that will be required prior to
construction beginning
279
Concemn about the potential for breach or impairment of
Treaty and Aboriginal rights of First Nations
280
Concemn about compensation for breach, infringement and
fimpairment of Treaty Rights
281
Inquiry about the potential to raise dyke to prevent flooding
from the west
282
Inquiry regarding risks of flooding around the West Dyke .
283
Inquiry as to the type of material that was used to construct
Jthe West Dyke
284
Inquiry as to amount of land that will be purchased to
s expand the West Dyke
5
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3.8 NEWSLETTER

Newsletters were used to provide general information about the proposed Project and its associated EIA.
The first EIA PIP newsletter included a review of: 1) Project features; 2) Project components — channel
widening and deepening; upgrades to inlet and outlet control structures; services/utilities; west dyke
enhancement; and, City of Winnipeg flood improvements; 3) potential effects; 4) regulatory approvals for
the Project; and 5) EIA PIP. During the first round of meetings, the EIA PIP newsletter was distributed
to: 1) elected leaders at council meetings; 2) workshop participants; 3) open house participants; and 4)
any individual who requested a copy of the newsletter or other information via phone, e-mail or the
Environmental Assessment website. The newsletter was also made available to the public via the
website.
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Proposed Flood

Introduction

The primary purpose of the proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project (the
Project) is to increase flood protection for people in the Red RiverValley. The Project
will greatly improve the situation in the Winnipeg area by providing protection from
catastrophic floods much greater than the 1997 flood.

Following the 1997 Red River Flood, extensive swdies and consulmtions were
conducted to identfy and evahmte alernatives to improve flood protecton for
the Winnipeg area. Two viable options were idendfied - an expanded floodway
and a control structure located south of Winnipeg near Ste. Agathe, The Foodway
Expansion option was selected as the preferred option.

Carada and Maniteba have entered into an agreement to undermlke pre-design and
environmental assessment and licensing of the Floodway Expansion Project.

The Project would be a"Class 3" development under the provincial Environment Act
and would require an environmental impact assessment (“EIA”") and licence. It would
also require federal approvals under the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act

The Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

The Government of Manicoba has established the Manitoba Foodway Expansion
Authority (“MFEA") and charged it with the responsibility of expanding the exasting
Red River Floodway. MFEA is the proponent for the proposed Project. During 2004,
MFEA will oversee a variety of acuvides to prepare the Project for development,
including;

*  ongoing project pre-design and engineering to expand flood protecticn

* exploring potendal recreational features along the floodway

* envirenmental assessment and licensing of the Project.

These actvites will invelve various public involvement processes. MFEA  will
manage/direct most of these processes. The Public Involverment Program for

the Emvironmental Impact Assessment will be conducted independently by the
environmental assessment consultants,

For further information, please isit

www.floodwayeia.com

January/February 2004

Introduction

The Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority

Project Features

Project
Components

Channel Widening and
Deepening

Upgrades to Inlet and
Outlet Control Structures
Services/Utilities

West Dyke Enhancement
City of Winnipeg Flood
Improvements

Potential Effects

Regulatory Approvals
for the Project
Environmental Impact
Assessment

Environmental Impact
Assessment PIP

Three Rounds of Public
Involvement

Multiple Involvement Methods
Face to Face Interaction
Electronic/Paper
Communications

Other Public Involvement
Activities

Open Houses and
Feedback

Lad Lad Lad I - (=] [ )
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Project Features

A prelmmary project description for
the Floodway Expansion Project was
submitted with the Emwironment Act
Proposal Form in July 2003 The desgn
of the Project continues to be refined
and will evolhe and improve as the
results of ongoing engineering studies
become avaihble. Issues identified in
the environmental assessment and the
public mwolvement processes will akso
contribute o the refinement of the
design. Studies currenty underway oo
define the Floodway Expansion Project
in more deil inclede:

*  emvronmental impact assessments

*  engineering design of the expanded
channel

*  re-engineering of bridge and utilicy
Crossings

*  drainage works
* other engineering components,

YWhile complete engineering design is not
finalized, enough informarion is available
to describe the main components of the
proposed Floodway Expansion Project

Project Components
In the event of a flood, the exising

Floodway diverts floodwaters from the
Fed River around the City of Winnipeg
using @ system made wp of an inlet
control  strecture and the Floodway
Channel. Fooding from spring runoff.
which occurs in approximately two out
of three years, is controlled by raising
the control gates at the gare conerol
structure. This limits the amount of
water that flows through the Red River
passing through the City of Winnipeg.
The warter upstream of the conerol

structure i diverted into the entrance
of the Floodway Channel, where it is
routed aroend the City of ¥Winnipeg. The
water that flows through the Floodway
Channel re-enters the Red River through
an engineered outlet structure located
north of Lockport

The Floodway Expansion Project will
allow more water to be diverted around
Winnipeg under flood events, and will
consist of upgrades and improvements
to several components of the existing
floed control works and Floodway
diversion system. These upgrades and
improvements are summarized balow.

Channal Widaning and

Deepaning
The existing 46 km (2% mile) Floodway
Channel wil be made wider and

deeper. Approximately 34 million cubic

metres (45 million cubic yards) of earth
will be excavated. The extent of the
enlargement  will depend upon  final
design specifications. The width may
increase by approsimacely 110 m (360
fr), and depth may increase by up o 2 m
(6.5 fr). The new design capacity will be
approximately 3960 m's | 140.000cubic
feet per second) of water flow. compared
to the ariginal design capacity of (700
mi/s (60,000 cubic feet per second).

Upgrades to Inlet and Outhet
Control Structures

Upgrades are planned for the inlet
conwrel soructure, including an enhanced
fire procection system. insmllaton of
additbonal riprap and other erosion
controd  measures  to protect  the

embankments of the control structure.
(Cantinged._)

: o Floodway Channel Expansion:
Deapening, Widening to handle
farger foods than 1997 Flood.

Inlat Control Structura:
Improvements, Enhanced
Salaty Fealunes.,

Lilitiees.

Drainage Sysiems, Bridges,

5 Main umpuents of Floodway

Expansion Proposal

Far further Irfarmation, pheass visie

www.floodwayaia.com
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(Condal_|

The owutler control scructure and the
channel that discharges water from the
Floodway back into the Red River will be
widened. Rverbank stabilicy and erosion
protection in the Red River north of
the Floodway ocudet are also being
investigated.

Services S Udlides

Az a result of the expansion activities,
modifications will be made to existing
raifway and highway bridges, transmission
lines, drainage structures, and other
crossings such as the Ciry of Winnipeg
Aqueducrs and the Seine River siphon.

YWast Dyke Enhancament

The West Diyke extends 70 km (44
miles) from the Floodwsy inler control
structure in a generally south wescerly
direction to te into high ground at the
west side of the Red River Valley, The
Wwest Cyie would be raised to increase
the freeboard (space between the water
level and the top of the dyke).

Clhty of Winnipeg Flood
Improvements

The concepe for the Floodway Expansion
also includes a series of improvements
to the flood procection infrastructure
within VWinnipeg.

Potential Effects

Earlier studses and research  hawe
provided an itial understanding of
public and emdronmentl issues. The
anticipated effects of the proposed Red
River Floodway Expansion project on
the environment and on residents vary
substantially in different parts of the
overall study area. In order to recognize
and consider these differences, the study
area haz been divided into six zones. As

currently understood, each zone would
be charzcterized by different direct
effects of the construction and operaton
of the Projece The zones are illustrated m
the figure below.

r"
5

Concoptual Study Anca Zonas
Legand:

Anticipated lssues

1; Ukpestrosmms

2: Wesl Dyke

3: Protecied Zone

4: Floocway Channel

5: Eant ol Flocdwary

B: Floodway Culbel and Downstnaam

Property Protection
Com Sonfoby

Protection anPI;@

Drainage
Habits — et
Agriculiural Operations  Upstream Fleading
Figh Passage
Groundwater Guality  Conceptual Zones of Impact
K Groundwates Supply and Expactad |Ilu_aj

Flpg-dng
[Ergsien
Habiaty

Comstruciion
Qperations
Hahdats

Rocrestion
Thies

Far further IFrlkarm stion, plexss viske
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Regulatory Approvals for
the Project

Before construction can proceed, The
Fed River Floodway Expansion Project
requires preparation of an Environmenl
Impact Assessment. A licence under
the provincial Environmental Act and
federal emvironmental approvals must
also be granted Under the provisions
of the Canada-Manitoba Agreement on
Ervironmental Assessment Cooperation,
Manitoba and Canada have agreed that
both governments will participate in
a cooperative review of the proposed
project, which will address bath federal
and provincial regulatory requirements.
A Propect Administration Team (“PAT™),
consisting of representatives of Manitoba
and Canada. has been established to assist
the administration of this cooperative
resiew process,

Az noted abowve, in July 2003, MFEA.
as the project proponent. filed an

Envirenment Act Proposal Form with
Manitoba Conservation,formally initating
the environmental review process.

ImAugust 2003, Draft Guidelines
for the preparation of the
ElA for the Project were
developed and posted
on the  Manitcha
FOVETTITIENT
Comments from the

public related to the

Diraft Guidelines

have been recenved

by Manitoha

Conservation and

are being considered
the PAT. These

Guidelines will be refined
to provide further guidance

to the design and execution
of the ElA

An Emwironmental |mpact Statement
{("ElS"} based on the results of the ElA
process, will be prepared and submicted
to Manitoba Conservation. The EIS wil
be subject to public review, including
pubdic hearings conducted by the Clean
Ervironment Commission (“CEC"). The
public hearings will assist the CEC in
prowiding advice and recommendations

Far further |nfarn ation, plexss vise

www.floodwayela.com

wiebsita.

to the provincial Minister of
Conservation. &t the same time, federal
responsibde  awthorities and  Ministers
will make recommendations regardging
applicable federal approvals.

Environmental impact
Aszassment

The Emwironmental Impact Assessment
will describe the project in environment-
related terms, such that public citizens,
interest groups, and other seheholders
can determine their specific concerns
and suggestions for the Project [t
will assess anticipated adwerse and
beneficial effects of the Project as well
as identfy measures to mitigate (reduce/
avoid) adverse effects and to enhance
beneficial effects. Obtaining views from
the Public will be an integral part of
the environmental assessment process.
Cwtcomes of the Environmentz| Impact
Azzessment will be reported in the EIS,
including how input from the public
affected the design of the project and the
impact assessment. The Environmentl
Impact Assessment is underway and is
expected to be completed in the Fall
of 2004,

TetrEL Consuleants and InterGroup
Consuleants  of Winnipeg  will
conduct the envircnmenial
assessment and prepare the EIS
Indrvicuals  or groups who are
interested in the El& are encouraged
to  respond  using the feedback
registration  forms available on the
environmental  aszessment  project
website at www.floodwayeia.com.
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Environmental Impact
Assessment Public
Invelvement Program

Fublic imvolvement is an impor@nc part
of the environmental assessment process
for the proposed Floodway Expansion. A
Public Imvolvement Program & being
carried out to meet the regulacory
requirement for “meaningful  public
imeolverment” in the assessment process.
The Program focuses on stakeholders,
MAboriginal communites, and members
of the public who are potentially
affected by the Project The Program is
intended to provide early and ongoing
opportunities for citizens o receive
information on, and provide cheir views
about potential Project effects. measures
to mitgate Project effects and the ElA
process. Fesponses will be provided
to information reguests related to the
Environmental  Impact  Assessment
Public input will be considered in the
assessment and reflected in the EIS

The project proponent MFEA  wil
also be undertaking a series of pubdic
imwolvement activities during the next
few manths. These are separate from the
Fublic Imvohement Program for the ElA
The scope and approach to the activides
that MFEA will ke for their pubdic
imrolvement activities is currently being
planned and wil be announced by MFEA
when the programs are ready.

Thiree Rounds of Public
Involvement

The Public Involvement Program is taking
place during the Emwironmental |mpact
Azsessment. Three rounds of ELA public
imolvernent are planned prior to the
Ervironmenml Impact Smatement being
finalized and submitted.

Addstional public involvement may oocur
after the EIS is submicted. After the EIS
has been filed and reviewed by the public
and the governments, the public will alse

heavve the opporounicy to participace in the
public hearings for the Froject, which will
be convened by the Clean Emvironment
Commission.

Round One (January/February):

Begin dialogue about proposed Flocdway
Expansion, provide information about the process
and schedule for the environmental assessment,

provide a current description of the project, and
identify and confirm Issuesfconcerns about the

project.

This round of public invelvement is
already underwoy.

Round Two (March/April):

Share and seek feedback on initial
Environmental Impact Assessment findings
and provide opportunities to discuss initial
idess to mitigate anticipated impacts

7 assoclated with the project

Round Three (May/June):
Review the results of the Environmental
Impact Assessment, including any proposed
mitigation measures,

The Three Rounds of EIA Public Involvement

Far further irfarmation, pheats vise

www.floodwaysia.com
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Mulktiple Involvernent Methods

In order to reach all of the potentialty
affected and interested smkeholders
and provide suitable opportunities for
their inwolvernant in the ElA. a variety of
communication and feedback methods
will be used. inchueding the following:

Face-to-Face Interaction

® [Municipal !/ Swmkeholder Meetings
and  ‘Workshops:  Information
feedback meetings will ke plce
with the councids of affected
municipalices.  ‘Other  affecrad!
incerested organimtons and groups
will be inwiced to participate n
multistakehaolder worlshops.

® Aborignal Community  Sessions
Meetings ¢ workshops wil be held
with affected / interested Aboriginal
commaunities through a distinet and
SEpArate process.

® Open Houses: Moderated Open
Houses will be held at locations
throughout the Project area.They will
prowide opportunities for the public
to have face-to-face descussions with
the Environmenil Assessment Team.
The Open Houses will be advertised
in the media.

Electronic/iPaper Communications

® Mewsletter: Mewsletters, coincding
with each round of the Public
Invobvernent  Program.  will  be
distribuced we  affecred/interested
organiztions and individuals and
will be avaiable on the ELA website.
They will contin the key content for
pubdic imohlvement activities and be
linked to Open House information.

® ‘Website: The website for the ElA

will post current information on
the Project Dhescription, the ElA
the regulatory process for  the
Project, the Public  Involvement
Frogram and other topics that may
be relevant The web address i
www.floodwayela.com. The
site will also provide a place for
pubdic feedback and input 2nd will be
updated at regular intervals.

Oithear Puiblic Involvarmant
Activities

® A contact database, mukimedia tools,
public involvement documenmtion
and a public involvement plan will
support the above activices.

The Emvironmenel Impact Assessment
public imolvement process will be
documented  in  the Emvironmentzl
Impact Smtement and made available to
the pubdic via the Envircnmentl Impact
Assessment  website and Manitoba
Conservation public registries.

Round One

Bl,'.!"l'l D'ull;l;u:-
Provide Informadon
Identify lssues

QO O

Round Two

Share & Seek Feedback on
Initial Assessment
Discuss Inidal Ideas co

Review Resulis of
Environmental

Far further infarmation, pheats visie

www.floodwayeia.com
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Open Houses and Feedback

"W are planning to hold the first round of Environmental Impact Assessment Open Houses in various |orations the Red River
Walley between mid-February and mid-March to provide information and receive public input. Dates and |ocations will be posted
on the Environmen@l Impact Assessment website (www.floodwayeia.com) and advertised in local newspapers.

A |y feature of the Public Involvement Program is providing information to the public and receiving public input during the
Emdronmental Impact Assessment. The Erwironmental Assessment Soedy Team ar TerrESfInterGroup invites you to register
for cne (or more) of the information notification services we offer on the Emdronmental Impact Assessment website

(www.floodwayela.com)

{szr further information about the
Environmental Impact Assessment, and to
provide information about any interests
or concerns related to the Environmental
Impact Assessment or Project, please
contact the Environmental Assessment
Study Team at 204-942-0654. John Osler,
Denis DePape or Laura McKay will be

pleased to assist you.

Appendix 3B Page 3B - 233 Issue ldentification



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project August 2004

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

3.9 WEBSITE CONTENT

3.9.1 Overview

The EA Study Team developed an Environmental Assessment website to provide the public with current
information regarding the Environmental Assessment of the proposed Project (www.floodwayeia.com).
The website offered subscriptions to free e-mail notification services, which notified subscribers of
pending public meetings and updates of new information for the website. The website also offered
members of the public the opportunity to submit their questions with responses provided by members of
the Environmental Assessment Team. Questions, to date, have been asked by individuals on a variety of
topics such as water quality and quantity, compensation, and recreational opportunities associated with
the Project, to name a few. From January 2004 to June 2004 there has been a total of 40 978
individuals who have visited the website. While the majority of those visitors were from within Canada,
individuals from China, Japan, and the United Kingdom have visited the website. Sample pages from the
website are included in this section.

