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1.0 PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROGRAM UPDATE

1.1 PREFACE

Section 1 of the supplemental filing provides materials on the public involvement and consultation
activities that were undertaken for the project following submission of EIS documents to
federal/provincial regulators responsible for the Environmental Assessment, licencing and approvals for
the project. Specifically, this section documents Round 3 Public Invovement Program materials that were
not finalized at the time of EIS filing, and Round 4 of the Public Involvement Program for the proposed
Floodway Expansion project, including detailed reporting on numbers of meetings, and records of what
was presented and heard at various public consultation and involvement events held by the proponent
and the Environmental Assessment Study Team during this round of activities. Also included are updates
to Aboriginal consultation activities since the time of the EIS filing.

1.2 PRE-ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FILING: ROUND 3

This section contains information from Round 3 that was not finalized at the time EIS documents were
filed.

1.2.1 Council Meeting Notes — Round 3
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1.2.1.1 Town of Morris

Manitoba Floodway Expansion Project — Round 3 Municipal Meetings - EIA

Meeting Highlights

Meeting With
Town of Morris
Council Office — Morris, Manitoba
June 8, 2004

In Attendance

For RM of Morris
Mayor B. Stevenson
I. Grossman

D. Hoffman

J. Bergstresser

C. Peters

B. Fulford

R. Murray

M. Anderson (CAOQ)

For Environmental Assessment Team

J. Osler — TetrES/InterGroup

For Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

1. Thomson — Vice-President — Tra

nsportation

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
+ Describe next steps in EIA

mitigation measures
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.

Town of Morris Meeting — Round 3 1
June 8, 2004
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Meeting Process

John Osler of the Environmental Assessment Team made a brief summary presentation about:
# Status and scope of the Floodway Expansion ELA
¢ Important recent developments in the features of the Floodway Expansion project — channel,
highway bridges, agricultural drainage drop structures, cutlet, land acquisition for channel,
construction sequence,
+ Initial EIA findings for:
o Groundwater levels and quality
Drzinage and related effects
Construction access and disruption
Land requirements and related effects
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.

[ = N B

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

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

s Where appropriate, representatives of the Environmental Assessment Team and Manitoba Floodway
Expansicn 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 detziled or verbatim transcription of what was said.

Questions, Key Perspectives and Issues Identified by Council

The trucking industry is an important economic element of the community and with it PTH 75. Loss of
the highway and the connection has substantial impacts not only in Morris but throughout the valley.

Are there any issues with dyking along the Red River?

Response — Enhancements fo the Weast Dyke are being made to increase the level of freeboard to protect
against possible wind and wave action. Enhancements fo the west dyke will increase the level of
protection to residents north of the dyke, it will not reswit in increased water levels south of the dyke.

Summer Operation — If this is pursued in the current project there are more issues to be considered than
only the enhancement of recreational benefits in the City of Winnipeg. Obwicus issues include the bank
erosicn that occurs all along the Red River from fluctuations in river levels,

Town of Morris Meeting — Round 3 2
June 8, 2004
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Response — No recreation activities in the floodway will be implemented that efther impede the flow of
water through the channel ar potentially place demand on the supply of water. 1. Thomson nated that
mast aopficants propose trafls and other stalic or passive uses for the floodway channel rfollowing
construciion.

No summer operation of the floodway will occur during construction. Concerns have been raised by the
public and others regarding impediments to fish passage, riverbank stability, and potential impacts to
properfy owners both upstream and downstream. Further study and analysis, induding securing the
appropriate emvironmental approvals, is required before future summer operations can take place.

A Councillor described the relative importance of Morris to the surrounding region with the provision of
potable water. The suggestion was made that the inclusion of a2 weir in the Red River immediately
downstream of the Town might help ensure adequate water supply was present during low flow periods
and help to reduce bank erosion.

Erosion — Another issue with potential summer water level operations is the impact it will have on
riverbank erosion and is another reason this should be researched more before this is allowed to happen

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

Response - The expanded foodway will still be able fo accommodate 140 000 ofs with little to no
degpening and just widening.

Town of Morris Meeting — Round 3 3
June 8, 2004
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1.2.2 Stakeholder Workshop Meeting Notes — Round 3

The following are stakeholder workshop notes that were not finalized until after EIS documents were
filed.

Date of Workshop Workshop Location Participating Organizations

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 Institue of Sustainable Development
North Turnbull Drive Group

Area Resident

The following information is documented in this section:

e A copy of the invitation letter;

e A copy of the letter to review draft meeting notes;

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

e Sign in sheets;

e Finalized workshop notes;

o Workshop notes tracker/Action items tracker.

A copy of the Round 3 Public Involvement Program Newsletter and sample of presentation material was
previously filed with the EIS filing in August and can be found in Appendix 3D.

Supplementary Filing Page1-5 Public Involvement Program Update
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Letter of Invitation

TetrES InterGroup

CONSULTANTS INC. CO NS ULTANTS

Solutions for a Sustainable Environment

May 26, 2004

SAMPLE LETTER

Dear <MNAME=:

RE: INVITATION TO PARTICIPATE IN A WORKSHOP FOR THE PROPOSED RED RIVER FLOODWAY
EXPANSION PROJECT — PRESENTATION OF INITIAL FINDINGS

We are pleased to invite your organization to a Floodway Expansion Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) workshop
on <DATE> at the <LOCATION > from <TIME>. So everyone can participate in the session, we are asking that one
to a maximum of three representatives from your organization attend the event. Back in February 2004, we conducted
EIA workshops in Ste. Agathe, Selkirk, Dugald and Winnipeg. At these workshops, we provided project information and
recorded your issues and concermns regarding the proposed Floodway Expansion project. This workshop has been
organized for your organization to hear about initial findings of the ELA, as well as other relevant developments related
to the project and EIA. The workshop will include an opportunity to:

1. Preview information on the proposed Floodway Expansion Project to be presented at the Public Open
House scheduled for <DATE> at the <LOCATION> between <TIME>.

2. Hear a presentation about the initial EIA findings for the Floodway Expansion Project.

3. Provide your organization's perspectives on the inital findings.
The workshop will have the following format:

6:15 p.m. - 7:00 p.m. A light meal will be provided with an opportunity to preview storyboard information on the
proposed Floodway Expansion Project.

7:00 p.m. - 8:30 p.m.  Presentation of initial findings combined with a questicn and answer period.

8:30 p.m. - 9:30 p.m.  Round table session providing each participant with an opportunity to comment on initial
findings.

If you are interested, information about issues raised during the first round of EIA public involvement can be found on
our web site at www. floodwayeia.com.

Should you have any questions regarding the format of the upcoming workshop, please feel free to contact
Rhonda Kezema. You may also confirm or decline your attendance by contacting Rhonda at (204) 942-0654 or email
rkezema@intergroup.ca. We look forward to meeting with you again in June.

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

Denis De Pape
Principal and Senior Consultant
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Draft Meeting Notes Letter

Suite 604- 283 Partage Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoba
Rl 2ES

InterGroup | oo

oz (204) G43-3922

¥ \.| e mall: intergroup@intergroup.ca

July 14, 2004

SAMPLE LETTER

Dear <MNAME=:

RE: DRAFT MEETING NOTES FROM THE <WORKSHOP DATE>, STAKEHOLDER
WORKSHOP IN <LOCATION> REGARDING THE PROPOSED RED RIVER
FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT

Please find enclosed for your review and comment draft meeting notes from the <WORKSHOP DATE:=,
workshop in <LOCATIONM>, Manitoba regarding the proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project. We
have included copies to distribute to your members for their review. Please provide any comments you might
have by July 28, 2004. I can be reached at (204) 942-0654 or by e-mail at bmcgurk@intergroup.ca.

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

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

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

Ty M-

Brett McGurk
Research Analyst

Enclosure
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Final Meeting Notes Letter

Suite G04-203 Partage Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoba
FLB 2BS

“_I I:} el (204) B2 0654

o (2040 U435 34972
e-mail: intergroup@intergroup.ca

InterGrc

M § L A M

August 3, 2004
SAMPLE LETTER

Dear <MAME=:
RE: FINAL MEETING NOTES ON THE PROPOSED FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT

Please find enclosed the finalized notes from the workshop held on <WORKSHOP DATE=, in
<LOCATION=, Manitoba regarding the proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project. The final
version of the notes has been revised to reflect any comments that were received during the review
process, and will be included in a supplemental filing and posted on the Environmental Assessment
Team's web site (www.floodwayeig.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.

