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3.0 INITIAL EIA RESULTS

3.1 RM MEETING NOTES

3.1.1 Overview

A total of 11 council meetings were held during Round Three. The purposes of the meetings were to:
review status of the EIA; present key changes in the Project description; present initial EIA findings;
obtain input on additional mitigation measures; and, describe next steps in the EIA process. Table 3D-1
outlines the date of each meeting, councils the EA Study Team met with, and the locations of the

meetings.

Table 3D-1
Round 3 Council Meetings

Date of Meeting

Council

Location of Meeting

May 11, 2004 Rural Municipality of Springfield Municipal Office — Oakbank, Manitoba
May 12, 2004 Rural Municipality of East St. Paul | Municipal Office — Birds Hill, Manitoba
May 18, 2004 Rural Municipality of St. Clements | Municipal Office — East Selkirk, Manitoba
May 18, 2004 Rural Municipality of Taché Municipal Office — Lorette, Manitoba
May 20, 2004 City of Winnipeg Emergency Operations Centre — Winnipeg,
Manitoba
May 25, 2004 Rural Municipality of St. Andrews | Municipal Office — Clandeboye, Manitoba
June 1, 2004 Rural Municipality of Ritchot Municipal Office — St. Adolphe, Manitoba
June 8, 2004 Rural Municipality of Macdonald Municipal Office — Sanford, Manitoba
June 8, 2004 Town of Morris Municipal Office — Morris, Manitoba
June 9, 2004 Rural Municipality of Morris Municipal Office — Morris, Manitoba

June 14, 2004

City of Selkirk

Council Office — Selkirk, Manitoba

At the meetings, information was presented about the current status of the proposed Floodway
Expansion Project EIA process, changes to project features, initial EIA findings, and outlined the next

steps in the process. Presentations were modified for each meeting to highlight the EIA findings most

Appendix 3D

Page 3D -1

Initial EIA Results



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project August 2004

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

relevant to the respective Councils. All attendees received a hardcopy of the presentation. Extra copies
of the presentations were left with the Administrator for general distribution to interested community
members. The format of the meetings consisted of the EA Study Team making a presentation,
responding to questions raised and noted concerns identified. Staff from MFEA attended all meetings and
assisted with answering questions. During this round of public involvement, members of the Project
engineering team attended to help answer questions.

A note taker from the EA Study 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. Once 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 Council 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 Distribution List

e Finalized meeting notes from each council meeting
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3.1.2 Sample Letters

Confirmation Letter

InterGroup

Lo CONSULTANTS INC.
Solutions for a Sustainable Environment CONSULTANTS

[Date], 2004

[Name]

[RM]
[Address]
[City, Prov PC]

Dear [Name]:

Re: CONFIRMATION OF MEETING WITH ELECTED OFFICIALS REGARDING THE PROPOSED FLOODWAY EXPANSION
PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT — INITIAL FINDINGS

We are pleased to have another 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 /City/], on [Date] at [Time].

The Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority has hired an Environmental Assessment Study Team, comprised of InterGroup Consultants,
Ltd. and Tetr£S Consultants Inc., to undertake an Environmental Impact Assessment of the proposed Floodway Expansion Project. As
part of the environmental assessment process, the Environmental Assessment Study Team is conducting a Public Involvement Program.

In our first meeting with you, information was provided about the project, the environmental assessment and your issues were identified
related to the proposed Floodway Expansion Project. A copy of the notes from this meeting has been sent to you.

During the past few months, we have been working on the Floodway Expansion Environmental Assessment. To ensure that elected
officials are kept informed, the purpose of the next meeting on [Date] is to present initial findings about the potential impacts of the
Floodway Expansion project.

Enclosed with this letter is an advertisement that can be posted at the municipal office for public notice. The advertisement is an
invitation to the next series of Open Houses that our Environmental Assessment Study Team will be hosting in June.

Further information, including notes from all of the meetings held with municipalities during our first round of public involvement can be
found on the Environmental Assessment Team’s web site at www.floodwayeia.com. This web site is updated on a regular basis. With any
questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact:

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

We look forward to meeting with you.

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

Awn Q20 g2
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]

[RM]
[Address]
[City, Prov PC]

Dear [Namef:

Re: DRAFT MEETING NOTES FROM THE JUNE 8, 2004, MEETING WITH THE RURAL
MUNICIPALITY OF MACDONALD REGARDING THE PROPOSED RED RIVER FLOODWAY
EXPANSION PROJECT

This letter is in follow-up to the meeting held on [Date], in [City] regarding the proposed Red River Floodway
Expansion Project. Enclosed for your review are draft meeting notes. Please let me know by June 21, 2004, 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. 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 regularly and contains information on upcoming public involvement
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.

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.

TRy M-

Brett McGurk
Research Analyst

Enclosure
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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]

[RM]
[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 [City] 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 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 Red River Floodway Expansion
Project.

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

TEYe M-

Brett McGurk
Research Analyst

Enclosure
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Distribution List

Mr. Yves Sabourin

Rural Municipality of Richot
352 Main Street

St. Adolphe, MB R5A 1B9

Mr. Dan Poersch

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

Mr. G. Jim Buys

Town of Niverville

86 Main Street

Box 267

Niverville, MB ROA 1EO

Mr. Tom Raine

Rural Municipality of Macdonald
161 Mandan Drive, Box 100
Sanford, MB ROG 2J0O

Reeve Herm Martens & Mr. Ernie Buhler
Rural Municipality of Morris

207 Main Street North, Box 518

Morris, MB ROG 1KO

Mr. Jerome Mauws

Rural Municipality of East St. Paul
3021 Bird's Hill Road

East St. Paul, MB R2E 1A7

Mr. Robert Poirier

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

East Selkirk, MB ROE OMO

Ms Janet Nylen

Rural Municipality of Springfield
628 Main Street, Box 219
Oakbank, MB ROE 1J0

Mr. Scott Spicer

Rural Municipality of St. Andrews
500 Railway Avenue, Box 130

Clandeboye, MB ROC OPO

Mr. John Livingstone
City of Selkirk

200 Eaton Avenue
Selkirk, MB R1A OW®6

Ms Midge Anderson

Chief Administrative Officer
Town of Morris

Box 28

233 Main Street North
Morris, MB ROG 1KO
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3.1.3 RM of Springfield

Meeting Notes

Manitoba Floodway Expansion Project — Round 3 Municipal Meetings - EIA
Meeting Highlights

Meeting With
RM of Springfield
Municipal Office — Oakbank, Manitoba
May 11, 2004

In Attendance

For RM of Springfield Council
Reeve J. D. Holland

W. Paulishyn

D. Shaver

R. Bodnaruk

J. Nylen — Secretary Treasure

R. Osiowy

K. Lalonde

For Environmental Assessment Team
J. Osler — TetrES/InterGroup

D. Morgan — TetrES/InterGroup

D. De Pape — TetrES/InterGroup

For Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority
D. Hurford — Community and Government Relations Coordinator
D. McNeil — Vice-President — Hydraulics

Purpose of Meeting

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

Review status of EIA

Present key developments in project description since last meeting

Present initial EIA findings

Obtain input on additional mitigation measures

Describe next steps in EIA findings

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 3 of the EIA PIP.

Meeting Process

John Osler and David Morgan of the Environmental Assessment Team made a presentation about:
e Status and scope of the Floodway Expansion EIA
e Important recent developments in the features of the Floodway Expansion project — channel,
highway bridges, agricultural drainage drop structures, outlet, land acquisition for channel,
construction sequence.
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e Initial EIA findings for
Groundwater levels and quality
Drainage and related effects
Construction access and disruption
Land requirements and related effects
o0 Way of life / project benefits
Copies of the presentation as well as more detailed information about the Initial EIA Findings were
provided to those in attendance. An electronic version of the presentation accompanies these notes.

o
(o}
(o}
o

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

e Council asked questions, offered perspectives, and identified issues related to what had been
presented

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.

Questions, Key Perspectives and Issues lIdentified by Council

Concern expressed that presentation is part of a work in progress and that new details might be
presented at future public session that the RM is not aware of.

Response - EIA team is currently developing initial findings on water levels and flows for presentation to
RMs south and north of the outlet. A copy of these findings as well as any other new material that is
developed for Round 3 presentations will be sent to RM of Springfield once it is ready.

RM is encouraged by prospect of not deepening the Floodway channel, however, were concerned about
what would happen if conclusion of no permanent reduction in water levels proved to be incorrect.

Response — Intent is to establish a contingency reserve fund to address groundwater problems related to
Floodway Expansion should they occur. Protocols would be established to investigate and respond to
complaints. Stakeholders would be consulted in developing protocols.

Concerned about sealing banks and stopping ground water flows into channel.

Response — Mitigation will not stop ground water flows, just ensure that levels do not drop. Want to
ensure groundwater situation /s not made worse as a result of Floodway Expansion.

RM would like to see some of the effects of the existing Floodway mitigated with Floodway Expansion.

Inquired about technical groundwater studies and extent of well testing that has been done. Noted that
some properties very close to Floodway have not been covered by well testing.

Response — Groundwater testing has been done as part of the engineering research. A report on this
work will be prepared and provided to interveners well in advance of CEC hearings.

Has the door been closed on new drainage drop structures?

Response — MFEA still exploring drainage options, will be meeting with Cook’s Creek Conservation District
and Floodway East Drainage Association on June 7 to discuss drainage possibilities with them. Are also
continuing to consider RM of Taché’s interest in having sufficient future capacity in drop structures to
accommodate proposed Seine River Tributaries Diversion project.
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Presentation should be clearer about continuing to operate existing drain structures while replacement
structures are being built.

Inquired about ideas for recreation along the floodway. Wanted to know if RM's would have a role in
deciding on opportunities proposed within their boundaries. Wanted to know if implications for
emergency services of the various opportunities were being examined.

Response —Deadline for submission of ideas was April 20. Received over 40 ideas, many of which dealt
with using spoil material for flood protection of nearby communities. Have screened ideas and identified
those that meet criteria. Will be contacting people whose ideas met the criteria to explore them further,
including their implications for such items as emergency service requirements and provisions. Not
expecting much change in terms of floodway recreational activities during construction. Most new
opportunities would likely not be implemented until Floodway expansion is complete.

Inquired about status of intervenor funding.

Response — MFEA understands that the CEC is planning a meeting early in June.

Noted new concern about what is being done to floodproof properties east of the Grand Pointe
community at lower levels due to backflooding from the Floodway through the Seine River Diversion drop

structure.

Response — If this is an issue pertaining to community flood protection it /s best dealt with by Manitoba
Stewardship. MFEA is still looking into the situation if this would occur.

RM sees a number of positive statements about the general direction in which Expanded Floodway
project is going. There is evidence that RM's concerns are being recognized and efforts being made to
avoid or minimize impacts.

3.1.4 RM of East St. Paul

Meeting Notes

Manitoba Floodway Expansion Project — Round 3 Municipal Meetings - EIA
Meeting Highlights

Meeting With
RM of East St. Paul
Municipal Office — Birds Hill, Manitoba
May 12, 2004

In Attendance

For RM of East St. Paul

Reeve P. Rebeck

T. Hallet

D. Gera

J. Mauws — Chief Administrative Officer
M. Wasylin

L. Morris
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For Environmental Assessment Team
D. Morgan — TetrES/InterGroup

D. De Pape — TetrES/InterGroup

B. McGurk — TetrES/InterGroup

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

Purpose of Meeting

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

Review status of EIA

Present key developments in project description since last meeting

Present initial EIA findings

Obtain input on additional mitigation measures

Describe next steps in EIA findings

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 3 of the EIA PIP.

Meeting Process

Denis De Pape and David Morgan of the Environmental Assessment Team made a presentation about
e Status and scope of the Floodway Expansion EIA
e Important recent developments in the features of the Floodway Expansion project — channel,
highway bridges, agricultural drainage drop structures, outlet, land acquisition for channel,
construction sequence.
¢ Initial EIA findings for:
o0 Groundwater levels and quality
o Drainage and related effects
o Construction access and disruption
o0 Land requirements and related effects
o Way of life / project benefits
Copies of the presentation as well as more detailed information about the Initial EIA Findings were
provided to those in attendance. An electronic version of the presentation accompanies these notes.

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

e Council asked questions, offered perspectives, and identified issues related to what had been
presented

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.

Questions, Key Perspectives and Issues lIdentified by Council

Has consideration been given to capturing the spring water that enters the floodway? This is high quality
water that could be put to beneficial use?
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Response — Existing floodway impacts and uses will be discussed as part of the existing environment in
the EIS, however are not part of the Environmental Effects Assessment. The Effects Assessment deals
with impacts of the expansion only. The Floodway Expansion is striving to ensure that there are no
further sustained effects on groundwater due to channel development.

Inquired about amount of land that will be required for the purpose of the Project. Because of its small
size, RM is concerned about any amount of land being acquired for the Project within the Municipality.

Response — A maximum of 500 acres (200 hectares) of land is to be acquired in floodway channel area;
this amount has decreased from the original design where 1000 acres of land were needed. Some land
acquisition is expected outside of the right-of-way for new disposal pile areas and around bridges, roads
and railways. The exact location is not known but should be documented in the EIA.

Council indicated that the Project proponent 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.

What happens if our water supply diminishes as a result of the Project, will there be any compensation?

Response — The Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority will be setting aside a reserve fund to address
groundwater effects related to the Project. Protocols for investigating and responding to complaints will
be established with the aid of stakeholders.

If water supply diminishes, how will the problem be addressed in the interim before a decision is made
on how to rectify the problem?

Response — More thought needs to be given to this type of contingency measure. It should be
incorporated into the protocol that is developed for use of reserve fund.

Council is concerned about possible effects of the Project on water quality and quantity that might occur
years after the Project is constructed, and would like to know whether they would be compensated?

If an RM does not like the decisions that are being made with respect to how the reserve fund addresses
groundwater effects, what mechanisms are in place for the RM challenge a decision?

Response — The approach for resolving disagreements should be part of the protocol for the reserve
fund.

The RM’'s water pipes run parallel to the floodway. Due to the floodway being widened, will the RM'’s
water pipes be impacted?

Response — Some of the water pipes that cross the channel will have to be replaced to accommodate
channel widening. This will be accomplished using directional drifling. The intent is to replace the old
pipes with new ones. The old ones will be kept operational while the new ones are being installed. The
only time the RM will be without water is during the switch from the old pjpes to the new ones for a very
short period of time.

The municipality is concerned about how widening the floodway will impact the portion of the
TransCanada Trail that is to be built within the municipality that runs along the floodway?

Response - MFEA is currently involved in a process of looking at recreational opportunities associated
with the Project. David Hurford is leading this initiative. One could expect some temporary impact on the
trail If it is established before construction commences for the Project.

The RM will likely delay installing TransCanada Trail signage till Floodway construction in the area is
completed.
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If recreation is going to be taking place in the floodway, it is important that the drop structures are
maintained and safety measures are in place so children do not get hurt.

If drop structures are replaced and have more capacity, will floods such as a 1 in 700 year result in back
water flooding?

Response — The likelihood of a having large flood that would result in backwater flooding through the
drop structures is very low. However, if a flood of this size did occur, the drop structures would have to
be plugged to mitigate such effects.

A larger concern for the RM is the impact of the Project on groundwater water quantity. Approximately
12 private wells in the RM have been lost last year alone due to insufficient water supply.

Response - The Floodway Expansion [s Striving to ensure there is ensure that there are no further
sustained effects on groundwater due to channel development.

How will the areas being dewatered affect water supply and where will dewatering take place?

Response - The locations that will need to be dewatered are at the bridge structures so construction of
piers can occur in a safe and dry setting, and at the City of Winnipeg aqueduct and outlet structure. The
drawdown as a result of dewatering will be very localized and temporary. All potentially impacted people
will be notified about the effects and their will be on-going monitoring. Results from the monitoring will
be used to design a dewatering program to limit extent of groundwater drawdown.

Drainage in the municipality is a large concern. How will the project impact drainage, including the drop
structures.

Response — Capacity will be maintained or increased for all rural drainage inlet structures on the floodway
and associated drainage channels within the floodway right-of-way. The invert of rural drainage drop
structures wifll also be built lower and drain channel depth increased within the right-of-way to
accommodate future upgrading in local drainage systems, as well as other modifications. The Skholny
drain drop structure, although outside of the municipality, for example, will be replaced and the drain
channel possibly relocated to improve drainage near Garvin Road. In terms of The Country Villa Estates
drop structure, the downstream structure wifl be modified to accommodate channel widening and thus
improve drainage.

Will widening the floodway near Oasis result in greater water entering into the floodway?

Response — There will be some widening of the floodway near Oasis, but no widening to the east to
protect the water supply. The channel designers recognize the potential for loss of water from the Birds
Hill Aquifer and are studying the area as well as considering a subsurface cut-off wall to sustain the water
in the aquifer.

Wondered how RM of St. Clement would maintain emergency services to the trailer park while Dunning
Crossing is temporarily out of service during Floodway Expansion construction.

Tested idea of RM of East St. Paul providing these services on fee basis for the short period of time that
Dunning Crossing is not operating.

Council is open to the idea but would have to check with volunteers who provide some of these services.

Council expressed appreciation for the information noting it was timely and helpful and that the Project
seemed to going in the right direction.
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3.1.5 RM of Taché

Meeting Notes

Manitoba Floodway Expansion Project — Round 3 Municipal Meetings — EIA
Meeting Highlights

Meeting With
RM of Taché

Municipal Office — Lorette, Manitoba
May 18, 2004

In Attendance

For RM of Taché
Reeve W. Danylchuk
R. Koop

D. Danylchuk

D. Poersch

C. Lapointe

J. Laramee

R. Perrier

For Environmental Assessment Team
D. Morgan — TetrES/InterGroup

J. Osler — TetrES/InterGroup

B. McGurk — TetrES/InterGroup

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

For KGS
R. Carson
Purpose of Meeting

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

Review status of EIA

Present key developments in project description since last meeting

Present initial EIA findings

Obtain input on additional mitigation measures

Describe next steps in EIA findings

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 3 of the EIA PIP.

Meeting Process

John Osler and David Morgan of the Environmental Assessment Team made a presentation about:
e Status and scope of the Floodway Expansion EIA
e Important recent developments in the features of the Floodway Expansion project — channel,
highway bridges, agricultural drainage drop structures, outlet, land acquisition for channel,
construction sequence.
o Initial EIA findings for:
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Groundwater levels and quality
Drainage and related effects
Construction access and disruption
Land requirements and related effects
Way of life / project benefits

O o0OO0O0oOo

Copies of the presentation, as well as more detailed information about the initial EIA findings, were
provided to those in attendance. An electronic version of the presentation accompanies these notes.

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

e Council asked questions, offered perspectives, and identified issues related to what had been
presented

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.

Questions, Key Perspectives and Issues lIdentified by Council

When will MFEA have information regarding the extent of backwater flooding due to the siphon not being
able to accommodate water flows during years of high precipitation and flooding?

Response — Action item. Once the information is available, MFEA will be in contact with Dan Poersch, who
will then contact Claude Lapointe to set up a meeting where MFEA can talk to interested residents about
this very issue. The reason why the data is not currently available is because those who were
responsible for investigating this issue were dealing with spring flooding this year.

Council is concerned that the EIS will be submitted during the summer months when people are on
holidays and are preoccupied. Therefore, people will not have adequate time to review the EIS and
provide their comments.

Response — MFEA plans on submitting the EIS to the Manitoba Environmental Approvals Branch in August
2004. The Manitoba Environmental Approvals Branch is expected to release the EIS to the public
sometime in August, however the review period is approximately two months so comments will not be
adue until sometime in October 2004.

What is the design of the new bridge structures?

Response — The bridge structures will be similar to the existing bridges. The bridges will be built higher
and they will have fewer piers, however.

If there is going to be less excavated materials, does this mean that the side slopes will be less than what
was originally planned?

Response — The current channel side slopes are 6 to 1, except at the bridge structures where the side
slopes are 9 to 1. The expanded floodway will have side slopes of 6 to 1 throughout.

The clay in the floodway does not provide an environment that allows for easy growth of vegetation.
What are your intentions to revegetate the floodway channel?

Response — There are plans currently being developed to revegetate the channel following excavation in
order to minimize erosion and siltation.
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Would MFEA consider any changes to drop structures as a result of Cooks Creek Conservation District’s
engineers reviewing the proposed drop structures?

Response - Yes

There are some locations along the river where the inner embankment is higher in elevation than the
opposite bank. Will this affect the ability of the floodway to provide adequate flood protection?

Response — There are a few locations where there are differences in elevation. The differences in bank
elevation will in no way compromise the ability of the floodway to provide adequate flood protection.

What is the status of the employment situation associated with the project, specifically the issue of
unionized labour?

Response — We are waiting for a report from Wally Fox-Decent who is facilitating the process with
respect to employment associated with the project.

Due to reducing the amount of material excavated for the project, will construction costs for the project
remain the same?

Response — It is believed that the cost of the project will still be approximately 660 million dollars. The
increased cost to replace the bridges will be offset by the reduced cost of excavating less material as well
as other component design changes.

One Councillor was concerned that excavating materials in the floodway channel could expose rocks that
could jeopardize the safety of individuals who engage in recreational activities in the floodway such as
snowmobiling and skiing at Springhill Winter Park.

Council was very pleased to see that its issues that were brought forward at the previous meeting were
being addressed and its questions answered. Council appreciated the opportunity to discuss the initial
EIA findings.

3.1.6 RM of St. Clements

Meeting Notes

Manitoba Floodway Expansion Project — Round 3 Municipal Meetings - EIA
Meeting Highlights

Meeting With
RM of St. Clements
Municipal Office — East Selkirk, Manitoba
May 18, 2004

In Attendance

For RM of St. Clements

. Gunning

Piche

. Pairier — Chief Administrative Officer
. Cameron

Frey

. Strang

womHOIDWAM
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For Environmental Assessment Team
D. Morgan — TetrES/InterGroup

D. De Pape — TetrES/InterGroup

B. McGurk — TetrES/InterGroup

M. Zellis — TetrES/InterGroup

For KGS
R. Carson

For Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

J. Thomson — Vice-President — Transportation

G. Piasta — Structural Engineer

R Eden — Manager of Design and Contracts — Bridges and Roads

Purpose of Meeting

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

Review status of EIA

Present key developments in project description since last meeting

Present initial EIA findings

Obtain input on additional mitigation measures

Describe next steps in EIA findings

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 3 of the EIA PIP.

Meeting Process

Denis De Pape and David Morgan of the Environmental Assessment Team made a presentation about:
e Status and scope of the Floodway Expansion EIA
e Important recent developments in the features of the Floodway Expansion project — channel,
highway bridges, agricultural drainage drop structures, outlet, land acquisition for channel,
construction sequence.
e Initial EIA findings for
0 Groundwater levels and quality
Drainage and related effects
Construction access and disruption
Land requirements and related effects
Way of life / project benefits

O 00O

Copies of the presentation as well as more detailed information about the Initial EIA Findings were
provided to those in attendance. An electronic version of the presentation accompanies these notes.

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

e Council asked questions, offered perspectives, and identified issues related to what had been
presented

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.
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Questions, Key Perspectives and Issues lIdentified by Council
Has the cost of the project increased due to replacing all bridge structures?

Response — It is believed that the cost of the project will still be approximately 660 million dollars. The
increased cost to remove the bridges will be somewhat offset by the reduced cost of excavating less
material for the project.

Council is concerned that they will not have sufficient time to review EIS documentation and influence
project design because it has not received its intervener funding to date. They would like to see the EIA
process slowed down.

Response — There will be plenty of opportunity for Council to provide input after EIS documents are
submitted.

When will the CEC hearings for the project begin?
Response — No time has been set as of yet with respect to when the hearings will take place.

If PTH 44 is going to be inaccessible for a short period of time during construction, how will traffic be re-
routed?

Response — Discussions are underway about realigning the new PTH 44 bridge. If this happens the
current bridge could be used while the new bridge is being built. If it /s not possible to use the existing
bridge, access may be facilitated by a temporary low level crossing similar to Dunning Crossing.