3.9.2 Sample Pages

@ Proposed Floodway Expansion Environmental Assessment - Microsoft Internet Explorer [;]
File Edit ‘iew Favorites Tools Help .ar
@Back b > |ﬂ @ _-_;j /'-:\' Search ‘f\? Favorites e‘Media {-:‘:{ [—_"v ._\? . _" ﬂ @

Address |@ hittp: e, Floodwayeia, com [VJ Go | Links ** '@ -
]

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project
Environmental Assessment Study VVebsite

#FTetres @

v
COMNSULTANTS INC.

information categories: Open Houses - Round 1 Consultation
= Caming Events Concluded March 10.

Meet the Environmental Assessment Team
MFEA's Open House Consultation process in

The Environmental Assessment: Our Role pngress
o, e T TetrES/InterGroun Environmental Assessment B4
& # Internet ”
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#] The Environmental Assessment Process - Microsoft Internet Explorer

File Edit ‘iew Favorites

Tools  Help th

DBack b .iLI ﬂ ; _/. Search Favarites @Media {',:f‘ i = igi L_?

iy

Address 83 hittp:f femana Floodwayeia, comfeaprocess. hkm w a Go Links ** 'l.j._ -
A.
Proposed Floodwa Expansion Project
rw o A 7/ greves ©

Home The Environmental Assessment Process

Meet the Before construction can proceed, The Red River Floodway Expansion Project requires the

Environmental preparation of an environmental assessment under both The Environment Act

Assessment Team {Manitoba) and the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act. Under the provisions of

. the Canada-Manitoba Agreement on Environmental Assessment Cooperation,
%ﬂm Manitoba and Canada have agreed that both governments will participate in a cooperative
e rayiew of the Environmental Impact Assessment ("EIA") of the proposed project. Consistent

. with the bilateral commitment by Canada and Manitoba to a cooperative environmental
The Environmental : ; : ;

Desacsinand Do chse assessment resieny process, the enw_ronmental asses_sment w_|||_a|50_be attentive to both

federal and provincial regulatory requiremesnts. A Project Administration Team {"FAT"),

Public Involvement consisting of representatives of Manitoba and Canada, has been established to assist the

Process administration of this cooperative process.

Project Description ) ) _ ) =
éj’ — e e e U
@ The ElA Team - Microsoft Internet Explorer ;:;-__,.

File Edit ‘iew Favorites Tools Help ;':.'
O Back ~ .iLI ﬂ ; / ) Search Favarites g:‘ Media {',:f‘ i = 3’3 L_?
Address 83 http: v, Floodwayeia. com/team. htm M a Go Links ** "3- 7

Home

Meet the
Environmental
Assessment Team

The Environmental
Assessment: Our Role

The Environmental
Assessment Process

Public Involvement
Process

Project Description

S

Proposed Floodwa Expansion Project

¥ ] : Crenes ©

The Environmental Assessment Team

The Environmental Assessment Team is comprised of TetrES Consultants Inc. and
InterGroup Consultants Ltd.

our Study Team is a partnership between two Manitoba firms with comprehensive
experience in environmental assessment, licensing, public consultation, and socio-
economic assessment. The Study Team has substantial experience in conducting
significant, complex environmental licensing assignments such as the Proposed Floodway
Expansion Froject. Our team consists of professionals in the fields of Project Management,
Frofessional Enginesring, Professional Geoscience, Aguatics, Biclogical Sciences, GIS,
Economists, and Social Scientists.

TetrES Consultants Inc. is an independent, Winnipeg-based, Canadian firm providing a o

oS S e e e
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&1 The Public Involvement Process - Microsoft Internet Explorer

File Edit  Yiew

G Back -

Favarites

Tools  Help th

] [

Address éj hiktp: f feman, Floodwayeia, com/pipprocess htm

Ir

Favarites wMedia {F}‘ = fi @

w aGo

Search = -
F [

==
Links ** &~

Home

Meet the
Environmental
Assessment Team

The Environmental

The Environmental
Assessment Process

Public Involvement
Process

Project Description

Assessment: Our Role

[PS

Proposed Floodwa

Expansion Project

£retes ©

The Public Involvement Process

Updated April 10, 2004

The Environmental Assessment Team has designed a Public Involvement Program (PIP)
that is intended to meet the regulatory reguirement for public involverment in the EIA in an
effective and credible manner. The Program focuses on stakeholders, Aboriginal
communities, and members of the public who are potentially affected by the Project. Other
interested parties can also participate . Itis intended to provide early and ongoing
oppotunities for potentially affected and interested parties to receive information on, and
obtain their views about Project impacts, measures to mitigate Project impacts and the EIA
process.

ElA public involvement activities will take place in three distinct rounds beginning Januany
2004 and apply multiple methods of in order to reach all potentially affected and interested

s eniotr Do i b Lonian ot oclis ol oksomneb nionida cuitabloopasmcrbuni Hos ar th i i et s o sk i s LA
£] & Internet
&1 The Floodway Expansion Project Description - Microsoft Internet Explorer .|
File Edit ‘iew Favorites Tools  Help ﬁ’
G Back - ﬂ Iﬂl P : Search ‘ Favorites @ Media 6-‘“ b= = &’i fﬂ?
fddress @] hetp:jfwww, Floodwaysia, comfprojdese. htm v a Go | Links * 13: 4
m
Proposed Floodwa Expansion Project
; = o = "Tetres ®
gad 1
Home 5 " g
— Floodway Expansion Project Description
Meet the introduction / existing floodway /S need for project £ options considered / range of alternatives / proposed floo dway
Environmental expansion f gepatate project components [ winnipes flood improvements  recreational facilities
Assessment Team
A word from the Environmental Assessment Study Team regarding
The Environmental ; indi :
i PR Froject Description for the Floodway Expansion Proposal
This Eivivanivantal This Froject Description is not considered complete at this stage of the environmental
Assessment Process assessment and engineering design. A major effort of the Study Team will focus on building
a detailed Project Description for this Proposal. The refinement of the design of Project
Public Involvement components is currently ongoing and will be influenced by
Process
« Environmental Assessment Studies
Project Description e Socio-Economic Assessment
. Pubhc Op|n|ons derwed from Public Consultations, vl

@] Done

Cnnin Cnmmnumin bnnoenn

& Internet
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€] Exploring Socio-Economic Issues - Microsoft Internet Explorer

g@ )

File  Edit

O Back -

Wiew  Faworites Help

IiLl |E| _!' - search ‘ Favorites !.}Media {‘;“ i

Tools

Ir
L

B - [ @

Address éj http: /e, Floodwayeia, com/socio.htm v ﬁ G0 Links ** ‘ﬂ‘j.: 5
A.
Proposed Floodwa Expa
Home Socio-Economic Issues
Meet the The Environmental Impact Assessment of the proposed floodway expansion will include an
Environmental assessment of socio-economic impacts. This portion of the assessment will focus on
Assessment Team understanding and assessing the potential effects of the project on people, including effects
on:;
The Environmental
Ass t: Our Rol . o
e s personal, family and community life and health,
The Environmental ;
Aaspssinent Drocoss « sconomy and business,
Public Involvement « resource Use and recreation, and;
Process
« infrastructure and services.
Project Description

8 Internet

@] Exploring Socio-Economic Issues - Microsoft Internet Explorer

File  Edit Favorites  Tools  Help

DBack - ﬂ Iﬂ A -/ earch Favorites '!I‘Media {F-‘“ =

Address e;‘[ hktpe i vy, Floodwayyeia, comfsocio.htm

View

ir
L

w - | K @
vﬁGo

Links

I==

Home

Meet the
Environmental
Assessment Team
. on;
The Environmental
Assessment: Our Role . Lo
« personal, family and community life and health,
The Environmental ;
Assessment Process « economy and business,

Public Involvement e resource use and recreation, and;
Process
« infrastructure and services.

Project Description

Erain Conndwiolonion_

@] Daone

Proposed Floodwa Expansion Project

The Environmental Impact Assessment of the proposed floodway expansion will include an
assessment of socio-economic impacts. This portion of the assessment will focus on
understanding and assessing the potential effects of the project on people, including effects

Ea

Socio-Economic Issues

& Internet
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@ Baseline Assessment Information - Microsoft Internet Explorer .|
File Edit ‘iew Favorites Tools Help ﬂ'
O Back ~ IiLl |E| ; / ) Ssarch ‘ Favorites !.} Media <) = - ir?i @

Address | @] http:{wen. Floodwayeia, com{baseline.htm w ﬁ Go | Links -u'j_: v

A.
Proposed Floodwa Expa
Home Baseline Assessment Information
Meet the Baseline Environmental Studies
Environmental
Ass t T : : i ;  a :
=L .- Easeline environmental studies related to the Project Definition and Environmental

. Assessment (PDEA) aspect of the Floodway Expansion Project consist of several study
The Environmental ; : : ; : : :
Assessment: Our Role  [@SKS designed to provide baseline environmental information required to support the

Froject Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and to identify data gaps f information
This Bticasmaits deficiencies. These ElA supporting tasks include:
Assessment Process
« assessment of terrestrial and socio-economic conditions in the regional study area;

Public Involvement
Process « evaluation of fish habitat at the Floodway Qutlet at Lockport;
Project Description « consideration of fish stranding in the Floodway:

| Crnln Conmnulin bnnainn .v

&] Done 8 Internet

@ Requests for More Information - Microsoft Internet Explorer i
File Edit ‘iew Favorites Tools  Help l?
O Back - [ ﬂ Iﬂ ; / ) Search ‘ Favorites ".J‘ Media {F-‘“ i = &’i fﬂ?

Address e;‘[ hktp: ) e Floodwayeia, comfmareinfa, htm b a G0 Links * !3: -

Ea

Proposed Floodwa Expansion Project

- " fTeties ©

Home Requests for Further Information
Meet the Animportant component of the Environmental Assessment Study Process is providing
Environmental information to people who express interest in the Proposal. Inthis Ervironmental
Assessment Team Assessment, "The Froposal” is defined as the Floodway Expansion. Qur purpose is to

. examine, assess, and report the potential impacts, effects, issues, and potential mitigation
Lhs Envitinimontal options and provide you with the best information we can.

Assessment: Our Role

TetrES and InterGroup, as the EIA Study Team, are committed to providing information to
the public on an ongoing basis during this Environmental Assessment. Ye invite you to
register for one (or more) of the Information Motification services we offer below.

The Environmental
Assessment Process

Public Involvement

Process Important Notice: TetrES and interGroup will only use information provided in these
forms forthe purposes of informing subscribars via e-mall when new informaiion related
Project Description o the Floodway Expansion Propasal is avallable ar fo provide notice of upcoming Public
I -, Meetinns, TetrES and interGroup will not release your e-mail address to parties for o
@]Done TP P P Sl e i LA i) i
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#]Contact the Study Team - Microsoft Internet Explorer

File Edit ‘iew Favorites Tools Help

GBack - IiLl |EL| ; f. Search Favorites wMedia {F}‘ = = iﬁ @

Address | @] hitp:{ fwmn. Floadwayeia, comjcontact hkm it aGD Links ™ "34 7

Proposed Floodwa Expansion Project

INREET

Heme Contact the Study Team
Meet the Flease do not hesitate to contact members of the Study Team if you have questions or
Environmental requests for information regarding this Proposal. We will respond to you shorthy,

Assessment Team

The Environmental

Assessment: Our Role B
Environmental Assessment

The Environmental

Assessment Process Dr. David Morgan, P. Eng., TetrES Consultants 204-942-2505

Public Involvement Roger Rempel, P. Eng., TetrES Consultants 204-942-2505

Process

-, Public Involvement

| cnin Connein bonean dOWN Osler, InterGroup Consultants 204-942-0654 )
2 0 Internet

3.10 ABORIGINAL PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT
3.10.1 Overview

To recognize and address the special constitutional rights held by Aboriginal peoples, a special goal of the
public consultation and involvement program for the Floodway Expansion Project is to involve Aboriginal
communities and peoples that might be affected or have an interest in the Project.

Introductory letters were sent to the leadership of each organization informing them of the Project, the
EIA and asking if they had any issues, concerns, questions or interests related to the Project. The letter
invited them to contact a designated member of the EA Study Team with their concerns. A copy of the
Round 1 PIP newsletter and an EIA study area map were included to assist in their deliberations. No
responses were received to the letters. This prompted implementation of the second procedure.

Each organization was contacted by telephone and asked if they had any issues related to the Project and
if they were interested in some form of follow-up activity such as a meeting with the EA Study Team or
MFEA. Several of the organizations had not seen the introductory letters so an additional copy was sent
to them.

3.10.2 Aboriginal Public Involvement Strategy

During Round 1 of the PIP, the EA Study Team will provided Aboriginal communities with the opportunity
to identify whether they have any interest, actual or perceived, in the Project. A series of explicit criteria
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were used to determine how widely the net is cast. In addition to guiding identification of communities,
explicit criteria were needed to rationalize the choice of target communities. The criteria extended beyond
impacts of the Floodway Expansion, and include impacts of the Existing Floodway, flooding of the Red
River and participation in Red River related regulatory proceedings. Any aboriginal community actually or
potentially affected by these activities was included.

Both First Nation and Métis communities would be included. For Métis communities, the likely contact
would be the MMF local. Initially, at least, First Nation and Métis umbrella organizations would not be
included.

To spread the net as widely as possible, those communities invited to identify interest would also be
asked to identify other aboriginal communities that they thought might have an interest. This could lead
to the addition of umbrella aboriginal organizations if an invited community identified them.

To start the process, a letter and the first Floodway newsletter will be sent to all aboriginal communities
that meet the criteria established. We would like to send this information out by the February 13. The
letter will ask them to identify their interests, including issues, concerns and questions, in the project and
to identify any community that might have any interest. They will be asked to indicate the nature of their
interest. Those having an interest that is in any way related to environmental impacts of the project were
asked to contact the EIA team. Those with an interest in accessing project benefits will be asked to
contact FEMA.

EIA public involvement meetings will be held with the leadership of those communities who identify an
interest related to adverse effects of the proposed Floodway Expansion. MFEA will be asked to follow up
on any other type of interest. Additional involvement activities and resources may be provided if deemed
appropriate.

We need to be able to answer the question about what risk there is to project if Aboriginal interests are
not adequately addressed. It is unlikely that there is a risk of a court challenge since Aboriginal
communities would be reluctant to use their own funds for this purpose. A more likely risk is a complaint
to a Federal agency with a role in the project that the project proponent has not adhered to due process.
The Federal agency could find itself having to take action to fulfill the federal government’s fiduciary
responsibility to aboriginal people. The nature of the action would depend on what the Agency in
guestion might be able to do within its mandate. For example, DFO would take action related to fisheries
management.

Identification of Target Communities

The following table identifies eight criteria that have been established for determining how widely to cast
the net. Much of the information needed to identify the communities covered by each criteria has been
gathered. Two items remain, a complete listing of communities with Métis Locals, and the First Nations
identified as having an interest in the Winnipeg Wastewater Treatment plant project at the project’s CEC
hearings. We are still trying to get the latter information from CIER or alternative sources.
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Table 3B.10-1
Criteria for Establishing Scope of Aboriginal Target Communities

Criteria

Applicable Aboriginal Communities

First Nation Reserve or Métis Community located within the
designated study area (areas potentially affected by Floodway
Expansion) or within 10km of the study area.

Brokenhead FN (on south shore of Lake Winnipeg
MMF — Winnipeg Region Local MMF - Selkirk Local.
Possibly Roseau River FN

First Nation with TLE reserve lands located within the
designated study area (areas potentially affected by Floodway
Expansion) or within 10km of the study area.

Brokenhead FN (on east shore of Lake Winnipeg
near southern shore)

First Nation community that has expressed interest through
TLE process in land or waters located within the designated
study area (areas potentially affected by Floodway
Expansion) or within 10km of the study area. First Nation or
Métis community with Treaty Right or entitlement within the
designated study area.

Peguis FN (near mouth of Red River)

First Nation or Métis Community with declared interest in
recent CEC meetings on Floodway Expansion and St. Agathe
Detention Structure or 1JC Flood Protection Hearings

Roseau River FN - Members registered as
participants at the CEC Meeting in Morris.

First Nation or Métis Community that has submitted an
application for participant assistance in Floodway proceeding.

Peguis FN

Any First Nation or Métis community affected by flooding of
the Red River in Manitoba.

Roseau River FN

First Nation or Métis Community with declared interest in
other 1JC, CEC or Municipal Board water quality or quantity
issues for the Red River.

Data not yet obtained.

First Nation or Métis communities indicated by another F/N or
Métis community as having an interest.