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

TRy M

Brett McGurk
Research Analyst

Endlosure
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1.2.2.1 Ste. Agathe Workshop

Invitation List

DR. ROB STEWART MR. ROBERT DUERKSEN

North Ritchot Action Committee 768 Association Inc.

MR. MORRIS MOROZ MR. FRANK WOYTOWICH

Market Gardener Red River Valley Group

MR. ALBERT SUMKA MR. BOB STARR

Market Gardener Ritchot Concerned Citizen’s Committee Inc.

Supplementary Filing Page1-9 Public Involvement Program Update
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Sign in Sheet

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

Thursday, June 3, 2004 @ 6:15 p.m.

Name (Please Print) Ste. Agathe Workshop - Organization
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Workshop Notes

Manitoba Floodway Expansion Project — Round 3 Stakeholder Workshops - EIA

Workshop Highlights

Ste. Agathe Hall — Ste. Agathe, Manitoba
June 3, 2004

In Attendance

For North Ritchot Action Committee
P. Clifton (left meeting early but returned)
R. Stewart

For Red River Valley Group
D. Ford
F. Woytowich

For Ritchot Concerned Citizens’ Committee
R. Starr {left meeting early)
M. Clifton (left meeting early)

For 768 Association
R. Loudfoot

For KGS
R. Carson

For Environmental Assessment Team
J. Osler - TetrES/InterGroup

D. Morgan — TetrES/InterGroup

D. De Pape — TetreS/InterGroup

B. McGurk — TetrES/InterGroup

D. Harron — TetrES/InterGroup

For Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

D. Peterson

R. Hay — Floodway Engineer

B. Peter — Manager — Design and Contracts

D. McNeil — Vice President — Hydraulics (left meeting early)

Ste. Agathe Workshop — Round 3 1
June 3, 2004
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Purpose of Workshop

The session was one of three workshops being held with organizations interested in the proposed
Floodway Expansion Project. This series of workshops were part of the second round of the Public
Involvermnent Program (PIP) for the Floodway Expansion Project Environmental Impact Assessment.

The purposes of the second round of workshops were to:

s  Review status of EIA
o Present initial EIA findings
+ Obtain input on possible mitigation measures

Workshop Process

The Ste. Agathe workshop was part of Round Two of the PIP associated with the EIA of the proposed
Floodway Expansion Project. Organizations that were invited to Round One workshops to identify their
issues, perspectives and concerns about the project were also invited to participate in Round Two
workshops to hear about initial EIA findings and provide comments on possible mitigation measures.

The sessions proceeded as follows:

¢ A light meal with an opportunity to preview the open house storyboards

s Hear a presentation on initial EIA findings combined with a question and answer period

« Round Table session providing each participant with an opportunity to comment on initial EIA
findings.

During the open discussion and round table session:

¢ Stakeholder representative asked questions, offered perspectives, and commented on the initial
EIA findings.

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

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

Ste. Agathe Workshop — Round 3 2
June 3, 2004
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General comments from attending organizations

The organizations stated that the compensation legislation is very important to them. They noted that
MFEA's open house in Howden was not sufficient consultation on the legislation. The organizations also
expressed disappointment that they were not provided the opportunity to shape the legislation. They
should have been given this opportunity since the people they represent are a primary target audience
for the legislation. They pointed out that the compensation bill is about to go to second reading and they
have not been invited to comment on it to date.

There are many aspects of the legislation that residents south of the floodway are not pleased with.
First, residents feel that it is inappropriate to have the Province, which is responsible for operating the
floodway, also adjudicating compensation claims. Second, residents are frustrated that their right to sue
has been taken away. Third, attendees noted that it is important to maintain land values in the area, and
that compensation should be tied to the land. A negotiated agreement between the landowner and
government, not legislation is the preferred vehicle for addressing compensation claims.

Many of the attendees strongly feel that the operating rules that were formalized in 1999 should be
included in the assessment of the project. They asserted that granting a licence for the project and
allowing the floodway to operate with the current operating rules is inappropriate. They contend that
licensing the project would also mean implicitly licencing the floodway operating rules. One comment
made by attendees is that they would like to see the floodway operate below state of nature for the
protection of residents of the RM of Ritchot.

A high level of frustration was expressed about the Floodway Expansion project and its EIA not

adequately dealing with and sclving outstanding issues associated with operation of the Existing
Floodway.

Key perspectives and issues of workshop participants

North Ritchot Action Committee {NRAC)
In the existing environment, is the maximum operation elevation 768 or 775 feet Above Sea Level (ASL)?

Response - The maximum operation elevation at the upstream side of the Inlet Control Structure is 778
feat ASL.

Is the City of Winnipeg's Waste and Water System part of the effects assessment?
Response - The Gty of Winnipeg's proposed flood profection pirojects are not within the scope of the

effects assessment. However, the cumulative effect analysis will consider improvements fo the Gity of
Winnjpeg's flood profection works because they are planned future projects.

Ste. Agathe Workshop — Round 3 3
June 3, 2004
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Are the Shellmouth Dam and Portage Diversion part of the effects assessment? It is important to include
these two projects when determining natural water levels.

Response - The Shellmouth Dam and Partage Diversion are part of the existing emvironment but will not
be included in the effects assessment since their operation fs not affected by Floodway Expansion.

A holistic approach to Environmental Assessment approach is imperative. Therefore, the Shellmouth
Dam and Portage Diversion need to be considered and assessed in the Environmental Impact
Assessment. Their operation is not affected by the expansion, but the expanded floodway is affected by
their operation and they factor into the definition of natural water levels, into the operation above and
below natural and therefore compensation. Moreover, they are patently included in the “cumulative
effects” aspect of 16(1) and 16(2) of CEAA. The current environmental review is to satisfy the
requirements of CEAA.

Who does the Shellmouth Dam and Portage Diversion benefit?

Response — For flood situations, the Shellmouth Dam and Portage Diversion are operated to benefit
Winnipeg primarily. However, the Shelimouth Dam is afso a muftipurpose structure for water supply,
flood protection and recreation for those Manitobans upstream and downstream of the dam.

What is the level of flood protection for residents south of the inlet without deepening?

Response - Without deepening the floodway channel, the level of flood protection is 1 in 120 to I in 140
year flood event for residents south of the inlet.

MRAC, as well as other attendees, were disappointed to find ocut that their level of flood protection has
been reduced from 1 in 250-year flood, which the SAFE study claimed, to flood protection in the range of
1in 120 to 1 in 140 year flood event.

The organization claimed that reducing the impacts of not deepening the floodway channel is to reduce
the level of upstream protection. This has not been adequately recognized in the information presented
on initial floodway impacts. Both the positives and negatives of not deepening must be included on the
storyboards, not just the positives.

In 1997 was the water within a foot of the primary dykes in Winnipeg? The new operating rules say that
no place in the City should water be less than two feet from the top of the primary dyke and, if so, more
water will be held back with less going around the city. This would cause backwater flooding and is a
large concern for residents south of the inlet.

Response — The peak water level in 1997 in 5t Norbert was within two feet of the legislated Flood
Frotection Lewvel {1980) and within one foot of the actual primary dike fop elevation {constructed in
1950/51).

Ste. Agathe Workshop — Round 3 4
June 3, 2004
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It was brought to the attention of the EA Team that using a return frequency in the presentation
materials rather than characterizing flood events as “large” or "extreme” would be more useful.

Will the dykes protect the residents of Ste. Agathe if the water is allowed to reach 778 ASL at the inlet?

Response - Under extreme flood operations wherein the levels at the Inlet Control Structure would be
allowed to rise fo an elevation of 778 feet ASL, the dykes would not be able fo protect the residents of
Ste, Agathe. The dvking system, however, would protect residents in the 773 to 774 foot ASL range.

A representative commented that it is important for the EA Team to provide information directly to the
residents in the community and not rely on Councillors for disseminating information.

Response — The public open houses for the EIA and MFEAS consulfation process were infended to allow
the general public to discuss the project and provide the EA Team and MFEA with their concems.

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?

Respanse — Water levels with the expanded floodway will be fower than with the existing Aoodway
immediately south of the infet confrol structure for major food events (1997) and will be similar for
extreme food evenis (1 in 700 and larger). For 3 1997 bype flood eveni, water levels would be
approximately 1.5 feet lower at the inlet and tapering to no effect at Ste. Agathe.