When will all the engineering studies for the project be completed?

Response - All studies for the profect should be released in early August around the same time that the
EIS documents have to be submitted.
What will the water levels be north of the floodway outlet with an expanded floodway?

Response — Overall, water levels and flows downstream of the outlet will be slightly higher (1 inch to 1
foot depending on the severity of the flood) with an expanded floodway. For extreme flood events (1 in
700 year flood event) the downstream water levels would be about 1 foot higher with an expanded
floodway due water reduced ponding in Ritchot.

Although the amount of land for the project has been reduced, will there be any compensation for those
RMs that lose any land?

Response — An attempt is being made to minimize property acquisition by increasing the size of the spoil
piles and by removing the excavated material. It has not been resolved whether grants in lieu of taxes
will be provided to RMs that experience a reduction in their property tax base.

Will there be physical or 3D models at the CEC hearings that will be used to depict different flooding and
flow scenarios?

Response — ACRES used 3D computer models to assess the outlet design. MFEA is currently developing
physical models for some parts of the floodway,; however, they are not sure whether they will have them
completed in time for the hearings.

If Dunning Crossing is to be removed during construction, how long will the RM be without a bridge in
this location?

Response - Due to staging excavation, it may be possible to minimize rerouting traffic while the new
bridge is being built to two to three weeks.
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Dunning Crossing is a vital transportation route for the RM due to it being the only crossing over the
Floodway within the municipality south of Lockport. In particular, it is important for emergency response
services, notably fire services. The fire hall lies west of the Floodway and relies on the crossing to
services dwellings east of the floodway. In addition to access for emergency vehicles, Council would like
improvements to Dunning Crossing so they can have year-round access. This is also a very large concern
of Council. Currently the crossing is inaccessible when there are large amounts of precipitation.

What is going to happen with all the excavated material?

Response — Disposal piles will be raised up to 10 meters in some locations and a possible four new
disposal piles could be developed. Furthermore, there has been plenty of interest in the excavated
malterial for possible recreational opportunities within the floodway. MFEA is responsible for dealing with
possible recreational opportunities associated with the project.

Would Dunning Crossing and PTH 44 be closed at the same time?

Response — Work on the two bridges would not occur at the same time to ensure access via one of the
bridges.

Council feels that millions of dollars are being spent to protect the citizens of Winnipeg, while those north
of the floodway who will experience the effects are not afforded the same level of flood protection.

A concern for Council is the ice jamming that occurred in April 2004 and during other years. This year in
the community, the emergency lasted about 36 hours, from when people first indicated their homes were
threatened, until the water levels at the last homes began to fall. It first started with homes near East
Selkirk (off Cook’s Creek, which flooded as water backed from the Red River) and ended with homes off
the river towards the north end of St. Peter's Road (Highway 508 and north). A total of four dwellings
were affected, but another foot or two of water and the number would have grown exponentially.

The impact of floodway opening is in Council’s opinion likely transitory. In the short term, however —
measured in hours — council feels that there is more water due to floodway operation than there would
be without a floodway. This is because water coming slowly down the winding river is augmented in six
hours after the floodway is opened, so there is a short-lived local crest. Six hours later, presumably the
water level coming down the river will fall because of floodway operation, and the floodway is flowing, so
stability is achieved again. This crest may very well ‘blow’ the ice jam, but it could take hours, and those
hours enough to flood many dwellings.

Council would appreciate MFEA and Manitoba Conservation devising a strategy to address ice jamming
that frequently occurs during the spring within the municipality

MFEA indicated that they did not want to see this project become a source of divisiveness between
themselves and local interests. MFEA wants to work with local interests to make the project as
acceptable as possible.
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3.1.7 City of Winnipeg

Meeting Notes

Manitoba Floodway Expansion Project — Round 3 Council Meetings - EIA
Meeting Highlights

Meeting With
City of Winnipeg
Emergency Operations Centre, Lower Level Council Building, 510 Main Street
Winnipeg, Manitoba
May 20, 2004

In Attendance

For City of Winnipeg Council
L. Thomas

J. Gerbasi

G. Steeves

P. De Smedt

J. Angus

For Public Works Staff
P. Regan — Acting Director
R. Fingas

For Water and Waste Staff

B. MacBride — Director

M. Shkolny — Manager of Engineering
D. Moerman — Design Coordinator

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

For KGS
D. MacMillian

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

D. McNeil — Vice-President — Hydraulics

R. Hay — Floodway Engineer

G. Piasta — Structural Engineer

Purpose of Meeting

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

Review status of EIA

Present key developments in project description since last meeting

Present initial EIA findings

Obtain input on additional mitigation measures

Describe next steps in EIA findings
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The meeting is one of a series of sessions being held with Councils in the areas affected by the proposed
Floodway Expansion Project as part of Round 3 of the EIA PIP.

Meeting Process

The Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority and Environmental Assessment Team made presentations
about:
o Water levels in Winnipeg
Summer operation
Recreation and economic opportunities
Floodway operating rules
Effect on groundwater wells
Effect on City aqueduct and rail bridges
Riverbank erosion
Land Acquisition
Costs
Status of the floodway expansion EIA

Copies of the Environmental Assessment Team’s presentation, as well as more detailed information about
the initial EIA findings, were provided to those in attendance. An electronic version of the presentation
accompanies these notes.

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

e Council asked questions, offered perspectives, and identified issues related to what had been
presented

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.

Questions, Key Perspectives and Issues Identified by Council

While it was originally expected that the flood protection projects in the city would cost $110 million,
including interest and escalation, the City of Winnipeg engineering staff and consultants have now
determined that the total cost of these projects will be $165 million, including 15.5% for interest and
escalation costs. Moreover, the engineers also identified an additional cost of $91 million for improving
the primary dykes to provide 0.6 meters of freeboard above the water level associated with the 700-year
flood backwater from the Floodway Outlet. The City of Winnipeg expects cost sharing between the three
levels of governments for the City of Winnipeg flood protection projects.

Council wanted to determine what City of Winnipeg improvements need to be done as a result of the
Floodway Expansion project, and what improvements were needed as result of deteriorating
infrastructure and general maintenance. Some Councillors were of the opinion that any City of Winnipeg
improvements that are needed as a result of expanding the floodway should be the financial
responsibility of the Project proponent.

Instead of raising the bridges, is it possible to deepen the floodway channel instead?
Response — Originally, the channel was to be deepened by up to 2 meters (6.5 feet); however,

widespread public concern about ongoing reductions in groundwater levels and quality due to floodway
expansion and further engineering study resulted in the project design being changed where the extent
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of possible deepening is now up to a maximum of 2 feet, with the ultimate goal being no channel
deepening.

Some Councillors felt that the costs to raise bridges as a result of expanding the floodway should be the
financial responsibility of the Project Proponent.

Is Manitoba Hydro responsible for the cost of moving its utilities?

Response — The Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority will cover the costs to move any necessary
utilities.

Is money available for intervenors to participate in the Environmental Assessment process?

Response — Intervenor funding is available for the project; however, funding has not been dispersed. A
meeting Is being held on June 1%, 2004, to discuss this issue between the Manitoba Clean Environment
Commission and the applicants for particjpant assistance.

People are not aware that intervenor funding is available. Is there any advertising to inform the public
about possible funding?

Response — There is a formalized process to obtain intervenor funding, which is publicized in the major
newspapers in Winnipeg. Furthermore, Manitoba Conservation's website contains information on
applying to obtain intervenor funding for projects. For the Floodway project, this process occurred in the
fall 2003.

Action item: MFEA will provide Councillors with copies of its presentation.

If a flood occurred during construction of the project, Council would expect the Federal and/or Provincial
governments to cover the damages to the City of Winnipeg caused by such a flood.

Will the province pay for maintenance of recreational facilities in the floodway?

Response — A decision has not been made on who would be responsible for maintenance of any
recreational facilities developed in the floodway.

What is the feeling in Springfield with respect to the Floodway Expansion project?

Response — In Springfield drainage and access are very large issues for the municipality. Springfield is
requesting that drainage structures be improved.

What will the water levels be in Winnipeg with an expanded floodway?

Response — During major floods, water levels would be reduced by approximately 1 foot than with the
existing floodway. During extreme floods, river water levels would be lower by 6 feet than with the
existing floodway.

What would the water levels be in the city during a 1 in 700-year flood with the existing floodway?

Response — Water levels would be at least 6 feet above the primary dykes during a 1 in 700-year flood
with the existing floodway.

If a decision was made not to proceed with the Floodway Expansion project, would it be possible to have
temporary safeguards in place to protect the City from a 1 in 700-year flood?

Response — With a flood of this magnitude, the only way to protect the City with the existing floodway
would be to raise the primary dykes. However, the primary dykes could not be raised quickly enough to
protect the entire City against such a flood.
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If the floodway was expanded, would it reduce the possibility of floodway water entering into the
aquifers?

Response — This issue is still being investigated through engineering studjes.

3.1.8 RM of St. Andrews

Meeting Notes
Manitoba Floodway Expansion Project — Round 3 Municipal Meetings — EIA
Meeting Highlights

Meeting With
RM of St. Andrews
Municipal Office — Clandeboye, Manitoba

May 25, 2004
In Attendance
For RM of St. Andrews
Reeve D. Forfar
L. Hunt
W. Boch
E. Keryluk
L. Wodchyc — Assistant Chief Administrative Officer
R. Boch

For Environmental Assessment Team
D. Morgan — TetrES/InterGroup

D. De Pape — TetrES/InterGroup

B. McGurk — TetrES/InterGroup

For KGS
R. Carson

For ACRES
W. Gendzelevich
G. Mohr

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

Purpose of Meeting

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

Review status of EIA

Present key developments in project description since last meeting

Present initial EIA findings

Obtain input on additional mitigation measures

Describe next steps in EIA findings
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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 3 of the EIA PIP.

Meeting Process

Denis De Pape and David Morgan of the Environmental Assessment Team made a presentation about:
e Status and scope of the Floodway Expansion EIA
e Important recent developments in the features of the Floodway Expansion project — channel,
highway bridges, agricultural drainage drop structures, outlet, land acquisition for channel,
construction sequence.
e Initial EIA findings for:
0 Groundwater levels and quality
Drainage and related effects
Construction access and disruption
Land requirements and related effects
Way of life / project benefits

O O 0O

Copies of the presentation, as well as more detailed information about the initial EIA findings, were
provided to those in attendance. An electronic version of the presentation accompanies these notes.
Throughout and following the presentation, discussion took place in which:

e Council asked questions, offered perspectives, and identified issues related to what had been
presented

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.

Questions, Key Perspectives and Issues lIdentified by Council

Will the capacity of the expanded floodway be reduced due to only deepening it to a maximum of 2 feet
instead of 6 feet?

Response - The capacity of the expanded floodway will not change, additional widening will allow it to
accommodate the same water flows.

Has the cost of the project increased due to replacing all bridge structures?

Response — The cost of the project has increased due to the need to replace all bridges, this has in part
been offset by reduced excavation requirements.

The municipality is very concerned about erosion north of the outlet. In particular the RM is worried
about erosion on the west bank of the Red River near Lower Fort Garry and south of Selkirk.

What is being done to reduce the velocity of water to mitigate against further erosion north of the outlet?

Response — The outlet will be widened and cement blocks (baffles) will be in place in order to dissipate
the energy of water as it exits at the outlet. Moreover, riprapping will also be put in place for a distance
of one kilometre starting at the floodway outlet to limit erosion caused by water exiting the floodway
outlet.
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Why is there only going to be one kilometre of riprapping north of the outlet when elevated water levels
during floods would saturate the banks and contribute to bank sloping and erosion along the entire
length of the Red River?

Response — The rationale for riprapping only one kilometre north of the outlet /s because past this point
the water velocities for the current and expanded floodway are the same and, therefore, there would be
no additional erosion caused by the floodway expansion past this point.

Who is responsible for improving riverbank stability?

Response — General improvements to riverbanks is not within the scope of the EIA. However, the
riprapping north of the outlet will help to stabilize the riverbanks in that area.

Some residents in the RM have lost hundreds of feet of river front property (just south of Selkirk).
Furthermore, there are locations along River Road that could be eroded in the future. Council wanted to
know who would be responsible for rebuilding River Road if it becomes inaccessible due to erosion.

Council is not convinced that widening the floodway will result in no impact on groundwater. Council
feels that widening the floodway will result in new areas of the aquifer being exposed, and will further
expose areas in the aquifer that have already been opened by the creation of the existing floodway.

Council has asked several times if there is any transference of water between the Birds Hill aquifer and
the aquifer within the municipality.

Response — This Issue is still being investigated by project engineers.

Will the floodway channel be deepened to the lowest point of the current floodway?

The pilot channel will not be deepened any further. The sidebanks will be widened, but not deepened.
Did the model that was used to determine flow velocities take into consideration riverbank variations?

Response — Cross-sections of the riverbank were incorporated into the model to determine water flow
velocities.

The RMs of St. Andrews, St. Clements and the City of Selkirk believe that the floodway contributes to the
adverse effects of ice jams within the municipalities, although project studies concluded otherwise.
Council was disappointed that with such large amounts of monies being spent on a project of this
magnitude that no money has been spent on addressing ice jamming and dredging. Council also noted
that although the Floodway project is not addressing ice jamming, it has been promised $400 000
annually by the Province of Manitoba in compensation for the effects of ice jamming on the residents of
St. Andrews.

If ice jamming in the floodway occurred and caused flooding, would it be considered artificial or natural
flooding based on the compensation legislation.

Council feels that everything in the compensation legislation will be considered “natural” and, therefore,
people will not be financially compensated for higher water levels caused by the floodway expansion.

Response — EIA study team is aware of this issue and is endeavouring to assess it. We understand that
the expanded floodway can increase water levels north of the outlet, yet because the resulting water
levels would be below natural levels damages resulting from the increase would not be eligible for
compensation under the proposed legisiation.

What is DFO’s involvement in the environmental assessment process, and what are its concerns with
respect to the project?
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Response — DFO has a seat on the Project Administration Team, which is responsible for administering
the cooperative environmental assessment process. DFO Is also responsible for reviewing the EIS. DFO
has concerns regarding fish migration in the floodway during its use. Furthermore, DFO is specifically
concerned about fish passage at the floodway inlet control structure in St. Norbert.

Are the models completed to show natural water levels and flows pre-floodway?
Response — The models are not complete. This is largely due to those responsible for the modeling

having to address flood issues this spring. This is being done separate from the EIS. The EIS will focus
on difference between the existing and the expanded floodway.

3.1.9 RM of Ritchot

Meeting Notes

Manitoba Floodway Expansion Project — Round 3 Municipal Meetings - EIA
Meeting Highlights

Meeting With
RM of Ritchot

Municipal Office — St. Adolphe, Manitoba
June 1, 2004

In Attendance

For RM of Ritchot Council
Mayor R. Stefanuik

V. Rutherford

L. Morin

Y. Sabourin

R. Philippe

M. Leclaire

For Environmental Assessment Team
D. Morgan — TetrES/InterGroup

D. De Pape — TetrES/InterGroup

B. McGurk — TetrES/InterGroup

For KGS
R. Carson

For Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

D. Hurford — Community and Government Relations Coordinator
G. Piasta

B. Peter

R. Eden

Purpose of Meeting

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

e Review status of EIA

e Present key developments in project description since last meeting
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e Present initial EIA findings
¢ Obtain input on additional mitigation measures
e Describe next steps in EIA findings

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 3 of the EIA PIP.

Meeting Process

Denis De Pape and David Morgan of the Environmental Assessment Team made a presentation about:
e Status and scope of the Floodway Expansion EIA
e Important recent developments in the features of the Floodway Expansion project — channel,
highway bridges, agricultural drainage drop structures, outlet, land acquisition for channel,
construction sequence.
e Initial EIA findings for:
0 Groundwater levels and quality
Drainage and related effects
Construction access and disruption
Land requirements and related effects
Way of life/project benefits

O 00O

Copies of the presentation as well as more detailed information about the Initial EIA Findings were
provided to those in attendance. An electronic version of the presentation accompanies these notes.

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

e Council asked questions, offered perspectives, and identified issues related to what had been
presented

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.

Questions, Key Perspectives and Issues lIdentified by Council

There has been no discussion with the RM about summer operation. Has a decision been made with
respect to operating the floodway in the summer? Also, will the floodway be operated in the summer for
recreational purposes?

Response — The Province is currently reviewing the summer operating rules. MFEA discussed operating
rules, including summer operation, during their round of public involvement. The floodway will not
operate in the summer during the Floodway Expansion project’s 2005-2009 construction phase, except
during an emergency.

Council feels that the term mitigation should be changed because for those upstream there is no
mitigating adverse effects related to the Floodway.

How much deepening and widening will occur in the floodway channel?

Response - The extent of possible deepening has been reduced from a maximum of 6 feet to 2 feet, with
the goal of no deepening.
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What is the rationale for increased widening and less deepening?

Response - There were a variety of reasons why it was decided to lessen deepening and increase
widening of the floodway channel, including: 1) decline in value of deepening as engineering knowledge
improved,; 2) widespread public concern about groundwater quality and quantity; and 3) input from the
Environmental Assessment Team about potential impact of deepening. Council noted that mitigative
measures such as deepening have been adopted, which help users in other areas of the floodway
expansion project. However, there are not mitigation measures to help people south of the inlet — such
measures are needed.

Council noted that it would be useful to define some of the important terms in the EIS such as summer
operation and mitigation so members of the public know exactly what the terms mean.

At the first meeting there was no mention of land requirements. Is any land required for the project?
Response — Some land will need to be acquired outside of the right of way, especially around some of the
bridge structures and the west dyke. Overall, the land required will probably be less than 100 acres in
total; however, specific locations and acreages are currently being determined.

Will any land need to be purchased in Lockport due to upgrades to the outlet?

Response — No, all modifications to the outlet will be conducted within the right of way.

The bridge on Highway 59 has been retrofitted last year. Is the plan to replace this bridge?

Response — This bridge structure will only be retrofitted due to the upgrades /ast year.

What will be in place to reduce water velocities at the outlet?

Response — The outlet will be widened and cement blocks (baffles) will be in place in order to dissipate
the energy of water as it exits at the outlet. Moreover, riprapping will also be put in place for a distance
of one kilometre starting at the floodway outlet to limit erosion caused by water exiting the floodway
outlet.

Will the inlet lip berm be lowered to allow water to enter into the floodway at a lower level? Council
noted that they would like the lip elevation lowered so water could enter into the floodway at a lower

level and, thereby, reduce backwater effects.

Response — There is no plan to change the lip elevation. The inlet lip is at its current elevation in order
to reduce the chance of ice entering into the floodway.

The Grande Pointe drop structure was constructed last year. It this structure going to be replaced?
Response — The Grande Pointe drop structure will not be replaced.

Originally the Seine River Syphon was to be moved south of its current location. Is the plan still to move
the syphon?

Response — There is no plan to move the syphon as originally thought.

What will the water levels be for a 1:700 year flood event south of the inlet? What will the water levels
be for a 1997 type flood with an expanded floodway?

Response — Water levels with the expanded floodway will be lower than with the existing floodway
immediately south of the inlet control structure for major flood events (1:700) and will be similar for
extreme flood events. For a 1997 type flood event, water levels would be approximately 1.5 feet lower
at the inlet and tapering to no effect south of Ste. Agathe.
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Council is concerned that the new gated culverts through the dyke west of Labarriere Park will contribute
to washing out the Labarrier Bridge. The RM would like to see this bridge raised considering it cannot be
used in the spring and during times of high precipitation. When the bridge is washed out it is a large
inconvenience for school buses and emergency services.

Response — The improvement to the dyke will contribute negligibly to Labarrier Bridge washing out. The
majority of the water that is contributing to the bridge washing out is from the LaSalle River.

Council mentioned that the Grand Pointe drop structure appears very low, and it is concerned that during
a flood backwater flooding could be experienced via the drop structure. This is a large concern for
residences located in Grande Pointe. If it is determined that the drop structure is too low, Council
expects the drop structure to be changed.

Response — ACRES is currently assessing this issue and information will be available in the near future.
Is there going to be any opportunity for members of the public to use any of the excavated materials?

Response - In terms of the excavated material, this will not become an issue until 2005 when
construction of the project begins. Members of the public will have an opportunity to obtain excavated
materials through a formal process, as long as it does not increase the cost or delay the project.
Moreover, materials required for major public works and for bridges associated with the project will take
precedent over other demands for the materials.

Will the RMs be responsible for administering the program to obtain excavated materials similar to when
the notches in the floodway were being constructed?

Response — If there have been some successes in the past with respect to RMs administrating programs,
MFEA would be willing look at such processes.

Who will be responsible for the recreational opportunities associated with the project?

Response — There was a call for expressions of interest for recreational opportunities in mid march and
submission were accepted until April 20, 2004. Currently, MFEA is reviewing the expressions of interest.
Following a review, MFEA will report on what it has received, and further consultation will be conducted
with RMs potentially impacted by the possible recreational opportunities associated with the project.

A councillor noted that she participates on the Rivers West Coalition and the organization submitted an
expression of interest but has not heard from MFEA about possible next steps.

Response - The next step in the process after reviewing the proposals that were selected is meeting with
the organization and the engineers to discuss the feasibility of the plans.

Does the City of Winnipeg receive 1:700 year flood protection and the RM 1:140 year flood protection?

Response — It is correct that the RM will receive 1:140 flood protection with an Expanded Floodway.
However, although the Expanded Floodway largely benefits residents of Winnjpeg, the RM is receiving
improved flood protection such as a reduction in waters levels upstream of the inlet for major floods. If
any flooding takes place over 1:140, residents will be able to apply for compensation. Council noted
numerous concerns exist with the province's proposed compensation legislation

When will the RM have the opportunity to see the construction plans?

Response - The construction plans will be included in the EIS, which is a public document and will be
placed in the public registry.
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Council noted that there are two locations along Red River Drive that are close to being inaccessible due

to erosion.

Has the cost of the project increased due to replacing all bridge structures?

Response — It is believed that the cost of the project will still be approximately 660 million dollars. The
increased cost to remove the bridges will be offset by the reduced cost of excavating less material for the

project.

Council would like to see mitigation measures added to the project that will improve flood protection for
residents south of the inlet. There is very little in the project proposal for RMs south of the inlet.

3.1.10 RM of Macdonald

Meeting Notes

Manitoba Floodway Expansion Project — Round 3 Municipal Meetings - EIA

Meeting Highlights

Meeting With

RM of Macdonald
Municipal Office — Sanford, Manitoba

June 8, 2004

In Attendance

For RM of Macdonald
. Burns — Reeve

. Kirouac

Bisson

Erb

Raine — Chief Administrative Officer
Burns

. Dobrowolski

. Lavallee

. Junkin

Morse

TOEUIAWODD

For Environmental Assessment Team
J. Osler — TetrES/InterGroup

D. Morgan — TetrES/InterGroup

B. McGurk — TetrES/InterGroup

For Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority
R. Hay — Floodway Engineer

B. Peter

G. Piasta

R. Eden
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Purpose of Meeting

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

Review status of EIA

Present key developments in project description since last meeting

Present initial EIA findings

Obtain input on additional mitigation measures

Describe next steps in EIA findings

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 3 of the EIA PIP.

Meeting Process

John Osler and David Morgan of the Environmental Assessment Team made a presentation about:
e Status and scope of the Floodway Expansion EIA
e Important recent developments in the features of the Floodway Expansion project — channel,
highway bridges, agricultural drainage drop structures, outlet, land acquisition for channel,
construction sequence.
e Initial EIA findings for
0 Groundwater levels and quality
Drainage and related effects
Construction access and disruption
Land requirements and related effects
Way of life / project benefits

O O O0Oo

Copies of the presentation as well as more detailed information about the Initial EIA Findings were
provided to those in attendance. An electronic version of the presentation accompanies these notes.

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

e Council asked questions, offered perspectives, and identified issues related to what had been

presented
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.

Questions, Key Perspectives and Issues lIdentified by Council

What is the EIA?