Not applicable at this time

Based on the first six criteria, the following communities were sent inquiry letters and the newsletter:

e Brokenhead FN

e Peguis FN

e Roseau River FN

e Winnipeg Region Local — MMF
e Selkirk Local — MMF
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3.10.3 Peguis

Invitation Letter

Suite 604-283 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoba
R3B 2B5
l n te rG rO U p tel: (204) 942-0654

fax: (204) 943-3922
CONSULTANTS e-mail: intergroup@intergroup.ca

February 18, 2004

Chief Louis Stevenson
Peguis First Nation
P.O. Box 10

Peguis, Manitoba
ROC 3J0

Dear Chief Stevenson:

The Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority (MFEA) has applied for licenses and approvals needed to
develop the Floodway Expansion Project (the “Project”). The purpose of the Project is to significantly
increase the level of flood protection in Winnipeg by expanding the existing floodway. This letter is to
inform you about the Project and consultations being planned with regard to the Project’s planning and
environmental licensing. TetrES Consultants/InterGroup Consultants of Winnipeg have been hired by
MFEA to prepare an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) of the Project.

A copy of the first of several newsletters from the EIA process is attached for your information. It
includes background information about the Project, an overview of the environmental review
requirements and EIA process, information about the Public Involvement Program for the EIA and
information about upcoming public involvement events. Also included is a map showing the EIA study
area?

As part of the EIA process, we would like to develop a program for liaison and discussions about the
Project's potential environmental and socioeconomic effects with interested and/or potentially affected
Aboriginal communities. The first step in this process is to identify which First Nation and Métis
Communities might have issues, concerns, questions or broader interest related to the Project. Please
review the newsletter, the map and any other information you deem appropriate and advise us if your
community has any issues, concerns, questions or interests in the Project. If the Project is relevant to
your community, we would like to know as soon as possible and to be informed about the nature of your
issues, concerns, questions or interests.

A member of the TetrES/InterGroup Team will contact you shortly to review this letter, to assist with any
guestions you may have, and to learn about your possible interests in the Project.

If you have any other issues, concerns, questions or interests, please send the information to:
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Mr. John Osler or Mr. Denis De Pape

Floodway Expansion Environmental Assessment Team

604-283 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoba, R3B 2B5.

They can be contacted by telephone at 204-942-0654 or by email at josler@intergroup.ca.

In addition, if you know of any other aboriginal community that might have an interest in the Project, we

would appreciate being informed about this.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

Y
Ylows 18]

Denis De Pape
Senior Consultant

cc: Grand Chief, Southern Chiefs Organization

1.10.3.1 Contact Record

Table 3B.10-2

Contact Record for Peguis First Nation

Organization Contact Contact Date & Notes
Person Info Time
1. Peguis First Chief Louis 204-645- Tuesday, Spoke to receptionist who explained that Tracy
Nation Stevenson 2359 March 16/04 | Thomas would be the best person to speak to
P.O. Box 10 (Band 11.30 a.m. Gave me her cell # 795-2636
Peguis, MB Office)
ROC 3J0
Tracy 204-645- 11.40 a.m. Spoke to Tracy who indicated she hadn’t seen
Thomas 2359 the info package
(Band She asked for a fax copy of the February 18
Office) letter and she would pass it along to the relevant
Cell 795- Peguis representative
2636 Faxed copy of letter at 11.40 a.m.
2. Peguis School Earl 942-1260 3.00 p.m. Earl called and explained that Tracy had passed
Board and Stevenson along the letter to him
Training & Earl attended the Open House in Winnipeg and
Employment picked up a newsletter there
280 Smith St. He indicated that the Peguis FN was definitely
Winnipeg, MB interested in meeting to discuss the Project
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Organization Contact Contact Date & Notes
Person Info Time
He inquired about several issues:
Possible broadening of EIA scope e.g. to include
Netley Marsh and South Basin
If Project was being reviewed under the new
version of CEAA?
Were there any plans for Section 35
consultations as part of the EIA?
Indicated a meeting with Council members and
Peguis technical reps would be a good start
Wednesday, | Followed-up with Earl Re: scheduling meeting
March 17/04 | | requested a brief e-mail expressing his interest
9.35 a.m. in meeting in order to officially start the process
12.20 p.m. Received e-mail from Earl formally requesting a
meeting
Sent reply explaining | would look into possible
dates and get back to him later the following
week
Thursday, Called Earl and set a tentative date of Friday,
March 25/04 | April 16/04, at 10 a.m. to be confirmed with both
3.30 p.m. parties
Meeting to be held at InterGroup
Monday, Called Earl and left a voice mail stating that
March 29/04 | Friday, April 16 at 10 a.m. should be fine
4.10 p.m. Requested that he call back to confirm
Wednesday, Called & Earl was out of the office.
March 31/04 | Left a message with the receptionist requesting
11.05 a.m. that he call me when he gets in.
11.20 a.m. Earl called back
Friday, April 16 still looks good in principle.
Will receive confirmation of Chief & Council
schedule by April 8 next week
Meeting falls during peak of flooding at Peguis,
which could interfere with the meeting, but will
have to take that day by day.
Earl will call back with updates.
Denis De Called Earl about whether April 16 meeting was
Pape - still on. He indicated that because of the flood
Tuesday, situation in the community, the meeting would
April 13 /04 have to be deferred. He suggested a week later
11:30 on April 23.
We talked about Peguis land interest along the
Red River. He noted Peguis has TLE candidate
areas on both sides of the Red as well as 6 small
parcels of reserve land near the river in the
Netley Creek area.
He agreed to provide me with maps of their TLE
and reserve lands.
Denis De | Had brief meeting with Earl. He supplied us with
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Organization Contact Contact Date & Notes
Person Info Time
Pape, map of their reserve lands near the Red River
Andrew and a newsletter on their TLE areas. Also gave
McLaren, us an article about the CEEA and treaty rights.
meeting with | Noted some of the concern we could expect to
Earl hear at the meeting with Peguis. See Andrew’s
Stevenson, notes of this meeting.
April 13,
2004, 2:00
pm
Denis De Earl Stevenson, our contact with Peguis,
Pape contacted me today and indicated that due to a
April 19, death in the community, the Friday, April 23
2004, 3:30 meeting would have to be rescheduled. The
pm funeral is on that day. He proposed Wednesday,
April 28, 10:00 am at InterGroup.
Earl expressed an interest in ensuring the
traditional land uses by Peguis members near
the Red River are identified and taken into
account in the EIA. | indicated that we would
normally interview FN members who use the
land to gather relevant baseline information. |
asked Earl to provide the names of any people
we should be contacting in this regard. Earl will
get back to me on this. He also asked that
appropriate protocols be used to ensure that
sensitive information gathered in the interviews
is kept confidential. | indicated InterGroup is
accustomed to dealing with this type of situation
as a result of the work we have been doing on
the Wuskwatim project. We could generalize
what we say (or show) in the EIS to avoid noting
a specific sensitive activity. Eg an area that is
used for gathering medicinal plants could be
identified as something like”areas of importance
to Peguis FN". We agreed that no interviews with
the contacts he identifies would be carried out
until the meeting with Peguis has taken place.
Initial See meeting notes.
meeting of
EIA team,
MFEA and
Peguis
April 28,
2004 am
MFEA had
lunch with
Pegius
representativ
es after the
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Organization Contact Contact Date & Notes
Person Info Time
meeting.
Janet Kinley, | Meeting with Earl Stevenson to set up protocol
Andrew for conducting key person interviews with Pegius
McLaren members in Red River Valley. Arrived agreed
April 30 pm upon approach that included Earl participating in

development of interview instrument, Earl
participating in interviews, obtaining verbal
consent from interviewee, paying interviewee for
providing traditional knowledge. Earl also
provided a draft copy of a larger consultation
and relationship protocol for the project. |
provided Doug Peterson with protocol for
discussion at May 7 meeting between MFEA and
the province to discuss aboriginal issues.

Meeting Notes

Manitoba Floodway Expansion EIA — Round 1 Aboriginal Meetings

Meeting Highlights

Meeting with

Peguis First Nation

InterGroup Boardroom — Winnipeg, Manitoba
April 28, 2004

In Attendance

For Peguis First Nation

L. Stevenson — Band Advisor
R. Sutherland — Councillor
D. Burka

E. Stevenson — Treaty Land Entitlement Coordinator

T. Thomas
L. Sinclair — Councillor

For Environmental Assessment Team
D. De Pape — TetrES/InterGroup

B. McGurk — TetrES/InterGroup

J. Kinley — TetrES/InterGroup

Manitoba Water Stewardship
D. Peterson

For Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

J. Thomson — Vice-President — Transportation
D. McNeil — Vice-President — Hydraulics
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Purpose of Meeting

The meeting was requested by the Environmental Assessment Team for the Floodway Expansion Project
to:
e Begin dialogue about the Environmental Assessment process
e Provide initial information about the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and its associated
Public Involvement Program (PIP)
e Provide background information about the proposed Floodway Expansion Project
o Identify issues and concerns Peguis First Nation has with the proposed project, the EIA and the
PIP.

The meeting is one of a series of sessions being held with Aboriginal Councils potentially affected by the
proposed Floodway Expansion Project as part of Round 1 of the PIP. At least two additional rounds of
meetings with Aboriginal Councils are contemplated as information from the Environmental Assessment
becomes available.

Meeting Process

Denis De Pape of the Environmental Assessment Team made a presentation about the background and
current status of the proposed Floodway Expansion Project EIA process, plans for involving the public in
the EIA, and next steps in the process. In conjunction with Denis’ presentation, Jim Thomson and Doug
McNeil of the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority described the five components of the proposed
project — Floodway Channel Expansion, Inlet Control Structure, Outlet Structure, Channel Crossings, and
the West Dyke. Each individual in attendance was provided with a copy of the presentation and the first
PIP newsletter.

Throughout and following the presentation, discussion took place in which:

e Attendees asked questions, offered perspectives, and identified issues about the proposed project,
the EIA and the PIP

o Where appropriate, representatives of the Environmental Assessment Team and Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority offered perspectives on items raised by attendees.

The following are highlights of the meeting and are intended to capture the key points that were raised
or presented. They are not presented in the sequence in which they were raised at the meeting, nor are
they a detailed or verbatim transcription of what was said.

Key Perspectives and Issues Identified by Pequis First Nation

e Peguis members commented that the meeting was not considered to be consultation, but was an
informal meeting to share information about the project.

e The Red River area north of Winnipeg is Peguis First Nation’s homeland.

e There is a legal obligation to consult and accommodate with Peguis and other First Nations during
the development of The Manitoba Floodway Authority Act. To date, there has been no attempt to
consult with Peguis. Failure to consult may place the statute in jeopardy.

e There might be a conflict of laws (i.e., one statute in conflict with another) with respect to the
project. For example, the Constitution Act of 1982 is paramount over legislation such as the
Environment Act regarding Aboriginal rights.

e The crown has fiduciary obligations with respect Peguis and other Aboriginals. Peguis First Nation
would like to know who would be held accountable for upholding those responsibilities for issues that
arise from the project. Peguis legal council will be sending a letter formally describing Peguis’ views
on the above items.

e The province will transfer between 10 000 and 16 000 acres of land to Peguis in the near future in
consultation zone 6 north of Selkirk. The land will be returned to reserve status.

e Peguis currently has six reserve parcels near the Red River north of Selkirk:
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o Parcel IR 1R — has a cemetery and burial ground that is of importance to Peguis

o Parcel IR 1G - is important to Peguis because it has ceremonial grounds and is also used for
other traditional activities

o Parcels 1R, 1F, 1D, 1E — was a former Peguis community and settlement area during the late
1800s and early 1900s. Peguis also has an interest in St. Peter’'s Dynevor Old Stone Church
and graveyard where Chief Peguis is buried.

e Peguis will increase their reserves in the near future by:

0 Obtaining crown land, as indicated above

0 Purchasing private lands; once the land is purchased it would be put into reserve status.
It is estimated that there are 1000 members of Peguis First Nation that live in Selkirk and Winnipeg.
Peguis First Nation would like to have a seat on the Floodway Expansion PAT to voice their concerns.

e Residents of Peguis are concerned about how expanding the floodway will affect existing agricultural
drains and infrastructure within their community.

e Concern was expressed about the uncertainty of water levels north of the outlet in Lockport,
especially due to ice jams. It was noted that the area is flooded on a regular basis due to ice jams.

e Peguis would have liked to have seen ice jams included in the computation of the water levels north
of the floodway outlet. They feel that by not including ice jams in the model does not accurately
depict the real risk of flooding.

e Peguis First Nation commented that it is important to obtain the knowledge of local elders and other
knowledgeable members for the purpose of the EIA. However, proper protocols must be in place to
protect culturally sensitive information they might provide. An initial list of members that the
Environmental Assessment Team could talk to included:

o Olive Lillie

0 Wendy Serger — caretaker for St. Peters

0 Burt Walker — fisher in the area

0 Gary Robson

0 Bernice Hilts

0 Peguis would appreciated support for funding request under the Participants Funding
Program

e Action item: Janet Kinley will contact Earl Stevenson to further discuss key person
interviews for the project.

e It was noted that riparian law (common law) is evolving in Canada. For traditional lands near Selkirk,
it is important that Peguis asserts its rights to the riverbed, especially from a common law, nuisance
perspective.

e It is important for Peguis members to be involved in employment opportunities for the project. It
was noted that there are legal mechanisms that could be employed to have Peguis involved in
employment opportunities for the project.

e Peguis provided a document entitled “A Discussion Paper in Response to the Guidelines for the
Preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement for the Red River Expansion Project — February 5,
2004” and discussed the following key points from the document. The document is attached to these
notes.

e The EIS makes implicit references to TLE and related agreements in the Guidelines. Peguis First
Nation would like confirmation on whether these references in the Guidelines include Peguis and their
TLE and other related agreements.

e The cumulative effects assessment must take into consideration downstream effects from the
floodway outlet, combined with the existing drains that flow into creeks and streams that feed into
the lower Red River. Moreover, ice-jamming and wind set-up from Lake Winnipeg must also be
included in the cumulative effects assessment.

e Equity — Manitoba’s flood protection system does not protect Peguis Reserve 1B. The Province has a
certain level of liability related to its lack of a flood protection system, especially for Peguis Reserve
1B. Peguis First Nation has been treated inequitably compared to non-Native communities in
Manitoba when it comes to flood protection.

e With respect to evaluating water quality for the EIA, Peguis advocates using an ecosystem approach
in order to consider all inter-related ecosystems potentially impacted by the project, including Lake
Winnipeg.
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e Peguis insists that any information on lands and resource use by First Nations, either traditional
activities or not, must be respected, including intellectual and communal property rights. Sensitive
information must not be documented in the EIS.

e With respect to heritage resources, as alluded to earlier, St. Peter’'s and Dynevor Old Stone Church
and graveyard must be protected from floodway operations. In addition, other Reserve lands (IR 11)
in the area, with their ancestors’ graves, must be protected. IR 1G is utilized for ceremonial
purposes. Reserve's 1D, 1E and 1F are adjacent to the west shore of the lower Red River and Peguis
First Nation members inhabited these areas in years past. Peguis expects all future developments
related to the above lands and the potential from the negotiated lands associated with the former St.
Peter's Reserve from the Peguis TLE to be considered within the scope of the EIS.

e In regard to environmental monitoring, follow-up and management, an adaptive management
approach should be employed.

e Peguis encourages the Environmental Assessment Team to adopt an ecosystem management
approach when conducting the Environmental Impact Assessment. This management approach is
holistic in approach and considers all interrelated-relationships among ecosystems. Peguis feels that
the scope of the guidelines for the EIS needs to be broadened to accommodate an ecosystem
approach.

e PFN recommends that a comprehensive study be undertaken by the responsible authority as opposed
to a screening due to the magnitude of the project and the significant public interest shown in the
project.

e The Environmental Assessment Team should consider incorporating the key components of the
Akwe’Kon Guidelines into the scope of the EIS.

e Peguis First Nation wants to ensure safeguards are in place for the protection of Indigenous, Treaty,
Aboriginal rights. Therefore, Peguis insists that non-derogation language be inserted into the
Canada-Manitoba Agreement related to the expansion of the Red River Floodway, and future
agreements related to the project.