An MRAC representative commented that it would be helpful to have the storyboards numbered at future
meetings so people can specify which storyboards that they have comments about.

A representative was of the opinion that the City of Winnipeg should be responsible for the effects
upstream until the operating rules have been reviewed.

One representative asked whether he could use Grand Pointe water level information as a proxy for flood
protection for his home on Marchand Road — 3 kilometres south of the inlet because the immediate
forebay area is not shown in any of the storyboards.

Respanse — This location showld be guite accurate.

It is important to include a slide in the presentation materials and storyboards about what the expanded
floodway will not do.

What level of protection will the dykes provide?

Response - The level of protection of the dykes would be approximately 773 to 774, Anything in the 778
and residents would be flooded.

Ste. Agathe Workshop — Round 3 3
June 3, 2004
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Have engineers outside of the province, mnamely 1IC engineers, reviewed and evaluated engineering
design of components of the project?

Respanse - 4 group of outside engineers have reviewed KGS' plans. Moreover, there is a consortivm of
enginesrs working on the project, not just KGS.

A representative of NRAC commented that he does not see the engineering firms working on the project
as credible. He postulated that since most of the engineering firms are based in Winnipeg no one would
be against the project because they have flood protection and the Province and the City are regular
clients. He has had to resort to hiring engineers outside of the province to assess the project.

Ritchot Concerned Citizens’ Committee

Does the effects assessment include summer operations?

Respanse - The EI4 focuses on effects of the project, and summer operation is not included in the effects
assessment. However, summer operation of the floodway will be addressed in the cumulative effects

analysis.

A representative of the committee was disappointed that nowhere on the storyboards was it mentioned
the large amount of debt caused by flooding for those residents south of the inlet.

When will the separate consultation for the compensation legislation begin?

Response - The public had the opportunity fo provide comments on the legisiation through MFEAS public
consuitation events held from April fo May 2004, FProposed Legisfative Bills also have a separafe public
involvement process.

Does mitigation include mitigating adverse effects?

Respanse - Mitigation includes attempling fo reduce adverse effects of the profect specifically.

Can the public participate when the proposed compensation legislation goes to second reading?

Response - The public is allowed to participate in the review of any proposed legisiation.

What is the financial contribution of the Federal Government to the project?

Response — To data, the Federal Government has committed to contributing $120 million.

It was noted that residents south of the inlet should not have to pay for the expansion of the floodway
considering it largely benefits the City of Winnipeg.

Ste. Agathe Workshop — Round 3 ]
June 3, 2004
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The group was informed that residents south of the floodway realize the importance of the floodway.
However, they feel that they are being sacrificed to protect the residents of Winnipeg, and they are
angered that there are still ocutstanding compensation claims from the 1997 flood. They expect
compensation in the future to be dispersed efficiently and equitably.

The floodway bridges are 40 years old and have seen no maintenance. Is it imperative that the
structures are replaced?

Response — With the current channel design all vehicular bridges would have to be replaced. It was also
defermined that due to the conditions of the bridges it was more cast effective fo replace the bridges
rather than retrofit the vehicular bridges. It is the Provinces responsibility for maintaining the bridge
structures.

One attendee noted that it has been recognized that summer operation of the floodway affects riverbank
stability, but no further consideration has been given by the Province to riprapping the banks upstream of
the inlet.

Both representatives of the organization left the workshop early, and for the following reasons:

1. Both representatives thought residents upstream of the Inlet Control Structure were receiving 1
in 250 year flood protection as a result of the project. At the workshop, the organization was
informed that their level of flood protection would be up a 1 in 140 year flood event.

2. Representatives of the organization thought that MFEA was going to hold separate consultation
processes on the compensation legislation and summer operations. It was brought to their
attention that MFEA held those discussions during its round of public involvement in April.
Representatives claimed that the environmental assessment process was not transparent and
open due to MFEA not having separate consultation processes on the abowve topics. The
organization also commented that MFEA must be more sensitive to upstream residents’ concerns,
noting that upstream residents have suffered greatly since 1997, and many of the residents have
not financially recovered since the 1997 flood and are under a great deal of stress and anxiety
over the situation.

Who should the organization contact to address their concerns on the consultation processes with respect
to the compensation legislation and summer operations?

MFEA Response — Steve Topping, Director of Water Branch, Department of Water Stewardship, was
identified as the person these concerns should be directed fo.

Robert Starr, Maxine Clifton, and Doug McMeil left the meeting in frustration before it was completed.

What effects can upstream residents expect with the floodway expansion during a 1997-type flood under
the current operating rules, including the effects of wave action from passing boats and wind?

Ste. Agathe Workshop — Round 3 7
June 3, 2004
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MFEA Response — With a repeat of the a 1997 flood with and expanded floodway and current operating
rufes, the resultant peak water level would be approximately 18 inches fower at the Floodway Inlet
Structure reducing to na difference at Ste. Agathe. The fiood protection warks in the valley constructed
since the 1997 flood were reguired to meet the 1997 flood peak plus two feet of freeboard. Freeboard is
a "safefy factor” against thing such as waves if the water fevel s at the 1997 level,

Note: Various participants at the meeting, including representatives of both NRAC and RCCC, noted in
review of the meeting nofes that their understanding of the response provided at the workshop was that
during a 1997 equivalent flood event with the Expanded Floodway, water fevels would be at the top of
the existing flood profection fevel and would overfop i subjected to the wake of 3 passing boat.

Red River Valley Group

The scope of the project needs to be broadened to include flood protection for the entire Red River
Vallay, not just focusing on flood protection for Winnipeg.

How much money is being saved by reducing excavation by 10,000 million cubic yards?

Respanse - An exact doflar amount is not currently avaiabie.

If costs for the proposed Floodway Expansion Project are reduced by changes to the amount of
excavation, some of the savings should be used to improve flood protection for those south of the

floodway inlet?

Response — The project is esfimated to cost approximately 660 million dollars. The increased cost to
replace the bridges will be partiy offset by the reduced cost of excavating less material.

What erosion control measures are in place for the inlet and outlet?

Respanse - The outlet will be widened and designed to dissipate the energy of water as i exits at the
outlet.  Riprapping will occur immediately north of the outlet on the west bank and will extend for
approximately one kifometre north over the area where erosion could occur from the water discharged
from the expanded flioodway. For the infel, additional mprapping will be done on the upstream side of the
structure itself to meet current design standards and handle extreme floods.

Was the recreational component of the project factored into the benefit/cost analysis?

Respanse — The benefit/cost analysis did not indlude possible recreational opportunities associated with
the project.

How far east would floodwaters travel for areas south of the inlet if we experienced a 1 in 700 year
flood?

Ste. Agathe Workshop — Round 3 8
June 3, 2004
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Response - The water would extend for approximately 3 miles further than the 1997 flooded area.
What is the life expectancy of the inlet structure?

Respanse - The inlet structure has a life expeciancy of approximately 75 years. However, a wel-
maintained structure could last up fo 100 years.

Is there a plan to replace the inlet structure?

Response - The inlet structure will not be replaced because the dam safety analysis has determined that
it is sound. There will be upgrades to the structure for security and other reasons.

Why in 1997 were reinforcement rods placed in the structure?

Respanse — Reinforcement rods were placed in the structure for safely precautions. There was a concern
that the two beams that support the hydraulic cplinders were suspect. Normally the cylinders have an
upward force on the gate. At a ceriain time in the stroke they become net buoyant and once past that
condition it was thought that they would pull right out of the concrete. New anchors have now been
installed.

Is 6 per cent of the cost for the project allocated to recreation?

Respanse - No final decision fias been made with respect to funding recreational oppartunities associated
with the project.

& representative feels that the province is in a conflict of interest by being both responsible for the
operation of the floodway and resclving compensation claims.

What is the design for the new bridge structures?

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

How much land will be required for the purpose of the Project?

Respanse — A maximum of 500 acres (200 hectares) of land s to be acguired in floodway channel area;
this amount has decreased from the original design where 1000 acres of land were needed. The exact
location is not known but should be documented in the ETA.

What was determined through the inlet safety analysis?

Response - It was determined that enhancements are necessary at the infet control structure such

improved fire protection system and instalfation of additional riprap. It was also defermined that the infet
cowld withstand the design flood and the water level of 778 feet ASL.

Ste. Agathe Workshop — Round 3 9
June 3, 2004
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Did recreation lead the design of the floodway channel?

Respanse - Mo. The Province determined that instead of using the floodway only for food protection that
it would consider recreational opportunities that do not interfere with its primary purpose.