Response - The Environmental Impact Assessment assesses anticipated adverse and beneficial effects of
the Project, as well as identifies measures to mitigate (reduce/avoid) adverse effects and to enhance
beneficial effects. The results of the EIA are contained in the Environmental Impact Statement.

A variety of questions arose at the meeting that dealt with the West Dyke. The following are questions
pertaining to this very issue. It is imperative to note that many of the questions that Council asked are to
be addressed at a meeting held on June 10, 2004, between MFEA and residents of the RM of Macdonald

when specific information about the West Dyke is available.

Where will the West Dyke be increased up to 6 feet?
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Response - The dyke will be increased up to 6 feet (1.8 meters) west of Avonlea Corner. Immediately
North of Avonlea Corner there will be no increase in dyke top elevation, but the dyke top elevation will be
raised gradually as the dyke proceeds northerly to a maximum increase in elevation of 1.2 meters in the
vicinity of La Barrierre Park.

How far west will the dyke be increased up to 6 feet before it starts to drop?

Response - The increase in dyke top elevation will be from 1.4 to 1.8 meters on PR 305 all the way to
Brunkild. The increase in dyke top elevation will drop to approximately half a metre immediately north of
Brunkild.

Does the West Dyke have an emergency overflow on 305 as was suggested in the presentation last time?
Response - MFEA does not know how overflow will be handled. Engineers are still studying this issue.
Where will the spillway be located?

Response - This still has to be determined, but the purpose of the spillway is to ensure flooding if it
occurs can be controlled to protect residents and have flood water not enter into areas that do not
experience any flooding.

If the spillway had to be used, how far would the LaSalle River flood away from its banks?

Response - This will be answered at the meeting on Thursday. This information is not currently avallable.
Where will the water level be on the West Dyke with the Floodway Expansion for a 1997-type flood?
Response — Depending on where along the West Dyke, the water level at the West Dyke would be no
higher than in locations closer to the Inlet Control Structure, lower with the Floodway Expansion for a
1997-type flood event. Overall, a 1997-type flood event would result in water levels about 1.5 feet lower
at the Inlet tapering to no effect just south of Ste. Agathe, where there is no backwater effect.

Will drainage along the West Dyke remain the same?

Response - Drainage along the West Dyke will be improved due to enhancements such as steepening
drain slopes.

Will borrow pits be needed to lengthen and heighten the dyke?

Response - No borrow pits will be necessary. All materials needed to increase both the length and height
of the dyke will be taken from adjacent ditches. At some locations, rehabilitation of affected ditches will
include steepening drain slopes and other enhancements that will improve drainage.

Council informed representatives of the EA Team and MFEA that they understood a drain from the West
Dyke to the LaSalle River was to be constructed as part of the Project. The RM was promised by the
Province that this drain would be constructed. Rick Hay noted that the current plan for the West Dyke
project only includes the installation of 2 new 1500mm diameter gated culverts through the West Dyke
NE 15-8-2E. Rick Hay commented that he would attempt to confirm whether a commitment has been
made to also include within the project’s budget, the construction of the 2.25 miles of municipal drain
required to convey water from the new culverts to the LaSalle River.

How wide is the floodway right-of-way?

Response - The width of the right-of-way changes throughout the floodway. However, in some locations
the right-of-way is a half a mile wide.
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Council asserted that it is important to inform people that the reason for increasing the height of the dyke
is to increase the freeboard and to protect against wind and wave action, not to store a greater amount
of water.

Council noted that residents in the RM would like to see the floodway operating rules changed to reduce
the impact of floodway operation on upstream residents.

Will agricultural producers who want to seed and access their farmyards during construction have access?
Response - Agricultural producers will be able to access their fields and farmyards during construction.
Construction of the West Dyke and Floodway Expansion will conform to existing Highway construction
practices, ensuring among other things, access to fields during construction.

Where does DFO stand on erosion and sedimentation caused by the Project?

Response - The EIS is reviewed by DFO and they will provide their comments on the document, including
commenting on erosion and sedimentation.

Will all bridges crossing the floodway channel be built higher and wider?

Response — All vehicular bridges will be replaced and their final configuration will be higher and wider.
Where will dredging take place?

Response - Dredging the Red River is not part of the Environmental Assessment, however, dredging will
be indirectly assessed through the cumulative effects assessment. Dredging took place in the past along
the Red River north of the Floodway Outlet to aid navigation.

When will project construction commence?

Response — Subject to completion of the regulatory review of the EIS, construction could begin on the
Project at the earliest in 2005.

How long will it take to build the entire Project?

Response - It is expected that the entire profect will take four years to construct.
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3.1.11 RM of Morris

Meeting Notes

Manitoba Floodway Expansion Project — Round 3 Municipal Meetings - EIA
Meeting Highlights

Meeting With
RM of Morris

Municipal Office — Morris, Manitoba
June 9, 2004

In Attendance

For RM of Morris
Reeve H. Martens
S. Neumann

R. Groening

E. Buhler

B. Fraese

D. Robert

L. Kornelson

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

D. Morgan — TetrES/InterGroup

B. McGurk — TetrES/InterGroup

For Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority
B. Peter
G. Piasta

Purpose of Meeting

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

Review status of EIA

Present key developments in project description since last meeting

Present initial EIA findings

Obtain input on additional mitigation measures

Describe next steps in EIA findings

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 3 of the EIA PIP.

Meeting Process

Denis De Pape and David Morgan of the Environmental Assessment Team made a presentation about:
e Status and scope of the Floodway Expansion EIA
e Important recent developments in the features of the Floodway Expansion project — channel,
highway bridges, agricultural drainage drop structures, outlet, land acquisition for channel,
construction sequence.
e Initial EIA findings for:
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Groundwater levels and quality
Drainage and related effects
Construction access and disruption
Land requirements and related effects
Way of life / project benefits

O o0OO0O0oOo

Copies of the presentation as well as more detailed information about the Initial EIA Findings were
provided to those in attendance. An electronic version of the presentation accompanies these notes.

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

e Council asked questions, offered perspectives, and identified issues related to what had been
presented

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.

Questions, Key Perspectives and Issues lIdentified by Council

When will the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) be filed? How long does the public have to review
the EIS?

Response - The EIS will be filed in early August. Usually the public is provided 60 to 90 days to review
EIS documents.

Why is the public allowed to review the EIS after it has been submitted if the public has been consulted
through public involvement activities for the Environmental Assessment?

Response — The reason for public input at this stage of the Environmental Assessment is because this is
the first opportunity that the public has to review the completed EIS.

If the floodway channel is not going to be deepened and just widened, will it accommodate the same
water flow?

Response - The expanded floodway will still be able to accommodate the same design flow of 140 000 cfs
with little to no deepening and just widening, in conjunction with improvements to the bridge structures.

Will deepening the floodway channel begin from the existing floodway, which has sediment build-up, or
will the possible two feet of deepening begin at the floodway channel depth when the existing floodway
was constructed?

Response — All design concepts that have proposed deepening would relate to depth below the original
design channel bottom (whether that be 6’ as originally proposed, or up to 2’ maximum as now planned).
However, through many reaches, the floodway channel has eroded below it's original design elevation by
more than 2’, and therefore, in those locations, it will be actually be built back up to achieve improved
water flow and minimize risk of fish trapping.

Are there plans to move the right-of-way?
Response - There are no plans to extend the channel right-of-way for channel expansion itself. Spoil

piles will be placed within the existing right of way. Right-of-Way acquisition may be necessary (to a
much lesser extent than originally anticipated) for bridge and highway modifications.
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Will Highway 15 be twinned?

Response — The current thinking is to twin Highway 15, however this remains to be finalized by Manitoba
Transportation.

Council noted that it is pleased that there should be no major disruption to traffic during construction of
the expanded floodway with construction sequencing as described.

Will the Seine River Siphon be in the same location?

Response - There is no need to move the Seine River Sjphon as originally contemplated (the original
need for relocation was driven by the initial design concept which included deepening by up to 6°; since
that has been revised to no more than 2, there will be no impact to the existing siphon).

How will water velocities be reduced at the outlet?

Response — The outlet will be widened and concrete blocks (baffles) will installed order to dissipate the
energy of the water as it exits at the outlet. Moreover, riprapping will also be put in place for a distance
of one kilometre starting at the floodway outlet to limit erosion caused by wave action from water exiting
the flooadway outlet.

One Councillor noted that he sees the Floodway Expansion and improvements to the West Dyke as
separate issues. He offered the opinion that since the West Dyke will not directly benefit the RM, area
residents should not have to pay for upgrades to the structure.

Response — The West Dyke is an integral component of the flood protection system for the City of
Winnijpeg. Without the West Dyke the City of Winnijpeg would be flooded during extreme flood events.
The benefit to all Manitobans is the protection that the project as a whole provides against economic
disaster should Winnipeg be lost to an extreme flood.

Will agricultural producers on the south side of the dyke be compensated due to project related flooding?

Response - If any upstream residents are flooded artificially as a result of the operation of the floodway,
they will be able to apply for compensation.

Are improvements to the dykes in Letellier and Rosenort included in the scope of the Project?

Response - The dykes in these communities are not part of the Project and, therefore, there will be no
enhancements to these dykes, unless undertaken separately.

Will the location of the aqueduct need to be changed?
Response - Both branches of the aqueduct will need to be realigned as part of the Project.

One councillor indicated that since the West Dyke was constructed, he perceives that more water has
been diverted from Starbuck into the municipality. He postulated this was occurring in order to reduce
the amount of water entering into Winnipeg via the LaSalle River, as part of a regional drainage
modification program.

None of the EIS team members or MFEA representatives present had any knowledge of such a program
taking place. The Environmental Assessment Team informed Council that a meeting was being held on
Thursday, June 10, 2004, between MFEA and the residents of Macdonald to discuss issues regarding the
West Dyke, and that this question could be posed at that meeting to Rick Hay (MFEA) who would be
most knowledgeable regarding this issue it is of significant concern.
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Council felt that it was equally important to comment on the deleterious effects of the project, as well as
noting the positive effects in the presentation materials.

Will floodway channel widening and possible deepening impact the Birds Hill Aquifer?

Response — Concern over potential aquifer impacts expressed by Birds Hill area residents was one of the
majfor factors considered that lead to the revised design concept which minimizes or eliminates channel
deepening as much as possible. There is still a secondary concern that further widening of the floodway
channel could result in breaching the aquifer. However, there will be continual monitoring of the aquifer
throughout excavation to ensure that channel widening will not negatively impact the aquifer.

Council asked if there were any works planned near Breezy Point. Council commented that it does not
want to pass on any of its problems onto other RMs downstream.

Response — there is no work proposed for Breezy Point as part of the Floodway Expansion Project.

The reeve mentioned that MFEA should consider looking at implementing ‘ARDA 4, a previously planned,
but unimplemented project that could improve flow routing and timing between the Morris River and the
Red River and, potentially reduce the magnitude of flooding.

Council commented that it appreciated the Environmental Assessment Team coming to discuss the initial
EIA findings, and it sees many positive changes to the project since the first meeting between the
Environmental Assessment Team and Council.

3.1.12 City of Selkirk

Meeting Notes

Manitoba Floodway Expansion Project — Round 3 Municipal Meetings - EIA
Meeting Highlights

Meeting With
City of Selkirk

Municipal Office — Selkirk, Manitoba
June 14, 2004

In Attendance

For City of Selkirk

Mayor D. Bell

Deputy Mayor D. Swiderski

J. Buffie

P. Pruden

M. Cook

J. Livingstone — Director of Finance and Legislation

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

D. Morgan — TetrES/InterGroup

B. McGurk — TetrES/InterGroup

ACRES
G. Mohr
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For Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority
B. Peter
D. McNeil

Purpose of Meeting

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

Review status of EIA

Present key developments in project description since last meeting

Present initial EIA findings

Obtain input on additional mitigation measures

Describe next steps in EIA findings

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 3 of the EIA PIP.

Meeting Process

Denis De Pape and David Morgan of the Environmental Assessment Team made a presentation about:

e Status and scope of the Floodway Expansion EIA

e Important recent developments in the features of the Floodway Expansion project — channel,
highway bridges, agricultural drainage drop structures, outlet, land acquisition for channel,
construction sequence.

e Initial EIA findings for:
0 Water levels and flows
0 Erosion and sedimentation

Copies of the presentation as well as more detailed information about the Initial EIA Findings were
provided to those in attendance. An electronic version of the presentation accompanies these notes.

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

e Council asked questions, offered perspectives, and identified issues related to what had been
presented

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. Because of time constraints, the presentation
was abbreviated

Questions, Key Perspectives and Issues lIdentified by Council

The newspaper indicated that less land is now required for the project, but it also mentioned that the
floodway channel would be made wider and not as deep. How is this possible?

Response - The excavation requirements for the project have been reduced for the floodway channel
from 45 million cubic yards to approximately 35 000 cubic yards, thereby reducing the amount of land
required to dispose the material. Overall, a maximum of 500 acres of land might be necessary for the
floodway channel. However, new information suggests that the amount needed could be less than 100
acres.

Where will the riprapping be placed at the outlet? Will Stu McKay’s fishing outfit be affected?

Appendix 3D Page 3D - 37 Initial EIA Results



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project August 2004

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Response - Riprapping will occur immediately north of the outlet on the west bank and will extend for
approximately one kilometre north over the area possibly affected by the velocities of water from the
expanded floodway. Stu MacKay's outfit is south of the outlet and will not be affected by the riprapping.

Council is concerned that increasing the size of the outlet will create greater velocities of water
immediately north of the outlet. This is an issue for residents who have children that play in and around
the Red River.

Response — The outlet structure itself will be designed to include cement blocks (baffles) to dissipate the
energy (velocity) of water as it exits at the outlet.

How will the expanded floodway affect ice jamming in the area?

Response - There are several areas in Selkirk that are prone to ice jams such as Breezy Point, Sugar
Island and the Selkirk Bridge. The engineering studies have concluded that the expanded floodway will
not have any significant impact on ice jams. The maximum design flows of the existing and the expanded
floodway are greater than what ice jams can withstand. The reported impact of the floodway includes a
flow that reaches the Selkirk area a few hours before it would naturally through the Red River, but the
impact would not be significant as it is likely that the ice jam would still be in place.

What will the water levels be north of the outlet for an expanded Floodway?

Response - For a 1997-type flood event, the water levels will be a maximum of 1 inch higher with an
expanded floodway. For major flood events, water levels will be approximately one-third of a foot higher.
The reason for the higher water levels is due to reduced ponding upstream of Winnipeg. For extreme
flood events, down stream water levels would be a maximum 1 foot higher at the Outlet reducing to zero
at the mouth of the Red River. These levels are higher since water is not being stored in the Winnipeg
flooaplain.

If there was additional water this year with the ice jams, would the dykes in the vicinity of the golf course
been overtopped?

Response — Based on information presented by City of Selkirk staff, it was understood that if there had
been any additional water this year, the dykes would have been overtopped and the golf course flooded.

Council noted that they would like to hold a meeting with the Environmental Assessment Team when
more time is available to discuss the project. Council is to contact Rhonda Kezema (942-0654) of
InterGroup Consultants to find a time when Council, the Environmental Assessment Team, and MFEA can
meet again.
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3.2 RM PRESENTATION/TRACKERS

3.2.1 Presentations

Proposed Red River Floodway

ExXpansion Project

ey

Initial EIA Findings

RM of Macdonald
June 8, 2004

Proposad Floodway Expansion Projoct

& e R www.lloodwayeia.com

Propoind Flaodway Bapansion Prajoct

rii'_,_. ,AF"?’ = www.floodwayela.com

Appendix 3D Page 3D - 39 Initial EIA Results



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

August 2004

Introduction

This is third round of public involvement dealing with Floodway
Expansion

— I#t Round (Jan, Feb) — EIA led
« introduced EIA,
« provided project information,

» recorded your issues and concems about Floodway Expansion
project

— 2™ Round (April) — MFEA led
« Commented on issues raised in Round 1

* Provided informafion on key topics, including recreation & economic

opporiunities, floodway operating rules, compensation, mitigation,
summer operation and water levels

» Received feedback on topics

Proposed Floodway Expansion Projoct

T on ey o www.floodwayela.com

Introduction

« 3" Round (May-June) — EIA led

- Review status of EIA

- Present key changes in project description

— Present initial EIA findings

— Obtain input on additional mitigation measures
— Describe next steps in EIA process

Propozod Flaodway B

www. floodwayeia.com
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Floodway Expansion EIA

Assesses adverse and beneficial effects on

+ environment (physical, aguatic / terrestrial)
* people

of changes caused by Floodway Expansion
+ construction,
+ presence (when Expanded Floodway is inactive)
+ operation during a flood event.

Identifies ways to

+ mitigate (reducefavoid) adverse project effects
+ enhance positive project effects

Proposed Fleodway Expansion Prajoct ;
H_._Jaﬂff R www.loodwayeia.com

Propozod B Il-'.mdwa Ex

¥ odk

Elements of the EIA

- Project Alternatives — review of alternatives evaluated to improve

flood protection for the Winnipeg area
Project Description - description of relevant Floodway Expansion
features

Existing Environment - Description of existing and projected
condifions in areas potentially affected by project

Effects assessment - Analysis of the nature and extent of
adverse and positive effects of Floodway Expansion.

Mitigation measures - [dentification of possible
mitigation/compensation and enhancement measures

Cumulative effects — combined effects of Floodway Expansion
and other relevant past and planned projects

Residual effects - Analysis of effects after mitigation and
enhancemeant are applied

Public involvement — informing and recaiving input from
interasted and affected parties related o the Project and EIA

www. floodwayeia.com
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Where Topics Fit In

*  Existing Ervironment to include the following topics frequently identified in puldic
rvalvement
—  Ongoing effects of existing floodway
—  Outstanding issues related to existing floodway and 1887 flocd
— [Flood management programs
— Proposed compensation legislation and its administration
— [Desire of areas outside of Winnipeg for flood protection comparable to Winnipeg

= Effects aszessment and identification of mitigation measures focuses on izsues
related to Floodway Expansion such as water levels and flows, ice jams,
groundwater, erozion and sedimentation, drainage, construction disruption

= Cumulative effects analysis fo be integrated throughout E1A and will include
consideration of
— Ongoing effects of existing floodway
—  Summer operation of the llocdway
— [Dredging along the Red River
— Associated flood protection works undertaken by City of Winnipeg

Proposad Floodway Expansion Frajoct
| & 34"5#,_.;}" o ° www.floodwayela,com

EIA Status

= lssue identification completed
* input from public involvement provided to EIA team

= Engineering work required for EIA largely completed
= Baseline information gathering largely completed
= Assessment of effects underway, will continue into June

* initial findings presenied in this meeting
|dentification of additional mitigation / compensation measures being
done largely in June

* Seeking ideas in this meeting
Plan to submit EIS to regulators in early August

Proposod Floodwy I-J;Im:nrm Projoct
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Next Steps

— Complete EIS and submit to regulators

public comments and input received through public
involvement

— CEC hearings

Proposad Floodway Expansion Projoct
- iy g

— EIS to be placed in public registry for public comments

— Supplementary EIS filing incorporating responses to

W _;J';#J-.,f' o www. floodwayeia.com

Project Features

Design of the Floodway
Expansion Project
continues o be refined,
and will evolve and
improve as input is
received through ongaing
enginesring studies, the
ElA process and the Public
Involvement Program.

]

Expansion Proposal

Propoxod Flao Expansion Projoc
, —
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uf Enmiryy Wowsd Cyen Symiges

% Main Components of Floodway
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Project Feaaurea

Important Recent Developn

+  Channel - Extent of possible deepening reduced from at maximum 6 feet to a
maximum 2 feet, if at all. The goal is to ensure the completed floodway is no deeper
than the existing floodway.

—  ‘Widespread public concem about ongoing reductons in groundwater levels and gquality
due iz F ":ld'.\a_.l' Expansion

- Input received from the Envircnmental Assessment Team that deepening could create
undesirable groundwater impacts and affect project acceptability

- [Decline in value of deepening as engineering knowledge improved

—xca'mtcr. requirements for channel reduced from £3 million cubic yards to approomatety
35 million cubic yards thereby reducing extent of disposal piles and land requrzments.

+  Highway Bridges - All 6 to be replaced
- Original bridge o remain operational during construction except for PTH £4 where
§ge location is restricted to existing sits.
- }un ing Crossing to be replaced after constructon m the area is finished.

Proposod Flaodway Expansion Prajoct
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i‘-’roject Fe atures

nportant Recent Deve jprment

« Agricultural Drainage Drop Structures - s to be replaced and improvement
made within Fleodway right of way to accommedate increased design flows and
futwre growth of local drainage system.

— CentrefnePrairie Grove, Nerth Bibeau, Sprngfield, Skholny, Ashfield
— Accommodating future growth in local drain system in response to local input

+ Inlet- tested and meets current design standards for stability and dam safety, will
be abe to withstand extreme floods.
— [Improvement o0 be made to erosion protection immediately upsiream and downsiream
of inlet structure to mest current design standards and handie extreme floods

PFropowod Fleog
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» Qutlet — Increased width and other features designed into structure to reduce
velocities and dizzipate energy in flows entering Red River.

— Erosion protection, including rip rapping to be repaired or installed on west bank
of Red River immediately north of outlet to prevent project related erosion.

— Mew protection provided for aporoximately one kilometer beyond existing
protection.

+  Land Acquisition for Channel - Current amount required for Floodway
Channel reduced from more than 1000 acres to well below 500 acres.

+ Construction Sequ_ence - Project to be built in at least four segments to
minimize amount of time spent in any given location.

+  West Dyke — being extended by 18.1 km to 63.4 km and designed to increase
freeboard and reduce risk of failure during a flood event.

Proposod Floodway Expansion Prajoct
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Initial EIA Findings

+  |dentify effects of Floodway Expansion construction, presence and
operation during flood event
« Waork in progress, not complete, covers what is currently available
+  Topics with initial findings:
» Water Levels and Flows
»  Groundwater Levels and Quality
Erosion and Sedimentaton
Crainage
= Land Acguisidion
= Disruption During Construction
= Way of Life
Project Benefits
* Wil focus on those in vicinity and upstream of inlet. Most West Dyke
miplication to be covered at June 10 meeting.

Proposod Floodway Expansion Projoct
oo * www. lloodwayela.com
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Floodway Expansion Effects

Initial EIA Findings
In vicinity and south of the Floodway inlet

Proposod Floodwy l-.i;ull}lr.m Pr
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Wm@r L&vﬁ Is a nd Flows

Water ie_'.rels with Floqdway Expansmn will be lower than with
existing floodway immediately south of the inlet control
structure for major flood events (up to 1:700 Flood) and will be
similar for extreme flood events.

For all flood events, Floodway Expansion will have no effect on
water levels and flows from Morris to US border

West Dyke water levels will not change and flow patterns not
expected to change due to Floodway Expansion

1957 -type flood event would result in water levels abhout 1.5 fest
lower at the Inlet tapering to no effect just south of Ste Agathe,
where there is no backwater effect.

*  For major flood events, Expanded Floodway will reduce water
levels for communities immediately upstream from approximately 3
fi over current dyke elevations to approximately top of dyke.
(Grande Pointe, St. Adolphe, Niverville)

+  For extreme flood events, Expanded Floodway will have similar
water levels and flows to what would be experienced with the
Existing Floodway.

PFroposed Flacdway Expansion Projoct )
Tey™ -*._""'E.«f R www.lloodwayela.com

17

Water Leue 3 an(i F-'io ws

While Expanded Flc y ation durnng Flood

Floodway will operate less frequently above the state of nature
increasing level of protection for areas south of floodway
inlet

+  Level of Fm tection for communities immediately south of the inlet
control structure raised from 1:100 to about 1:140 vear protection.