Key Perspectives from the Environmental Assessment Team

e The decision to consider the Floodway Expansion Project option was the outcome of numerous
studies and consultations, which evaluated alternatives to improve flood protection for the Winnipeg
area.

e Information from existing sources indicates that the effects of the proposed project are diverse and
vary substantially from area to area. To recognize these differences, the study region has been
divided into six zones. A color map showing the zones and initial list of key impacts is presented in
the newsletter.

e Before construction could proceed on the project, a license must be obtained under the provincial
Environment Act, and federal approvals must be granted by the relevant Responsible Authorities. As
part of this process, a comprehensive Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must be prepared. The
completed EIS will be subject to public review, including hearings conducted by the Manitoba Clean
Environment Commission.

e The EIS is expected to be completed in August of 2004.

e As part of the EIA process, the Environmental Assessment Study Team will be conducting a Public
Involvement Program. The results of the program will be used by the study team to identify and
evaluate potential effects and mitigation measures. Three rounds of public involvement are planned:

0 Round 1 - to begin dialogue, provide information, and identify issues

0 Round 2 - to communicate initial findings, receive feedback, and discuss ideas to mitigate
impacts

0 Round 3 - to review results of the EIA.

e Each round will include meetings with municipalities, Aboriginal Communities, identified stakeholders,
and open houses. This PIP for the EIA is independent of any other public consultation that MFEA will
be undertaking.
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Key Perspectives from the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

In response to questions and comments, MFEA representatives noted:

e The Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority website is now available online:
www.floodwayauthority.mb.ca. The website provides an overview of the project and provides other
pertinent links.

e The EIA is being prepared from the perspective that the existing condition, with the floodway in
place, is the base case.

e Because of the number of concerns raised about groundwater quality and quantity during the Public
Involvement Program, the maximum depth that the channel will be deepened will be two feet rather
than six feet.

e The recent research concluded that neither the existing floodway nor expanded floodway affect ice
jamming in the area north of Lockport. This issue was described in detail at the meeting. The
following are some of the highlights:

o Ice jams, in general, happen when ice break up occurs in the southern reaches of a river,
while the northern sections are still intact with ice; this often occurs where there are river
impediments such as bridge abutments, islands (e.g., Sugar Island), and channel narrowing,
to name a few.

0 Ice jam problems occur in the Red River largely due to timing and flow issues

o0 When water flows reach 80 000 cfs, ice jams begin to break up because they cannot
withstand the force of the water

o For a flood of 1 in 700 years with the expanded floodway, ice jams would not affect water
levels north of the outlet because the ice jams could not withstand the velocity of the water,
and a flood of this magnitude would occur in mid to late May when the ice would be broken
up already.

e For a 700 year flood with the expanded floodway, the maximum increase in water levels from
Lockport to Selkirk would be 1 foot. It is important to note, however, that ice jams could not be
considered when calculating these water levels.

e It was determined that the choking point at Lower Fort Garry would be able to withstand water flows
of 220 000 cfs — the total water flows handled by the expanded floodway and the Red River
upstream of the Outlet Structure in a 700 year flood.

e All bridge structures crossing the floodway will be raised several feet so they will not be flooded
during a severe flood event.

e In order to lengthen and raise the West Dyke, some land will need to be acquired.

o A fundamental component of the Master Labour Agreement is to provide opportunities for Aboriginals
to gain project-related employment.

o The project is currently in the pre-design stage. Design of the proposed Floodway Expansion Project
continues to be refined and will evolve as input is received through engineering studies and public
involvement.

e Construction of the expanded floodway would begin, at the earliest, in 2005.

e Two engineering firms have been hired to look at possible groundwater effects. One study focuses
on groundwater effects in Birds Hills. The other study addresses groundwater effects along the
entire floodway.

e MFEA is currently holding public involvement events to address the following topics:

1. compensation

2. recreational opportunities associated with the project

3. spring operations

4. summer operating rules

5. state of nature water levels.

e During MFEA’s public involvement events, maps are shown to illustrate floodwater levels in different
areas with the existing floodway, and with an expanded floodway.

e The height of the West Dyke will be raised up to four feet to protect against wind and wave effects
during flooding. This additional height is to increase the freeboard (i.e., the space between the
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anticipated maximum water levels and the top of the dyke), not to accommodate a greater amount
of water.

e Action item: MFEA offered to meet with Council and/or the community about the project.
Doug McNeil and Earl Stevenson will arrange a day and time for a meeting.

Presentation

Proposed Red River
Floodway Expansion Project

Environmental Impact Assessment
Public Involvement

Peguis First Nation
April 28, 2004

Winnipeg, Manitoba

Propo:ed Floodway Expantion Project
* - £r

T | . e -
v 'EE.&:" www. floodwayeia.com
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Meeting Agenda

+ [ntroduction & Background to Project
« Qverview of Current Project Features

« Overview of the Environmental Impact
Assessment Process

« Questions and Discussion regarding the
Environmental Assessment Process

* Closing Comments - Next Steps

Propoiod Floo dw::p.munn ij_uﬂ
IwaR a7 o www.floodwayeia.com

[}

Introduction

* Following the 1997 Red River Flood:

— Extensive studies and consultation were conducted to identify
and evaluate alternatives to improve flood protection for the
Winnipeg area.

— The Floodway Expansion option was identified as the
preferred option.

* Before construction can proceed, a license must be
obtained under the provincial Environment Act and federal
approvals must be granted.

* A requirement of obtaining the necessary licenses and
approvals is the completion of an Environmental Impact
Assessment (EIA).

Proposed Floodway Expansion Projoct

fq‘ﬁ‘f’iﬁ_éf toan * www.floodwayeia.com

Appendix 3B

Page 3B - 252 Issue ldentification



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project August 2004

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Introduction

* TetrES Consultants Inc. and InterGroup Consultants Ltd.
have been hired by the Manitoba Floodway Expansion
Authority (MFEA) to undertake an independent EIA of the
proposed Floodway Expansion Project.

* As part of the EIA process, the Environmental
Assessment Study Team is conducting a Public
Involvement Program, which includes a compaonent for
potentially affected aboriginal communities. Input received
from participants will help the Study Team identify
potential affects as well as mitigation measures.

* The outcomes of the EIA and Public Involvement
processes will be reported on in an Environmental Impact
Statement, expected to be completed in August of 2004

Propoiad Floodw Eﬁp.lﬂ.l'ﬂ“ Pl‘ﬁ]ﬂfl
W AEm e www.floodwayeia.com

Purpose of Meeting

+ This meeting is part public involvement process. It is
intended to:

— Begin dialogue about the Environmental Impact Assessment
process,

— Provide basic background information and schedule for the
Project and Environmental Assessment process, and

— Hear about, and in some cases confirm, any initial concerns,
comments or issues you may have about the proposed
Project.

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project

ISR o www.floodwayeia.com
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Background

* Following the 1997 event, various levels of government
initiated public meetings and commissioned engineering
studies to:

— Assess the vulnerability of the
existing Floodway
infrastructure to flood
damage, and

— |dentify preferred options for
providing a major increase in
flood protection for the City of
Winnipeqg.

The existing Floodway Comrol Soruciure and
Chinne! diring the 1997 Red Rrver Flood.

* The proposed Floodway Expansion Project will increase
the level of flood protection for the Winnipeg area from a 1
in 90 year flood to a 1 in 700 year flood.

Propoied Floodway Expansian PI‘@]U(E‘
1 A www.floodwayeia.com

Background

« Government of Manitoba has established the Manitoba
Floodway Expansion Authorty (MFEA), and charged it with
responsibility of expanding the existing Red River Floodway.

» MFEA is the proponent for the proposed Project.

» During 2004, MFEA will oversee a variety of activities to prepare
for development, including:

— ongoing project pre-design and engineering,
— exploring potential recreational features along the floodway,
— environmental assessment and licensing of the Project.

 MFEA is currently conducting a series of public involvement
activities related to these responsibilities.

Proposed Floodway Expansion Projoct
-IL- e — I

Tr; : :".-..'('l"-'-'f‘ & www.floodwayeia.com
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Project Features

o Floadwsy Erwanel Exparabon
Dpapating. Widersng 10 Fandia
e Tonad Pah 1907 Fiood

Design of the Floodway
Expansion Project
continues to be refined,
and will evolve and
improve as input is
received through
ongoing engineering
studies, the EIA process ||
and the Public
Invalvement Program.

Propoiod Floodway Expaniian Projoct
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Channel Widening and Deepening

* The existing 46 km (29 mile) Floodway Channel will be
made wider and deeper.

* Channel width would increase by approximately 110
metres (360 ft), and the Channel depth would increase by
6 metres (2 feet)

*  Approximately 34 million cubic metres (45 million cubic
yards) of earth would be excavated from the Floodway

Channel.

* (Capacity of the Floodway Channel would increase to
approximately 3960 m? (140,000 cubic feet) of water flow
from 1700 m? (60,000 cubic feet) of water per second.

P d Flood 'E £ Projoct
FOposD ocdway Expansion rn]r‘:;:_

e h..r':i.,__;_, B = www.floodwayeia.com
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0

inlet and Outlet Control
Structures

+ Upgrades to the inlet control structure would include an enhanced fire
protection system, installation of additional nprap, and erosion control
measures.

+ Both the outlet control
structure and channel that
discharges water from the
Floodway back into the Red
River would be widened.

+ Measures to improve
riverbank stability and
erosion protection in the
Red River north of the
outlet would be undertaken.

4= i
Floogway Cratlet north gf Lockport o the Red River

=) || www.floodwayela.com
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Services and Utilities

As a result of the expansion
activities, modifications will
be made to:
— existing railway and
highway bridges,
— transmission lines,
— drainage structures,
— and other crossings such
as the City of Winnipeg

Agueducts and the Seine
River siphon.

Hydre mansmission lines are one of several
services crossing the Floedway Channel

Proposod Floodway E:r:p:lnunn Projoct
- — L s

W e www.floodwayeia.com
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West Dyke Enhancement

* The West dyke extends 70 km (44 miles) from the
Floodway inlet control structure in a generally south
westerly direction to tie into high ground at the west side

of the Red River Valley.

« Expansion of the existing Floodway would require the
West Dyke to raised in order to increase the freeboard
(space between the water level and the top of the dyke).

« The height of the Dyke would be increased by varying
amounis up to 1.2 metres (4 feet).

Propotoed Floodway Expansion F‘I‘{'j#ﬂ.

woa.AEmz e www.floodwayeia.com
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City of Winnipeg
Flood Improvements

+ The Floodway Expansion Project also includes the
concept of a series of improvements to the flood
protection infrastructure within Winnipeqg.

+ This work will be carried out by the City of Winnipeg.

+ Flood improvement activities within the City of Winnipeqg
are not considered as part of the EIA process.

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project
; _.

L= | ‘_J-;..' ) R < www.floodwayeia.com
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August 2004

Process

-

associated with the Project.

For the purpose of the EIA, a broad study
identified.

Within this study region, there is substanti

SiX ZONes.

Propoiod Floo nlw".i Expansion Projoct

Environmental Assessment

Earlier studies and research have provided an initial
understanding of public and environmental issues

the types of impacts that are anticipated. To recognize
these differences the study region has been divided into

region has been

al variation in
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Environmental Assessment
Process

* Purpose: to identify potential effects the Project may have
on the environment and on people, and identify ways to
enhance positive Project effects and to mitigate
(reduce/avoid) adverse Project effects.

* A vanety of information sources will be used in the EIA
process, including:

— Project Description,
— Environmental Baseline Studies,

— Input received through the Public Involvement Program, and
— Other relevant expernience.

Propotad Floodwi EHP.II‘H-'H'I Fl"{']#{l

W AEms www.floodwayeia.com
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August 2004

Regulatory Review Process

* Manitoba and Canada have agreed both govermments will
participate in a cooperative review of the proposed
Project.

+ July 2003: MFEA formally initiated the regulatory review

process by submitting an Environment Act Proposal Form
with Manitoba Conservation.

* August 2003: Draft Guidelines for the preparation of the
Project EIS were developed and posted on the Manitoba
Government web site. These Guidelines will be refined to
provide further guidance to the EIA.

Propoiod Floodway Expansion Projoct
pored e b e

W aEm www.floodwayeia.com

Regulatory Review Process

* The completed Project EIS will be subject to public review,
including public hearings conducted by the Manitoba
Clean Environment Commission.

* Following the completion of public hearings:

— The Clean Environment Commission will provide
advice and recommendations to the provincial Minister
of Conservation.

— Federal Responsible Authorities and Ministers will
make recommendations regarding applicable federal
approvals.

Propoioed Floodway Expansion Projoct
* P I i

N o'did '53‘-.4/ Swn * www.floodwayeia.com
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EIA Public Involvement Program

« An important part of the environmental assessment
process for the proposed Project.

- Federal and provincial legislation require that the EIA
process provides for, and incorporates the results of,
‘meaningful public involvement.”

» Intended to provide early and ongoing opportunities
for citizens to receive information on, and provide
their views about the EIA process, potential Project
effects and measures to mitigate those effects.

Propoiod Flu-udw;i Expansion Projoct
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Propoiod Flundwn Expansion Projoct

EIA Public Involvement Program

* There will be three rounds of public involvement:

— Round One focuses on introducing the EIA process, and on
identifying any initial issues and concemns the public may
have about the Project. This round is largely complete.

— Round Twe, in May and June, will focus on communicating
the initial EIA findings

— Round Three will focus on reviewing the results of the EIA,
including any proposed mitigation and compensation
measures.

o
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We are interested in any input and feedback
you may have about the proposed Project,
EIA process and
Public Involvement Program.

What are your issues and concerns?

Who should we be contacting for baseline
information?

Propoiod Floo dwa. Expantion Projoct
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Next Steps

+ Following this meeting, meeting notes will
be returned to you for review.

« Work with Peguis FN in gatherint};
information that can be used for the EIS
to assess potential affects of Floodway
Expansion on Peguis FN.

+ The EIA studies will be ongoing, and the
results will be communicated to you over
the next two rounds of public
involvement.

www.floodwayeia.com
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For More Information:
Visit our EIA Web site at:

www.floodwayeia.com

Contact:
John Osler or Denis De Pape

(204) 942-0654

Proposed Floodway Expantion Projoct
* P sy - i
iﬁ ¥ v.rww.flnndwayem.cnm
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3.10.4 Brokenhead Ojibway Nation

Invitation Letter

Suite 604-283 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoba
R3B 2B5
l N te rG rO U p tel: (204) 942-0654

fax: (204) 943-3922
CONSULTANTS e-mail: intergroup@intergroup.ca

February 18, 2004

Chief Tina Leveque
Brokenhead First Nation
General Delivery, Box 80
Brokenhead, Manitoba
ROE 1WO0

Dear Chief Leveque:

The Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority (MFEA) has applied for licenses and approvals needed to
develop the Floodway Expansion Project (the “Project”). The purpose of the Project is to significantly
increase the level of flood protection in Winnipeg by expanding the existing floodway. This letter is to
inform you about the Project and consultations being planned with regard to the Project’s planning and
environmental licensing. TetrES Consultants/InterGroup Consultants of Winnipeg have been hired by
MFEA to prepare an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) of the Project.

A copy of the first of several newsletters from the EIA process is attached for your information. It
includes background information about the Project, an overview of the environmental review
requirements and EIA process, information about the Public Involvement Program for the EIA and
information about upcoming public involvement events. Also included is a map showing the EIA study
area?

As part of the EIA process, we would like to develop a program for liaison and discussions about the
Project's potential environmental and socioeconomic effects with interested and/or potentially affected
Aboriginal communities. The first step in this process is to identify which First Nation and Métis
Communities might have issues, concerns, questions or broader interest related to the Project. Please
review the newsletter, the map and any other information you deem appropriate and advise us if your
community has any issues, concerns, questions or interests in the Project. If the Project is relevant to
your community, we would like to know as soon as possible and to be informed about the nature of your
issues, concerns, questions or interests.

A member of the TetrES/InterGroup Team will contact you shortly to review this letter, to assist with any
guestions you may have, and to learn about your possible interests in the Project.

If you have any issues, concerns, questions or interests, please send the information to:
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Mr. John Osler or Mr. Denis De Pape

Floodway Expansion Environmental Assessment Team
604-283 Portage Avenue

Winnipeg, Manitoba, R3B 2B5.

They can be contacted by telephone at 204-942-0654 or by email at josler@intergroup.ca.

In addition, if you know of any other aboriginal community that might have an interest in the Project, we
would appreciate being informed about this.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

Denis De Pape
Senior Consultant

cc: Grand Chief, Southern Chiefs Organization
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Table 3B.10-3

Contact Record for Brokenhead-Ojibway Nation

Organization Contact Contact Date & Notes
Person Info Time
1. | Brokenhead- Chief Tina 204-766- Tuesday, Spoke to Chief Leveque.
Ojibway Nation Leveque 2494 March She hadn't received the package, but indicated that
General Delivery 16/04 Brokenhead is always interested when the Red River
Box 180 is involved.
Brokenhead- Basically said, ‘prove to me that the benefits
Ojibway Nation outweigh the damage that could be done.’
Scanterbury, MB Chief Leveque provided the correct mailing address
ROE 1WO0 for Brokenhead (small mistake in PO Box in original
address although correct postal code)
Re-sent the info package on Tuesday, March
16/04
2. Friday, Busy signal
March
26/04
11.40 a.m.
3. 2.05 p.m. Spoke to receptionist. Chief was in a conference call.
Requested | call back around 3 p.m.
4. 3.10 p.m. Busy signal
5. 3.55 p.m. Busy signal
6. Monday, Spoke to staff person (presumably in Band Office).
March The Chief was in meetings all day in Winnipeg and
29/04 was unavailable. Will be in the office tomorrow.
11.15 a.m.
7. Wed., Spoke to staff person.
March The Chief was in meetings in Winnipeg, but might be
31/04 checking in later in the afternoon.
11.15 a.m. | Left a message, including contact info and reason for
call, requesting that she call when she gets in.
8. Thursday, | Spoke to staff person.
April 1/04 | The Chief was in a meeting, but might be available in
11.35 a.m. | the afternoon.
Left a message, including contact info and reason for
call, requesting that she call when available.
9. Councillor Cell Email sent | Email message
Paul Chief 204-785- by Denis Could you give me at call at 942-0654. | need your
3181 De Pape, help in getting a written response from Brokenhead
Office April 8 Chief and Council about whether they are interested
204 — in having further discussions about the expansion of
766-2494 the Red River Floodway. Mark Reed of InterGroup
has made initial contact with the Chief who
expressed an interest in follow-up but we have
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Person Info Time
received nothing in writing so far.