768 Association

For a 1997-type flood and an expanded floodway the water levels will be roughly 1.5 lower at the
structure tapering to no effect in Ste. Agathe. Will the water levels be the same regardless of the cross-
section of the channel?

Responses - Although the exact numbers are not currently available, the numbers should not change
significantly with the difference in the channel cross-section. One benefit for upstream residents will be
less frequent operation above natural water levels with an expanded floodway.

Is the City protected from a 1 in 700 year flood with the change in channel design?

Respanse - The City of Winnipeg will be protected from a 1 in 700 year flood event regardless of what
the final channel design will be.

When will each segment of the project be completed?

Respanse - The goal of the project s to have the floodway in a siate so it could be operated during an
amergency each spring.

Will the inlet lip berm be lowered to allow water to enter into the floodway at a lower level? Attendees
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 infet lip is at its current elevation fo reduce
the chance of ice entering into the Roodway.

A representative commented that he was concerned with the operating rules; his experience with EIA
processes is that when a project is granted a licence that it is allowed to be built and operate based on
the current "rules”. He feels that licensing this project will also mean implicitly licencing the floodway
operating rules, which he feels should be included in the scope of the Environmental Assessment.

Ste. Agathe Workshop — Round 3 10
June 3, 2004
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1.2.2.2 Selkirk Workshop

Invitation List

MR. JACK JONASSON MR. JIM STINSON
Coalition for Flood Protection North of the Floodway Selkirk, MB

MR. DON PEARSON MR. GARY MACKINNON
Selkirk and District Planning Board Springhill Winter Park

MR. JAKE BUHLER MR. STU MCKAY

Cook’s Creek Conservation District Cats on the Red

MR. ANDY SZUKIEWICZ
Bird’s Hill Park
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Workshop Notes

Manitoba Floodway Expansion Project — Round 3 Stakeholder Workshops - EIA
Workshop Highlights

Selkirk Legion — Selkirk, Manitoba
June 15, 2004

In Attendance

For Coalition for Flood Protection Morth of the Floodway
1. Jonasson

N. Smith

D. Chorney

For Selkirk District Planning Board
D. Pearson

For Birds Hill Park
A, Swizderski

Area residents
1. Stinson
D. Allan

For KGS
R. Carson

For Acres
G. Mohr

For UMA
E. Blais

For Environmental Assessment Team
J. Osler — TetrES/InterGroup

D. Morgan — TetrES/InterGroup

B. McGurk — TetrES/InterGroup

For Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority
D. Petersan

B. Peter

D. McNeil

Selkirk Workshop — Round 3 1
June 15, 2004
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Purpose of Workshop

The session was one of three workshops being held with organizations interested in the proposed
Floodway Expansion Project. This series of workshops were part of the second round of the
Public Involvement Program (PIP) for the Floodway Expansion Project Environmental Impact
Assessment.

The purposes of the second round workshops were to:

+ Review status of EIA
« Present initial EIA findings
« Obtain input on possible mitigation measures

Workshop Process

The Selkirk workshop was part of Round Twe of the PIP associated with the ELA of the proposed
Floodway Expansion Project. Organizations that were invited to Round One workshops to
identify their issues, perspectives and concerns about the project were also invited to participate
in Round Two workshops to hear about initial EIA findings and provide comments on possible
mitigation measures.

The sessions proceedad as follows:

« A light meal with an opportunity to preview the open house storyboards

* Hear a presentation on initial EIA findings combined with a question and answer period

+ Round table session providing each participant with an opportunity to comment on initial
EIA findings.

During the open discussion and round table session:

¢ Stakeholder representative asked questions, offered perspectives, and commentad on
the initial EIA findings

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

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

Coalition for Flood Protection North of the Floodway (CFINF)

Members of CFNF are displeased that the Environmental Assessment only considers the effects
associated with the Floodway Expansion Project and does not address problems with the Existing
Floodway. Members of the organization indicated that the Floodway Expansion would
exacerbate problems such as ice jamming north of the floodway outlet. They view MFEA as
inheriting the floodway and its associated problems and that the scope of the project should
include remedying these existing problems.

Selkirk Workshop — Round 3 2
June 15, 2004
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CFMNF met with Terry Sargeant, Chair of the CEC and he indicated that alternatives to the project
would not be considered, but the presentation suggests alternatives will be considered.

Response - The E£IS will provide a brief ovenview on what flood protection alfernatives were
assassed in the past such as the Ste. Agathe defention structure; however, an examination of
indivigual alternatives will not be ncluded. A decision was made that the Floodway Expansion
was the best option for flood protection for Winnipeg.

Which alternatives will be noted in the EIS?
Response — All of the alfernatives will be mentioned in the EIS.

Dunning Crossing is an important transportation route for emergency wvehicles and is often
inaccessible during times of high precipitation. Is this problem considered part of the existing
environment?

Response — This issue is considered part of the existing environment and will nof be included in
the Environmental Assessment. The issue would remain if the Project did not proceed.

Will the EIA discuss the proposed compensation legislation?

Response - The EIA will acknowledge that there is compensation legisiation and it will be
addressed in the cumulative effects analysis.

CFMF is upset that their right to sue has been taken away via the proposed compensation
legislation.

Why was a downstream effects title not included in the presentation materials?

Response — The FIF materials do address downstream effects under the general effects heading
of the presentation.

CFNF noted that during floodway operation it takes 12 hours for the water to reach the outlet
through the city, while through the floodway it takes & hours. CFNF feels that the time delay
could result in a double dosage of water that impacts ice jamming, causing subsequent
backwater flooding. The organization noted that this time shift and its subsequent effects are
unnatural. The organization commented that with the expanded floodway the problem would
only be exacerbated because water levels would increase and flow at increased velocities.

Response - There are several areas in Selkirk that are prone fo fce jams such as Breezy Poini,
Sugar Island and the Selkirk Bridge. The engineering studies have concluded that the Froject will
not have any significant impact on ice jams. The maximum design flows of the existing and
expanded floodway are greater than what ice jams can withstand. The reported impact of the
floodway includes a fow 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 lkely that the ice jam
would still be in place.

CFNF reiterated that it would like the engineering calculations for water flows of the Red River
and the floodway at the time water exits the floodway outlet in Lockport during a flood event.

CFMNF is not pleased with the quality of information on ice jamming north of the outlet. The
organization noted that an in-depth study is required on ice jamming north of the outlet.

Selkirk Workshop — Round 3 3
June 15, 2004
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What was learned about ground water quality and quantity?

Response - The final report on groundwater guality and quantity still has fo be completed. One
impoitant issue that is still being investigated s the possibility of surface water entering into the
aquiter.

The organization feels that people north of the floodway deserve the same level of flood
protection as those individuals in the city and south of the floodway.

There is a history of frustration with residents north of the outlet with inequitable distribution of
financial assistance provided by the government of Manitoba to those who are affected by
flooding. After the 1997 flood, for example, residents south of the inlet received $110 million for
flood proofing their homes, $700 million is now being spent to protect the City of Winnipeg, and
very little financial assistance has been provided to residents north of the outlet.

The proposed compensation legislation only talks about artificial flooding. CFNF asked how the
Provincial government would compensate the farmer who has a feedlot and cannot operate it
anymore due fo flooding. The proposed legislation does not address this issue.

CFNF attended a preliminary CEC meeting on the scope of what could be discussed at the
hearings and they were disappointed about the limited scope.

Why was there was no advertising in the Selkirk Journal the week of the open house in Selkirk?

Response — The open house was advertised two weeks ago. At the first open house, the public
commented that that providing the notice only 3 week in advance was not enough time, so it was
decided to advertise two weeks in advance of the opan house.

The organization felt that they should be afforded the opportunity to hire independent
consultants to evaluate information provided throughout the entire Environmental Assessment
process, not just at the hearings. This is perceived as a major flaw of the Environmental
Assessment process,

How will groundwater pollution from wastewater from the Highway 59 trailer court lagoon that
empties into the floodway be addressed?

Response - This f5 an existing situation that is required fo meet wastewater discharge reguiations
and is not part of the project. Waler Stewardship is the provindial department responsible for
water guality concerns of this nature. The wastewater discharges into the floodway from various
sources are not part of MFEA's mandate.

There are locations in the floodway where the aquifer has been exposed when the original
floodway was constructed. Periodically, water comes out of the ground and groundwater
contamination is a large concern. Will this problem be remedied with the current project?