Propozod F
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Drainage
During Floodway Expansion Construction

Minimal interruption of drainage in local area during
construction of West Dyke

+  Construction will not begin until ditches are dry, avoiding interruption of
spring runoff drainage

+  Culverts to be kept open while construction is occurning. Contractors
want to aveid dealing with backwater

«  Mearby municipal drains will be kept open dunng construction

Proposed Floodway Expansion Projoct
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West Dyke
Permanent drainage along and through West Dyke improved

«  Borrow matenals for construction of Dyke taken from adjacent ditches. Ditch
capacity increased as a result of removing bomow materials. At some
locations, rehabilitation of affected ditches to include steepening of drain
slopes and other enhancements that will improve drainage.

»  Mew gated culvert through Dyke southwest of Labarriere Park to improve
drainage to La3alle River.

Proposod hlnmlwa Expansion Projoct
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Groundwater Quality

Crim o ol Ci
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!,-_-;._'-.-".u_l Durin g rlood

Floodway Expansion will have no influence on saline /
freshwater interface

+  Area of greatest concern is in vicinity of Floodway inlet. No Floodway
Expansion activity in this area that could cause shift in saline /
freshwater interface.

— Mo dewatering planned in this area during Floodway Expansion
construction

— Mo excavation in first three kilometers of the Floodway Channel

Proposed Flsodway Expansion Projoct )
F 0 e www.flloodwayela.com
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Erosion and Sedimentation

When Expanded Floodway Operating During Flood
Floodway Expansion will reduce potential erosion in vicinity of
Floodway inlet when Floodway is operating during a flood

event.

* Inlet structure tested and meets current design standards for stahility and
dam safety. Structure will be able to withstand extreme floods

«  Improvements o be made to erosion protection immediately upsiream and
downstream of inlet struciure to meet current design standards and to
handle exireme floods

. Frequenc y of exposure to potential erosion reduced because

More flocdwater 1o be traveling through channel, less passing through inlet
structure.

Water levels not raised above siate of nature as freguently with Floodway
Expansian

Proposed Eloodwa I 1[..,.m,|q..
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Luring i

Road Access
oW ay N pansion lli‘l‘n

y Expal

Minimal traffic disruption during channel construction at 5
bridge crossings.

+  Following bridges to be replaced by a new nearly bridge; existing
bridge to remain operational during construction.

3t. Mary's Road

PTH 59 South Crossing
Trans-Canada Highway No.1 East
PTH 15

PTH 59 north crossing

Proposed Floodway Expansion Projoct
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Utility Services

During Floodw ay Expansion Construction
Construction unlikely to interrupt utility services

«  Construction will involee altering or moving electrical crossings, gas
pipelines, oil pipelines, communication crossings, City of Winnipeg
Agueduct and other municipal crossings.

« Construction to be organized and phased o avoid service interruptions.

Propozad Fleodway Expansion Frr.-]-.lrj
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L s e www.flloodwayeia.com
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Way of Life

Commitment to Floodway Expansion renewed and intensified
a sense among Red River Valley residents outside of
Winnipeg of not being as valued as people within Winnipeg.

+  Emergence of Floodway Expansion project is generating strong
feelings in areas outside of Winnipeg that they are not being treated
equitably in terms of fiood protection. Residents of these areas want
the same level of flood protection as Winnipeag.

+  The existing floodway manifested similar feelings, particularly in its
early years and in 1597

«  During floodway operation, residents affected by arificial flooding feel
they are being sacrificed for the benefit of Winnipeg, without being fairly
compensated. New compensation legislation is viewed with suspicion
because provincial government agencies are responsible for artificial
flooding and for administering compensation, including appeals.

Proposed Floodway Expansion Projoct

w . F“ﬂ'-;g?,f" R www. lloodwayeia.com

26
Floodway Expansion Benefits

Floodway Expansion generates sizeable benefits in flood
protection, construction employment, recreational
opportunities and infrastructure improvements.

Flood Protection

— Project raizes level of fiood protection for approximately 500,000 residents of
Winnipeg and significantly reduces potential damage to property.

— West Dyke raises level of protection for RM of Macdonald residents north of the
Dyke.

— Protecting Winnipeg during a flood enables the hub of Manitoba's economy to

continue to function. Thiz benefits many Manitchang, including residents who live
n the sumounding municigalities and work in Winnieg.

www.floodwayeia.com
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Floodway Expansion Benefits

Construction Employment

— Wil e the largest construction project in Su:n_rthe_rn Manitoba providing four
years of construction employment fo residents of Winnipeg and surrounding
communities. Training and special measures 1o be adopted to facilitate
employment of aboriginal peogple.

Recreational Opportunities

— Process in place to enhance non-wet recreational DDDGI'ILII‘IIl"'a on
Flaodway night of way and in foodway channel. Residents of Winnipeg and
surrounding communities could bensfit from accessing these naw

opportunities.

Infrastructure Improvements

- Im:urn-.'ement.-, o be made o 6 highway bridges crossing the floodway and
five drainage drop structures in the floodway. Will bﬂnﬂﬁs residents of
areas surrcunding Winnipeg who fravel across the bridges and whose

drainage enters the floodway.

Proposod FI vodway Expansion Frnjm:l
f-flr www. lloodwayela.com
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Summary of
Floodway Expansion Effects

Initial EIA Findings

Proposed Floodway Expansion Projoct
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Summary of Flo xpansion Effects (p1-8)

Doadway CEpE | LN e ¥

+  Extent of possible despening reduced from at maximum & feetto a
maximum 2 feet, if at all. The goal is to ensure the completed floodway
is no desper than the existing floodway.

+ Mo widespread, noticeable changes to water levels and flows due o
Floodway Expansion during construction

+  No permanent, widespread, noticeable changes to water levels and
flows due to Floodway Expansion when Floodway is inactive.

+  West Dyke water levels will not change and flow patterns not expected
to change due to Floodway Expansion

+ Mo changes to the water flows and levels along the Seine River syphon

+  |ce Jamming on Red River not related to operation of the Expanded
Floodway

Propozod F
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Wﬂm Leve:s & rlcmra

summary of Floodway Expansion Effects (p9-12)

*  Waler levels with Floocdway Expansion will be lower than with existing floodway
mimedigtely south of the inlet control structure for major flood events {up to
1:700 Flood) and will ke simitar for extreme flood events.

*  Floodway will cperate less frequently above the state of nature increasing level
of :IFDTEC{IUH for areas south of floodway inlet

* For ail flood events, Floodway Expansion will have no effect on water levels and
fiows from Mormis to US border from Floodway Expansion.

+ Water levels in -I"'“'}"ngp;? will be equal to or lower than water levels experienced
under the Existing Floodway for major and exireme flood events.

*  Water levels and flows downstream of the Outlet will be sfightly higher (1 inch to
1 foot depending on severity of flood) with the Expanded Floodwsay.

Proposod Floodway Expansion Projoct
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Groundwater Levels and Qua!:ty
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Groundwater Levels

+  Extent of possible despening reduced from at maximum & feet to a
maximum 2 feet, if at all. The goal is to ensure the completed floodway
15 no deeper than the existing floodway.

+ Mo permanent, widespread, noticeable reductions in groundwater
levels due to Floodway Expansion if channel not deepened.

+  Local, temporary reduction in groundwater levels during construction in
vicinity of some bridge crossings and aqueduct.

+  Floodway Expansion lessens potential for effects on ground water
levels and quality in Floodway during all but most extreme flood events.

Proposod hlnn;lwa Expansion Pr
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Groundwater Levels and Quality

B 1 x FHarto ]
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Groundwater Quality

+  Floodway Expansion will have no influence on saline / freshwater
interface

+  Floodway Expansion construction practices will be selected to minimize
effects on groundwater quality

+  Floodway Expansion will have no influence on groundwater quality
when the Floodway is inactive if channel not deepened.

. Etﬁgl;tsé on groundwater quality during flood event operation being
studied.

Proposod Floodway Expansion Prajoct
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Erosion and S wilm-z‘;"m: ation
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When Floodway is Operating During Flood Event

+  Floodway Expanzion will reduce potential ercsion in vicinity of Floodway inlet
when Floodway is operaling during a flood event.

* Mo additional and possibly reduced erosion in Floodway channs! dus to
Floodway Expansion when Expanded Flocdway is operating.

* Mo additional erosion in vicinity of Floodway outlet due to Floodway Expansion
when Expanded Floodway is operating.

* Mo additional erosion due to Floodway Expansion on banks of Red River beyond
Floodway outlet, including at Lower Fort Garry and Salkirk.

* Mo dizcemable long term diference in sediment ranspor 1o Lake Winnipeg dus
to Floodway Expansion

Proposod Floodwy l-.i;ull}lr.m Projoct
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Erosn::rn and Sedi memalmn
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During Floodway Expansion Construction

*  Temporary erosion and sedimentation in loodway channel / on disposal piles
from rainfall runoff while excavation occurring. Temporary increase in sediment
concentration in Red River.

* Mo noticeakie change in erosion or sedimentation in Red River from rainfal
runcff due to construction at floodway outlet and cutlet channsl

*  Erosion and sedimentation risk if spring flood ocecurs during excavation. Minor
increase in sediment conceniration in Red River.

When Expanded Floodway is Inactive

*  Meqglgible erozion on slopes of flioodway channel and disposal piles when
expanded floodway is inactive

Proposod Floodway Expansion Prajoct
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Drainage and Reiated Efferts

Summary of Floodway Expansion Effects !.lj-'-- 20 )

+ Capacity maintained or increased for all drainage inlet structures on the
Floodway and asscciated drain channels within Floodway right of way.

+  Ability to accommodate future upgrading of local drainage systems
improved at five rural drainage drop structures.

+  Seing River syphon and Overflow to be maintained or improved.

«  Minimal interruption of drainage into floodway channel during
construction

+  Minimal interruption of drainage in local area during construction of
West Dyke

+  Permanent drainage along and through West Dyke improved

+  Floodway drainage struciures o operate more efficiently during a flood
eyvent providing more capacity for upstream drains.

Proposod Hnl.'_|r_|wa. Epansion Projoct
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Land Raqune nents fmc! ﬁeialeo Effects

Proposao

; Eert =
immary of oowWa pansion Effects (p49-57)

A maximum of 500 acres (200 hectares) of land to he acquired in
floodway channel area

Land required for West Dyke still to be finalized
Affected municipalities to experence reduction in property tax area.
Mew disposal piles to change visual environment

Haying on floodway right of way to be curtailed during a portion of
Floodway Expansion construction

Potential for reduced haying in floodway right of way during post
construction period

d Flaodway Expansion Prajoct
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Minimal traffic disruption during channel construction at five bridge
Crossings

Traffic detours required at PTH 44 crossing and Dunning crossing for
one construclion season

Construction will involve raising section of roads in RM of Macdonald.

Caonstruction unlikely to interrupt utility services.

Temporary disruption during construction of recreational activities in
Floodway channel and right of way

Propowod Fleod
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_ife / Project Benefits
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Commitment to Floodway Expanzsion renewed and intensified a sense, among
Red River Valley residents outside of Winnipeg, of not being as valued as
people within Winnipeg.

*  Floodway Expansion generates sizeable benefits in fiood protection,
construction employment, recreational opportunities and infrasiruciurs
miprovements,

Proposod Fleodway Expansion Prajoct
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Round 1

Frequently Raised Issues

Proposod Floodway Expansion Projoct
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Related to Floodway Expansion

*  Risk of increased groundwater levels and groundwater contamination

«  Potential for higher upstream and downstream water levels during a
major flood event.

« Effect of operating expanded floodway on ice jams north of the outlet

* Increased erosion on banks of Red River upstream of inlet and in
wicinity of outlet

+ Need for added capacity of Floodway inlet drop structures and
associated drains o accommodate future growth in agricultural
drainage

« MNeed for improvements and added capacity of bridges crossing
floodway

«  Concermn over traffic disruption during construction

www.floodwayeia.com
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Round 1 - Frequently Raised Issues

Related to Floodway Expansion — continued

+  Extent of increased land requirements and impact on property tax
payments

+  Risk of inlet failure, poor condition of foodway inlet

+  Potential reduction in Red River water quality and sediment build up at
MNetley Marsh.

+  Implications for dredging along the Red River

+ Interest in expanded recreation opportunities in floodway, concermn over
vandalism, litter and emergency service demands from added visitors

+  Meed for mitigation / compensation of adverse effects from project

+  Floodway Expansion creates inequities between level of permanent
flood protection provided to Winnipeg and areas outside of Winnipeg.

Proposod Flaodway Expansion Fr-:-|t;:l
s I wiy * | b Ha.o
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Round 1 - Frequently Raised Issues

Existing Floodway and Flood Management

« Risk of increased upsiream water levels when floodway is operating,
+  Operating rules and their implementation

+  Definition of natural water levels

* |mpact on ice jams north of the outlet

«  Need for fair and imely compensation

« Fragmentation of municipalities, added cost of municipal services,
property taxes not paid on floodway lands

+  |nconvenience of added travel distances.

* Failure to live up to commitments for services and infrastruciure after
floodway built

«  Concems over management of floods — notification, coordination of
response, evacuaion rules, dealing with peoples needs during and
after flood.

« Dredging along the Red River

wiww floodwayeia.com
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Effects of Floodway Expansion on
Water Levels and Flows

Initial EIA Findings

Proposed Floodway Expansion Projoct
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Water Levels and Flows

S -

Expanded Floodway will provide a substantial increase in
the water capacity of the current channel, from 2,550
cubic metres (90,000 cubic feet) of water per second to
4,000 cubic metres (140,000 cubic feet) per second.

Expanded Floodway will protect Winnipeg from much
worse floods than 1997.

Proposod Fleod
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Water Levels and Flows

Durnng Floodway Expansion Construction

No widespread, noticeable changes to water levels and flows
due to Floodway Expansion during construction

+ Spring Operation to continue in March to May — no different than with
existing floodway
— Mo construction during spring so existing floodway can be used if
there is a spring flood.

+  Dewatering effects on groundwater flows will e
— Localized (in vicinity of some bridge and utility crossings)
— Temporary (only required once for a couple of months during one

season)
— Minimal (water flow changes are not expected to be noticeahle)

Proposed Floodway Expansion Projoct
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Water Levels and Flows

When Expanded Floodway Inactive

Mo permanent, widespread, noticeable changes to water levels

and flows due to Floodway Expansion when Floodway is
inactive.

— If Floodway is not deepened, it is not expected that more
groundwater will discharge to the expanded floodway

www. floodwayeia.com
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Water Levels and f‘-‘!uw*
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Water levels with Floodway Expansion will be lower than with
existing floodway immediately south of the inlet control
structure for major flood events (up to 1:700 Flood) and will be
similar for extreme flood events.

For all flood events, Floodway Expansion will have no effect on

water levels and flows from Morris to US border from
Floodway Expansion.

West Dyke water levels will not change and flow patterns not
expected to change due to Floodway Expansion

v 1897-type flood event would result in water levels about 1.5 feet lower at
the Infet tapering 1o no effect just south of Ste Agathe, where there iz no
lrackwater effect.

*  For major fiood events, Expanded Floodway will reduce water levels for
EDF‘I‘lI‘I"IL.II'II[IES- immediately upstream from approximately 3 ft over cument

dyke elevations to approximately top of dyxe. (Grande Pointe, Ste Adolohe,
Niverville) le}

*  For exirems fiood events, Expanded Floocdway will have similar water levels

and fiows to what would be experienced with the Existing Floodway

Proposod Floodway Expansion Prajoct
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Upstream of Inlet Control

Floodway will operate less frequently above the state of nature

increasing level of protection for areas south of floodway
inlet

+ Lewvel of protection for communities immediately scuth of the inlet
control structure raised from 1:100 to about 1:140 year protection.
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Water L.weis and Ficr
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Winnipeg

Water levels in Winnipeg will be equal to or lower than
water levels experienced under the Existing Floodway
for major and extreme flood events.

— Dwuring 1397-tyvpe flood event, water levels will be essentially
remain the same as with the existing floodway.

— Dwring major floods, water levels reduced by about 1 foot more
than with the existing flcodway but risk of failure of flood
proteciion infrastructure (West Dyke, Floodway) greatly reduced

— Dwring Extreme Floods, river water levels lower by § feet and
major fliooding avoided

* Flood levels in some low argas behind primary dyke
(Wildwood, Morwood) to be 15-20 feet above ground level
without Expanded Floodway

Proposod Flaodway Expansion Prajoct
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Downstream

Water levels and flows downstream of the Outlet will be
slightly higher (1 inch to 1 foot depending on severity of
flood) with the Expanded Floodway.

— For 1957 -type of flood events, 2 maximum of 1 inch higher water
levels with Expanded Floodway will be experienced
— For major flood events, water levels will be approximately one-third
of a foot higher
* These levels are higher due to reduced ponding in Ritchet upstream of
Winnipeg
— For extreme flood events, downstream water levels would be about
1 foot higher with Expanded Floodway
* These levels are higher since water is not being stored in the Winnipeg
fiocdplain.
— Studies being done to defermine area affected and potential
damage caused by higher water levels.
— Increased water levels compared to Existing Floodway are
expectad to be below natural water levels.
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West Dyke

Project includes extension and additional height to provide
protection from wave action during larger flood events.

+ Maximum water level at inlet to be same as existing floodway
design (778 feet above sea level)

Proposod Flasdway Expanzion Prajoct
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Water Levels and Flows

Mitigation
*  Upstream
v Expanded Floodway expected to have positive benefit due fo less
frequent operation akove natural water levels
+ Disaster Financial Assistance has historically been available for
below natural water levels
* Compensation legiskation introduced for operation above natural
water levels

«  Downstream

v Increased water levels compared to Existing Floodway are
expected to be below natural water levels.

* [Disaster Financial Azsistance has historcally been available for
below natural water levels.

* Propossd compensation legislation provides relief for flooding
abxove natural lsvels.

* MFEA will consider how to n'tidqatan'compensate_for potentia
adverse effects to property and structures resulting from Floodway
Expanzion related flooding.
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Water Levels and Flows

her 1ssues — seine RIver sypnor

Mo changes to the water flows and levels along the Seine
River Syphon

« Seine River Syphon to be replaced.

« Design capacity same as o original design of 140 cfs —
equivalent to bank-full discharge of Seine River through Grande
Fointe

Proposod Flaodway Expansion Projoct
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Ss5Ues — |ce Jamming

Ice Jamming on Red River not related to operation of the
Expanded Floodway

+ Several locations in the Selkirk area are prone to ice jams (Red
River meanders (Breezy Point), Selkirk Bridge, Sugar Island,
Solid ice downstream in river or on Lake Winnipeg)

« Mo effect for river flows up t© 40,000 cfs (before Floodway
Qates raised).

* Floodway flows reach Selkirk area a few hours before they
would naturally but ice jams likely still in place.

« Existing or expanded Floodway maximum design flows are
greater than flow that ice jams can withstand

Proposo:d Flnnrlw Enpaniion Prajac
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Effects of Floodway Expansion on
Groundwater Levels and Quality

Initial EIA Findings
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Notable Project Feature

| L -
Lnannel

Extent of possible deepening reduced from at maximum 6 feet
to a maximum 2 feet, if at all. The goal is to ensure the
completed floodway is no deeper than the existing
floodway.

» Plans to deepen Floodway Expansion Channel up to & feet altered
during engineering design due to:
— Widespread public concemn about potential reductions in
groundwater levels and quality due to Floodway Expansion.

— Input received from the Environmental Assessment Team that
deepening could create undesirable local groundwater impacts and
affect project acceptability

— Cost-savings for deepening decreased as design was refined.

»  Decision about floodway channel configuration finalized in near future.

Proposod Flo
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Mo permanent, widespread, noticeable reductions in
groundwater levels due to Floodway Expansion if no
deepening of channel

+ Without degpening, presence of the Floodway Expansion will not
noticeably lower water levels of wells on either side of the Floodway.

+  Possible minor reductions in water levels of wells located close 1o the
Floodway dus to widening. Depth and area affected still under study.

Proposod Fleodway Expansion Projoct
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» Mo noticeable changes in water levels in the regional bedrock
aquifer, or sand and gravel Birds Hill Aquifer.

+  Mitigation measures will be implemented to avoid potential
water level reduction in Birds Hill aguifer. Subsurface cutoff wall
next to floodway being considered.

Propoiod Floodway Expansion Projoct
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Groundwater Levels

When Expanded Floodway Inactive

= Mitigation
— Mot expecting groundwater related problems due to
Floodway Expansion when project is inactive if no
deepening.
— However, prepared to deal with unanticipated problems
should they anse
+ Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority will set aside a
resense fund to address groundwater related effects that might
oCCur
+ Protocols will be established for investigating and responding to
complaints e.g. ensure complaint is related to Floodway
Expansion

+ Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authorty will consult with
stakeholders in developing protocols before start of
construction
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During Floodway Expan
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+ Lowering of the water table could occur in immediate vicinity of

dewatering
+  Should last no more than three months for one summer season.

+«  Predictions on potentially affected areas and depth expected to he
available in early Summer, 2004

Proposad Fla-:ld-u Expansion r'-|m:'|
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Groundwater Levels

Dhuri ng Floodw fay E X ansion Constructi

Mitigation

*  Polentially affected propery owners would be notified prior to constructhon.

An assessment of their wells would be carmied out to determine if their water supply
would be affected

*  Where lowering of the water {able is expected to temporarily impede acceas to well

water

+ measures will be taken to remedy the situation so thers &= no digruption of
water supply during dewatering,
* Possible measures include
— Lowvering the pump
— Deepening the existing well
— Inztalling a new well
— Providing delivered water until water levels are restored
» Affected property owners o be involved in detemmining mitigation.

Monitoring

*  Groundwater levels 1o be monitored durin% test-pumping for dewatering. Resulis
uzed to design dewatering program to limit extent of groundwater drawdown

*  Groundwater levels to be monitored during dewatering to document extent of
groundwater drawdown and recovery.
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Groundwater Levels and Quality

When Expanded Floodway Operating During Flood

Floodway Expansion lessens potential for effects on ground
water levels and quality in Floodway during all but most

extreme flood events.

Surface water levels will he lower in the Expanded Floodway (dus to
expanded width) during flood events.
— Lower surface water levels reduce the rate at which river or floodway waters
fiow into the ground towards lower groundwater.
— The slower moving groundwater reduces the effect these fiows would have
on aquifer water levels and guality.
*  Excepfion is when higher water levels occur in ficodway channel during extreme
flood events.

Proposod Floodway Expansion Projoc
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Groundwater Quality

s s i
When Expanded Floodws ay 0 |

!,-_-;._'-.-".u_l Durin g rlood

Floodway Expansion will have no influence on saline /
freshwater interface

+  Area of greatest concemn is in vicinity of Floodway inlet. No Floodway
Expansion activity in this area that could cause shift in saline /
freshwater interface.

— Mo dewatering planned in this area during Floodway Expansion
construction
— Mo excavation in first three kilometers of the Floodway Channel

Proposed Flnnrlw I 1p,u|-|.|nn Projoct
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Groundwater Quality

When Expanded Floodway Operating During Flood

Floodway Expansion construction practices will be selected to
minimize potential effects on groundwater quality.

+  Construction contractors will be required to implement spill prevention and
responsse procedures while working on the project

* |f not deepening floodway channel, limited potential for impact on
groundwater quality during construction

Floodway Expansion will have no influence on groundwater
quality when the Floodway is inactive if channel not deepened.

*  |f Floodway channel is not deepened, Floodway Expansion doss not affect
groundwater in vicinity of the channel. Mo changes in groundwater levels or
quality from existing conditions.

Propotad Flaodwa Eup-m.l"-n Fm-jun.
/ www lloodwayeia.com

23

Groundwater ,..{,vels and Quality

When Expanded Floox Operati |1 1 Durine q Flood

Effects on groundwater quality during flood event operation
being studied.

+  Predictive modeling being done to assess potential for effects on
groundwater guality in area between Red River and Floodway around
and south of Lockport when flioodway is operating during flood event.
Will be completed by July, 2004.

Propowod Flo
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Effects of Floodway Expansion on
Erosion and Sedimentation

Initial EIA Findings

Proposod Floodway Expansion Prajoct
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Erosion and Sedimentation

|'||||||LJ_ Floodw ay E .r'-a||-~. yn Construction

Temporary erosion and sedimentation in floodway channel / on
disposal piles from rainfall runoff while excavation occurring.