10. Phone Asked if he had seen email. He had not as he had
conversati | been in workshops on Thursday and Friday. Asked for
on — Denis | his help in getting a written response from the Band
De Pape — | re wanting to discussions about Floodway Expansion.
Monday, Paul indicated he would review the email and try to
April 12, address it immediately. He noted that the Band was
11.40 am. | having an election on Thursday, April 15 and there

was little value in trying to arrange a meeting until
after the election.

I resent email for his convenience with following
message

Good talking to you.

Here the email again to save you having to find it.
There should be a package of material on the Chief's
desk about the project that you could look at
including a covering letter, newsletter etc.

No immediate written response provided by Paul.

11. April 19, Spoke to staff person. Paul Chief not yet in. Left
2004 message for Paul to call me.

Denis De
Pape
8:45 am

12. April 19, Spoke to staff person. Paul Chief not in till the
2004 morning. Left message for Paul to call me.

Denis De
Pape
4:00 pm

13. April 22, Spoke to Paul Chief, told me he did not get my
2004 emails, We checked and | seemed to have right email
Denis De address. | offered to resend. | asked that he check
Pape with the Chief about whether they want to meet on
8:30 am Floodway Expansion or not and asked that regardless

of whether he gets my email, he email me back
stating whether or not Brokenhead FN is interested.
He agreed to do that and | gave him my email
address.

14. April 30, Contacted Paul Chief and he proposed meeting on
2004 Thursday, May 6 at 1:30 at InterGroup. | sent out
Denis De email asking if this work for our regular participants,
Pape
4:00

15. May 4, Lunch with Paul Chief. Briefed him on Floodway PIP
2004 and how we have been meeting with FN and others.
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Denis De Gave him copy of invitation letter sent to
Pape Brokenhead on Feb 18, Round 1 newsletter, and
lunch standard presentation made to RM’s and FNs. He
indicated that he would be bringing this matter up at
the next Chief and Council meeting on Monday, May
10. and he would get back to me with how
Brokenhead wished to be dealt with. Paul gave the
impression that Brokenhead’s main interest is likely to
be jobs and small contracts on the projects. | noted
that if this was the case, the best thing would be to
meet with appropriate people at MFEA. | said | could
help to arrange that meeting. | gave Jim Thompson
a heads up on this at our meeting that afternoon.
16. May 17, Message left for Paul Chief to call me. Wanted to find
2004 out about outcome of discussion with Chief and
Denis De Council re how Brokenhead wanted to be involved in
Pape the Floodway Expansion project.
17. May 21, Sent following email - Just checking to see what
2004 Brokenhead FN wants to do with respect to Floodway
Denis De Expansion Project. Were you able to get input from
Pape Chief and Council on whether they wanted to meet
about the project or they wanted to focus on
pursuing contract and employment opportunities
with the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority.
Please let me know, | am starting to run up against
schedule on this.
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Other
p Memorandum

CONSULTANTS

DATE: March 16, 2004 PROJECT: 623

TO: Chief Tina Leveque FILE:

CC: File

FROM: Mark Reed

SUBJECT: ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT OF THE PROPOSED FLOODWAY
EXPANSION PROJECT

Thank you for taking the time to talk to me this morning — and for providing your correct mailing
address. As discussed, please find enclosed a copy of the letter dated February 18, 2004 and
Newsletter #1 for the Environmental Impact Assessment Study of the proposed Floodway Expansion
Project (the Project). Please feel free to contact me once you have had the opportunity to review the
information. As indicated in the letter, we would be very interested to hear about any issues,
concerns, questions or interests you might have related to the Project. My contact information is:

Mark Reed

InterGroup Consultants Ltd.
Suite 604-283 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg, MB R3B 2B5

ph: 204-942-0654

fax: 204-943-3922

e-mail: mreed@intergroup.ca
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3.10.5 Roseau River Anishinabe First Nation

Invitation Letter

Suite 604-283 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoba
R3B 2B5
l n te rG rO U p tel: (204) 942-0654

fax: (204) 943-3922
CONSULTANTS e-mail: intergroup@intergroup.ca

February 18, 2004

Chief Terry Nelson
Roseau River First Nation
P.O. Box 30

Ginew, Manitoba

ROA 2RO

Dear Chief Nelson:

The Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority (MFEA) has applied for licenses and approvals needed to
develop the Floodway Expansion Project (the “Project”). The purpose of the Project is to significantly
increase the level of flood protection in Winnipeg by expanding the existing floodway. This letter is to
inform you about the Project and consultations being planned with regard to the Project’'s planning and
environmental licensing. TetrES Consultants/InterGroup Consultants of Winnipeg have been hired by
MFEA to prepare an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) of the Project.

A copy of the first of several newsletters from the EIA process is attached for your information. It
includes background information about the Project, an overview of the environmental review
requirements and EIA process, information about the Public Involvement Program for the EIA and
information about upcoming public involvement events. Also included is a map showing the EIA study
area.

As part of the EIA process, we would like to develop a program for liaison and discussions about the
Project's potential environmental and socioeconomic effects with interested and/or potentially affected
Aboriginal communities. The first step in this process is to identify which First Nation and Métis
Communities might have issues, concerns, questions or broader interest related to the Project. Please
review the newsletter, the map and any other information you deem appropriate and advise us if your
community has any issues, concerns, questions or interests in the Project. If the Project is relevant to
your community, we would like to know as soon as possible and to be informed about the nature of your
issues, concerns, questions or interests.

A member of the TetrES/InterGroup Team will contact you shortly to review this letter, to assist with any
guestions you may have, and to learn about your possible interests in the Project.

If you have any issues, concerns, questions or interests, please send the information to:
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Mr. John Osler or Mr. Denis De Pape

Floodway Expansion Environmental Assessment Team
604-283 Portage Avenue

Winnipeg, Manitoba R3B 2B5.

They can be contacted by telephone at 204-942-0654 or by email at josler@intergroup.ca.

In addition, if you know of any other aboriginal community that might have an interest in the Project, we
would appreciate being informed about this.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

Denis De Pape
Senior Consultant

cc: Grand Chief, Southern Chiefs Organization
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Table 3B.10-4

Contact Record for Roseau River First Nation

Organization Contact Contact | Date & Time Notes
Person Info

Roseau River Chief Terry | 204-427- Tuesday, Spoke to Chief Nelson, he hadn’t seen the package

First Nation Nelson 2312 March 16/04 Indicated that Roseau River would definitely be interested

P.O. Box 30 1.25 p.m. in the Project and that anything related to the Red River

Ginew, MB affects them

ROA 2RO He explained that Oliver Nelson would be the best person
to talk to and said he would have a secretary forward the
package to him
Suggested | phone and follow-up with Oliver

P.O. Box 72 Mr. Oliver 204-427- Thursday, Spoke to Oliver Nelson

Dominion City, Nelson 3745 March 25/04 He hadn't received the package

MB

Requested that a copy be sent to his personal mailbox

ROA OHO (address at left)

Re-sent the package on Thursday, March 25
Oliver indicated he would definitely be interested in
meeting to discuss the Floodway Project
Oliver is an alternate member on the Red River Basin
Commission and sits on the Roseau River International
Watershed organization
A hydrologic study of the Roseau River basin has just
completed and Oliver indicated it could be made available if
it would be useful for the Project
Roseau R FN is bounded by the Red R, Roseau R and
Marsh Creek, which is often referred to as Roseau Lake
when it floods

Thursday, Left a voice mail message explaining that | was following

April 1/04 up to make sure he had received the info package

11.30 a.m. Requested that he call back

Wednesday, Spoke to Oliver.

April 7/04 He has reviewed the info and has spoken to the Chief

3.30 p.m. about it.
He’s going to talk to the Chief tomorrow and will phone
back with comments either tomorrow, or Tuesday, April 13.

Wednesday, Called and there was no answer. No answering machine

April 21/04 either.

3.15 p.m.

Thursday, Busy signal.

April 22/04

3.55 p.m.

also 4.10
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p.m.
Friday, April Called — no answer. No answering machine picked up.
23/04
10.30 a.m.
Wednesday, Called — left a message to follow-up. Requested he call
April 28/04 back.
3.00 p.m.
Thursday, Called — no answer. No answering machine picked up.
May 13/04
2.30 p.m.
Friday, May Called — no answer. No answering machine picked up.
14/04
11.35 a.m.
Monday, May | Called — no answer. No answering machine picked up.
17/04
9.45 a.m.
Other
p Memorandum
CONSULTANTS

DATE: March 26, 2004 PROJECT: 623

TO: Mr. Oliver Nelson FILE:

CC: File

FROM: Mark Reed

SUBJECT: ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT OF THE PROPOSED FLOODWAY

EXPANSION PROJECT

Thanks for taking the time to talk to me this morning. As discussed, please find enclosed a copy of the
letter from February 18, 2004 and Newsletter #1 for the Environmental Impact Assessment Study of the
proposed Floodway Expansion Project (the Project). Please feel free to contact me once you have had the
opportunity to review the information. As indicated in the letter, we would be very interested to hear
about any issues, concerns, questions or interests you might have related to the Project. My contact

information is:

Mark Reed

InterGroup Consultants Ltd.
Suite 604-283 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg, MB R3B 2B5

ph: 204-942-0654

fax: 204-943-3922

e-mail: mreed@intergroup.ca
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3.10.6 Manitoba Métis Federation — Winnipeg and SE Region

Invitation Letter

Suite 604-283 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoba
R3B 2B5
l n te rG rO U p tel: (204) 942-0654

fax: (204) 943-3922
CONSULTANTS e-mail: intergroup@intergroup.ca

February 18, 2004

Mr. Ron Chartrand

Manitoba Métis Federation — Winnipeg Region
412 McGregor St.

Winnipeg, Manitoba

R2W 4X5

Dear Mr. Chartrand:

The Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority (MFEA) has applied for licenses and approvals needed to
develop the Floodway Expansion Project (the “Project”). The purpose of the Project is to significantly
increase the level of flood protection in Winnipeg by expanding the existing floodway. This letter is to
inform you about the Project and consultations being planned with regard to the Project’s planning and
environmental licensing. TetrES Consultants/InterGroup Consultants of Winnipeg have been hired by
MFEA to prepare an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) of the Project.

A copy of the first of several newsletters from the EIA process is attached for your information. It
includes background information about the Project, an overview of the environmental review
requirements and EIA process, information about the Public Involvement Program for the EIA and
information about upcoming public involvement events. Also included is a map showing the EIA study
area.

As part of the EIA process, we would like to develop a program for liaison and discussions about the
Project's potential environmental and socioeconomic effects with interested and/or potentially affected
Aboriginal communities. The first step in this process is to identify which First Nation and Métis
Communities might have issues, concerns, questions or broader interest related to the Project. Please
review the newsletter, the map and any other information you deem appropriate and advise us if your
community has any issues, concerns, questions or interests in the Project. If the Project is relevant to
your community, we would like to know as soon as possible and to be informed about the nature of your
issues, concerns, questions or interests.

A member of the TetrES/InterGroup Team will contact you shortly to review this letter, to assist with any
guestions you may have, and to learn about your possible interests in the Project.

If you have any issues, concerns, questions or interests, please send the information to:
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Mr. John Osler or Mr. Denis De Pape

Floodway Expansion Environmental Assessment Team
604-283 Portage Avenue

Winnipeg, Manitoba, R3B 2B5.

They can be contacted by telephone at 204-942-0654 or by email at josler@intergroup.ca.

In addition, if you know of any other aboriginal community that might have an interest in the Project, we
would appreciate being informed about this.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

Y
Ylows 18]

Denis De Pape
Senior Consultant

cc: President, Manitoba Métis Federation

Invitation Letter

Suite 604-283 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoba
R3B 2B5
l n te rG rO U p tel: (204) 942-0654

fax: (204) 943-3922
CONSULTANTS e-mail: intergroup@intergroup.ca

February 18, 2004

Ms. Denise Thomas

Manitoba Métis Federation - South East Region
P.O. Box 13

Grand Marais, Manitoba

ROE OTO

Dear Ms. Thomas:
The Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority (MFEA) has applied for licenses and approvals needed to

develop the Floodway Expansion Project (the “Project”). The purpose of the Project is to significantly
increase the level of flood protection in Winnipeg by expanding the existing floodway. This letter is to
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inform you about the Project and consultations being planned with regard to the Project’s planning and
environmental licensing. TetrES Consultants/InterGroup Consultants of Winnipeg have been hired by
MFEA to prepare an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) of the Project.

A copy of the first of several newsletters from the EIA process is attached for your information. It
includes background information about the Project, an overview of the environmental review
requirements and EIA process, information about the Public Involvement Program for the EIA and
information about upcoming public involvement events. Also included is a map showing the EIA study
area.

As part of the EIA process, we would like to develop a program for liaison and discussions about the
Project's potential environmental and socioeconomic effects with interested and/or potentially affected
Aboriginal communities. The first step in this process is to identify which First Nation and Métis
Communities might have issues, concerns, questions or broader interest related to the Project. Please
review the newsletter, the map and any other information you deem appropriate and advise us if your
community has any issues, concerns, questions or interests in the Project. If the Project is relevant to
your community, we would like to know as soon as possible and to be informed about the nature of your
issues, concerns, questions or interests.

A member of the TetrES/InterGroup Team will contact you shortly to review this letter and to assist with
any questions you may have.

If you have any issues, concerns, questions or interests, please send the information to:
Mr. John Osler or Mr. Denis De Pape
Floodway Expansion Environmental Assessment Team
604-283 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoba, R3B 2B5.

They can be contacted by telephone at 204-942-0654 or by email at josler@intergroup.ca.

In addition, if you know of any other aboriginal community that might have an interest in the Project, we
would appreciate being informed about this.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

Denis De Pape
Senior Consultant

cc: President, Manitoba Métis Federation
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1.10.6.1 Invitation Letter

Suite 604-283 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoba
R3B 2B5

l N te rG roOu p tel: (204) 942-0654

fax: (204) 943-3922
CONSULTANTS e-mail: intergroup@intergroup.ca

February 18, 2004

Mr. David Chartrand
Manitoba Métis Federation
3-150 Henry Ave.
Winnipeg, Manitoba

R3B 0J7

Dear Mr. Chartrand:

For your information, attached are copies of letters sent to:

MMF — Winnipeg Region
MMF — South East Region

The letters pertain to the Environmental Impact Assessment of the Floodway Expansion Project

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

S .
Denis De Pape

Senior Consultant
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1.10.6.2 Other

InterGroup

CONSULTANTS Memorandum
DATE: April 23, 2004 PROJECT: 623
TO: Mr. Dan Benoit FILE:
CC: File
FROM: Mark Reed
SUBJECT: ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT OF THE PROPOSED FLOODWAY
EXPANSION PROJECT

Dan,

Please find enclosed for your information, copies of the letters to the Manitoba Métis Federation’s
Winnipeg and South-east regional offices along with the Newsletter #1 for the Environmental Impact
Assessment Study of the proposed Floodway Expansion Project (the Project) that were sent on February
18, 2004. Please feel free to contact me once you have had the opportunity to review the information. As
indicated in the letter, we would be very interested to hear about any issues, concerns, questions or
interests you might have related to the Project. My contact information is:

Mark Reed

InterGroup Consultants Ltd.
Suite 604-283 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg, MB R3B 2B5

ph: 204-942-0654

fax: 204-943-3922

e-mail: mreed@intergroup.ca

I will follow-up with a phone call to make sure that you received the package and discuss further.
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Table 3B.10-5

Contact Record for MMF - Winnipeg Region

Organization Contact Contact Date & Time Notes
Person Info
1. | MMF Winnipeg Mr. Ron ph. 589- Tuesday, Spoke to receptionist (Annette).
Region Chartrand 4327 March 16/04 She didn't recall seeing the package.
412 McGregor fax 582- Requested that the February 18/04 letter be faxed
St. 2711 over to see if she recognized it.
Winnipeg, MB Faxed letter on Tuesday, March 16
R2W 4X5

Tuesday,
March 16/04

Annette reviewed the fax copy of the letter

She indicated they hadn’t received the package
Requested that it be re-sent and she would bring it to
Mr. Chartrand’s attention.