Response — Addressing this issue is not within the scope of the Project or the Environmental
Assessment.  Where construction or gperation of the Floodway Expansion Project has the
potential to adversely impact groundwater aguifers, appropriate mitigation steps will be faken fo
address this.  This continues to be studied. Floodway Expansion will not make this situation
worse,

Selkirk Workshop — Round 3 4
June 15, 2004
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The organization was pleased to hear that floodway channel deepening has been reduced to
avoid possible groundwater effects.

CFNF believes the additional volume of water north of the floodway outlet during extreme flood
events needs to be mitigated against. This artificial flooding will have a large impact on residents
north of the outlet.

Area Residents

If it is determined that the project will cause significant environmental effects, is it possible to
explore alternatives?

Response — The Environmental Assessment assesses the effects of the project and identifies
ways fo mitigate those effects. If it is determined that the residual effects of the project are too
severe, a decision couwld be made not to proceed with the project. The Environmental
Assessment process does not provide for re-assessment of past alternatives.

Where does the EIS go? Who reviews it?

Response — The EIS will be submitted fo Manifoba Consenvalion. Once the EIS is released by,
Manitoba Conservation, members of the public fiave 60 days fo the review the document and to
provide comments., MFEA will be required to respond to these comments and address any
guestions raised by Manitoba Conservation and others. Subsequently, public hearings will be
held by the Clean Environment Commission {CEC). The fhearings will be conducted to review the
EIS and issues raised by the public in the Environmental Assessment process. The CEC repoits
the findings and provides advice and recommendations fo the provincial Minister on issues
discussed at the hearings. The minister will then make a decision on whether or not the project
Showld be granted a ficence. Federally, the EIS will be proviged fo the federal responsible
authorities [Infrastructure Canada and Fisheries and Oceans Canada) for consideration in their
separate screening process. The draft screening report will be available for public review and
comment and these commenits will be considered in finalizing the report and making a
determination as reguired under CEAA.

Does the EIA advocate mitigation first and then compensation if necessary?

Response - Emphasis is placed first on mitigating any adverse effects of the project and, if
necessary, compensation.

It is difficult to put a dollar amount on guality of life and this is inevitably tied to the quality of
water. The attendee commented that quantifying quality of life is necessary and needs to be
included in the EIS. Also, if his quality of life was affected by the project, the only form of
compensation would be for the provincial government to buy him out.

What do you mean when you say "summer” operation? One individual thought that the term
needed to be changed to accurately reflect what it means.

Response - Summer operalion & related fo the perod over the summer months (June, July,
August) when rainfall is infense over a short duration.

Are there plans to reinstate the Red River Dredging Program? Where has dredqging taken place in
the past?

Selkirk Workshop — Round 3 5
June 15, 2004
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Response - There has been no decision by the Federal Government on whether the Red River
Dredging Program will be reinstated. There are four areas along the Red River from Selkirk to
the mouth of Lake Winnipeg where dredging has occurred in the past.

When will the EIS be submitted?

Response — The £IS will be submitted in early August 2004.

Who are the regulators for the project?

Response — Federally, the regulators (Responsible Authorities) are the Department of Fisheries
and Oceans [DFO), and Infrastructure Canada. Other federal parties, including representatives
from the Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency and Transpoit Canada are also invelved.

Frovincially, Manitoba Conservation is the regulator.

What happens if the federal responsible authorities do not feel that the assessment was sufficient
or the adverse effects are too severe?

Response - The federal responsible authorities have fo review the £IS and if the assessment does
not meet the requirements of CEAA the project will not pioceed. The purpose of CEAA is fo
ensure that any project that is funded by the Federal Government or that affects federal
Jurisdiction meets certain environmental standards.

Are the City of Winnipeg upgrades part of the project?

Response - The City of Winnipeg upgrades are not part of the £I4, but will be addressed in the
cumuiative effects analysis because they are planned future projects.

Slide 18 of the appendix presentation should be changed to, "Ice jamming on the Red River will
be related to the operation of the expanded floodway”. The individual claims that the project will
result in faster and higher water flows.

Interested organizations should be afforded the opportunity to hire independent consultants to
evaluate information provided throughout the entire ELA process, not just at the CEC hearings.
Attendees perceive this as a major problem with the Environmental Assessment process.

What part of the floodway will be deepened up to two feet?

Response - It fas not been defermined what locations will be deepened wp fo two feet. The EIA
will indicate what areas of the floodway channe! will be deepenead.

What six bridges will be replaced?
Response — All six vefiicular bridges crossing the floodway will be replaced: 1) 5t Mary's Road; 2)

FTH 59 Sputh; 3) Trans-Canada Highway No. 1 East; 4) PTH 15; 5) PTH 59 north; and &) PTH
4,

How long will construction be for the project?

Selkirk Warkshop — Round 3 &
June 15, 2004
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Response - The Foodway expansion project is planned fo be under construction from 2005 to
2008, However, the excavation is planned in a minimum of four segments fo fimit the amount of
time that construction occurs in any one area. The sequence of construction is expected fo be
from south fo norih.

What is a subsurface cutoff wall?

Response — A cuioff wall s 3 mitigation measure fo prevent segpage out of an aguifer when
excavating materials near an aquifer. A cutoff wall is being considered to avoid potential water
level reductions in the Birds Hill aguifer.

How will we find topics of concern in the EIS?

Response - There will be 3 table of contents, which will be broken down into various Chapters,
each one considering 3 particular element of the environmental assessment.  For example, the
Physical Environment chapter will discuss water levels and fows.

Does the way of life section of the EIA look at increased stress and anxiety levels due to the
threat of flooding?

Response - The EIS will contain a section on way of fife, which will look at how the project
influences strass and anxiety of those potentially affected.

One attendee noted that it angers him to hear people discussing how to improve recreational
opportunities associated with the project when his home and way of life are being threatened by
flooding.

When will people be able to see answers to other peoples questions via the website?

Response -The £4 Study Team responds directly fo the individuals who ask the guestions and do
not post the responses on the website for the general public. Some of the questions will be
answered in the EIS because the information is not currently available to provide a response,

How can people find out about issues in other potentially affected areas?

Response - The issue list at the end of the presentation provides a summary of the issues heard
during Round 1 of the EIA FIF. Also, on the EA website, all the meeting notes and the issues
report that summarizes the concerns raised by individuals during Round 1 of the EIA can be
downloaded.

One attendee noted that breaches in the aquifer need to be dealt with immediately and that a
court case could be brought against the provincial government if not done so. He feels that
widened the floodway will result in enlargening the breaches and, therefore, potentially allowing
floodway water to enter into the aquifer.

Who was responsible for the scope of the Project?

Response - A Praject Administration Team with representatives from a variefy of provincial and
federal departments was responsible for developing the EIS Froject Guidelines, which included
defermining the scope of the assessment. The EA Study Team is responsible for interpreting the
guidelines.

Selkirk Workshop — Round 3 7
June 15, 2004
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Is the project on schedule?

Response — The project is on schegule. IF the project fs granted an environmenial ficenss,
construction couwld commence in 2005,

What is the TAC? Who is on the TAC?

Response — The Technical Advisory Committese (TAC) was developed to review and provide
advice on the Floodway Expansion Project to the Provincial Administration Team (PAT). The TAC
is made up of representatives from federal and provincial departments that have an interest in
the Project, including the PFRA and Transport Canada.

Why are water levels north of the floodway going to be 1 foot higher at the outlet during extreme
flood events?

Response — During extreme evenis (1:700 year return) with the Existing Aoodway, general
flooding would occur throughout the City of Winnipeg. Water levels will be higher at the outlet
since water s not being stored in the Winnipeg Floodpiain and instead s transported through the
Floodway Expansion downstream. The higher water fevel is one foot at the outlet structure
tapering to zero at Lake Winnjpeg.

Residents north of the outlet deserve the same level of flood protection as those within the city
of Winnipeg and south of the inlet.

Selkirk District Planning Board
Is there a licence for the operation of the floodway?

Response - There is no license for the operation of the Existing Floodway. In 2002, the Federal
government passed on the responsibility fo the province with respect fo operating the foodway.
The cuirent operating rules outlined in 1999 are the operating rules that this Project is adopting.

Are there any guidelines that guide the Environmental Impact Assessment?

Response - Guidelines have been prepared pursuant to the requirement of The Manitoba
Enviranment Act and the Canadian Environmental Assessment Acft. The purpose of the
guidelines is to provide guidance to the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority on issues that
should be considered in the Environmenial Assessment of the Project and information that should
be contained in the Environmenital Impact Statement.