Temporary increase in sediment concentration in Red River.

*  Construction erosion and sedimentation plan 1o be developed. Activities will be
managed so project related increases in TS5 levels in Red River remain within
provincial and Depariment of Fishenss guidelines.

*  Possible measures for controiling erosion from precipitation runcff include:

—  Silt barriers, low level weirs for fiftration and sedimentation
— Use existing vegetation at base of Floodway for screening out sift
— Ditching / diversion at top of slope areas 1o reduce water flows over side slopes
— Undertake revegetation as excavation is procesding.
Fonding at outlet 1o reduce sedimant flowing into Red River

= Sed mentation to be monitored upstream and downstream of Floodway outlet during
construction to ensure Total Suspended Solids concentrations are within provineia
guidelines. Contingency measures for controlling ercsion to be activitated where
concentrations are or could increase beyond acceptable levels.
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Erosion and Sedimentation

During Floodway Expansion Construction

Mo noticeable change in erosion or sedimentation in Red River
from rainfall runoff due to construction at floodway outlet
and outlet channel

« Construction erosion and sedimentation plan to he developed. Activities
will be managed so increases in T3S levels in Red River due to outiet
and Red River bank construction are nedgligible.

+  Possible measures for controlling erosion from precipitation runoff
include:

— Winter conatruction s0 no runof occurring

— lzolate construction area from Red River

— Sili fences, low level weirs for filiration and sedimentation

— Qutlet channel ercsion protection work compieted before spring to avoid soil
exposure in this arsa during 2pring and summer

«  Sedimentation to be monitored upstream and downstream of Floodway
outlet during construction to ensure Total Suspended Solids
concenirations are within provincial guidelines. Contingency measures
for controlling enosion to he activated where concentrations are or could
increase beyond acceptable levels.

Propotad Floodway Expansion Projoct
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Erosion and Sedimentation

During Floodway Expansion Construction

Erosion and sedimentation risk if spring flood occurs during
excavation. Minor increase in sediment concentration in
Red River.

«  Activities will be managed so project related increases in T3S levels in
Red River remain within provincial and Department of Fisheries
guidelines.

» Erosion and sedimentation from spring fiood passage mitigated by:

* Maintaining vegetation in baze of ficodway (possitle because of no
despening]

* Building project in seguential segments to minimize amount of time
given area of soil is exposed

* Revegetaling as excavation i proceeding instead of waiting until
excavation is completed

+  Sedimentation to be monitored upstream and downstream of Floodway
outlet during construction to ensure Total Suspended Solids
concentrations are within provincial and Department of Fisheries
guidelinas.
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Erosion and Sedimentation

Dhuri ||L Floodwa v E X ansion Construction

+ TS5 predictions in Red River at Lackport (ma/L) during highest risk
period - if spring flood occurs during the 4th yvear of construction when
work is taking place in downstream reach of the river.

— Baseline TSS about 250 mog/l

- For frequent floods of less of 1.in & yvears or smaller, sedimant
concentrations reduced

- For major flioods, events and impacts are less frequent and unlikely
to ocour during construction. Change in concentration being
studied.

Proposod Floodway Expansion Prajoct
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Erosion and Sedimentation
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Negligible erosion on slopes of floodway channel and disposal
piles when expanded floodway is inactive

+  Vegetation fo prevent erosion on channel and disposal pile slopes due
to runoff.
— Floodway channel and disposal piles 1o be revegetated immediately after
excavation
— Mative grasses to be planied in floodway channel and on wop of bank wherever

haying does not need to be continued. Bromes and alfalfa grown where haying
neads to be continued.

— Mative grasses have deep, extensive root mass well suited to resisting erosion.

— Ewxploring approaches to promote fast establishment of plant growth 2g mix of
fast establishing and other species, use available topsoi

— Monitor survival and replant areas where seed does not take

+ Disposal piles will be higher but not steeper
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Erosion and Sedimentation

When Expanded Floodway Operating During Flood

Floodway Expansion will reduce potential erosion in vicinity of
Floodway inlet when Floodway is operating during a flood
event.

+ Inlet structure tested and meets current design standards for stahility and
dam safety. Structure will be able to withstand extreme floods.

+ Improvements o be made to erosion protection immediately upsiream and
downstream of inlet structure to meet current design standards and to
handle exireme floods

*  Frequency of exposure to potential erosion reduced because
= More flocdwater 1o be traveling through channel, less passing through inlet
structure.
= Water levels not raised above siate of nature as freguently with Floodway
Expansion

Propotad Floodway Expansion Projoct
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Erosion and Sedimentation
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When Expanded Floodway Operating During Flood

Mo additional and possibly reduced erosion in Floodwa
channel due to Floodway Expansion when Expande
Floodway is operating.

+  Low Flow Channel of existing Floodway has eroded. Erosion
protection, which may include riprap o be installed in eroded areas o
protect it from future erosion. Accompanied by infilling areas that have
been eroded fo restore original channel bed, eliminating pooling effects
that occur.

«  “Velocities within channel will be lower for floods within capacity of
existing floodway. For more severe floods, velociies may be higher but
can be accommodated by enlarged channel configuration.

+ Potential for erosion inconporated into determination of channel
configuration. Configuration adopted suppors velocities that are within
limits that channel bed can resist without causing erosion.
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Erosion and Sedimentation
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When Expanded Floodway Operating During Flood

No additional erosion in vicinity of Floodway outlet due to
Floodway Expansion when Expanded Floodway is operating.

*  Modeling demonsirates no increase in wave action or velocities on east
frank of Hed River due o operation of Expanded Floodway

+  Qutlet structure design along with added erosion protection in outlet channel
and on west bank of Red River will:

— Reduce downstream wave aclion to substantialy lower levels than with existing
floodway. For 1997 flood event, wave fluctuation declines from 2.5 meter with
existing floodway o under 1 meter with Floodway Expansion.

— Reszults in sfightly higher velocities than with exizting floodway on west bank of
Red River immediately north of cutlet. Typically bank velocities due Floodway
Expansiondincrease. at most, by 0.1 meters per second from 1.7 to 1.2 metres
per second.

Propozod Flaodway Expansion Prajoct
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Erosion and Sedimentation

Ynen cxpanded riogdway Lperadng L'unndg

+  |ncreased width and other design features incorporated into Outiet
structurs to reduce velocities and dissipate energy (waves) in flows
entering the Red River. Existing floodway does not have supplementary
energy dissipating structures.

«  Side walls built in outlet channel to prevent erosion in this area

«  (Onwest hank of Red River immediately north of outlet, existing fp rap
repaired and erosion protection (rip rap or other methods) extended
approximately one kilometer north over the area that could be affected
by velocities from Expanded Floodway. Protection designed so no
addifional project related erosion occurs in this area when the
Floodway is operating.
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Eaaslc:-r- and Sedimentation
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Mo additional erosion due to Floodway Expansion on banks of
Red River beyond Floodway outlet, including at Lower Fort
Garry and Selkirk.

«  Mathematical modeling demonstrates no additional velocities or wave action
due to Floodway Expansion beyond 800 meters from Floodway outlet.

Same water velocities and wave action traveling by Lower Fort Garry,
Selkirk and other upstream locations as if there was no Floodway

Expansion.
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No discernable long term difference in sediment transport to Lake
Winnipeg due to Floodway Expansion

+  For floods greater than capacity of existing Floodway, sediment will be
carried to Metley Marsh and Lake Winnipeg that would have setiled on flood
plain protected f)y Floodway

» For the largest flood that Floodway Expansion can handle, approdimately 12
Million Tonnes of Sediment would be camied to the Lake by the Red River

— Without the fiocdway expansion about 0.4 Million Tonnes would settle on the
fioodplain protected by the floodway

— With the expansion thiz additional 0.4 Milliocn Tonnes would ke camed down o
the Lake. This represents less than 4% of the total load carried to the Lake
during the: flood event

+  Since the maximum capacity flood has a 700 year return frequency, the
average annual increase in sediment at Lake Winnipeg due to Floodway
Expansion is virtually unchanged (under 0.1%).
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Effects of Floodway Expansion on
Drainage and Related Effects

Initial EIA Findings
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Drainage Inlet Structures and Channels

The Floodway Expansion project includes drainage structures in floodway
and associated drainage channels within the Floodway right of way.

Drainage structures and channels outside of the right of way are not part of
the Project.

38
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Drainage Inlet Structures and Channels

Capacity will be maintained or increased for all rural drainage inlet
structures on the Floodway and associated drainage channels
within Floodway right of way.

Ability to accommaodate future upgrading of local drainage
systems will be improved at five rural drainage drop structures.

*  Most existing drainage inlet structures and associated channels within Floodway right
of way to be repla or modified o accommodate Floodway widening.

*  Following improvements mads at replaced drainage structures:

— Hydraulic capacity to be increaged substantially to accommaodate 1 in 100 year
design flow event

— Channel improvements made within right of way to accommodate increased
design flows

— The invert of rural drainage drop structures will be built lower and drain channe
depth incregsed within right of way to accommodate future upgrading in local
drainage systems.

Proposod Flaodway Expansion Projoct
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Drainage Inlet Structures and Channels

* Rural drainage drop structures
— Grande Pointe Diversion Drop Structure
* Mo change, recent structure
— Centrefine/Praine Grove Drain Drop Structurs
* Replacsd
— Morth Bibeau Drain Drop Structure
* Replaced
— Cooks Creek Diversion Drop Structure
* Structure Repaired
— Springfield Road Drain Drop Structure
= Replacsd
— Skholny Drain Drop Structure
* Replaced, considering relocating drain channel to improve Garvin Rioad
drainage
— Ashfield Drain Drop Structure
* Replacsd

o
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Drainage Inlet Structures and Channels

« Urban Drainage Structures
— Kildare Trunk-Tranzcona Stom Sewer Outlet Drop Structure
* Structure reconzstructed 1o accommodate Floodway widening and fo
migrove ability to operate under high floodway water levels
— Country Villa Estates Drain Drop Structure
* Downstream structure medified fo accommodate channel widening

Proposod Floodway Expansion Projoct
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Minimal interruption of drainage into floodway channel during
construction

» Existing drop structures remain operational while replacements
are being built.

+ Existing Seine River Syphon remains operational while
replacement syphon is being built
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Seine River Syphon

Seine River Syphon improvement to prevent
backwater flooding

» Recently rehabilitated Seine River Syphan structure to be
retained

+ Gatewell to be located within Floodway spoil berm to allow pipes
to be closed to prevent backwater flooding from Floodway to
Grande Pointe

Froposad Floodway Expansion Projoct
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Minimal interruption of drainage in local area during
construction of West Dyke

»  Construction will not begin until ditches are dry, avoiding interruption of
sporing runoff drainage

v Culverts to be kept open while construction is occurring. Contractors
want o avoid dealing with backwater

«  MNearby municipal drains will be kept open during construction

Propowod Flood
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West Dyke
Permanent drainage along and through West Dyke improved

+ Borrow matenals for construction of Dyke taken from adjacent ditches. Ditch
capacity increased as a result of removing borrow materials. At some
locations, rehabilitation of affected ditches to include steepening of drain
slopes and other enhancements that will improve drainage.

+  Mew gated culvert through Dyke southwest of Labarriere Park to improve
drainage to LaSalle River.

Proposed Floodway Expansion Projoct
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Drainage
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Floodway drainage structures to operate more efficiently

during a flood event providing more capacity for upstream
drains.

+ Higher capacity of the Expanded Floodway will result in lower water
levels for a given flow. This will improve the hydraulic perfformance of
the drop structures when the floodway is in operation

+  Dwuring extreme flood events (over 1 in 250 years) the three
downstream drop structures would be closed or blocked to prevent
backwater flooding. Local drainage would have to be pumped during
these extreme events
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Effects of Floodway Expansion on
Land Requirements and Related
Effects

Initial EIA Findings

Propood Flaadwa Expansion Projoct
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Land Acquisition

Floodway Channel Area

A maximum of 500 acres (200 hectares) of land to be acquired

in floodway channel area
{Amount :IIIZEE nat take into acoount having o buy whole properties where anly a portion af the gropary Is
redquirag}

*  Enginssring design manimizing amount of land that would have to be acgquired
* Mozt of the land used in the flocdway channei area to be located within the
existing Floodway right-of-way including
— all land uzed for floodway widening
— all land used for upgrading electrical, water and other uiilities

— mast of the land used for disposal of excavated material. Existing pile areas
1o be raised and widensd.

— Most of the land needed for bridge upgrading
*  Some land o be acquired outside of right of way for
— Mew disposal pile areas (under review — targeting for 0)
— Bridges / Roads / Railways — small areas — specific locations and acreages
being determined

Proposod Fleod 'l-.. on Projoct
FOpoLn oo wa xpansian rn]n:_
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d Acquisition

» Land acquisition to be undertaken by Manitoba Land Management
Services - may be by negotiated purchase or expropriation
+  Principles to be established for ensuring all landowners are treated

equally, regardless of when they are deali with in the land acquisition
DroCess.

Proposod Fleodway Expansion Prajoct
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Land Acquisition

West Dyke

Land required for West Dyke still to be finalized

« Awaiting assessment of appropriate freeboard level for West Dyke.

+«  Enginegrning design minimizing amount of land to acquired outside of
right of way

Propowod Flrml.'lwa Expansio

www. floodwayeia.com
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Land Acquisition

Affected municipalities to experience reduction in property tax
area

+  Acguired land will be owned by provincial agency
+  Province does not pay taxes to municipal governmeant

« Exacerbates municipal income losses already being experienced due
to existing floodway

+  Extent of losses to be determined once affected lands are known

+  Municipalities have requested that province pay a grant in lieu of faxes
for forgone property taxes

Proposod Floodway Expansion Prajoct
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Land Requirements

Visual Impacts
New disposal piles will change the visual environment

« Existing disposal piles are 4-6 metres above prairie levels. Will be
raised to 10 metres
« 4 new disposal piles could reach 10 metres ahove prairie level

wiww. floodwayeia.com
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Effects on Haying

Haying on floodway right of way to be curtailed during a
portion of Floodway Expansion construction.

Much of existing floodway right of way leased to local farmers for
haying.

— Haying cannot be carried out on floodway right of way where
Floodway Expansion construction is occurring.

— Curtailment not required for entire period of construction due
to sequential construction.

— Current leaseholders have been notified about potential
interruptions during Floodway Expansion construction

Proposod Flaodway Expansion Frﬁ]uu

L 1 P www.floodwayeia.com
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Laa d U

Effects on H } Ing

Potential for reduced hang in floodway right of way during
post construction perioc

»  Haying likely to be allowed on disposal piles once construction is
complated.
« Widening will reduce area available for haying

+ Higher disposal piles may discourage haying due to increasad
maintenance costs.

« Traditional bhrome and native species being considerad for revegetating

disposal piles. Farmers accustomead o haying raditional brome.
Lincertain if they would be prepared to hay native species

+  Development of recreational opportunities along right of way may
displace haying in some locations

Proposod Flaodway B
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Effects of Floodway Expansion on

Access and Disruption During
Construction

Initial EIA Findings
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Road Access
During Floodway Expansion Construction

Minimal traffic disruption during channel construction at 5
bridge crossings.

+  Following bridges to be replaced by a new nearby bridge; exising
bridge to remain operational during construction.

— 5t Mary's Road

PTH 59 South Crossing
Trans-Canada Highway No.1 East
PTH 15

PTH 59 north crossing

Proposod =Ir.lr.1|:|w4 Expanzion
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Liuring !'—'I wodway CXxpansion ', nsiruction

Traffic detours required at PTH 44 crossing and Dunning crossing
for one construction season
+  Dunning Crossing
— Zrossing o be removed during channel construction. Due to sequential
construction, should be limited to one construction season
— Emergency vehicles required to use alternative routes during construchon
— Zrossing (o be rebuilt once consfruction in the area is completed

+ PTH44
— Bridge to be replaced at same location as existing bridge. Cannot build new
bridge nearby due io space resiriclions where brdge is located.
— Traffic to be detoursd to attemative routes during consiruction. Due to sequential
conatructon, should be limited to one conastruction season. Access may be
facilitated L:u,r temporary nearly low level crossing site.

Proposod Fleodway Expansion Prajoct
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PR e o e e it B e e R
I'-IIII'I'.l rloadway CXpansion Lons mucton

West Dyke construction will involve raising section of roads in
RM of Macdonald.

+  Exact sites being determined.

+  Construction scheduling to consider minimizing disruption during key
seeding and harvest periods.

Propowod Floodw I ansion Py
r .-":i‘g

www. floodwayeia.com
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Utility Services

vUuring rloodway cxpansion Lonstruction

Construction unlikely to interrupt utility services

«  Construction will involve altering or moving electrical crossings, gas
pipelines, oil pipelines, communication crossings, City of Winnipeg
Agueduct and other municipal crossings.

*  Construction to be organized and phased to avoid service interruptions.

Proposod Floodway Expansion Projoct
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Recreation Activities

e - z :
ih inn =i WlWay FYI ian | snetriictioon
Lluring Floodway Cxpansion Lonstruction

Temporary disruption during constructjon of recreational
activities in Floodway channel and right of way

+  Current recreation activities in the Floodway Channel may be disrupted for a
short period of time during construction.

+  Construction sequencing being designad to limit site specific disruptions to
one or twio seasons.

+  Designin area of Spring Hill Ski Facility in progress.

+ Effects on Trans-Canada Trail and rock collecting to be determined.

Proposad Flnnr.hlu Expansion Projoct
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Other Effects of Floodway
Expansion

Initial EIA Findings

Proposod Fleodway Expansion Prajoct
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Way of Life

Commitment to Floodway Expansion renewed and intensified
a sense among Red River Valley residents outside of
Winnipeg of not being as valued as people within Winnipeg.

« Emergence of Floodway Expansion project is generating strong
feelings in areas outside of Winnipeag that they are not heing treated
equitably in terms of flood protection. Residents of these areas want
the same level of flood protection as Winnipeg.

+  The existing floodway manifested similar feelings, particularly in its
early years and in 15997

+  Dwring floodway operation, residents affected by arificial flooding fesl
they are being sacrificed for the benefit of Winnipeg, without heing fairly
compensated. Mew compensation legislation is viewed with suspicion
because provincial government agencies are responsible for artificial
flooding and for administering compensation, including appeals.

Propowod Flo

www. floodwayeia.com
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Way of Life

The ?r:ullutwing have heen suggested by local stakeholders for mitigating these
effects:

+  Develop a plan for flood protection throughout the Red River Valley.
Meaningfully involve Red River Valley residents in development of plan.

« Engage in ongoing and meaningful consultation with stakeholders who are
affected by anificial flooding caused by floodway operation to develop
appropriate agresments and compensation mechanisms.

« Provide for appeals o a third party that is independent of the provincial
government in new compensation legislation.

Proposed Floodway Expansion Projoct
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Floodway Expansion Benefits

Floodway Expansion generates sizeable benefits in flood
protection, construction employment, recreational
opportunities and infrastructure improvements.

Flood Protection

— Project raizes level of fiood protection for approximately 500,000 residents of
Winnipeg and significantly reduces potential damage to property.

— West Dyke raises level of protection for BM of Macdonald residents north of the
Dyke.

— Protecting Winnipeg during a flood enables the hub of Manitoba's economy 1o

continue to function. Thiz benefits many Manitchang, including residents who live
in the swmounding municipalities and work in Winnipeg.

Propozod Floao

www floodwayeia.com
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Floodway Expansion Benefits

Construction Employment

— Wil b= the largest conatruction project in Southern Manitoba providing four
years of construction employment to residents of Winnipeg and =urrcunding
communities. Training and special measures to be adopted to facilitate
employment of aboriginal peogple.

Recreational Opportunities

— Process in place to enhance non-wet recreational opporiunities on
Flaodway right of way and in fioodway channg!. Residents of Winnipeg and
surrounding communities could benetit from accessing these new

opoortunities.

Infrastructure Improvements

— Improvements to be made o § highway bridges crossing the floodway and
five drainage drop structures in the floadway. Will bensfits residents of
areas E.Jr'l'ﬂ-.]ﬂdll‘lﬁ Winnipeg who fravel across the bridges and whose
drainage enters the ficooway.

r.' - f‘."i s .:f
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3.2.2 Action Items Tracker

Action Items from Council Meetings — Round 3

Date of RM RM meeting Note taker Action/item request Who is Action/item
meeting responsible request
completed
11-May-04 Springfield Denis - IG no action items N/A N/A
12-May-04 East St. Paul Brett - IG no action items N/A N/A
18-May-04 RM of St. Clements [Brett - IG no action items N/A N/A
18-May-04 RM of Tache Brett - IG Response — Action item: Once the MFEA A meeting will
information is available, MFEA will be in be taking place
contact with Dan Poersch, who will then in July to discuss
contact Claude Lapointe to set up a meeting the issue of the
where MFEA can talk to interested residents Seine River
about the Seine River Diversion Drop Diversion drop
structure. structure at PTH
#59 and Prairie
Grove Road.
20-May-04 City of Winnipeg Brett - IG Action item: MFEA will provide Councillors |MFEA Yes
with copies of its presentation.
25-May-04 RM of St. Andrews _[Brett - IG no action items N/A N/A
1-Jun-04 RM of Ritchot Brett - IG no action items N/A N/A
8-Jun-04 RM of MacDonald Brett - IG no action items N/A N/A
8-Jun-04 Town of Morris John - IG no action items N/A N/A
9-Jun-04 RM of Morris Brett - IG no action items N/A N/A
14-Jun-04 City of Selkirk Brett - I1G no action items N/A N/A
Appendix 3D Page 3D - 94 Initial EIA Results



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

August 2004

3.2.3 Meeting Notes Tracker

Status of Notes from Meetings with Rural Municipalities — Round 3

Date of RM's Note Internal Review MFEA and D. Morgan review Council review - 1st | post on Final Post on
RM mtg taker draft Intranet| version |floodway
date changes changes| date | date [changes sent to RM eia.
sent |date rec.| made date sent date rec. made | sent | rec. | made and Roger | Website
11-May-04 |Springfield Denis - 1G [N/A N/A N/A Morgan - May 13 |MFEA - June 8 yes Jun. 14 N/A yes Jul. no
MFEA - May 25
12-May-04 |East St. Paul |Brett - IG [May 15 [May 16 |yes Morgan - May 14 [Morgan - May 21 |yes Jun. 3 N/A yes Jul. no
MFEA - May 14 MFEA - May 17
18-May-04 |RM of St. Brett - IG [May 25 [Jun. 1 Yes Morgan - June 4 |Morgan - June 7 |yes Jun. 14 [Jun. 24|Yes yes Jul. no
Clements MFEA - June 4 MFEA - June 14
18-May-04 |RM of Tache |Brett - IG [May 26 [May 26 |yes Morgan - May 27 yes Jun. 14 N/A yes Jul. no
MFEA - May 27  |MFEA - May 28
20-May-04 |City of Brett - IG [May 27 [Jun. 10 [yes MFEA June 14 MFEA - June 15 |yes Jun. 15 N/A yes Jul. no
Winnipeg
25-May-04 [RM of St. Brett - IG [May 26 [May 27 [yes Morgan - June 1 |Morgan - June 1 |yes Jun. 3 N/A yes Jul. no
Andrews MFEA - June 1 MFEA - June 1
1-Jun-04 |RM of Ritchot |Brett - IG |Jun. 7 |Jun. 10 |yes Morgan - June 8 |MFEA - June 8 yes Jun. 14 N/A yes Jul. no
MFEA - June 8
8-Jun-04 |RM of Brett - IG [Jun. 10 [Jun. 10 [yes Morgan - June 10 |MFEA - June 10 |Yes Jun. 14 N/A yes Jul. no
MacDonald MFEA - June 10
8-Jun-04 [Town of John - IG |N/A N/A N/A MFEA - June 14 |MFEA - June 22 |yes Jun. 22 N/A yes Jul. no
Morris
9-Jun-04 [RM of Morris |Brett - IG |Jun. 17 |Jun. 18 |yes MFEA June 18 MFEA - June 25 |yes Jun. 25 N/A yes Jul. no
14-Jun-04 |City of Selkirk |Brett - IG [Jun. 17 [Jun. 18 |yes MFEA - June 18 |MFEA -June 18 |yes Jun. 22 N/A yes Jul. no
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3.3 WORKSHOP NOTES

3.3.1 Overview

Stakeholder workshops were held with organizations identified as having a particular interest in the
Project. The organizations that participated during the first round workshops were also invited to
participate in the Round Three workshops. The purpose of the workshops was to provide organizations
with the opportunity to hear about initial findings of the EIA, as well as other relevant developments
related to the Project and EIA, and to provide their respective organizations perspectives on the initial
EIA findings. Table 3D-2 identifies the date of each workshop, location of the workshops, and
organizations that participated in each workshop.