Re-sent package on Tuesday, March 16

Friday, March

Spoke to receptionist (Annette).

26/04 1.50 She indicated that he had received the re-sent

p.m. package of information and that she would have Mr.
Chartrand call back.

Tuesday, Spoke to receptionist (Annette).

March 30/04 Regional meeting was on Saturday, March 27

10.25 a.m. She hoped Mr. Chartrand would now have time to

look at the info package.
She’'ll have Mr. Chartrand call back.

Thursday, April
1/04

Spoke to receptionist.
Mr. Chartrand was out of the office for a short

4.10 p.m. period.
She indicated that she would have him call back.
Wednesday, Spoke to receptionist.
April 7/04 Mr. Chartrand was out of the office for a short
3.35 p.m. period.
She indicated that she would have him call back.
Appendix 3B Page 3B - 279 Issue ldentification




Proposed Floodway Expansion Project

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

August 2004

Table 3B.10-6
Contact Record for MMF - Southeast Region
Organization Contact Contact Date & Time Notes
Person Info
MMF SE Region | Ms. Denise | 204-754- Tuesday, Spoke to receptionist.
P.O. Box 13 Thomas 2721 March 16/04 She said she would ask Ms. Thomas to call.
Grand Marais, 1.35 p.m. Receptionist also indicated that there might be
MB another rep interested in the process.
ROE 0TO

Friday, March | Spoke to receptionist.

26/04 They received the info package yesterday (isn't

2.00 p.m. clear why the delay!?).

Denise was out of the office, but will have her
phone on Monday.

Monday, March | Spoke to receptionist.

29/04 Denise was out of the office, but should be in

11.35 a.m. during the afternoon.

Receptionist said she would ask her to call.

Thursday, April | Spoke to receptionist.

1/04 Denise was out of the office.

3.35 p.m. Receptionist confirmed that they had received the
information package and said she would ask her to
call.

Wednesday, Spoke to receptionist.

April 7/04 Ms. Thomas is now on holidays until April 19.

3.35 p.m. I will now phone Dan Benoit directly Re: MMF
consultations.
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Table 3B.10-7
Contact Record for MMF - Home Office

Organization Contact Contact Date & Time Notes
Person Info
MMF Home Mr. Dan ph. 586- Thursday, April | Left a voice mail with the Admin Assistant for
Office Benoit 8474 8, 2004 Natural Resources (Natasha?)
3" Floor 150 Natural 9.25 a.m. Explained that we had sent info packs to regional
Henry Resources, offices (and copied President Chartrand) and were
Winnipeg, MB MMF) interested in feedback
R3B 0J7 Explained that we had contacted but hadn’t heard
back from regions and wanted to follow-up with
home office
Requested they call back
Tuesday, April | Received voice mail expressing definite interest in
13, 9 a.m. meeting.
Thursday, April | Returned call. Left message and said would call
15, 2004 9.50 | back.
a.m.
Friday, April Sent information package to Dan including memo
23, 2004 indicating would phone to follow-up.
Wednesday, Left a voice mail message to confirm that the
April 28/04 information package had arrived successfully and
2.40 p.m. make arrangements to discuss any
questions/issues/concerns. Left contact information
and requested that Dan call me back.
Thursday, April | Received voice mail from Dan suggesting a
29/04 meeting on Friday, April 30 at 2 p.m. to discuss
9.15 a.m. how the interests of the Métis nation in the Red
River Valley could be looked after.
Thursday, April | Denis De Pape returned Dan’s call and left a voice
29/04 mail suggesting an informal meeting on Friday,
April 30 at 2.30 p.m. in InterGroup’s office to
discuss the process for hearing
guestions/issues/concerns.
Friday, April Informal meeting with Dan Benoit and a colleague
30/04 pm of MMF. Made it clear that this was informal with
Denis De Pape, | no implicit or explicit commitments being made.
John Osler Dan gave history lesson on origins of MMF as the
representative of Métis collective rights. Indicated
that EIA needs to assess impacts on Métis
collective rights (subsistence harvesting) and
culture. MMF wants to be recognized as
organization that deals with Métis collective rights.
Proposed that MMF would organize and lead a
series of meetings with representatives of the four
MMF locals potentially affected by Floodway
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Contact Date & Time
Info

Notes

Expansion ((SW, SE, Winnipeg, Interlake). Not
determined if consulting team or MFEA could be
involved. MMF willing to conduct these meetings
expeditiously. If MMF not recognized, then could
be a risk to the project as MMF might go to court.
We informed Dan of what we were trying to do
with the PIP, wanting to interview potentially
affected Métis. He frowned on idea of talking to
individual meeting in terms of dealing with
collective rights issues. Okay to involve them as we
would any other citizen on private property
impacts. We talked about the idea of having a
formal meeting with MMF that included MFEA. |
provided information about this meeting to Doug
Peterson for discussion at May 7 meeting between
MFEA and the province to discuss aboriginal
issues.

Other

InterGroup

CONSULTANTS

February 18, 2004

Grand Chief

Southern Chiefs Organization
200-286 Smith St.

Winnipeg, Manitoba

R3C 1K4

Dear Grand Chief:

Suite 604-283 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoba

R3B 2B5

tel: (204) 942-0654

fax: (204) 943-3922

e-mail: intergroup@intergroup.ca

For your information, attached are copies of letters sent to:

- Brokenhead First Nation

- Roseau River First Nation

- Peguis First Nation

The letters pertain to the Environmental Impact Assessment of the Floodway Expansion Project

Yours truly,

INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

Denis De Pape
Senior Consultant
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3.11 MFEA MATERIALS

This section includes three mailouts that were distributed by MFEA during Round 1 of the PIP. The first
mailout was distributed in February 2004. In March, two separate mailouts; containing identical
information packages were sent to MPs, MLAs, and municipal offices, and stakeholder organizations
respectively. Examples of the individuals who received the information packages are also provided. The
Environmental Assessment newsletter was included in the February mailout and in the March mailout to
stakeholder organizations (See Appendix 3B).

83  Stakeholder Outreach

Since January, MFEA has taken a very proactive approach to communicating the
project's progress by sending regular information updates directly to stakeholders.

The data base features more than 500 entries and is growing on a weekly basis.v It
includes MPs, MLAs, municipal officials, grassrodts associations and local residents who
have atiended public meetings or requested information through the web site and toll-free
phone line. MFEA will distribute reguiar updates to this growing key contact list at least
six times each year. '

Since Jzinuaryl,."fbﬁr separate i.h.fahﬁ.ﬁﬁ'bﬁ;;kage_s have been distributed. A fifth 1s being
planned [or July. :

Copies of the information packages are included in this seclion. Individual items have
also been forwarded to officials regarding dredging, employment training and ongeing
consultation. These are also included in this section — along with a selection of
responses.

MFEA hosled a number of meetings with relevant stakehelder organizations and invited
the general public to attend open houses & public meetings. A summary of those
discussicns is included earlier in this report. -

MFEA will continue to consult with Manitoba Aboriginal & Melis communities
regarding employment training,ﬁuainess deveiopment opportunities and varous other
project elements. These discussions will also mclude relevant federal officials.
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Manitoba

Floodway Expansion Authority Room 200, 155 Carlton Street
‘Winnipeg, MB R3C 3H8

Phone: (204) 945-4900

Fax; (204) 948-2462

February 6, 2004
Rt, Hon. Paul Martin, P.C.
Prime Minister of Canada
Langevin Building
80 Wellington Street
Ottawa, Ontario
K1A 0A2

Dear Prime Minister,

T am writing to update you on a number of developments related to the expansion of the Red
River floodway. The Government of Canada is a key partner in this important national project.

Last year, Canada and Manitoba concluded an historic partnershlp agreement which confirmed
an initial contribution of $240 million to the floodway expansion — one third the total cost. This
agreement allows us to begin our work, consistent with the recommendations of Manitobans and
the Intemational Joint Commission Report following the 1997 flood of the century.

The Red River Floodway Expansion will improve the quality of life for Manitobans by making
residents more secure; improving the environment; providing economic opportunities & job
creation; and establishing a medel for public consultation & community involvement.

Attached, please find three recent items relevant to the ongoing work of the Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority, including:

1. Environmental Impact Assessment Study — Canada and Manitoba have agreed to a
cooperative environmental review process to be led by the Manitoba Clean Environment
Commission and consistent with the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act. The
attached newsletter outlines that process in more detail.

. 2. Project Overview — To mark the start of the public consultation process, the attached
article was published. It prowdes an overview of the Authority’s work on behalf of
Manitoba residents.

3. Compensation — The Authority wﬂl work toward solutions on many issues associated
with the project, including compensation for residents who suffer loss from artificial
flooding. Manitoba is delivering on a promise to introduce legislation that ensures
certainty for effected residents before a flood crisis instead of uncertainty and legal
pursuits after the fact. A summary of the proposed legislation has been distributed to
stalkeholders for comment, and is attached for your immediate reference.
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Manitoba

Floodway Expansion Authority . Room 200, 155 Carlton Street
' Winnipeg, MB R3C 3HS

Phone: (204) 945-4900

Fax: (204) 948-2462

' February 6, 2004
Honmn. Lucienne Robillard, P.C.
Minister of Industry
C.D. Howe Building, East Tower
11™ floor, 235 Queen Street
Ottawa, Ontario
K1A OH5

Dear Minister,

I am writing to update you on a number of developments related to the expansion of the Red
River floodway. The Government of Canada is a key partner in this important national project.

Last year, Canada and Manitoba concluded an historic partnership agreement which confirmed
an initial contribution of $240 million to the floodway expansion — one third the total cest.” This
agreement allows us to begin our work, consistent with the recommendations of Manitobans and
the International Joint Commission Report following the 1997 flood of the century.

The Red River Floou.‘ri:va},ir Bxpansmn will improve the quality of life for Manitobans by making
residents more secure; improving the environment; providing econemic opportunities & job
creation; and establishing a model for public consnitation & community involvement.

Attached, please find three recent items relevant to the ongoing work of the Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority, including:

1. Environmental Impact Assessment Study — Canada and Manitoba have agreed to a
cooperative environmental review process to be led by the Manitoba Clean Environment
Commission and consistent with the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act. The
attached newsletter outlines that process in more detail.

2. Project Overview — To mark the start of the public consultation process, the attached
article was published. It provides an overview of the Authority’s work on behalf of
Manitoba residents.

3. Compensation — The Authority will work toward solutions on many issues associated
with the project, including compensation for residents who suffer Joss from artificial
flooding. Manitoba is delivering on a promise to introduce legislation that ensures
certainty for effected residents before a flood crisis instead of uncertainty and legal
pursuits after the fact. A summary of the propesed legislation has been distributed to

- stakeholders for comment, and is attached for your immediate reference.
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Manitoba 'g:?)'

Floodway Expansion Authority Room 200, 155 Carlton Sh
Winnipeg, MB R3C3

Phone: (204) 945-4¢

Fax: (204) 948-2:

Flood Protection in Manitobd‘ Charting A New Course

January 2004 - One of the most memorable images of 2003 was the site of massive
forest fires advancing on communities in British Columbia’s Okanagan Valley. The
faces of the residents whose homes were destroyed said it all.

It was an image that brought back memories of the 1997 Manitoba flood. Like the flood,
the final chapter of the Okanagan fire was about the human spirit. The enduring
Canadian values of community, sharing and perseverance prevailed.

Today, in the Okanagan, homes are being rebuilt and people are trying to get their lives
back to normal. Now, they are asking authorities to do everything they possibly can to
ensure it never happens again.

In the aftermath of the 1997 flood, Manitobans were doing the same thing. The _
International Joint Commission (IJC}) studied ways to better protect the residents of the
Red River Basin from severe floods. Thousands of hours of consultations were
conducted.

The IUC concluded if no action was taken to hpruve flood protection in Manitoba, there
would be a 37% chance of a repeat of the 1997 flood within 50 years. The IIC
recommended two specific flood proteetion options that would decrease that risk.

Additional consultation concluded the expansion of the current floodway was the best
option for increased flood protection. It would reduce the risk of a 1997 repeat to just 7%
over the next half-century and significantly reduce the risk to rural Manitobans living
south of the floodway.

In this tight, all levels of government should be congratulated for their commitment to
flood protection in southern Manitoba. Following the 1997 flood, the Government of
Canada and Province of Manitoba jointly invested $130 million in fleod protection -
$110 million for rural residents in the Red River Valley.

Over the last ten months, Canada and Manitoba have announced more that $240 million
to begin work on the $700 million floodway expansion —more than one-third the cost. In
fact, Canada has recognized the project as a national priority.

In addition, the City of Winnipeg has indicated their strong intention to make substantial
upgrades to their flood protection infrastructure.
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The Mantitoba Floodway Expansion Authority has been established to oversee the
planning and management of the project. The Authority is committed to providing
increased floed protection to as many Manitobans as possible. It will provide excellence
in project management, be inclusive and encourage innovation.

The Authority also intends to maximize economic development opportunities associated
with the expansion — a clear priority that emerged during public consultation. As one of
the largest capital projects in Manitoba history, the project will result in both direct and
indirect opportunities and thousands of jobs.

There will be opportunities in the construction, design, consulting and engincering
sectors as we begin to move dirt, improve railway and highway bridges, upgrade dikes
and strengthen vtilities, floodgates, pump stations and control structures.

There will be opportunities to promote environmental technologies, develop labour
training and research partnerships.

There will be opportunities for local small businesses and aboriginal entrepreneurs —
particularly in the tourism and recreation sectors. The Authority plans to issue a general
call for expressions of interest in the coming weeks to help develop a concise economic
development partnership plan.

And, by increasing flood protection, local property values will stabilize. To this end, the
Government of Manitoba has committed to develop and introduce comprehensive
compensation legislation this spring to ensure certainty for effected residents before a
crisis instead of uncertainty and legal pursuits after the fact.

The floodway expansion is a win-win. The cost/benefit analysis of the investment is
obvious. Following the severe 1950 flood, Canada and Manitoba built the current
floodway for $63 million. This investment has saved us from an estimated $&.6 billion in
losses over the last 40 years. The proposed floodway would protect residents from a
flood the size of 1826 — the largest ever recorded in Manitoba.

The Authority wants to invite Manitobans to have their say on the project and help shape
the future of their communities — particularly as it relates to protecting the environment,

Canada and Manitoba have agreed to a cooperativé environmental review process to be
led by the Manitoba Clean Environment Commission and consistent with the Canadian
Environmental Assessment Act.

The first stage of the independent environmental review process is being initiated this
month. It will build upon previous consultations and go far beyond the envirenmental
protection standards used to construct the original floodway. More information about the
process is available at www.floodwayeia.com.
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The bottom line is the full expansion of the floodway will dramatically improve the
quality of life for Manitobans by helping to make residents more secure, improving the
environment, providing economic development opportunities and establishing an
international model for public consuitation and community involvement.

- Ernie Gilroy, CEQ
Manitoba Floodway Authority
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\ Backqgrounder

THE RED RIVER FLOODWAY ACT

» The Red River Floodway Act wonld provide a legislated right to compensation for Manitobans who
experience loss or damage ﬁ'om artificial flooding caused by Red River Floodway operation during a spring
flood.

e Artifi clal flooding caused by spring floodway operation should only occur when an extreme flood exceeds
‘or threatens to exceed the floodway’s capacity to protect Wmmpag without raising the level of the Red
River upstream (south of Winnipeg).
o Ariificiel flooding is flooding in which the Red River exceeds its natural level as a resnlt of flocdway
operation during spring flooding.

» With floodway expansion, artificial flooding due to floodway operation should be rare in the Red River
Valley south of Winnipeg and be very rare north of the city. Natural water fluctnation cycles won’t change
.as a result of floodway expansion, but artificial flooding caused by floodway operation should be less
common.

» Floods are often 1dm11ﬁed by a recurrence interval, such as a *100-year flood”. A lOU-year flood has a
) one per cent chance of occurring any given year. The risk of a 100-year flood is the sams EVEry year,
 regardless of whether there was another 100-year flood recently.

» The floodway’s current capacity would be exceeded, O average, once in 90 years. The axpancled
floodway’s capacity would be exceeded, on average, once in 250 years,

* The government would be reqm:red to prepare and make pubhc a report abont the operation of the ﬂoodway
every time it is operated during spring flooding.