What is the objective of the CEC process?

Response - The Manitoba Clean Environment Commission s responsible for holding public
hearings for the project in accorgance with the EA and ficensing process.  The hearings will
review the EIS and issues raised during the EA process by the public. The CEC will report its
findings and provide advice and recommendations to the provincial Minister who decides whether
the project shouwld be ficenced.

Selkirk Workshop — Round 3 8
June 15, 2004
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Last year water hit the bottom of the bridge in Selkirk and could have caused significant
problems.  Since Selkirk receives many downstream effects it should receive monies for
infrastructure improvements.

Is the bridge in Selkirk going to be replaced?
Response - The bridge in Selkirk will not be replaced as this structure s not part of the Project.

What erosion control measures are in place for the inlet and outlet?

Response - The outlet will be widened and designed to dissipate the energy of water as it exits at
the outlet.  Riprapping will occur immediately north of the outlet on the west bank and will
extend for aporoximately one kilometre north over the area where erosion could occur from the
water discharged from the expanded floodway. For the inlet, additional riprapping will be done
on the upstream side of the structure itself to meet current design standards and handle extreme
floods.

It is important that the EA addresses problems with the existing floodway. Addressing these
issues is imperative in order to move forward and not exacerbate these problems.

What is the design for the new bridges?

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

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

Response - The capacity will not change; additional widening will allow it fo accommodate the
target design discharge of 140,000 cfs.

Birds Hill Park Representative

The representative appreciated the opportunity to learn about the concerns of other stakeholders
and information pertaining to the project. He noted that there appears to be many differing
opinions on the severity of the project effects, and that reaching common ground will likely be
difficult.

Selkirk Workshop — Round 3 9
June 15, 2004
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1.2.2.3 Winnipeg Workshop

Invitation List

MS GAILE WHELAN-ENNS
Manitoba Wildland

MR. MARK MYROWICH
International Erosion Control Association

MR. DENNIS CUNNINGHAM
International Institute of Sustainable Development

MR. CLIFF GREENFIELD
Pembina Valley Conservation District

MS JOAN MOORE
University of Manitoba - Faculty of Environment

MR. ALAN DIDUCK
University of Winnipeg Environmental Studies

ENVIRONMENTAL ACTION COMMITTEE
Manitoba Naturalists Society

MR. DON BELL
North Turnbull Drive Group

MR. JOHN SINCLAIR
Natural Resources Institute
University of Manitoba

MR. BRUCE HILDEBRAND
Consumers for Responsible Energy

MS PEGGY BAINARD-ACHESON
Native Orchid Conservation Inc.

MR. PAUL CLARKE
Manitoba Wildlife Rehabilitation Organization

MR. WAYNE HELGASON
Social Planning Council of Winnipeg

MS TRISH SELLERS
Water Wisdom

MR. HAROLD TAYLOR
Red River Basin Commission

MR. LARRY LEVENS
Ducks Unlimited

MS ELIZABETH FLEMING
Provincial Council of Women of Manitoba

MR. GARY MACKINNON
Springhill Winter Park
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Workshop Notes

Manitoba Floodway Expansion Project — Round 3 Stakeholder Workshops - EIA

Workshop Highlights

Fort Rouge Leisure Centre — Winnipeg, Manitoba

June 22, 2004

In Attendance

For Red River Basin Commission
H. Taylor
V. Rutherford

For Provincial Council of Women of Manitoba
L. Saunders

For International Erosion Control Association
V. Lee
D. Anthone

For Pembina Valley Conservation District
D. Alexander

For International Institute of Sustainable Development
D. Cunningham

For North Turnbull Drive Group
C. Gregory

D. Bell

E. Bell

Area resident
M. Olczyk

For KGS
D. Macmillan

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

J. Osler — TetrES/InterGroup

D. Morgan — TetrES/InterGroup

B. McGurk — TetrES/InterGroup

Winnipeg Workshop — Round 3 1
June 22, 2004
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D. Harron — TetES/InterGroup

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

J. Thompson — Vice-President — Transportation

B. Peter — Manager - Design and Contracts

Purpose of Workshop

The session was one of three workshops being held with organizations interested in the proposed
Floodway Expansion Project. This series of workshops were part of the second round of the Public
Invelvement Program (PIF) for the Floodway Expansion Project Environmental Impact Assessment.

The purposes of the second round of workshops were to:

« Review status of EIA
« Present initial EIA findings
« Obtain input on possible mitigation measures

Workshop Process

The Winnipeg workshop was part of Round Two of the PIP associated with the EIA of the proposed
Floodway Expansion Project. Organizations that were invited to Round One workshops to identify their
issues, perspectives and concerns about the project were also invited to participate in Round Two
workshops to hear about initial EIA findings and provide comments on possible mitigation measures.

The sessions proceeded as follows:

¢ A light meal with an opportunity to preview the open house storyboards

¢ Hear a presentation on initial EIA findings combined with a question and answer pericd

» Round table session providing each participant with an opportunity to comment on initial EIA
findings.

During the open discussion and round table session:

¢ Stakeholder representative asked questions, offered perspectives, and commented on the initial
EIA findings.

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

Winnipeg Workshop — Round 3 2
June 22, 2004
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The following are highlights from the evening’s discussion and are intended to capture the key points that
were raised or presented. They are not presented in the sequence that they were raised at the meeting,
nor are they a detailed or wverbatim transcription of what was said. The input received during the
workshop is presented by organization and not attributed to any one individual.

International Institute of Sustainable Development
Has the EIA PIP been reduced by one round?

Response — The PIF contains the same number of rounds of activities as described in Round One. Round
one (January/March 2004) related specifically to the EIA and initiated dialogue about the proposed
Project. Round Two [April/May) related both fo the EIA and key Froject elmentsd associated with MFEAS
mandate. Round Three [May/une) refates to the EIA and presents initial EI4 findings, in terms of
praject features, potential effects and potential mitigation. Round Four (September) will relate to the EIA
and will address the results set out in the EIS.

IISD is interested in looking at the effects of climate change on flooding and how climate change was
included in the modeling. The Institute is also interested in how the concept of adaptive management
was used in the project.

Area Residents
Why is a joint Environmental Assessment being conducted?

Response — Infrastructure Canada will be contributing federal funds to the Project and, therefore, has a
decision-making rofe in the Project under CEAA. Manitoba s requiremenis for environmental review and
licensing are set out in The Manitoba Environment Act. Canada and Manitoba have agreed that when an
environmental assessment of 3 project is required under both federal and provincial environment Acts, a
cooparative environmental assessment will be undertakean to produce the type and quality of information
and conclusions on enviranmental effects required by all federal and provincial parties making regulatory
decisions.

What will the water levels be downstream of the outlet for a 1 in 700 year flood event?
Response — For extreme flood events (1:700 year), downstream water fevels would be approximately 1

foot higher immediately north of the outlet fapering fo zero at Lake Winnjpeg. These water levels are
higher due to reduced ponding in Ritchot upstream of Winnipeg.

Winnipeg Workshop — Round 3 3
June 22, 2004

Supplementary Filing Page 1 - 38 Public Involvement Program Update



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project November 2004

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

International Erosion Control Association (IECA)
Is revegetation north of the outlet the only method being used to mitigate against erosion in the spring?

Respanse — There s no specific erosion control plan as of yet but one will be in place prior fo
construction.

Has information presented at the meeting been provided to those potentially affected residents
downstream of the outlet?

Respanse — The information presented at the meeting has been provided fo potentially affected residents
and councils north of the outlat through council meetings, opan houses and stakeholder workshops.

How were erosion and sedimentation studies conducted?

Response - Affernate sequences of construction were evaluated, with consideration of the erosfon
pofential of each of the schemes considered. An erosion risk assessment using the Corps of Engineers
HECSs numerical model was used fo evaluate the differences in erosion potential between each of the
opiions considered. The preferred construction sequence was based on the scheme which had the least
risk of erosion. The HECS sediment transport analysis soffware was used to guantify the magnitude of
segiment that could potentially be eroded from the Floodway Channel during construction if a spring
flood were to occur.

Will there be any opportunity to review the HEC 6 calculations?

Response — The public will be able to review the calculations as documented in the EIS. The EIS will be
available on the public registry when it is filed with Manitoba Conservation.

What will the level of detail be in the EIS for the revegetation plan and construction schedule?