Table 3D-2
Round 3 Workshops

Workshop
Location

June 3, 2004 Ste. Agathe North Ritchot Action Committee

768 Association

Red River Valley Group

Ritchot Concerned Citizens’ Committee

June 15, 2004 Selkirk Coalition for Flood Protection North of the Floodway

Selkirk District Planning Board

Birds Hill Park

Area residents

June 22, 2004 Winnipeg Red River Basin Board

Provincial Council of Women of Manitoba
International Erosion Control Association

Pembina Valley Conservation District

International Institute of Sustainable Development

North Turnbull Drive Group

Date of Workshop Participating Organizations

Upon arrival, all attendees received a copy of presentation that would be provided at the evening’s
workshop. Presentations were modified for each workshop to highlight the EIA findings most relevant to
the respective organizations. Workshops started at 6:15 pm and concluded at approximately 9:30 pm.
First, a light meal was provided with an opportunity to preview the storyboard information on the
proposed Floodway Expansion Project. Following a review of the storyboards, participants heard a
presentation and engaged in a question and answer session. The EA Study Team presented information
about the current status of the proposed Floodway Expansion Project EIA process, changes to Project
features, initial EIA findings, and outlined the next steps in the process.  Staff from MFEA attended all
sessions and assisted with answering questions. During this round of public involvement, members of the
Project engineering team attended to help answer questions. The organizations that participated in the
workshops are currently reviewing the workshop notes. The finalized notes and other relevant materials
will be included in a supplemental filing.
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3.4 OPEN HOUSES

3.4.1 Overview

For Round Three, the purpose of the open house sessions was to inform the public of the preliminary
findings of the EIA and gather the concerns of the public pertaining to the preliminary findings. A total of
four open house sessions occurred. Table 3D-3 outlines the dates and locations of each open house
session, in addition to the newspapers that were used to advertise the events.

Table 3D-3
Round 3 Open Houses

Date Attendance Location Newspaper Communication
June 02, 2004 14 Ste. Agathe Hall The Carillon
La Liberte

The Scratching River Post
Crow Wing Warrior

The Valley Leader
Emerson South East Journal
The Echo

The Headliner

The Drum

June 08, 2004 48 Dugald Community Club Selkirk Journal

June 16, 2004 29 Selkirk Legion Hall Interlake Spectator

The Review

June 23, 2004 24 Fort Rouge Leisure Centre Winnipeg Free Press
Winnipeg Sun

Each Open House session began at 4:00 p.m. and ended at approximately 9:00 p.m. From 4:00 p.m. to
8:00 p.m., members of the EA Study Team toured groups of people through storyboards, explaining the
preliminary findings for the EIA, the PIP, and answered questions. For the Ste. Agathe and the Winnipeg
Open House sessions, the media were invited to attend at 3:00 p.m. to view the storyboards and ask
guestions.

At 8:00 p.m. a formal “Question & Answer” period took place and MFEA and the EA Study Team were
available to answer questions. The “Question & Answer” period was moderated by an independent
consultant and documented by the EA Study Team. The results were compiled in an Issues Matrix.
Questionnaires were also distributed to gather additional information about the concerns of the public
pertaining to the preliminary findings of the EIA. Furthermore, the moderator prepared an independent
report of the open house sessions. All three documents are located in Appendix 3D.

The following is documented for each open house:

e Media letter (with list of contacted media and newspaper invitations, where applicable)
e Sign-in sheet(s)
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3.4.2 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 318
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: 1-204-324-6464
Bus. Phone: 1-204-324-6464

Fax: 1-204-324-8918

CHSM Steinbach

250 Main St. ROA 2A0
News Phone: 1-204-326-1010
Bus. Phone: 1-204-326-3737
Fax: 1-204-324-8918

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: 7T88-3236

News Fax: 788-3789

Bus. Fax: 788-3245

CKMW Winkler

Box 1570, R6EW 4B5

News Phone: 1-204-325-6397
Bus. Phone: 1-204-325-9506
News Fax: 1-204-325-2206
Bus, Fax: 1-204-324-8918
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CJOB Winnipeg

930 Portage Ave. R3G OP8
News Phone: 788-3423

Bus. Phone: 786-2471
News Fax: 780-2222

Bus. Fax: 783-4512

CKY Winnipeg

Polo Park R3G OL7
News Phone: 780-6397
Bus. Phone: 788-3400
> News Fax: 780-8329
> Bus. Fax: 788-3401

CBC (Info Radio)Winnipeg
541 Portage Ave. R3C
News Phone: 788-3216
Fax: 788-3227

CKJS Winnipeg

520 Coyrdon Ave. R3L OP1
News Phone: 477-1221

Bus. Phone: 477-1221

Fax: 453-8244

CEXL (French) Winnipeg

340 Provencher Boulevard R2H OG7
News Phone: 233-4243

Fax: 233-3324

MANITOBA DAILY NEWSPAPERS

Winnipeg Sun

1700 Church Ave. R2X 3A2
Mews Phone: 632-2780

Bus. Phone: 654-2022

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 Phene: 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

Appendix 3D

Page 3D - 99

Initial EIA Results



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

August 2004

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: 231-1998

The Carillon

Circulation: Tache, Richot, Niverville
377 Main St. Steinbach, R0OA 2A0
Phone: 1-204-326-3421

Fax: 1-204-326-4860
thecarillon(@derksenprinters.com

Emerson Southeast Journal
Circulation: Montcalm

15 Main Street, ROA 0LO
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: 807-1844
headline f

Scratching River Post
Circulation; Richot, Morris, Niverville

143 Charles St. Morris PO 160, ROG 1K0

Phone: 1-204-746-2823
Fax: 1-204-746-8867
CWWhews ts.net

Manitoba Cooperator (Winnipeg)
220 Portage Ave. R3C DA6

Bus. Phone: 954-1401

Fax: 934-1422

Valley Leader

Circulation: MacDonald

70 Main St. Carmen, PO 70, R0OG 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 0BO
Phone: 1-204-324-5001
Fax: 1-204-324-1402
allona echo(@mits.net
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Letter to Media

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project

' . R s B -_ | FTetrES
SMAEMNT STURY
0211-A-08-31 SEE DISTRIBUTION LIST
May 28, 2004

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Media Member:

The Manitoba Government is proposing an expansion of the Red River Floodway, The province has
established the Manitcba Floodway Expansion Authority to administer the project. This proposed project
is subject fo 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,

TetrES Consultants Inc. and InterGroup Consultants Ltd., comprising the ElA Study-Team, are
undertaking the necessary assessments. A major component of the assessment process Is a serles of
advertised public "Open Houses" planned to occur in selected communities in southem Manitoba., A
moderated "Question and Answer" session will be part of each Open House, in each community.

The Open House events, hosted by the ElA Study-Team, for Round 1 occurred—in the Manitoba
communities of Ste. Agathe, Dugald, Selkirk, and Winnipeg—during February 2004 and March 2004.
The purpose of the Open House evenis for Round 1 was to gather information from the public on the
proposed Floodway Expansion. The Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority then hosted a second
Round of Open House events in April 2004 and May 2004 to gather additional information on key topics,
including recraation & economic opportunities, floodway opearating rules, draft compensation lagislation,
mitigation, summer operation and water lavals.

The ElA Study-Team will host the third Round of Open House avents to present initial findings of the
Floodway Expansion ElA. The first of four ELA Open House events for Round 3 is scheduled for:

* June 2, 2004, at Ste. Agathe Hall in Ste. Agathe, Manitoba, from 4:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Subsequent Round 3 Open House events are scheduled for the following:

* June 8, 2004, at Dugald Community Club, in Dugald, Manitoba, from 4:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m.;

* June 16, 2004, at Selkirk Legion Hall, in Selkirk, Manitoba, from 4:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m_; and,

* June 23, 2004, at Fort Rouge Leisure Centre, in Winnipeg, Manitoba, from 4:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m.
Opportunity for the media to have a special viewing of the public-information materials involved in
the Open Houses will occur at 3:00 p.m. in St. Agathe. EIA Study-Team Representatives will be

available to the media at the 3:00 p.m. to guide the media through Open House information and respond
to questions.
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An ElA Study-Team Representative will be your host |f you have guestions about the Open House
events, please contact me at 942-2505.

Further information about the proposed project and the EIA process iz available at

www.floodwayeia.com. [f you'd like to discuss the overall Public-involvement Process further, please
call John Osler {of the ElA Study-Team) at 942-0654.

Yours fruly,

TetrES Consultants Inc.

William Weaver, M.5c,
Environmental Scientist Invitation to Public Open Houses

Attachments

Information and Public Involvement:
Environmental Assessment of the
Proposed Floodway Expansion

Project
TetrESs Consultants and InterGroup Consuitants are
conducting an independent Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA)
of the proposed Floadway Expansion.

You are invited to meet the Assessment Team and Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority Project Managers to leann abour and comment
on the Initial EIA findings, including current project design informadon,
potential effects arising fram the project,and potential mitgation
akernatives.

Please plan to join us for a series of identical Public Open Houses at
the locathon nearest you:
STE. AGATHE:
Ste, Agathe Hall |83 Chemin Pembing Trallwss Jiltne 2, 2004

DUGALD:
Dugald Community Club (543 meuu-nuj“"e 8, 1004

SELKIRK:

Selkirk Royal Canadian
mﬂ Hall fﬁﬂ Eveline mﬂjmumwuqrrlldmn .'ﬁj Im

WINNIPEG:

Fort Rouge
Leisure Centre (525 Osborme Stretthersssmans ~Jirne 23, 2004

Cpen Houses run between 4-8 pm.
Question and Answer Period betwean 8.9 p.m.

www.floodwayeia.com
& TetrES

RS S

=T | Fnblh el RS AR T
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Sign in sheet

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project Open House
Ste. Agathe, Manitoba
June 2, 2004

ﬂm%ﬁm—

BrY 8¥§

@/fmgffﬂf/fé,u ;,

a7 BN

Roc 1YO

R F

K5r L=

REH I

2ot oto

@-DﬁGKWLDDHﬂ

2o Lg0

Geut-ﬁ%

l,:d:n ghl’l‘.’ﬂ_

Roe B

Lo Libecle

€ZH ox1

sTE A-SATEE

RO (¥0

PPN, AN
RIAZ AT

@@@W

Fotos o

Sre- sty

e G\No

R !fj

Appendix 3D

Page 3D - 103

Initial EIA Results




Proposed Floodway Expansion Project

EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE

August 2004

3.4.3 Selki

rk Open House

Sign in Sheet

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project Open House

Selkirk, Manitoba
June 16, 2004
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Proposed Floodway Expansion Project Open House

Selkirk, Manitoba
June 16, 2004

T ==

ﬁﬂ r‘fét-« Bfﬁv 1 &d Hanser?

RIA 23/sd

6:30 ‘tﬂrbﬁ’—."é&' AT

Koe~2L0

T dre

RIB-24 8

RoE O S

Pyp 2 NG

ALY @a&m

LA RHF

[Q*l_ﬁb . :bd)b’ﬁ ﬂAWHﬂG

RoE DM

RIE OMO

bty /\/aftM Sz ml
AIx

RIA 2

A S

/ﬁf VAR o

+ RS | Aq_/% Lest

R/4 27

R

Appendix 3D Page 3D - 105

Initial EIA Results



Proposed Floodway Expan3|on Project August 2004

ENVIRONMENTAL A SSESSMENT

3.4.4 Dugald Open House

Sign in Sheet

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project Open House
Dugald, Manitoba

June 8,200  SOr7 25— 7 Pry
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Proposed Floodway Expansion Project Open House
Dugald, Manitoba
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August 2004

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project Open House -
Dugald, Manitoba
June 8, 2004
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3.4.5 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: 7R8-3222

News Fax: 788-3643

> Bus. Fax: 788-3104

GLOBAL TV

603 St. Mary's Rd R2M 3L§
News Phone: 233-2563

Bus: Phone: 233-3304

Bus. Fax: 233-5615

Bus. Fax: 783-4841

CFAM Aliona

9 Centre Ave. Bx 950 ROG OBO
News Phone: 1-204-324-6464
Bus. Phone: 1-204-324-6464

Fax: 1-204-3124-8918

CHSM Steinbach

250 Main St. ROA 2A0
News Phone: 1-204-326-1010
Bus. Phone: 1-204-326-3737
Fax: 1-204-324-8918

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 - 330 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, R2ZH 2W2
News Phone: 237-7029

Bus, Phone; 788-3236

News Fax: 788-3789

Bus. Fax: 788-3245

CEMW Winkler

Box 1570, R6W 4B5

News Phone: 1-204-325-6397
Bus. Phone: 1-204-325-9506
News Fax: 1-204-325-2206
Bus, Fax: 1-204-324-8018
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CJOB Winnipeg

930 Portage Ave. R3G OPR
News Phone: 788-3423
Bus. Phone: 786-2471

CKJS Winnipeg

520 Coyrdon Ave. R3L OP1
News Phone: 477-1221

Bus. Phone: 477-1221

News Fax: 780-2222 Fax: 453-8244
Bus. Fax: 783-4512
CEY Winnipeg CKXI. (French) Winnipeg

Polo Park R3G QL7
News Phone: 780-6397
Bus. Phone: 788-3400
= News Fax: 780-8320
= Bus, Fax: 788-3401

CBC (Infc Radio)Winnipeg
541 Portage Ave. R3C
Mews Phone: 788-3216
Fax: 788-3227

MANITOBA DAILY NEWSPAPERS

Winnipeg Sun

1700 Church Ave. R2X 3A2
News Phone: 63Z-2780

Bus. Phone: 694-2022

MNews Fax: 697-075%

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

340 Provencher Boulevard R2H OG7
MNews Phone: 233-4243
Fax: 233-3324

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: 231-1998

The Carillon

Circulation: Tache, Richot, Niverville
377 Main St. Steinbach, ROA 2ZA0
Phone: 1-204-326-3421

Fax: 1-204-326-4860

thecarillon(@derksenprinters.com

Emerson Southeast Journal
Circulation: Montcalm

15 Main Street, ROA OLO

Phone: 1-204-373-2493

Fax: 1- 204-373-2084
emerson(@southeast-journal.com

Headingly Headliner
Circulation: McDonald

2-126 Bridge Road, Headingly, R4H 1H]1

Phone: 897-5770
Fax: 897-1844

headliner(@man.net

Scratching River Post
Circulation: Richot, Morris, Niverville

143 Charles St. Morris PO 160, ROG 1K0

FPhone: 1-204-746-2823
Fax: 1-204-7T46-8867
CWWNews@mis.net

Manitoba Cooperator (Winnipeg)
220 Portage Ave. R3C OA6
Bus. Phone: 954-1401

Fax: 954-1422

Valley Leader

Circulation: MacDonald

70 Main St. Canmen, 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 0BO
Phone: 1-204-324-5001
Fax: 1-204-324-1402
altona echo(@mts.net
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Letter to Media

Proposed Floodwa Expansmn Pro]ect

0211-A-08-31 SEE DISTRIBUTION LIST
June 17, 2004

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Media Member: .

The Maniloba Government is proposing an expansion of the Red River Floodway. The province has
established the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority io 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 compeient
Environmental Impact Assessment ("EIA") process is a process of soliciting and documenting public
perceptions, concerns and suggestions about the proposed project.

TetrES Consultanis Inc. and InterGroup Consuliants Lid., comprising the ElA Study-Team, are
undertaking the necessary assezsments. A major component uf the assessment process is a series of
advertised public "Open Houses" planned to occur in selected communities in southern Manitoba. A
mederated "Question and Answer" session will be part of 2ach Open House, in each community.

The Open House events, hosted by the EIA Study-Team, for Round 1 occurred—in the Manitoba
communities of Ste. Agathe, Dugald, Selkirk, and Winnipeg—during February 2004 and March 2004,
The purpose of the Open House events for Round 1 was to gather information from the public on the
broposed Floodway Expansion. The Manitoba Fioodway Expansion Authority then hosted a second
Round of Open House events in April 2004 and May 2004 to gather additional infarmation on key topics,
including recreation & economic opportunities, floodway operating rules, draft compensation legislation,
mitigation, summer operation and water levels.

The ElA Study-Team will host the third Round of Open House events fo present initial findings of the
Floodway Expansion EIA. The first, second, and third Cpen House events for Round 3 occurred in: Ste.
Agathe, Manitoba, on June 2, 2004; in Dugald, Manitoba, on June 8, 2004; and, in Selkirk, Manitoba, on

June 18, 2004,

The remaining Round 3 Open House avent is scheduled for:
* June 23, 2004, at Fort Rouge Leisure Centre, in Winnipeg, Manitoba, from 4:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m.

Opportunity for the media to have a special viewing of the public-information materials involved in
the Open Houses will oceur at 3:00 p.m. in Winnipeg. EIA Study-Team Representatives will be
available to the media at the 3:00 p.m. to guide the media through Open House information and respond

to questions.
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An EIA Study-Team Representafive will be your host. If you have questions about the Open House
events, please contact me at 942-2505.

Further information about the proposed project and the EIA process is available at

www.floodwayela.com. If you'd like o discuss the overall Public-Invoivement Process further, plsase
call John Osler (of the ElA Study-Team) at 342-0654.

Yours fruly,

TetrES Consultants Inc.

William Weaver, M.Sc.
Environmental Scientist

Attachments Invitation to Public Open Houses

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.

You are invited to meet the Assessment Team and
Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority Project
Managers to learn about and comment on the initfal
EIA findings, including current project design
information, potentia! effects arising from the project,
and potential mitigation alternatives.

Please plan to join us at the next Open House in:
WINNIPEG:

Fort Rouge Leisure Centre
{625 Osborne Street)

June 23, 2004

Open House runs between 4-8 pm.
Question and Answer Period between 8-% p.m.

. skl InterComup
FLODDWAY ERVIRDI-ENTAL ASSESSMENT TEAM
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Sign in sheet
' . L] [
Proposed Floodway Expansion Project Open House
Winnipeg, Manitoba
June 23, 2004
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Proposed Floodway Expansion Project Open House
Winnipeg, Manitoba
June 23, 2004
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3.4.6 Open House Storyboards

Proposed Floodway Expansion Proje

The Need For' an Expanded Floodway

*The 1997 Red River Fload took existing flood protection to
the limit of its capacity:
-Extensive studies, consultation, and evaluation of
alternatives to improve flood protection for Winnipeg area.
-The Floodway Expansion option was identified as the
preferred option.

The Floodway Gate Controi Structure uncler
normal flaw cenditions.
* The Proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project will -

increase the level of flood protection for the Winnipeg area.

*The Proposed Project is a major development for Manitoba
involving:
-Excavation of a maximum of 35 million cubic yards of soil,
-Redesign of 6 road and 6 rail bridge crossings, service and
drainage outlets, dyke enhancements
~Floodway inlet improvements and outlet expansion. The Floodway Gate Control Structure under
2004 spring flooding conditions.

www.floodwayeia.com

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project
FESTN =TT :

Rounc! Th

Current Status @f the Project Pre-Design

* Seven pre-~design “parcels” are being undertaken
simultaneously.
-each parcel involves a different compenent of the project.
-different firms working on different work parcels.

* Engineering pre-design associated with each parcel has gone |=-m-- "“*“" ﬁ Lm_ j;':,,’,li:ﬂ: ::::::,"“'."

through 3 design “iterations”. Each iteration involves further The Environmental Assessment is one o several current
refinement of design, costing, and mitigation features. areas of activty In the Floodway Expansion Projact.

* Feedback from the public have been incorporated into the
design iterations, resulting in changes in approach to design:
~Example: first iteration design for Floodway Channel called
for extensive channel deepening. Concerns about groundwater
impacts changed the design of channel to reduce possible
deepening from a maximum of é feet to a maximum 2 feet, if at
all. Expansion by widening of channe! instead.

www.floodwayeia.com
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Proposed Floodway Expansion

2,

Public invoivement for this Project

* This Open House is part of the Public Involvement Program
for the Environmental Impact Assessment of the Proposed
Red River Floodway Expansion Project. Activities to
date have included:

f) Round £: Provide Preliminary Project Conducted by:
Description informatien, receive public comment on :
issues.

2} Round 2: Recreation & economic opportunities, Conducted by:
floodway operating rules, compensation, mitigation, PR ﬁﬁ_
summer operation and water levels.

3} Round 31 Present current project information,

Aasesupert
describe initial Environmental Assessment findings. Views and cencerns expressed during stages of

Fublic Irvolvernent are fed into the rnext phase of
Envirenmental Assessment.

An additional round is planned after the ElA is submitted

This Open H i f Round Three.
to review the EIA content. s Open House s part of Round Threc

www.floodwayeia.com

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project
— . 2 7

¥

Bublic involvement..

* Several rounds of Public Consultation have been underway. Many
techniques to inform have been provided for public’s information

~about the proposed project.

[t e T

W

—— @ EEnmemameme  LEbes Hot off the: Presses
[——— It o tod e -:'? Pt et e s el
ki by o | L1l
e mpnntiek, WE‘
— =
R
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A number of metheds of providing Public Information were eoncucted as a key component of the Proposed Project.
Above: Ervirohmental Assessment Team (TetrES/InterGroup) Website, MFEA Website, TetrES/InterGroup Newsletter; Public Open Housz with

Question and Answer Forums, Stakeholder Meetings, MFEA Newsletter

www.floodwayeia.com
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Re : ! :
Public Involvement for this Project
*This Open House is part of the Public Involvement Program
for the Environmental Impact Assessment of the Proposed
Red River Floodway Expansion Project. Activities to

date have included:

I} Round §: Provide Preliminary Project
Description information, recaive public comment on

issues,

’ Round Ono
Ragln

1 v ron

L tsenip e

Conducted by:

" = i
E ghlwwm
H S R 0 A s

2} Round Z: Recreation & economic opportunities, Sonducted by

floodway operating rules, compensation, mitigation,
summer operation and water levels.

Aryeument
Views and concerns expressed during stages cf
Public Inveivement are fed into the next phase of

Enwironmental Assessment.

3} Round 32 Present current project information,
describe initial Environmental Assessment findings.

An additional round is planned after the EIA is submitted This Open House s part of Round Three.
to review the EIA content.

www.floodwayeia.com

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project

1 i : i

Public involvement..
* Several rounds of Public Consultation have been underway. Many
techniques to inform have been provided for public’s informaticn

~about the proposed project.
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A number of methods of providing Public Information were conducted as a key component of the Proposed Project.
Abeve: Environmental Assesstent Team (TetrES/AnterGroup) Website, MFEA Wabsite, TetrES/ InterGroup Newsletter, Public Open Hause with

Question and Answer Forums, Stakeholder Meetings, MFEA Newsletter

www.floodwayeia.com
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rRound Three Pulic Involvement

Fmaﬁemﬁy Raised [ssues from Round [Public Em{@hfemegfsﬂm

ent Findings. www.floodwayeia.com
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: ) Faniimy Clnied Bxpanedan:
D pani1g, Wideni ng 1o hondis
|emger loods thisn 1987 Fiead.

) &3 nint Coriral Siructira:
Iramenty, Srimegad
Sataly Fesbures.

Proposed Floodway Expansion

* The existing Floodway was completed in 1968 and has
been used 23 times.

* It allows the Red River flow to split into two just
south of Winnipeg.