* The Manitoba Bmergency Measures Orgmnzatlon (EMO) would administer the proposed compensation
program, which would be in addition to compensation available under other government programs,
including Disaster Financial Assistance. By having EMO administer both programs, it conld offer an
mtegrated “una-atop claim procedure for flood compensat:on.

Provisions of The Red River Floodway Act expanded assistance wonld include:
o Real or personal property damaged in Manitoba by artificial spring flooding of the Red Rives;
o Property destroyed or, through submersion, made inoperable or less nsefil, less valuable, less producnve
or hazardous to health. )
» Compensation for economic loss cansed by artificial flooding would include:
o Wages, salary or business income lost becanse the claimant can’t work or carry on business due to
artificial flooding;- )
o Extraordinary costs or expenses associated with wnr}ung or can-ymg on business due {o artl_ﬁcml
flooding.
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» (Claimant’s responsibilities: . —
o Atthe time the damage occurs, all applicable ﬂnnd -proofing criteria would have to have been comphed
with.

o The claimant’s acts or fajlure to act did not otherwise allow the damage to occur or contribute o iis
‘occurrence. '

» There would be no claim ceiling and no deductible applied to claims vnder the new act.

Claims would be processed faster
s Claimants would nol have to wait until they could afford to repair or replace damaged property before
making a clabm. '
o Under the proposed act, claims would be assessed based on claimants” proof of Joss. Unlike DFA,
compensation would riot be conditional on replacement or repair of the damaged propexty.

o This should allow claims to be settled in a more timely fashion, a]lowmg claimants to rebuild their
homes and their lives with less hardship and inconvenience.

Disasier Assistance Appeal Board

» The cxisting Disaster Assistance Appeal Board wonld continue to provide independent, non-]uchcla] mwsws
of disputcd clatms in a timely, cost-effective manner. The board would be modified {o accommodate more
appeals in the event of artificial flooding cansed by floodway operation during an extreme spring ﬂood. (4

" Natural flooding not covered
¢ Natural flooding would not be covered in the new act because the proposed legislation deals with the
spevific issne of artificial flooding caused by operation of the Red River Floodway during a spring flood. It
is not intended to cover all forms of flooding that may occur, Flooding due to natural causes would
continue to be covered under the DFA program. :
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Manitoba 45

Floodway Expansion Authority Room 200, 155 Carlton Strect
Winnipeg, MB R3C 3H8

Phone: (204) 945-4900

Fax: (204) 948-2462

March 16, 2004
The Right Honourable Paul Martin, P.C., M.P.
Prime Minister of Canada '
Langevin Building
80 Wellington Street
Ottawa, Ontaric KIA 0A2

Dear Prime Minister,

Further to my February letter and information package, [ am writing to provide you with a
progress report regarding our efforts to expand the Red River Floodway on behalf of Manitoba
residents. Included, please find items related to: .

> Public Consultation — The Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority (MFEA) is inviting
Manitobans to have their say about this important project, share their ideas and help
shape the future of their communities. We have just announced plans for the next stage
of our extenstve and inclusive public review.

> Recreation and Economic Opportunities — The floodway expansion project is one of
the largest infrastructure projects in the history of the province. It is a national priority.
In addition to providing increased flood protection, the project will also create thousands
of jobs. We want to maximize those opportunities and have issued a call for expressions
of interest as part of our consultation activities.

> Legislation — The Government of Manitoba has just introduced two important pieces of
legislation associated with our efforts. One establishes the scope and mandate of MFEA.
The other addresses issues associated with flood compensation. I have included items
related to both for your immediate reference and file.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at (204) 945-4500 or
egilroy(@gov.mb.ca.

Yours truly,
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Manitoba Q?)'

Floodway Expansion Authority Room 200, 155 Carlton Street
Winnipeg, MB R3C 3HS8

Phone: (204) 945-4900

Fax: (204} 948-2462

March 16, 2004
The Honourable Lucienne Robillard, P.C., M.P.
Minister of Indusiry
CD Howe Building, East Tower
235 Queen Street
Ottawa, Ontario KIA OHS5

Dear Minister,

Further to my February letter and information package, I am writing to provide you with a
progress report regarding our efforts to expand the Red River Floodway on behalf of Manitoba
residents. Included, please find items related to:

» Public Consultation — The Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority (MFEA) is inviting
Manitobans to have their say about this important project, share their ideas and help
shape the future of their communities. We have just announced plans for the next stage
of our extensive and inclusive public review.

> Recreation and Economic Opportunities — The floodway expansion project 1s one of
the largest infrastructure projects in the history of the province. It is a national prionty.
In addition to providing increased flood protection, the project will also create thousands
of jobs. We want to maximize those opportunities and have issued a call for expressions
of interest as part of our consultation activities.

> Legislation — The Government of Manitoba has just infroduced two important pieces of
legislation associated with our efforts. One establishes the scope and mandate of MFEA.
The other addresses issues associated with flood compensation. I have included items
related to both for your immediate reference and file.

If you have any questions or would like to participate in our public process, please do not
hesitate to contact me at {204) 945-4500 or egilro ov.mb.ca.

Yours truly,

¢ %anitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

Appendix 3B Page 3B - 292 Issue ldentification



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project August 2004

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Manitoba ‘J?J’

Floodway Expansion Authority ' Room 200, 155 Carlton Street
Winnipeg, MB  R3C 3HS$

Phone: (204) 945-4900

Fax: (204) 948-2462

March 15, 2004
Mr. Grant Rondeau
‘Winnipeg Rock and Mineral Club
¢/o 23 Amundsen Bay
‘Winnipeg, Manitoba R3K 0V1

Dear Mr. Rondeau,

I am wriling to update you on a2 number of developments related to the expansion of the Red
River floodway. Local stakeholders, citizens and community leaders are key pariners in this
important national project.

Last year, Canada and Manitoba concluded an historic partnership agreement which confirmed
an imtial contribution of $240 million to the floodway expansion — one third the total cost. This
agreement allows us to begin our work, consistent with the recommendations of Manitobans and
the International Joint Commission Report following the 1997 “flood of the century”.

It aJso builds on the $130 million invested by both levels of govermment in the immediate
aflermath of the 1997 flood - $110 million of which was directed to rural flood protection
measures.

The Red River Floodway Expansion will improve the quality of life for Manitobans by making
residents more secure, protecting the environment, providing economic opportunities, creating
thousands of jobs and establishing a model for public consultation & community involvement.

Attached, please find a number of recent items relevant to the ongoing work of the Manitoba
Floodway Expansion Authority (MFEA), including:

1. Independent Environmental Impact Assessment Study — Canada and Manitoba have
agreed to a cooperative environmental review process to be led by the Manitoba Clean
Environment Commission and consistent with the Canadian Environmental Assessment
Act. The attached newsletter has been distributed to some stakeholders already, but I
wanted to ensure you had a copy personally. _

2. Public Consultation — MFEA is inviting Manitobans to have their say about this project
and help shape the future of their community. The floodway expansion is one of the
largest infrastructure projects in the history of the province. Included is a recent
announcement outlining our next phase of public review.

3. Recreation and Economic Opportunities — In addition to managing the floodway
expansion on a full-time basis, MFEA has also been given a mandate to maximize the
economic and recreational benefits of the project. To this end, we have just issued a
genera) “call for expressions of interest”. The details are included in the attached
information package.
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Manitoba g?f

Floodway Expansion Authority Room 200, 155 Carlton Street
Winnipeg, MB  R3C 3HS§

Phone: (204) 945-4900

Fax: (204) 948-2462

March 15, 2004
Mr. Ward Christensen
Manitoba Naturalist Society
401-63 Albert Street
Winnipeg, Manitoba R3B 1G4

Dear Mr. Christensen,

I am writing to update you on a number of developments related to the expansion of the Red
River floodway. Local stakeholders, citizens and community leaders are key partners in this
important national project,

Last year, Canada and Manitoba concluded an historic partnership agreement which confirmed
an initial contribution of $240 million to the floodway expansion — one third the total cost. This
agreement allows us 1o begin our work, consistent with the recommendations of Manitobans and
the Intemational Joint Commission Report following the 1997 “flood of the century”.

It also builds on the $130 million invested by both levels of government in the immediate
aftermath of the 1997 flood ~ $110 million of which was directed to rural flood protection
measures.

The Red River Floodway Expansion will improve the quality of life for Manitobans by making
residents more secure, protecting the environment, providing economic opportunities, creating
thousands of jobs and establishing a model for public consultation & community involvement.

Attached, please find a number of recent items relevant to the ongoing work of the Manitoba
Floodway Expansion Authority (MFEA}, including:

1. Independent Environmental Impact Assessment Study — Canada and Manitoba have
agreed to a cooperative environmental review process to be led by the Manitoba Clean
Environment Commission and consistent with the Canadian Environmental Assessment
Act. The atfached newsletter has been distributed to some stakeholders already, but !
wanted to ensure you had a copy personally.

2. Public Consultation — MFEA is inviting Manitobans to have their say about this project
and help shape the future of their community. The floodway expansion is one of the
largest infrastructure projects in the history of the province. Included is a recent
anmouncement outlining our next phase of public review.

3. Recreation and Economic Opportunities — In addition to managing the floodway
expansion on a full-time basis, MFEA has also been given a mandate to maximize the
economic and recreational benefits of the project. To this end, we have just issued a
general “call for expressions of interest”. The details are included in the attached
information package.
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Manitoba

Floodwnay Expansion Authority _ " Room 200, 155 Carlion Strest
. Winnipeg, MB R3C 3HB

Phone: (204) 945-4900

Fax: (204) D48-2462

Release

March 12, 2004
For hmnediate Release

Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authon!x Announces Next Round of Public
Consnltation Process

‘Winnipeg, Manitoba — Manitoba Floodway Expansion Aul]mrity (MFEA) CEO, Emie
Gilroy, today announced plans for the next stage of extensive and inclusive public
consultations associated with the proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project.

M. Gilroy said, “The expansion of the Red River Floodway will dramatically improve
the quality of life for Manitobans. It will make résidents more secure, protect the
environment, create jobs & economic development 0pportumhes and establish a model
for public consultation and community involvement.”

MFEA will conduct an extensive round of public consultation in April and May. It will
focus on a number of key elements including: comuensauon water levels, recreation &
economic opporimities, mitigation, floodway operating rules and summer operation.
Open houses arc being planned for a number of communities. Meeting dates and details
on discussion items will be announced in the coming Weaks

MFEA will report outcomes of the next stage of public consultation to the Manitoba
Government and an ongoing independent environmental assessment process. The report
will be made public at the conclusion of the MFEA consultation period and highlight next

steps.

The consultations announced today compliment other elements of the public review
process associated with the expansion of the Red River Floodway, including;

> An independeﬁt environmental review process to develop an
environmental impact statement for the project. More information is
available at Www.ﬂondwavcia.com.

> Manitoba, through its legislative review process, will receive input t]ns
- gpring regarding proposed flood compensation legislation.

S
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> Canada and Manitoba have agreed to a cooperative review process in
response to MFEA’s application for an environmental license. This will
ensure the expansion of the Red River Floodway meets the highest of both
Manitoba’s and Canada’s standards for environmental and natural
resource management.

Manitoba has asked the Clean Environment Commission to hold public
hearings to consult the public further once the environmental impact
staternent is complete.

Mr. Gilroy said, “In addition to these important elements, MFEA will injtiate a fourth .
element of public engagement. It will be inclusive, innovative and informative. We want
to invite Manitobans to have their say on the project and help shape the fithure of their
communities for generations to come.”

He also noted MFEA is considering additional measnres to compliment their public
engagement process, including: youth outreach, 1-800 access for rural residents,
interactive web-site, public opinion research, questionnaires and development of an
interactive virtual feality floodway. ' '

Mr. Gilroy concluded, “We are committed to providing increased flood protection to as
many Manitobans as possible. We will provide excellence in project management and go
far beyond the environmental protection standards nsed to construct the original
floodway. We lock forward to hearing from Manitoba'residents in the months ahead.”

Over the last year, the Government of Canada and Province of Manitoba have announced
$240 million to begin work on the $660 million floodway expansion —more than one-
third the total cost. Canada has recognized the project as a national priority.

Following 1997’5 “Flood of the Century”, Canada and Manitoba invested $130 million in
flood pivtection measures - $110 million for rural residents in the Red River Valley.

- -30-
Backgrounder: Regulatory Approval - Public Consultation Process
Contactt  Emie Gilroy, CEO

Manitoba Floodway Authority
(204) 945-4900 .
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Red River Floodway Expansion Project
Re_gu]atnrv Approval - Public Consultation Process

Before construction can proceed on the floodway expansion, the project requires;

> preparation of an independent Environmental Impact Assessment
> a license under the provincial Environmental Act, and

> federal environmental anthorization

Under the provisions of the Canada-Manitoba Agreement on Environmental Assessment
Cooperaticn, Manitoba and Canada have apgreed that both govemments will participate in
a cooperative review of the proposed project, which will be led by Manitoba and address
both provincial and federal regnlatory requirements.

Public involvement is a critical element of the environmental assessment process for the
proposed floodway expansion. Over the next year, there will be four complimentary
elements of the public involvement process for the project, including:

1. Independent Environmental Impact Assessment {current) — This separate and
independent process is intended to provide early and ongoing opportunities for
citizens to receive information on, and provide their views about potential project
effects, measures to mitigate those effects and variovs other requuements
associated with the project’s environmental impact.

The first of three rounds in this process started in January and will be complete by
mid-March. This round features meetings with 12 local mumnicipal governments,
four multi-stakeholder workshops and public meetings in Selkirk, Dugald, Ste.
Agathe and Winnipeg. For more information, contact www.floodwayeia.com.

2. Manitoba Legislature (current) — The Province of Manitoba has just introduced
‘draft legislation regarding flood compensation. Manitobans will have an
opportunity to provide comment on these measures through the normal legislative
process. ‘ .

3. Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority (just announced) - The Manitoba
Floodway Expansion Authority (MFEA) has been established to oversee the
planning and management of the project.- MFEA also has a mandate to consult

" Manitobans regarding other elements of the expansion, including; recreation &
cconomic opportunities, floodway operating rules, compensation, mitigation,
summer operation and water levels. MFEA will report outcomes to Manitoba and
the Independent Environmental Impact Assessment.

4, Clean Environment Commission (upcoming) - Once the environmental impact

. assessment is completed, reviewed and accepted by Manitoba, the Clean
Environment Commission will be in a position to conduct additional public
hearings related to the project.
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Manitoba

Floodway Expansion Authority Room 200, 155 Carlion Sireet
_ : - Winnipeg, MB R3C 3H8

FPbone: (204} 945-4900

Rel'BﬂS e | | ‘Fax: (204) 948-2462

March 18, 2004
For Immediate Release

ELOODWAY AUTHORITY CALLS FOR EXPRESSIONS OF INTEREST
REGARDING RECREATION AND ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITIES

Winnipeg, Manitoba — Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority (MFEA) CEO, Emie
Gilroy today issued a general call for expressions of interest to stakeholders and
interested Manitobans who have ideas for recreation and economic opportunities
associated with the proposed Red River Floodway Expansion project. Today’s
announcement is a key element of the pubhc consultation process announced by MFEA
last week.

Mr. Gilroy said, “As one of the largest capital projects in Manitoba history, the expansion
of the Red River Floodway will result in economic opportunities and thousands of jobs,
This call for expressions of interest will help us identify some of those opportunities —
particularly in the recreation, training and tourism sectors.”

The call for expressions of interest will be communicated directly to key stakeholders and
members of the general public through direct mail, local advertising and other outreach
activities. Submissions can be forwarded to the MFEA offices before Apnl 20, 2004.

_ Detailed information is included in the attached backgromldcr

Working principles that will guide the process are;

Compatibility with the primary purpose of flood expansion
Minimal ongoing maintenance costs to taxpayers
Stakeholder participation and community support
Maximize benefit to rural and aboriginal commumities
Complement existing Red River facilities and initiatives
Environmental stewardship

YVVVYY

M. Gilroy added, “MFEA wants Manitobans to have their say and help shape the future
of their communities. This process will compliment and assist the current independent
environmental assessment and ailow s to prepare a more concise blueprint for specific
recreation and economic development activities associated with the new floodway,”

.2
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Over the last year, the Government of Canada and Province of Manitoba have announced
more than $240 million to begin work on the floodway expansion — more than one-third
the total project costs. Canada has identified the project as a national priority,

Following 1997’s “Flood of the Century”, Canada and Manitoba invested $130 million in
flood protection measures - $110 million for rural residents in the Red River Valley.

Mr. Gilroy concluded, “The full expansion of the Red River Floodway will dramatically
improve the quality of life for Manitobans by helping make residents more secure,
improving the environment, providing economic development opporturities and
establishing a model for public consultation and community invelvement.”

Interested stakeholders are asked to call 1-866-356-6355 to obtain a copy of a detailed
information package regarding the call for expressions of interest.