Response — The above documents will be as complete as possible prior to filing the EIS. The completed
documents will be included in a supplementary filing folfowing EIS submission.

The IECA encourages the use of Certified Professionals in Erosion and Sediment Control (CPESC) during
environmental planning and construction of the project.

On slide 17 it mentions that activities will be managed so project related increases in total suspended
solids in the Red River would be within provincial and DFO guidelines — What is included in the
guidelines?

Response — Representatives of DFO and Manitoba Conservation are on the PAT, and any erosion control
measures to be implemented will be reviewed by the two departments and all applicable guidelines
adhered to.

Winnipeg Workshop — Round 3 4
June 22, 2004
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Has the EIA looked at current recreational use of the floodway and associated safety concerns? It was
menticned that currently many snowmeobilers are ignoring signage in the floodway and are snowmaobiling
in areas where they are not permitted.

Response — Part of MFEAS mandate is fo look at possible recreation opportunities associated with the
Floodway Expansion Froject. In March 2004, MFEA called for expressions of interests fo further explore
these opportunities. MFEA is currently reviewing the submissions and a report on what it received.
Safety concerns associated with recreational opportunities will also be addressed by MFEA.

Is there historical data on the gouge in the Existing Floodway Channel and its size?

Response — The gouge was present before the 1997 flood and expanded as a result of the 1997 flood.

Has any modelling been conducted on possible suspended solid levels if the floodway has to be used in
the summer during construction?

Response — The modelfing did not consider this event. No contingency measures fiave been put in place
for such an event but will be addressed prior fo construction.

What is the plan for the Seine River Siphon?

Response — There is no need fo move the siphon as once expected. A gatewall will be located within the
floodway spoil berm fo allow pipes fo be dlosed to prevent backwater Aooding from the floodway channe!
fo Grand Fointe,

Is there a danger of fish being caught in the floodway channel after a large flood?

Response - There are a series of pools and riffles in the floodway and fish have been known to become
stranded in these areas. The intention is fo create a continuous channel so fish do not remain in the
channel during the winter time and flooding.

Red River Basin Commission

Does the capacity of the Floodway Expansion change due to reduced deepening and increased widening
of the floodway channel?

Response — The capacity of the floodway will not be affected due fo changes to channel configuration.
The Floodway Expansion will be able to accommodate 140 000 cfs of water.

Will there be additional drop structures in Springfield due to poor drainage in the area?

Winnipeg Workshop — Round 3 3
June 22, 2004
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Response — The Springfield road drainage drop structures will be replaced and capacity improved to
accommodate future upgrading of local drainage systems.

There is a perception that erosion on the west bank at the outlet is a substantive problem. What will be
constructed to limit erosion on the west bank north of the outlet?

Respanse — The outlet will be widened and designed to dissipate the energy of wafer as it exits at the
outlet. Riprapping will occur immediately north of the outlet on the west bank and will be extended for
approximately one kilometre north of the existing riprap fo cover the area where erosion could potentially
occur from the water discharged from the Floodway Expansion.

How long is the floodway?

Response - The Existing Floodway is 46 kifometres long.

Where will the floodway channel start to be widened?

Respanse — The fioodway channel will be widened starfing at the intersection between the Emerson
subdivision and Highway 59. The reason for not starting fo widen the channel earfier is because of the
gaps constructed in the foodway channel embankment allow the inlet capacity of Expanded Floodway to
be reached without widening.

Will there be any construction for the first 3 miles of the floodway channel?

Response — There will be some work conducted on the low fow channel for the first 5 miles of the
floodway channel,

Will there be a benefit for the residents of Ritchot if the Floodway Expansion has to be used for summer
operation?

Response — There may be a slight benefit for Ritchot with an expanded fAoodway during summer
operation.

The amount of intervenor funding is inadequate for a project of this magnitude. The amount of
intervenor funding needs to be increased substantially.

Does the Existing Floodway handle water flows in the 60 000 to 70 000 cfs range?

Respanse — Under extreme flood events wherein the levels at the infet control structure wouwld be alfowed
to rise fo an elevation of 778 ASL, the Existing Floodway could accommuodate water flows of 90 000 ofs.

Is the impact caused by summer operation included in the EIA?

Winnipeg Workshop — Round 3 6
June 22, 2004
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Response — The operation of the Existing Floodway during the summer will be included in the EIS in the
discussion on cumulative effects and will farm part of the existing environment against which predicted
effects are assessed.

The organization felt that a model to indicate to the public how the floodway will accommodate 140 000
cfs of water would be very useful.

What will the scale for construction be in the summer vs. winter?
Response — The goal is fo try and construct as much of the project {adjacent to the River) as possible
during the winter months. By congucting construction activities in the winter, it will eliminate the need
for additional mitigation projects such as developing cofferdams.

Will the St. Mary’s bridge be replaced?

Respanse — The St Mary's Bridge will be replaced and the alignment changed to reduce the curvilinear
nature of the existing road.

Will the St. Mary’s bridge be higher and longer?
Respanse — All veliicular bridges to be replaced will be built higher and longer and with fewer piers.

Will a boat launch on the north side of the inlet be included in the project? There was a boat launch in
this location that was constructed following floodway construction.

Respanse — This will be considered by MFEA as part of its responsibility to fook at possible recreational
opportunities associated with the project.

Morth Turnbull Drive Group

Due to a reduction in floodway channel excavation, will the Floodway Expansion be able to accommodate
140 000 cfs of water?

Respanse — Due to increasing the height of the bridges so they do not impede water flow, the reduction
in despening the floodway channel will not affect the ability of the foodway fo accommodate design
fows.,

Residents have encountered ercsion problems north of the floodway gates during the last few years.
Some individuals have lost 25 to 30 feet of frontage recently. Residents feel that operating the inlet
control gates is increasing the welocity of water and wave action and, therefore, causing accelerated
riverbank erosion. What erosion protection measures will be in place at the inlet?

Winnipeg Workshop — Round 3 7
June 22, 2004
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Response — Additional riprapping will be done on the upstream side of the inlet structure embankments
to meet current design standards and to handle extreme floods. However, there will be no riprapping of
private property. The reason for the large amount of erosfon in recent years fs due fo larger flows of
water over the last decade.

One representative was disappointed that $700 million is being spent on flood protection for residents of
Winnipeg, while people downstream of the floodway outlet will experience higher water levels during
extreme flood events with no additional flood protection except for riprapping.

Will the reduction in property needed reduce the cost of the project?

Response — Overall, the project is shilf estimated to cost approximately $660 million. The increased cost
to replace the bridges will be partly offset by the reduced cost of excavating fess materiall The reduction
in land reguirements for the Floodway Expansion channel construction will not have & material impact on
the overall astimated cost of the Profect.

The organization is disappointed that £700 million is being spent to address only large floods. The

organization noted that money would be better spent trying to achieve better flood protection for all flood
events.

Provincial Council of Women of Manitoba

Will there by any dredging along the Red River?

Response — This [s 3 separate issue and there are no plans under Floodway Expansion fo reinstate the
Red River Dredging Program.

Pembina Valley Conservation District

Has global warming been taken into consideration in the engineering models?

Response — The cumulative effects analysis has induded global warming and its possible flood
implications.