* Before the Red River overflows its banks in the City, .
the control structure gates are raised to direct Crete Sene &
flow into the Floodway channel and reduce the flow
through the City of Winnipeg, iy o DS
» There are 5 main components of the Floodway 5 Main Componenis of
Expansion Proposal Fieodway Expansion

www.floodwayeia.com

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project
o v

ﬂﬁoadway Channel Expansion

* Expansion by channel deepening effectively eliminated.

-Reduced from 6 feet of deepening throughout channel
to current design which expands channel by widening,
reduced deepening to a maximum of 2 feet, if at all.

-Avoidance of deepening responds to public concerns
and identification of potential impacts to groundwater
levels and quality.

-Mitigating groundwater issues could be more expensive
than benefits associated with expansion by deepening
channel,

Design engineers have opted to expand the Floodway channel
predominantly through widening the existing channel. This
approach and other factors have reduced the overall
excavation from 45 millien cubic yards to a madmum 35 million
cubic yards, resuking in less land requiremerts and excavation
-Design goal is now to ensure expanded Floodway is no  disposal piles.

deeper than existing Floodway.

www.floodwayeia.com
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Proposed Floodway Expansion Project

ainlet Control Structure Improvements

* Inlet structure tested and meets current design standards for
design safety. Structure will withstand extreme floods.

+ Improvements will include:
-Erosion protection on the upstream and downstream faces of
the inlet structure to meet current design standards and to
handle extreme floods.
-Enhancement of fire supression systems.
-Installation of additional redundant safety features.

P et

A i h

ﬂ@uﬂet Structure Expansion

* Increased width and other features designed into
expanded Floodway outlet structure in order to reduce
velecities and dissipate energy in flows entering the Red
River.

* Erosion protection, including existing rip-rap
improvement 'f\nd 1‘nstallat§|orn of new rip-rap along west Fiedway Channel Ovtiet 5 ow clrirg normal wete:
bank of Red River immediately north of outlet to levels (above) and during Spring floading in 2004 (below).

minimize Floo dway-relate d erosion The expanded outlet is enginsered to reduce velocities
) and dissipate energy in flows entering the Red River

-Proposed new protection
extends approximately one
kilometre beyond the erosion
protection currently in place.

www.floodwayeia.com
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fn) e}

ROUTK =y
ﬂcmmne! Crossings
*» Highway Bridges
-All 6 to be replaced. Original bridges remain operational
during new bridge construction-except possibly PTH 44
where bridge location may be restricted to existing bridge
alignment.

* Agricultural Drainage Drop Structures
-Five to be replaced:
-Centreline/Prairie Grove, North Bibeau, Springfield, St P
Skho!ny, Ashfield. The Focdway f;haqnel is crpsaed by bridges (top), roads,
-Improvements made within Floodway Right of Way to e et SR S T e G
. . crossings. All of these crossings will require modification,
accommodate increased design flows and future growth of = :
local drainage system.

www.floodwayeia.com

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project

ﬁWest Dyke Extension and Enboncemernt

« The West Dyke will be raised to increase “freeboard”
(the dry portion of the dylke between the top of the
floodwater and the top of the dyke).

. W%!
* The freeboard will be extended fr'orh.lm H
approximately 2 to 6 feet with this &
enhancement, offering additional dyke pro?_egﬁ@g .
from the damages associated with wave action
as floodwater pounds against the dyke wall under
windy conditions.

B el
'._gh 1997, the West Dyke was expancled an an
emergency basls, This dyke prevented flondwaters from
sweeping west of the floodway and entering Winmpeg
from a south western flank. Enhancements to this dyke
would provide additional freebozrd and wave protection
for this structure,

* The dyke will be lengthened by
approximately 12 miles. I

www.floodwayeia.com
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Proposed Floodway Expansiqn Project

I
i

LIYE

Other Related Features

Land Acquisition for Channel

* Current amount required for Floodway Channel
reduced from more than 1000 acres to under 500
acres.

Conistruction Sequence TR L R

{Above) Aerial view of surrounding land use along ch of

Floodway Channel. (Below) Test excavation perfarmed along

= Project to be built in at [east four segments to Rocdway Chennelin autun

minimize amount of time spent in any given location.

* Construction sequence will be to start at upstream
end of Floodway channel (near control gates) and
progress downstream to conclude at channei outlet.

www.floodwayeia.com

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project
a2 o 77

Ro uilic iy ment
Environmental Assessment Activities

* Environmental Assessment is still in progress. Assessment work
is not complete at this time. Initial findings offer detail based upon
work conducted up to this point in time.

» Field work began in Autumn, 2003 to gather data on the existing
environment. Field work continues in the Spring of 2004.

* Environmental Engineers and Scientists study designs provided by
engineering design teams for each of three design iterations.

* Feedback from Public Involvement Program provides
environmental study team with issues to further investigate.

TetrES Environmerttal Scientists and Engineers condurted asrial surveys, field
stuclies, monitoring datz, and introduced technologies to non-destructively

menitor fish passage patterns using a unique imaging system used by the LS.
Navy for tracking underwater movements of objerts near their naval vessels.

www.floodwayeia.com
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Proposed Floodway Expa

Environmental impact Assessment (EIA)
Status

* Identification of issues completed.

* Engineering work required for ElA largely completed as of
early May, 2004.

* Baseline info gathering largely completed by mid-May.

* Assessment of effects underway, will continue into mid-
June.

* Plan to submit EIS to regulators in early August. W
Impact Assessment fleld studies induded field investigatiens of

fish movements through the inlet structure gates, The image
above shows two fish swimmirg over floadway gates during
2004 Spring flooding. This non-destructive fish monitoring was
dane using new underwater imaging technology used for the
first time in Manitoba.

www.floodwayeia.com

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project
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Initial Findings: Groundwater Levels

* Channel expansion will be predominantly by widening.
-original design called for deepening by 6 feet along length
of channel. Deepening will now occur to a maximum of 2
feet, if at all.

* If channel not deepened, no permanent, widespread,
noticeable reductions in groundwater levels due to
floodway expansion.

=Without deepening, presence of floodway expansion will not noticeably
lower water levels of wells on either side of the Floodway.

-Possible minor reduction in water levels in wells close to Floodway due

to widening. Depth and area affected is still under study.

No noticezble changss in water levels articipated in the

o 8 jonal bedrack aquifer or sand and gravel Birds Hill Aquifer:
« I unanticipated project-related groundwater problems o A e 10 avcid P'ot‘zﬂz';r

occur: walter level reductions in Birds Hill Aquifer. Subsurface cutefl

wall next to Floodway beirg considered.
~ MFEA reserve fund to be set aside to remedy impacts. y BEINg consice

- MFEA to consult with staleeholders in developing protocols for
implementing fund before start of construction.

www.loodwayeia.com
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Proposed Floodway Expansion

initial Findings: Groundwater Levels and Quality

Groundwater Levels
* Local, temporary reduction in groundwater levels during constructien in vicinity of some bridge
crossings and aqueduct (due to localized excavations).

* Floodway expansion lessens potential for effects on groundwater levels and quality
during all but most extreme flood events.

Groundwater Quality

* Floodway expansion will have no effect on saline/freshwater interface.

* Floodway expansion construction practices will be selected to minimize effects on groundwater
quality.

* Floodway expansion will have no influence on groundwater quality when Floodway is inactive,
provided channel is not deepened.

» Effects on groundwater quality during Floodway operation in floed event being studied.

www.floodwayeia.com

\

ngs: Water Levels and

= UK

[ellog
indi

Initial
Flows

* No widespread, noticeable changes to water levels and
flows arising from construction of the Floodway expansion.

* No permanent, widespread, noticeable changes to water
levels and flows due to Floodway expansion when Floodway
is inactive,

* West Dyke water levels will not change and flow patterns
not expected to change due to Floodway expansion.

* No changes to water flows or levels along the Seine River
due to Floodway expansion.

Flooding in Spring 2004 Clackwise fram top left: lce deposits on
barks of Red River north of Selkick floodwaters Tlowing into
* Downstream ice jamming on Red River occurs at present  ice-covered Lake Wimnipeg, water levels at Sellirk Bridge,
. . water [evels in east and west Selldric region, water levels south
and will not be affected by operation of expanded Floodway. o fioacuay niet on tre Red River

www.floodwayeia.com
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Proposed Floodway Expansicn Project
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Initial Findings:Water Levels and Flows

Upstream

* Water levels with Floodway expansion will
be lower than existing floodway
immediately south of inlet control structure
(up to 1:700 year flood).

* Floodway will operate less frequently above
state of nature, increasing level of protection
for areas south of floodway inlet.

-For all floed events, Floodway expansicn
will have no effect on water levels and
flows between Morris and U.S. border.

www.floodwayeia.com

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project

Round T > Iy 28

Initial Findings:Water Levels and Flows...

Winnipeg

* Water levels in Winnipeg will be about the
same or lower than water levels
experienced under existing Floodway for
major and extreme flood events.

www.floodwayefa.com
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Proposed Floodway Expa

Round Thre

Initial Findings: Water Levels and Flows...

= Water levels and flows downstream
of the Floodway Outlet will be
slightly higher ( | inch to | foot
depending on severity of flood) with
the expanded Floodway.

www.floodwayeia.com

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project

i Three Publi

Censiruction fAccess and Disruption

* Minimal traffic disruption during channel construction at
five bri dge crossings.

+ Traffic det Eggq |
crossing fo COR:

. Cons‘trjﬁfcgﬁn WI:?IHVOWE rais

www.floodwayeia.com
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Proposed Floo

Erosion and Sedimentation

Buring Fleodway Expansion Construction

* Temporary erosion and sedimentation in floodway
channel and/or on disposal piles from runoff during
excavation process. Temporary increase in sediment
concentration in flow to Red River.

* Risk of increased erosion and sedimentation if spring
flood occurs during excavation. Would result in minor
increase in sedimentation concentrations in Red River

* No noticeable change in erosion or sedimentation in Red
River from runeff due to construction of Floodway Outlet |
and Outlet Channel.

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project

Round T ublic i /ement

Initial Findings: Erosion and Sedimentation...

When expanded Floodway is Inaciive

* Negligible erosion on slopes of Floodway Channel and |
excavation disposal piles when expanded Floodway is
inactive,

When Fioodway is Operating During Ficod Event

* Reduction in current erosicn in vicinity of Floodway Inlet.

* No additional erosion, possible decrease in erosion within
the completed expanded Floodway Channel.

* No additional erosion in vicinity of Floodway Outlet or on
banks of Red River downstream of Floodway Outlet,

* No discernable long-term difference in sediment loading
to Lake Winnipeg.

www.floodwayeia.com
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Emtml Fmdmgs. Way of Life, Related ngecﬁ Effea&s

* Commitment to Floodway Expansion renewed and
intensified a sense among some Red River Valley residents
outside of Winnipeg of not being as valued as people
within Winnipeg.

-Residents of these areas want the same level of flood
protection as Winnipeg.

-Existing Floodway manifested similar feelings, particularly
in its early years and in 1997.

www.floodwayeia.com

Proposed Floodway Expansmn Prolect

ﬂmtml Fmdmgs. Draginage and Related Effecis

* Capacity will be maintained or increased for all drainage inlet
structures and associated drain channels within Floadway Right
of Way.

» Capability for future upgrades improved at 5 rural drainage drop
structures.

» Seine River Siphon and Overflow improved.

* Minimal disturbance of drainage into Floodway Channel and
drainage in vicinity of West Dyke during construction.

* Permanent drainage along and through West Dyke improved.

* Floodway drainage structures will operate more efficiently
during floods, providing more capacity for upstream drains.

www.floodwayeia.com
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Round Three ent

initial Findings: Land Requirements arid Related Effects

= A maximum of 500 acres (200 ha) of land will be acquired
in Floodway Channel area.

* Land requirements for West Dyke will be finalized.

= Affected municipalities will experience reduction in
property tax area.

» New excavation disposal piles will change visual
environment.

* Haying on Floodway Right of Way will be curtailed during
a portion of Floodway Expansion construction.

Aarial view of Hmdway Channel a surunng fand use.
* Potential for reduced haying in Floodway Expansion post-
construction.

www. floodwayeia.com

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project
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Next Envirenmental Assessment Steps

» Complete final stage of field studies.

» Complete EIS.

+ Submit EIS to regulators in early August.

= EIS to be placed in public registry for public comments.

* Supplementary EIS filing incorporating responses to public

comments and input received from public involvement, &

* Clean Environment Commission Hearings.

www.floodwayela.com
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Proposed Floodway Expansion P

s C 2T}
Thank You for Participating..
* Thank you for attending

* Please enjoy the refreshments

Please be sure to complete a Questionnaire
before you leave.

www.floodwayeia.com

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project
SRR
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3.4.7 Open House Documentation

Issues Identified During
Round 3 Open Houses

June, 2004 J nte ’lr\ I]"f YU } ) Tetl'Es

EﬂﬂﬁULTA.NTﬂ ING.
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3.4.8 Issues ldentification
Date and Location of PIP Open House
Round 1 - February - March 2004 Round 3 - June 2004
No Concern, Question of Query ElA Category ElA Sub-Category Public Pubic Pullic Public Public Public Public Pubic
Open Open Open Open Open Opety Open Open
House #1 | House 82 | House 83| House @4 | House #1 | House 82| House B | House &I
17-Feb0d | 15-Feb0d | 2-Mar-0d | 10-Mar-04 | 2-Jun0d | B-JunOd | 16-Jun0d| 23-Jun-0d)
5L Agathe] Selkirk Dugald | Winnipeg Crgald Selkirk | Winnipeg
Concern about how communites will be compen sated for
1 [damages ccauming eher a5 @ resull of fo Noodway |mT Corpar st
expansion or s & reslt of fulurs foods
Concem about potental for Increased Mooding outede Te =
: City of Winnipeg |Frysical Emarcnment [Fiood Frotection
Concern thal here i no food probection plan for the entire
IPrysacal Ernaronempnt FODFD”.“ Demgn and

1 bawn_ concern e plan s insuffcient o prolect the enltive
Fed River Valley

Inguiny aboul specific mitigation measures hat will be

Ihmmh and el requiles résolution

4 undaraken 1o aodrets iMpecs st anse when upsiream Imﬁ,‘ﬁm Impaacs and Mtigaton
Impacts ocour

s femmmunevomsena tocunt oy moomemo mafte e o rucamenete

[ [Request tor Foooway expansion construction schedule  |Progct Descrpton  [Scheouse

1 [naky st e o stemamvestc e et [ peupin frmases

] Cuestion s 10 why Fus oplion was chosen [Prosect Descrpton [anematves

9 Jrawry soout Compsnsanon tr efects on g oun dwated Im‘::ﬁfﬂm C ormpe ibon

10 Conc o the compensation followng e 1587 food was Im@;:f;r’m Companesion

Ihm sboul the entiopaled waler condiions in and oulside

[Fleodway Design and

oxcayalan matenal

L thet expanded Roddway Sunng venous ow répmes JProject Demcripion Ly ation

12 Ihqn.-rr sbout whether groul will be required JPromct Dencripton FDpumurm P -
Request on how to oblain maberial from Moodway

13 eXcaVAlon b ofher ubew Sugpeeions tor asm of Progect Descrpdon FD"‘""’: womd Design ard

D;Q' 1

Geographic and Temporal Distribution of Issues Identiflied During
EIA Public-Involvement Program (PIF)

Figure 1
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Date and Location of PIP Open House
Round 1 - February - March 2004 Round 3 - June 2004
Ho Concern, Question of Query ElA Category EIA Sub-Category Pubiic Public Public Public Public Public Public PubRc
Open Open Open Open Oipen Open Dpen Open
House #1 | House 82 | House 3| House 8d | House 81 | House 82| House &3 | House B
ISuwr:m to furher extend the Noodway norh © Lake |Fioodway Desgn and
T JFrosect Descripion Coerstion
15 Cancemn there will be Increased bank erosion |Frvscal Envronment limpacts and Mibgaton '
Concem about the offecs on groundwales supply snd
] sty nd mdgeten S [Frimcs Erecmment |impacs and Mtgaten .
v e e e sucn oo tamporaton s v o et [rcon .
18 Cancem aboul Impacts on property values Soca-Sconamic JImoecs and Mibgaton
JErraranment
Concem thit T sapaniion of the Soodw iy will compound Sooc-Econom
. and increase he negalive effects JEmaronment Jimeacs ind Mtigaton
ICaﬁcu‘ﬂ & delaled descriplion of he Project wes not
20 evalable and reguest 1 vhow the deotallod Project |Fropect Deacriggon  [Frocess
description
a1 Imrwm*tm‘mh-ﬂmﬁlmm IPromct Descripton  |Roscs
e Cancem the process & occuning oo quickly |Propect Descrpton | Scheduls
x| Wﬁmm:ﬂ:ﬂm&?m“‘ nmmn"-":mlprmumw Ty
[Cancemn that focus on bolh prevenlion and compen salion 5
4 in the Fed River Visley resulls in T creation of two IEM;;“W“" = |Compers anon
“classes™ of cllizons :
Reguesis related 1o Information on oblaining compeniation | Seac-Econamc
B lor impacts generated a8 & result of the flocawey mpansion  |Emarcnment Compensaton .
B T A —— Iprnﬂ-c: Descrigion  [Convacn
Geographic and Temporal Distribution of Issues Identified During
ElA Public-Involvement Program (PIP)
Page 2 Figure 1
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Date and Location of PIP Open House
Round 1 - February - March 2004 Round 3 - June 2004
No. Concern, Question of Query E1A Category Eli Sub-Category Public Publlc Fublic Public Public Public Public Publc
Open Opan Cpeny Open Dpon Opon Oy Opan
House M | House 92 | House #3| House & | House #1 | House 82| House B3 | House
77 E:;:thammwvm  —— Cout i
8 mmﬂﬂrﬂw of e Fod River, Meed for dredging I E lo-
Feaueet b normaton on the types of fee protection
o Syshems proposed for the improvements 15 e iniet structure | 70700 Descrigion  [Fire protection
rpary Bbout poasbaty of IOWSING KL 1 Blow LU JE keotaray Demgr o
» cparalons wihoul ucaFeam JProm<t Descrighon Cipr aacn
Concem inbel wil be Insucient and will not hobd n o large JFieodway Demgn o
n Bood [Project Descrption |
nguary Bt the efRRCES of summis Ooparation on e Ficcdwey Dempn and
32 lassiniboine Rives walkway [Fromct Descripion Lo ation
Concem sbout the potenial for removal of the lip ot the Fiocdwny Desgn wnd
- Roxodd wary | nlet [Froject Descriphon ipeeration
Py Bt the Impacts of the expanded Roodway on Flecdwwy Dempn and
e waler levels simiar to those seen in 1567 |Proma Decrgten Lo pration
Concem sbout UBel Siructuie concem Bt fiow rate of Flocdwey Despn ond
" Wl er ugting Bt outiet |Promct Dencrpton peeraeion
Inguery sbout the potental for entargement of forebay Fioodway Desgn and
" whevation to avoid creaton of u petresm Rooding |Proect Dencripien | b
w Cancem sbout effects on downsiream communities Imﬁm [iroacs ans Mogaton
18 ﬁ:hfmwmumnmwnmmmnmm Aguatc Enviroament [impacs and Wtigasen
w Concem sbout the #flecs on Grlinage IP'I'n.-l-:ar Eraronement [Impac s 00 MSCson
Geographic and Temporal Distribution of 1ss5ues ldentified During
EIA Public-Involvement Program (PIP)
Page } Figure 1
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Date and Location of PIP Open House
Round 1 - February - March 2004 Round 3 - June 2004
No Concern, Question of Query ElA Category ElA Sub-Category Public Publc | Public Public Publlc | Public | Public Public
Open Open Open Opmn Open Open Opan
House i | House 82 | House 53| House &4 | House #1 | Houss 2| House 83 | House I
Sooe-Eonome
A0 Concem aboul the socko-economic impacts lemironment mpach and Mitpedon i
a Cond om pbonst downatream efibchy and ety oo Lake | S Sp—| AT e— .
a2 Concemn about potential for back up |Fryscal Ervronewet |impacs and Mogaton i
43 Concermn about Increased contaminan ts Agustc Ervronmant [impact and MSgaton ii
A4 Concems sbout The effects on e sgACulhwral sector Becko-Bcanomio | TEAcH #nd Mageson i
: JE v crment e .
Reguesh for speciic information on the ¢ffects on fooding "
” 1 paicul ar location s outieds he Soodw ey [Preiect Desceiplion  [impacts nd Miigaics
48 Concdm atout envieon mental effects of the existing |Prosect Deacrpten  |impacs sna Magaten ii
Rerod wary
a7 C;::cﬂu;hcmmg Rocdwary has Fad long-term regatve | ool B ) = and M ii
48 nguries M 10 the process e public should olow o |Publc Computaton | P——
respond © e EIA i iy e
4 Concem atout whete' public Inpul would nflusnce e Publc Compultation o
PEOMCT B0S0N W Irvsiy pement
IP‘mmm
£ Concem the process s only & pollical exercise and Imvoieoment | [FTOCHS . i
|Publc Computaton
1
3 Ingary bt how 1o Submt proposals for recreational ideas| 0~ S, Process . .
Regquest for descripbon of T natuie and types of drainage
v and diop Struchures I"fw Dencrgton  [Propect descrpton
Geographic and Temporal Distribution of 1ssues Identified During
EIA Public-Involvement Program (PIP)
Page d Figure 1
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Date and Location of PIP Open House
Round 1 - February - March 2004 Round 3 - June 2004
No Concern, Ouestion of Query Eli Category E1A Sub-Category Public Public Pubiic Public Public Public Public Publc
Crpen Open Open Open Open Opon Open Open
House B | House 52 | House B3| House B4 | House 1 | House 2| House B3 | House B
£y 'RMIM‘L? infrmaton on the locston of the outiel Praject Dosi Prajact desce
4 w&mmwmmuuiw Project Descrigton  [Project descriotien
Sooe-Econam
55 Sugorston 1o epropriate AOOS-prone propenty Ervdransmont Progaety
Concam about need for easements of polenitially fooded Sooc-Economc
i Lard (R e Propenty
Corcem that P Project will go ahead regardess of the Publc Conpuftaton
7
’ concems of nural commun ities 8 | e gt ol Communiion
Concerm thst Landowneds wale nol aliowed bo slay and ook [
- ater pumos On PROPeMY whatd SnIag00ed Syhea hiad Deon mﬁ“ 1997 Pood
ol durng the 1997 Rood ' B
iy Conc b that drain s were biacked iIn 199T and the local Sooe-Econamc 1967 Flood
mibdic was not informed of B reanon Erronmant r
Concam ncreeued area of agricultural land oocupied by Torearial
L] dykes Al renst o more dyked aneas 10 be seeded and Eraronmnt Ao uuTe
o Adrmirmration of haying Aghts on e West Dyke Temesnal AariouREe
procedures 1o oblen haying pormits Ervaronmpnt o
Supgeston thal whers maben als are o blained from Bormow
a PiIs, e land cwner thould be compensabed kot profes e E’:ﬁ';fnﬁ“ Compena ston
e naat 20 yoars, plus loms of prolits f property s sold
&2 gy st Compen sabion o lost sesding time and crops Becs-Eotnani C o s80n
b P | Envronment =
Ingury sbout Compensation o 1083 of NIANCE COvE! age
o4 Erpenenced when the presencs of 8 poor crop year dus B Sooo-Econsmc L, shen
[heodrny m rohuded i timd-wisghled Ived boit of productnaty  |Ervronment Omp.
reduang e Iverade perrmance
Percepteon proposed imvestmen n the progect & dete s 100
&% amall relative 1o the past Bnandal benefts Lo the Cay of Sooo-Econsmc Comt
[VWnnupeg. Provmasl and Fedenml povemmens (to dale & 3568 [|Emvaronmbnt e
B e e e e T s~
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Date and Location of PIP Open House

Round 1 - February - March 2004 Round J - June 2004
Na Concern, Question of Guery ElA Category ElA Sub Category Public Public | Public Public Publc | Public | Public Public
Opn Open Openy Open Open Open