Additional information on the current independent environmental assessment process is

available at www.floodwayeia.com.
' -30-

Backgrounder: Call for Expression of Interest — Information Package
Contact: Emie Gilroy, CEO

Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority
(204) 945-4900 or 1-866-356-6355
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Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority
Call for Expressions of Interest - Information Package

Recreation and Economic Development Opportunities
March 18, 2004 — April 20, 2004

What is the Manitoba Fleodway Expansion Authority?

The Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority (MFEA) has been established by the
Province of Manitoba to oversee the planning and management of the Red River
Floodway expansion. MFEA is committed to providing increased flood protection to as

~ many Manitobans as possible. It will provide excellence in project management be
inclusive and encovrage innovation.

MFEA has also been given the mandate to maximize economic opportunities associated
with the expansion. As one of the largest capital infrastructure projects in Manitoba
history, the project will result in both direct and indirect opportunities and thousands of
jobs. .

Who is eligible to submit an expression of interest? _

Any individual, mumclpahty, business or organization that has an idea rcgarmng
recreation and economic opportunities associated with the floodway expansion can
submit an expression of interest.

How long do I have 1o submit an expresswn of interest and where do I
send it?

The deadline for receipt of expressions of interest is April 20, 2004. They must be
submitted to;

“Expression of Interest”

c/o Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

200-155 Carlton Street

‘Winnipeg, Manitoba
R3C3H8

All expressions of interest will be acknowledged and followed up by MFEA.

/)
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Is there a form or application that needs to be filled out?

No. We are asking interested parties to submit a written submission of no more than 3
pages. The submission should include; ~

>

VVVVVYVYY

a general description of the project that highlights the existing need or gap the
project would address '

 legal name, address and contact information of applicant

list of comimunities impacted

general funding arrangements and timelines

demonstration of commumty support

nature and extent of tangible and sustainable benefits

notable social and environmental impacts

additional municipal service requirements and mummpal revenues generated
by the project

. What are some examples of the types of projects you are looking for?

Bxainplas of the types of projects we are interested in include;

VYVYVVYY VYVYVY VYV

hiking/jogging/biking trails

winter recreation activities snch as tobogganing, snowbﬁardmg and
snowmobiling

job training and youth employment partnerships

downhill/nordic ski facilities

research and innovation parh:ers]ups

summer recreation activities such as horseback ndmg, hang gliding and d]]_'t
biking

tourism promotion

- infrastructure that supports economic activity and recreatonal development

cultural and historic initiatives :

environmental technology and sustainable development
small business opportunities

First Nations and Metis cultural & economic opportunities

W?l'at are ex:amples of types of projects you are not looking for?

Bxamples of some of the types of projects we are not looking for include;

» °  Initiatives that compete for water with the Red River in low moisiure years - -
» Projects that compromise engineering excellence of tha praject’s primary
objective — flood protecuon
» Projects that require incremental engincering costs
wd3
Appendix 3B Page 3B - 301 Issue ldentification



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project August 2004

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

What happens afier the call for expression of interest is cbmplefe on April
20, 20042

At the conclusion of the call for expressions of interest, MFEA will assess the
expressions of interest that have been received — consistent with the principles identified.
Expressions of interest found to meet the objectives of “the call” will be shared with the
independent environmental analysis of the proposed flocdway expansmn project,

MFEA will compile an Opportunity Report which will serve as a blueprint for economic
development and recreation opportunities associated with the floodway expansion. This
Opportunity Report will identify the submissions received, be released to the public and
facilitate the next stage of development for specific partnerships,

Is there money available to help me develop my idea and eventually fund
it?

MFEA’s priority is to direct its financial resources to measures that direcily provide
increased flood protection to Manitobans. At the same time, MFEA is facilitating the
process of collecting ideas and proposals that can maximize the economic opportunities
associated with its work and identify environmental impacts. If a proposal requires a
grant or loan from federal and/or provincial agencies, MFEA will play arole in
facilitating that process.

How can I get more information?

Call 1-866-356-6355.

How soon could my project gér started?

It is premature to say. Timing and spemﬁc next steps will be addressed in the
Opportunity Report .

-30-
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NewsFRclease M $¥

News Media Services Telephone: {204) 945-3746
Room 28, Legisialive Bullding Facsimila: 2!!4),945-39_88-
Winnipeg, Manitoba nmsevices@ieg.govemb.ey
RaC wwwgnumizca
12 AIS
March 10, 2004

FLOODWAY AUTHORITY ACT WOULD CREATE AGENCY TO OVERSEE EXPANSION
OF RED RIVER FLOODWAY

Public Information Sessions Planned for $658 Million Project

The roles and responsibilities of a new provincial agﬁ:u:y that would manage the expansion and
maintenance of the Red River Floodway are proposed in the Floodway Authonty Act, introduced today
by Water Stewardship Minister Steve Ashton.

"Winnipeg’s location makes the risk of major flood damage a fact of life and the expansion of the
floodway will provide greater flood protectlon for a majority of Manitobans," said Ashton. "Without the
Red River Floodway, damage to the city during the 1997 Flood of the Century could have reached $6
billion. This legislation will help to ensure that Manitoba is better prepared for future flood events."

"This historic piece of legislation will establish a separate, independent and accountable authority to
complete the expansion of the Red River Floodway on behalf of Manitoba residents," said Ermie Gilroy,
CEO of the interim Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority Inc. "By establishing a new authority to
manage this project on a full-time basis, the Manitoba government is sending a signal that increased
flood protection is top priority."

As the Manitoba government’s agent, the floodway authority would own the floodway’s physical assets
and be responsible for its expansion and maintenance. Operational authority would remain with
Manitoba Water Stewardship. "The floodway authority would oversee this monumental task and ensure
the correct planning, design and construction procedures are followed," said Ashton.

After the 1997 flood, the International Joint Commission concluded that, "under flow conditions similar
to that experienced in 1997, the risk of a failure of Winnipeg’s flood protection infrastructure is hi

Based on engineering studies and public consultations, the Manitoba government decided an expanded
floodway would provide the necessary flood protectmn for the City of Winnipeg and residents of the
Red River basin.

"There is much work to be done in the planning and preparation phase before the first scoop of earth is
moved and this will be a very public process," said Ashton.

htto://www.gov.mb.ca/che/press/top/2004/03/2004-03-10-05 html - - - 2 6/16/2004-

Appendix 3B Page 3B - 303 Issue ldentification



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project August 2004

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Legislative Electronic Publications -- Floodway Authority Act Would Create Agency tc ... Page2of2

The expansion of the Red River Floodway is one of the largest infrastructure projects in Manitoba’s
history. It is expected to protect residents from an 1826 level flood—the largest in the province’s
history—and create thousands of jobs. In addition to managing the project, the floodway authority will
also be responsible for:

maximizing economic and recreational opportunities associated with the expansion;
promoting environmental stewardship;

developing labour training and research partnerships; and

leading the public consultation process associated with project design and environmental
licensing. '

The floodway authority will be announcing its plans for the next phase of public information sessions in
the upcoming days.

Expansion of the floodway is expected to cost about $658 million over a six-year period. To date,
Canada and Manitoba have committed funding totalling $240 million. An agreement for the first phase
of the project was signed with the federal government on Dec. 8, 2003. Further agreements are expected
for the completion of the project.

The floodway project is considered a priority by government, so the interim Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority Inc. was created in October 2003 to start the expansion process, including funding
arrangements with the federal government. The interim authority would legally cease to exist and the
flocdway authority would take over its responsibilities. The floodway authority would be overseen by a
government-appointed board of directors.

-30 -
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News Media Services Telephona: {204) 545-3746
Room 28, Legistative Building Facsimile: (204} 8453058
U\ﬁwm Wanitoba nmeervicesdleg gov.mb.oa
it vyarngov.mb. ce

FRANCAIS

March 11, 2004

PROPOSED LEGISLATION SETS OUT COMPENSATION FOR ARTIFICIAL SPRING
FLOODING
No Ceiling, No Deductible and Improved Claims Processing To Provide More Certainty for
Claimants: Ashton

Water Stewardship Minister Steve Ashton today introduced new legislation designed to ensure
Manitobans are compensated for any artificial spring flooding in which the Red River exceeds its natural
level as a result of operation of the Red River Floodway.

"This legislation recognizes that springtime floodway operations may occasionally be required to protect
the property of thousands of Manitobans," said Ashton. "However, it also recognizes that, in instances of
extreme flooding, some individuals may be adversely impacted by spring floodway operations and these
property owners will have access to a unique compensation program for artificial flooding that they may
face."

The Red River Floodway Act would cover artificial spring flooding damage in the Red River Valley
south and north of Winnipeg claimed by individuals, farms, businesses, non-profit organizations and
local authorities.

The minister noted that the proposed compensation legislation would be a significant improvement over
the existing federal/provincial Disaster Financial Assistance (DFA) program. The new compensation
program would be run by the Emergency Measures Organization. It would be in addition to
compensation available under other government programs. Claims would be settled in a timely fashion,
allowing claimants to rebuild their homes and their lives with less hardship and inconvenience, and
would be assessed based on claimants’ proof of loss. Compensation would not be conditional on
replacement or repair of the damaged propcrty

The existing Disaster Assistance Appeal Board would continue to provide an mdependent non-judicial
review of disputed claims in a timely, cost-effective manner. The board would be modified to handle
more appeals in the event of artificial flooding caused by floodway operation during an extreme spring
flood.

Damaged property eligible for compensation would include:

- http://www.gov.mb.ca/che/press/top/2004/03/2004-03-11-01.html. =~ L .. .6/16/2004
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o real or personal property damaged in Manitoba by artificial spring flooding of the Red River; and

» property destroyed or made inoperable or less useful, less valuable, less productive or hazardous
to health because of artificial flooding.

Compensation could also be claimed for economic loss caused by artificial ﬂooding, including:

e wages, salary or business income lost because the claimant can’t work or carry on business due to
artificial flooding; and

o extraordinary costs or expenses associated with working or carrying on business due to artificial
flooding,

There would be no claim ceiling and no deductible for claims under the new act. Provisions of the act
would cover claims filed afier the date of proclamation. Under the act, claimants would have to show
compliance with applicable flood-proofing criteria.

"Governments responded to the 1997 flood of the century with a $130 million flood proofing program,
including $110 million for residents of the valley, to improve protection long into the future," said the
minister. "With this proposed legislation, we are providing guarantees that damages will be covered in
the rare event that spring floodway operation causes artificial flooding."

Floodway expansion will ensure that artificial flooding will not occur for residents upstream of
Winnipeg until a one-in-250-year flood event is exceeded. In comparison, the flood of 1997 was a one-
in-100-year event. Floodway expansion will also reduce water levels for upstream residences, providing
higher levels of protection with their existing flood protection works.

"With rural flood-proofing, floedway expansion and the introduction of this new legislation, rural
residents will have a far greater level of protection and certainty than they did during the devastating
flood of 1997," said Ashion.

-30 -

The Red River Floodway Act

« The Red River Floodway Act would provide a legislated right to compensation for Manitobans
who experience loss or damage from artificial flooding caused by Red River Floodway operation
during a spring flood.

e Artificial flooding caused by spring floodway operation should only occur when an extreme flood
exceeds or threatens to exceed the floodway’s capacity to protect Winnipeg without raising the
leve] of the Red River upstream (south of Winnipeg).

o Artificial flooding is flooding in which the Red River exceeds its natural level asa result of
floodway operatlon during spring flooding,

« With fleodway expansion, artificial flooding due to floodway operation should be rare in the Red

-ht‘rp:ﬁ‘www.gov.rnb.cafchcfpressftop/20042‘03ﬁ2004-03;11-01.himl g e e : . 6/16/2004
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River Valley south of Winnipeg and be very rare north of the city. Natural water fluctuation
cycles won’t change as a result of floodway expansmn, but artificial flooding caused by floodway
operation should be less common.

» Floods are often identified by a recurrence interval, such as a "100-year flood". A 100-year flood
has a one per cent chance of occurring any given year. The risk of a 100-year flood is the same
every year, regardless of whether there was another 100-year flood recently. _

e The floodway’s current capacity would be exceeded, on average, once in 90 years. The expanded
floodway’s capacity would be exceeded, on average, once in 250 years.

e The government would be required to prepare and make public a report about the operanon of the
floodway every time it is operated during spring flooding.

» The Manitoba Emergency Measures Organization (EMO) would administer the proposed
compensation program, which would be in addition to compensation available under other
government programs, including Disaster Financial Assistance. By having EMO administer both
programs, it could offer an integrated "one-stop" claim procedure for flood compensation.

Provisions of The Red River Floodway Act expanded assistance would include:

o Real or personal property damaged in Manitoba by artificial spring flooding of the Red
River;
o Property destroyed or, through submersion, made inoperable or less useful, less valuable
less productive or hazardous to health.
o Compensation for economic loss caused by artificial flooding would include:
o Wages, salary or business income lost because the claimant can’t work or carry on business
due to artificial flooding;
o Extraordinary costs or expenses associated with working or carrying on business due to
artificial flooding.
« Claimant’s responsibilities:
o At the time the damage occurs, all applicable flood-proofing criteria would have to have
been complied with.
o The claimant’s acts or failure to act did not otherwise allow the damage to occur or
contribute to its occurrence.
» There would be no claim ceiling and ne deductible applied to claims under the new act,

Claims would be processed faster

« Claimants would not have to wait until they could afford to repair or replace damaged property
before making a claim.

o Under the proposed act, claims would be asscssed based on claimants’ proof of loss. Unlike
DFA, compensation would not be conditional on replacement or repair of the damaged
property.

o This should allow claims to be settled in a more timely fasl:uon aHowmg claimants to
rebuild their homes and their lives with less hardship and inconvenience.

Disaster Assistance Appeal Board

hitp://www.gov.mb,ca/che/press/top/2004/03/2004-03-11-01.html - . TR - 6/16/2004
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o The existing Disaster Assistance Appeal Board would continue te provide independent, non-
judicial reviews of disputed claims in a timely, cost-effective manner. The board would be
modified to accommodate more appeals in the event of artificial flooding caused by floodway
operation during an extreme spring flood.

Natural flooding not covered

« Natural flooding would not be covered in the new act because the proposed legislation deals with
the specific issue of artificial flooding caused by operation of the Red River Floodway during a
spring flood. It is not intended to cover all forms of flooding that may occur. Flooding due {o
natural causes would continue to be covered under the DFA program.

RETURN

Appendix 3B Page 3B - 308 Issue ldentification



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project August 2004

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

‘Manitoba

Floodway Expansion Authority ' Room 200, 155 Carlion Sirect
: Winpipeg, MB R3C3H8
Phone: (204) 94549500

Releas e | ' Fat: (204) 948-2462

March 17, 2004
For Immediate Release

FLOODWAf AUTHORITY ESTABLISHES TOLL-FREE PHONF. ACCESS FOR
RURAL RESIDENTS

Winnipeg, Manitoba — Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority (MFEA) today
armmounced the establishment of permanent, toll-free telephone access for rural Manitoba
residents 1n the Red River Basin.

The toll free telephone number is 1-866-356-6355. Residents and stakeholders arc
- invited use the service to obtain general information, inchiding:

> Upcoming public meetings .
> Expressions of Interest for recreation & economic opportunities
> Project description

> Environmental assessment process

Last week, MFEA announced plans for the next stage of extensive and inclusive public
consultations associated with the Red River Floodway Exp ansion.

MFEA CEO, Ermnie Gilroy said, “It is important that rural residents have an equal
opportunity to participate in this dialogue. We want o invite Manitobans to bave their
say on the project, shzm: their ideas and help shape the foture of their communities for
generations to come.” )

Over the last year, the Government of Canada and Province of Manitoba have announced
$240 million to begin work on the floodway expansion — more than one third the total
project cost. Canada has recognized the project as a national priority.

Following 1997°s “flood of the ¢entury”, Canada and Manitoba invested $130 million in
flood protection measures - $110 million for rural residents of the Red River Basin.

More information about the independent enwronmental unpact assassment i8 avmlable at
www.floodwayeia.com.
-30-

Contact: . Brmie Gilroy, CEQ
' Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority
1-866-356-6355 or (204) 945-4900

Appendix 3B Page 3B - 309 Issue ldentification



	Appendix 3B: Round 1 Materials - Issue Identification
	Table of Contents
	List of  Tables
	3.0 ROUND 1 CONSULTATION MATERIALS
	3.1 Consultation Materials Overview
	3.2 RM Meeting Notes
	3.3 RM Presentation/Action Trackers
	3.4 Workshop Notes
	3.5 Workshop Presentation/Action Trackers
	3.6 Open Houses
	3.7 Open House Documentation
	3.8 Newsletter
	3.9 Website Content
	3.10 Aboriginal Public Involvement
	3.11 MFEA Materials