Open Open
s0 81 | House 82 | House 53| House 84 | House B | House #2| House #3 | House Bl

e Concem about the posstdty hat higher fows wlllprevent | . = ot Driood Brotecsion

Rooding and back-up
inquiry about possbity of eNCOUagINg earty transier of
80 mmnummmﬁ'vw“mmamﬂwﬁmbmm =I-=¢<:gunmrn
L]
bt the conmderaton of T use of a0 iCe Mo |F kcdway Dengn ad
e beu of the Ip [ProjectDescrigion o oration
[Fiecdewnwy Dewgn and
a2 Inguery about the maximum waler Row Prough he oty |Progect Deacripton Operation

Concam about the waber Row siowed down by the outlet B . - Floodway Dengn and
" during the 1597 food, creating a bottieneck | Dexc Cperaton

LT Canc em about the potemtal b Increase In waber al LockporfFrosect Descngton 'FDMID""“

inquary about the potental i lower the lip of the Roodway © | . ’ [Fieodewy Demgn and
83 reduce waler Binciang | Do Opearation

Concem about the pobential effects that may oocur & lange [Fleodewy Deugn and
0 food oocurs prof 1o complation of the expanion [Promct Descapton per aton

AT Conc#m about Influx of water Wom & Inlel structu res nesr |Proiec Descrosen |Feoowey Demgn and

Lockpart in the RM of Tache and the RM of Cgeer ation
Cond#m about the combined effect of expanded West Dyke |ScosEconome
- jwith I Dyke on e Ste Agathe communty dyis |Erraronment [ roac s a0 Mtgaton
L] Concem there wil b 1083 of suiface vegetabion Iémim Impacs and Mngason

Concern sbout effects on LaSalle Rived drsinage bakin and
0 Broposed MUOESON MEMLLTes |Preysical Ervaronenent flimpacs and MOoason

31 Concem the feputation of the Red Rives Valley s a Rood Soog-Economc

CEREEEEEREEEEE

prone 3rea wil deter I bem 3Eon al Investns lmmn I“""‘"'“"
Geographic and Temporal Distribution of 1ssues Identified During
EIA Public-Involvement Program (PIP)
Fage 7 Figure 1
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Date and Location of PIP Open House
Round 1 - February - March 2004 Round J - June 2004
Mo Concern, Qusstion of Query EIA Category ElA Sub-Category Public Public | Public Public Publlc | Public | Public Publc
Dpen Open Open Open Open Open Open Open
House 1 | House 82 | House 83| House B4 | House #1 | House #2| House B3 | House M
Sugphton 10 obtadn bomow pits matenah from lend thet B '
2 nol lypically Rooded in order 1o spread smaller impac over [Project Description  [Fropect Descripton
alarger area
L Concem about road accessibilly dunng a major fiood |Fropect Descrpton  [Rosds i
o mﬁgmmmmmmhmar IPvaioct Doscipton  [Roeds i
Concem aboul whebe! T interests of rural communBies
s surrounding will be heard and respanded 1o durng Te Seac-Bconame o o Communtes
Fioodw iy Exparson proc e |Envronment
Concem that rursl communities e Beng reated unfairly | Scoo-Econome
* loy the govemment IEmwm [rorel Communtes
Concdm that rural communities e sulersd eConDmICaly Sooo-Econdme
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Concem that privete dykes Bed ino e West Dyle wil regure
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Inquary sbout the possbiity of ranslering ovedand fow .
1o |l'mrr| the Wesl Dyke area deacty fo :mm- |Froveical Emdronment [West Dyke i
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No. Concern, Question of Query ElA Category ElA Sub-Category Public | Public | Public Public Public | Puble | Publie | Publc
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House 1 | House 82 | House 83| House 84 | House #1 | House 82| Housae B3 | House B
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HNao. Concern, Question of Duery E1A Category ElA Sub-Category Public Publc Public Public Publc Public Public Public
Open Open Open Open Open Dpen Dpen Open
Houss &1 | House 82 | House 53| House 84 | House M1 | House 92| House B3 | House B
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169 Concem about InsuMcient information included in e Putc Commultation 1o,
el rk registry 5 sy gt I

Geographic and Temporal Distribution of Issues Identified During
ElA Public-Involvement Program (PIP)
fope 13 Figure 1

Appendix 3D Page 3D - 145 Initial EIA Results



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

August 2004
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Round 1 - February - March 2004
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Open
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Cooks Creek
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Open Open Open Open
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Round 1 - February - March 2004 Round 3 - June 2004
Na Concern, Question of Ouery ElA Category ElA Sub-Category Public Publc Public Public Publc Public Public Public
Open Open Open Open Open Open Open Open
House 1 | House 52 | House 53| House &4 | House B | House 2| House 83 | House B
Rgury about mformation on environmental effects of the
183 sxisting Sooo Prysical Erveronment | Basclne Inkrmaton i
gy 8% 10 the nature of the groundwater lesting curmentl y)
184 being condiucted by KGS Prysical Emaronment | Bascline Indormation i
reguary B 10 wheter baseling monBonng data will be made | Pubic Conputaton
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i sccurmng cutede e §o0dwy Ervvironment Compent sion i
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1 o Propect Dirscripson Operation i
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1% e Of BOOMWEY 1Of OINET USSS BUCH i QWDAgE dump, for | 2000 LEonamc ieacmy Desgn
recreational vehades, fof Durmeng oats pic Endecanen Cparation
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Page 15

Geographic and Temporal Distribution of Issues dentified During
EIA Public-Involvement Program (PIF)

Figure 1

Appendix 3D

Page 3D - 147

Initial EIA Results



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

August 2004

Date and Location of PIP Open House
Round 1 - February - March 2004 Raund 3 - June 2004
No Concern, Question of Query ElA Calegory ElA Sub-Calegory Public | Publc | Public Public Public | Publie | Publie | Publc
Open Open Open Open Open Open Open Open
House #1 | House 82 | House B3| House 84 | House #1 | House 82| House 83 | House &
gy @s to how much soll was excavated when the |Floodwery Demgn and
196 exisling Noodway was construcied |Froiect Descrigton Operation i
Commint that mone drains info the floodway are required Floodway Desgn and
" improve dralnage h'p""“ Emaronment Iwam _
Sooe-Econom
168 |Concem about loss of lax base in the R M. of Sprngleld learonmen JFunang _
Inguiry about the nature of MGAton Measures &d kn Soae-Econamc
199 Inniu aﬂwnmmthﬁ u [Erwronment J'reecs and Mitigason i
Fequest for assurance that effects on groundwaber
200 |:pﬂlyqul'|-ll'_|l will b fully ManDad and prevenied | el Environment limpacts and Mitigaion i
to re-usg water thal mighl be rebeased [artesian
201 lpressure) rathar than Mowing irln’n:l Lake |Fromct Descripion  Jimpacis and Misgeion
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Inquery 8 to whiher T environmental Impacts of the Sooo-Econamc
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Date and Location of PIP Open House
Round 1 - February - March 2004 Round 3 - Jung 2004
No Concern, Question of Query ElA Category ElA Sub-Category Public Public Public Public Public Public Public Public
Open Open Open Open Opan Open Open Open
House #1 | House 82 | House 53] House 84 | House #1 | House #2| House 13 | House @l
209 [Concern regardng whether public concems are comidered I:":T‘ Somsuatn JFrecem i
210 Cancem heanngs weren 't heid prios 1o the decision 1o [Putte: Conputtion |
Il:[unll the Mool way' and ey erment
I 2% 10 the activRies cumently occuning in certain
211 oY By v [Frome Descreten  |Promet Desorotan i
Reguest for nkormaton on chan In trans portation
22 Ihl'rnlru:ham i [Fromct Descrighon  [Propect Desarpton
213 |Reguest ke inkemston on changes in other infrastructure  [Propct Descripton  [Propect Desorption
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™ the Noodway expansion [Promect Descripton  [Propect Desarption
Cancem that lechnical people are not accepting Inpul trom |Pubic Consuitation
215 |iocal peopie and lmecicement 1Fropct Team
28 |Concem sbout road secessibilily Sunng comtiuction |Propcz Descrgaon. [Roscs i
|irquary sbout the possbiity of twinning PTH 15 brdge &
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218 Suggeetion to cancsl PR 5213 updrsde |Progect Descripton  [Rose i
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LY Concern, Question of Query E1A Category ElA Sub-Category Public Public Public Public Publc Public Public Publc
Open Open Open Open Open Open Open Open
House M | House 92 | House #3| House & | House #1 | House B2| House B3 | House &
Concom that i T inlel had jammed and broke during 1997 -
222 |Besuseiour and South Winnipeg would have floosed || TYecsl Emvironmaent 11947 Rood i
Fral Potential to Increase capacity of Red River maln channel  |Project Descrpton |ARemadves i
24 Suggeeton for 8 smalier retention structure ot SL Agathe  |Project Descrgton |ARematves i
gy et inf ormation on e wated flevabion al the Foria
2% a5 compared 1o the iniet 1Pryscal Ereronment | Bassine Inbormpton i
gy 8 10 whetelr Tubte e OuTently My dams On the
- Pembina Rive: [Prvscal Emarcament |Bagsing inlormaton
oo gy about Information on typical waler elevations |Fryascal Erwronment | Bassbre | rdormaton
8 gy am 10 the extent of the study area |Pryacal Erwoneent | Baseine Inkrmaton
22 ey o 10 the leng th of the cument Roodway |Propect Descrpton | Baaslne Indormaton
30 Inguary B 1o whel e BoOdWaY I8 Curmenlly dredged [Propect Descrpton [ Banslne Inlormpton i
Sooo-Economc
m Iy St COMPEnsation for unanticipated effechs IE mant C ompan Bh0n i
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@ JComment that City of Yinnipog should dyke te riverbanks |Froject Descripion | Drvies .
|Ftequest for explanation of the difference between a 1 0 90 |
2% yoar fiood and a 1 in TO0 year Nood | wal Emaronment [Fiood Protection
Begues! for mormation related 1o Rood probability and
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I
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ol on Moodway capacity '“IF eical Emaronment | on |!
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Date and Location of PIP Open House
Round 1 - February - March 2004 Round 3 - June 2004
No. Concern, Question of Query ElA Category ElA Sub-Category Public Public Public Public Public Public Publi: Publc
Open Open Open Open Open Open Open Open
House #1 | House 82 | House 83| House &4 | House 91 | House 2| House B3 | House &
Inquary about the potertal B reten exoess wabors for Ruture Flaoowsy Deagn and
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3.4.9 Questionnaire Analysis

Identical questionnaires were available at each Open House session. The Questionnaires were answered
(x people; x % of total attendance) as follows: 5 people (36%) in Ste. Agathe; 22 people (46%) in
Dugald; 5 people (17%) in Selkirk; and, 1 person (4%) in Winnipeg.

Only one of the four questions asked in the Questionnaire may be displayed with graphics. The
limited graphical display presented is because the nature of the questions required specific
answers (see below).

Question 1. Have the preliminary results addressed your concerns
with respect to the proposed Floodway Expansion Project?

No Response
3%

Yes
27%

OYes

B Uncertain
ONo

O No Response

Uncertain
40%
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Question 2. Are there preliminary findings that you like?

Favorable Preliminary Findings Number

The floodway will not be deepened. 2
Maﬂon measures to reduce flooding 1
Minimal traffic disruption on bridges 1
\Well water levels should not be affected 1
The local drains of farms should be maintained 1
Discussions with the public regarding drainage in the area 1
Reduction of the depth of the floodway expansion to avoid impacts to 8
groundwater levels and guality
Addressment of some of the concerns of the public 1
Additional attention to drop structures 2
Twinning of Hwy 15 2
Conscientious of the awareness of the importance of safe water supply 1
to those living closest to the floodway
No 2
No response 8
Widening of the floodway by-bass 1
Grand Point, St Adolphe, Niverville, and St. Agathe are redundant at or 1
Inear the 140 year flood
Involvement of the public 3
Question 3. Are there preliminary findings that you dislike?

Unfavorable Preliminary Findings Number
Further modelling work required for wind setup from south basin of Lake
Winnipeg especially with strong north wind, essentially pushes the water
south, backing it up and raising water levels at_the lower Red River. The 1
EA Approach is not adequate for this large project. The Ecosystem
Approach should be utilized to accomplish a comprehensive
assessment.
The river will continue to back-up to St. Agathe, regardless of the actions 1
taken
Concern that individuals upstream of the floodway are ignored and not 1
provided with assurance for compensation
Erosion within the floodway and the Red River 1
Concern regarding the passage of water into the floodway, suggested lip 5
removal or use of large culverts
Need further consideration to groundwater issues, such as leakage 1
Concerns regarding lack of information available for fish habitat quality
along the floodway with an increase in flows and drainage structures into 1
the floodway
No additional erosion 1
Increased flooding downstream of the floodway outlet 1
Lack of specific information on drop structures 2
Recreational use of the floodway--it should be returned to hay land 2
Additional drop structures 1
Issues with respect to drainage 2
No, satisfied with preliminary findings 2
No response 13
Disagreement with the finding that during periods of non-use in the 1
floodway that groundwater guality will not be affected.
Not dee_pening of the floodiway, since widening of the floodway may also 2
contaminate water.
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Question 4. What can be done to address any remaining concerns you have
about the floodway expansion project?

Suggestion
\What protection measures will be put in place for Treaty and Aboriginal Land
Rights? Water Rights? Transboundary effects on federal lands,

Take necessary actions to minimizer Red River water level fluctuations in order to
Jreduce erosion

Removal of the lip; more attention to individuals south of the floodway, such as the
R. M. of Ritchot, in the event of future flooding; and address concerns regarding the

|beight increase of the West Dyke

Study the lip at different levels rather than at the extreme level

Reduce or improve the design of the lip

Further discussions and mediation

Maintain public accessibility to information regarding the project

Access to excavated material from the floodway to use in low lands

Inclusion of Gunn Road crossing in the project

Address groundwater table and wells

Continue to address problems that have been addressed by residents

Additional drop structures

Concern regarding increasing the depth of the floodway; inclusion of further public
consultation and assessment studies

Keep public updated on the main concerns, such as twinning of Hwy 15, drop
structures, water guality and compensation
Invite media to public open houses

Further details regarding width, height, quantities of outside drainage, and the
|maintenance of floodway slopes

Recreation should be denied on the floodway, including current four-wheeler use,
and policing on floodway property should be addressed and put into place prior to
excavation

Free up the floodway and return it to the way it was in the Prairie Grove area

Further study of the potential impacts to groundwater

Concern about getting water to the new drop structure on the North Bibeau drain

Alternate flood mititgation measures.
Provide the same level of flood protection to those individuals north and south of

Ithe roodwal\‘ as those individuals within Winnigeg.

Address the issue of ice jamming each year in order to reduce the potential for
flooding.
Advertisement for meetings thorugh signs in and around the meeting area, in the
Selkirk Journal, and TV and radio advertisements.
Suggested that the Envrionmental Assessment has little relevance since the
Premier is concerned with unionization of workers and selling the project to
Winnipeg residents,

Specify activities in the floodway and how this will affect water flow.

Concern regarding the use of floodway gates during periods of little rain in order to

|protect tourism and structures near The Fork_s.

More focus on improvements to Winnipeg infrastructure systems, such as sewers.
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Proposed Floodway Expansion Project
Environmental Impact Assessment Process
Public Involvement Program

Public Open Houses

Round #3 June - 2004

Moderator's

\ Report /

Reportto: The Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority
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INTRODUCTION

The Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority requires the preparation of an Environmental
Impact Assessment in order to seek a provincial licence and federal approvals 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 program of public involvement was initiated by the Consulting Team in March 2004 to provide
meaningful public input during the preparation of the Environmental Impact Assessment. The
Team’s approach to seeking public participation 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, Open Houses with a
moderated “Question and Answer” opportunity were held in four locations in Round #1.

Subsequently, in April and May, 2004 the Floodway Authority hosted its own Round # 2 public
meetings. Round # 2, provided information and received responses respecting key Floodway
and Floodway Expansion topics including water levels and flows, floodway operational rules,
proposed compensation, recreation and economic opportunities. The second round involved
meetings with municipal governments, open houses, meetings with individual stakeholders and
aboriginal organizations. Included in Round #2 were a newsletter and the launching of the MFEA
website.

The four Open Houses that were part of Round #3 were conducted in June to provide
information about the process, the anticipated schedule including a brief overview and
description of the project.

Specifically, the third Round provided the opportunity for those at interest to learn of changes
and adjustments that had been made to the proposed Project to address the issues identified in
earlier consultations. Significant changes had been made by the Floodway Authority in the
months following the Round # 1 consultation process.

CONSULTATION PROCESS

The Consulting Team selected the same four community centres to hold the Round #3 Open
Houses as it used in Round #1. The events started at 4:00 PM, with staff of the Floodway
Authority, TetrES and InterGroup being available to tour the public through the series of about 30
storyboards. The storyboards provided background information and an overview of the
planned project, emphasizing the specific adjustments made to the Project.

ATTENDANCE

The attendance for Round #3 by members of the public, based on those who sighed in at the
door including a count of those who did not sign in, was:
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June 2, 2004 Ste Agathe 14 (51)
June 8, 2004 Dugald 48 (136)
June 16, 2004 Selkirk 29 (62)
June 23, 2004 Winnipeg 24 (118)

Round #1 attendance is shown in brackets. Attendance at Round #3 events was much
reduced from the Round #1 process.

FORMAT

The same general format of the Open House was repeated at all four of the Round # 3 events.
The sites were open to the public at 4:00 PM with an opportunity to casually view the
storyboards, obtain information and ask questions of the Authority and the Consultants.

At approximately 8:00 PM the evening was called to order by the moderator, Dale Stewart of
DFS Consulting. A brief presentation was made by the Consulting Team providing a review of
the adjustments that had been made to the plan based on the many earlier consultations.

Guidelines were given by the moderator respecting the conduct of the Question and Answer
session stressing that it was not a time of debate nor of argument 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 complete questionnaires. The evenings ended at approximately 9:30 PM.

Those attending were assured there would be other opportunities to participate in the review
and planning process, including the Clean Environment Commission hearings plus direct contact
they could make at any time with the Floodway Authority and its consultants.

Responses to questions were provided by the Consulting Team. Reference to Floodway staff
occurred for specific concerns. 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 views and concerns after the formal session
ended.

Notes were taken by TetrES and InterGroup staff briefly summarizing the questions asked and
responses provided.

CONCERNS & ISSUES

Each community had some unique areas of concern.
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STE AGATHE

a)

Concern continued to be expressed respecting the “lip” at the floodway intake and the

potential for increased erosion.

b)

c)

d)

e)

Compensation remained an unresolved issue and was linked to previous discontent with
what was seen as inadequate concern by government for the impacts of the 1997 flood.

Some residents south of the intake expressed a lack of certainty as to what would actually
happen to their community and surrounding farming areas with various flood levels and
the operation of the floodway.

The west dyke increase in elevation was viewed by some residents as actually increasing
the risk that flooding would occur.

Summer operating guidelines were identified as an urgent need. Those at interest wanted
to have an opportunity to review and comment before final operating guidelines were
established.

DUGALD

a)

b)

d)

f)

9)

A question was raised as to whether widening the floodway would increase the winds that
occur in the structure.

There is an interest by residents in reviewing, in detail, the proposed changes to the
bridges, as well as the plans to ensure traffic crossing can continue during construction.

There remained concern with any deepening of the channel. The reduction in the design
depth of the new Floodway Channel from six feet to perhaps two feet was seen as a
positive change but the desire is to have no further increase in depth in groundwater-
sensitive areas.

Cumulative effects were raised as a concern. There was an interest in examining the
changes arising from the existing floodway being built plus the impacts of the expansion.
Some view the expansion as multiplying existing problems, such as drainage.

Adequate agricultural drainage remains an issue and past concerns about inadequate
agricultural drainage were again raised.

Interest was expressed in ensuring there would be adequate long-term management and
maintenance. Concerns respecting erosion, vandalism, recreational vehicle uses, as well

as “policing” unlawful activities were identified.

Compensation was again raised as a significant concern.
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SELKIRK

a) Some attending saw inequity in the project design as there would be floodproofing south
of the floodway but not north of it.

b) Ice jams continue to be attributed in part to the floodway and a management approach
to control the jams is identified as needed during spring floodway operations.

C) Criticism occurred respecting the inadequate advertising of the floodway Open Houses.

d) Concern was expressed that there could be intrusion of salt water during construction
through potential deepening, and the “dewatering” expected to occur at various bridge-
construction sites.

e) Compensation was identified as an unresolved issue. There was a lack of understanding
of the proposed legislation. Anticipated decreases in property value are part of the issue.

f) Comment was received indicating some believe there is a loss of floodwater storage
arising from the reduction in the flood plain created by the protection of Winnipeg.

WINNIPEG

a) As with the other meetings, it was difficult for the public to separate the components of
the project.

b) Those in attendance stressed the need to consult with them as they have specific local
knowledge of what has happened in their areas.

C) The issue of wanting protection rather than compensation was raised by those attending
the meeting who were currently experiencing high water due to the floodway operation.

d) The inlet operation and design was questioned in relation to the possibility of relieving
upstream flooding when the floodway is operated.

e) A member of a First Nation raised the question of formal government consultation with
Aboriginal peoples regarding any potential infringement of Treaty or Aboriginal Rights.

OBSERVATIONS

The Open Houses held in Round Three were an important additional step in the consultation
process. Participants identified a number of issues that had not been fully addressed. It is
important that the Environmental Impact Assessment be continued at a pace that ensures that
all of the public’s concerns can emerge and be addressed.

There remains a need to have simple visual materials demonstrating the impact on individual
communities of various flood scenarios. Some comments were received respecting the
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“deluge” of information — some very technical and difficult to quickly understand. Simplicity is
an important goal.

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. There was also recognition that considerable effort was being made
by the Floodway Authority and its consultants to fully involve those at interest.

MODERATOR RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Sufficient time must be provided to give those at interest adequate opportunity to review
the EIS documents when they are prepared. Some of those in attendance expressed the
concern that they would have inadequate opportunity to critique the Environmental
Impact Statement.

2. The needs respecting compensation range from property loss and damage, to
degraded property values and to concerns respecting wells. The compensation issue
remains an unresolved irritant in the minds of those at interest. In some areas, it is
exacerbated by past grievances respecting compensation.

3. Clear visual representations of current conditions as well as what they are projected to
become with the expansion and its operating procedures remain a need. Visual
identification of historic flood levels in communities should be considered to enable
residents to see what has and could occur in their own community.

4, Some continue to view the Floodway expansion as an opportunity to “make right” past
and current problems that may or may not be related to the project. The scope of the
project, its review and the planned compensation requires clear explanation to remove
some of the confusion and ensure expectations are realistic.

5. Government consultation efforts with Aboriginal groups should be identified as they take
place and be part of a transparent and readily accessible tracking system.

6. Future Open Houses could be shortened to begin at 6:00 PM with the “Question and
Answer” session commencing at 7:30 PM. This would reduce the costs of the Open
Houses without reducing the ability of those at interest to express concerns and seek
answers.

CONCLUSIONS

Significant adjustments in the Floodway Expansion plans have been made as a result of the
various consultations including the Open Houses. While there is little public credit given to these
efforts by the Project planners, they have responded and continue to strive to improve both the
understanding of their task and the product they are designing.
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Significant efforts have been made to afford those at interest an opportunity to be heard
through the Open Houses and the Workshops.

June is a difficult month to seek consultation with the needs of farming, the many community
activities (sports) and celebrations (group wind-ups, high school graduations). In part, this is
reflected in the reduced numbers attending the Open House sessions compared to the prior
events the late winter.

It remains critically important that sufficient time be taken to ensure that the planning activities
and the consultation processes respecting the Environmental Impact Statement are seen to be
adequate, fair and thorough by the public at interest.

It must also be recognized that not all of those interested in the project have or use computers
to obtain their information. Alternate information sources and sites must be provided.
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