Winnipeg Workshop — Round 3 8
June 22, 2004
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Response to Round 3 Questions

The following rationale should be considered in respect to the concern that has been raised.

e Without the Floodway, the riverbanks downstream of the Floodway would be subject to
relatively high velocity and stages because the full floodwaters of the Red River would pass
along this reach of the river. It is estimated, for example, that at a “natural flood” (no
Floodway) that would just peak at the top of river bank, the average velocity of flow in the
river (averaged over the cross sect ional area) at this location would be approximately 1.9
m/s under natural conditions.

e With the existing Floodway in place, this “bank-full” flood would be reduced in both water
level (by some 3.3 m), and in velocity to about 1.5 m/s.

e Similarly, for larger floods, such as for the magnitude of the 1997 event, this reach of river
would have been exposed without the Floodway to extensive flooding (over 2.5 m above the
top of the river bank). Velocities of flow would have reached about 2.4 m/s (averaged across
river cross section).

e With the Floodway in place, the stage for the 1997 event was limited to the top of the
riverbank (approximately) and velocities of flow of only 1.6 m/s. The damages due to
overtopping of the riverbank, including erosion of the riverbank and the adjacent land would
be eliminated. Some additional velocity along the river bank could be associated with the
concentration of outflow through the Floodway Control gates, and as the flow from the gates
spreads out into the river downstream, but it is estimated still to be less than what would
have occurred without the Floodway.

e For the expanded Floodway, the water levels along this reach will generally be lower than the
situation with the existing Floodway. Similarly, the outflow from the structure will generally
be reduced for all flood events. This further reduces the velocity along the riverbanks
downstream of the Floodway Inlet Control Structure, and lessens to an even greater extent,
the erosion potential compared to the pre-Floodway situation.
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Workshop Notes Tracker — Round 3

Status of Workshop Notes - Round Three

Date of Workshop [Note taker Internal Review MFEA Review Stakeholder Review - 1st draft Post on | Final version to Post on
Workshop date sent | date rec. | changes | date sent| date rec. | changes| date sent to Notes Sent - contact person of each | date rec. - including | changes | intranet stakeholders floodway eia
made made | stakeholders Org. Phone calls made and Roger website
North Ritchot Action Committee - Dr. Aug. 3 Yes Oct. 6 Oct.15
Ste. Agathe Rob Stewart
03-Jun-04{Workshop _ [Brett-1G |Jun.22 |Jun. 25 [yes Jun. 25 |Jun. 26 |yes Jul. 8 Yes
Ritchot Concerned Citizens' Committee Jul. 15 Yes
" Mr. Robert Starr " " "
768 Association - Mr. Robert Duerksen N/A
Red River Valley Group - Mr. Frank N/A
" Woytowich " ; "
Selkirk Coalition for Flood Protection North of N/A
15-Jun-04{Workshop |Brett-1G |Jun.30 |Jun. 30 |yes Jul. 2 Jul. 6 yes Jul. 14 the Floodway - Mr. Jack Jonasson Jul. 14 Aug. 3 Yes
Selkirk District Planning Board - Mr. Don N/A
" Pearson " " "
. Birds Bill Park - Mr. Robert Mauthe N/A . . .
" Area resident - Jim Stinson N/A " " "
" Area resident - Duncan Allan N/A " " "
Winnipeg Int. Erosion Control Assoc. - Mark
22-Jun-04|Workshop |Brett-1G [Jul. 15 Jul. 19 |yes Jul. 26 Jul. 26 |yes Jul. 28 Myrowich N/A Jul. 28 Aug. 12 Yes
" NRI - John Sinclair N/A " " "
Red River Basin Commission - Mr.
! Harold Taylor N/A " ! "
! North Turnbull Drive Group - Bonnie Bell N/A " " !
Provincial Council of Women of Mb -
" Ms. Elizabeth Fleming N/A " ! !
Pembina Valley Conservation District -
" Cliff Greenfield N/A " " "
! 1ISD - Mr. Dennis Cunningham N/A " ! !
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Action Items Tracker — Round 3

Date of Workshop Note Taker | Action/item request Who is Action/item
Workshop responsible request completed
03-Jun-04 Ste. Agathe Workshop Brett - IG N/A N/A N/A
15-Jun-04 Selkirk Workshop Brett - IG N/A N/A N/A
22-Jun-04 Winnipeg Workshop Brett - IG N/A N/A N/A
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1.2.3 MFEA Press Releases

Manitoba
Floodway Expansion Authority Room 200, 155 Carlton Street
I Winnipeg, ME  R3C 3HE
o Phone: (204) 945-4300
] Fax: (204) 948-2462

Release

July 28, 2004
For Immediate Belease

NEW MODEL TO ASSIST IN ENGINEERING OF
FLOODWAY OUTLET CONTROL STREUCTURE

Floodway Expansion Projects Builds on
Manitoba Research and Engineering Expertise

Winnipeg, Manitoba — Steve Ashton, Maniteba Minister of Water Stewardship, and Faymeond
Simard, Member of Parliament for 5t Boniface, on behalf of Reg Alecock, President of the
Treasury Board and Minister responsible for the Canadian Wheat Board, today vnveiled a new,
mnovative scale model designed to test the hydranlic performance of the proposed design of an
upgraded Floodway Outlet Control Structwre at the Hydraulics Research and Testing Facility at
the University of Manitoba.

“This project is an excellent example of how the benefits of the floodway expansion project flow
to various sectors of our economy,” said Ashton. “In this case, the University of Manitoba is
working with local engineering firms to provide analysiz of the proposed outlet design. This
mitiative builds on local expertise and represenfs an innovative partnership between the
academic, technology and business communities.”™

“Increased flood protection for Winnipeg 13 a national infrastructure priority and the Government
of Canada 13 pleased with the project’s progress and with the participation of the Unsversity of
Maniteba.” said Simard, on behalf of Aleock. “This scale model helps illustrate flood impacts on
a small scale, but it 15 also important to remember that the actual effects — economical,
environmental, social — of another major flood in Winnipeg are much more difficult to measure
and may have far more devastating consequences.”

“The scale model will be important for testing the hydraulic performance of the proposed
design ™ said Ernie Gilroy, CEO of the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority (MFEA). Tt
will help us to assess the impact of a new design on the expanded floodway and will help us to
ensure that the structure meets its flood protection objectives. We are pleased to be able to work
with the University of Manitoba and our engineers on this innovative project.”

As part of the Eed Biver Floodway expansion project, the current capacity of the existing
channel will increase from 1,700 cubic metres (60.000 cubic feet) of water per second to 4.000
cubic metres (140,000 cubic feet) per second. To ensure that the Floodway Outlet Control
Structure can accommodate the inereased discharge, an uwpgraded outlet structure is being
designed.

Can ad'ii Manitoba %’
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The 1:50 scale model will test and assess the hydraulic performance of the proposed design. The
testing will focus on velocities in the vicinity of the cutlet structure as well as energy dissipation
s0 as to mitigate any downstream erosion of an expanded flocdway. The cost for the project is
estimated at $110.000 and will include construction of the model, housing the model. testing at
the Civil Engineering Hydraulics Lab and further analysis by Acres Engineering Consultants.

“I felt very strongly that model testing of the proposed fleodway outlet structure should be done
in Manitoba and the Hydraulics Besearch & Testing Facility 13 well equipped to facilitate this
task.” said Professor Jay Doering, Head of Civil Engineering at the University of Manitoba.
“Partnering with local industry and government 15 both simulating and most welcome. Floodway
expansion is vet another example of the world class engineering that ccours in this province. 1
am fortunate and proud to be associated with this project.” added Prof Doering.

In the aftermath of the 1997 “flood of the century™, the Governments of Canada and Manitoba
mvested 5130 million in flood protection measures including 5110 million for roral Manitoba
comumuities. Owver the past vear, Canada and Manitoba have announced an additional $240
million to begin wotl on the floodway expansion — more than one-third the total project cost.
Canada has recognized the project as a national infrastructure priority.

—30-

Contact: Foonuk Modha,
Manstoba Floodway Expansion Authority
(204) 945-4178, (204) 945-4900 or 1-866-336-6353
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1.3 POST-ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FILING: ROUND 4

1.3.1 Advertising

Press Releases

Advertising for the 4™ Round of Public consultation began with the issuing of a press release on
September 10, 2004. The press release identified all of the opportunities available for the public to learn
about the floodway project, including the Public Information Booths at the St. Norbert Farmers Market,
the Selkirk Town Plaza and St. Vital Centre, and the Public Open Houses in Lorette, East St. Paul and the
University of Manitoba.

The press release was distributed to a list of Winnipeg and rural media, both print and electronic
including:

e (CJOB

e CBC Radio

e Winnipeg Free Press

e  Winnipeg Sun

e CKY-TV

e CBC Television

e Clobal Television

e A-Channel

e Selkirk Journal

e Steinbach Carillon

e Beausejour Review

e Western Producer

¢ Emerson Southeast Journal
e Headingley Headliner

e Scratching River Post

e Valley Leader

e The Red River Vally Eco

e Dawson Trail Dispatch

e Aboriginal Peoples Television Network
e CBWFT Winnipeg

e CKSB St. Boniface

e Manitoba Community Newspapers Association
e CFAM Altona

e CHSM Steinbach/AM 1250
e CKMW Winkler

e CKJS Winnipeg

o CKXL Winnipeg
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In addition to the news release distributed on September 10, a subsequent news release was issued on
September 24 inviting the public to view the Floodway Outlet Control Structure Model as part of the
Public Open House at the University of Manitoba on October 2. Media that attended the event included

Global Television, A-Channel, CKY-TV and the Winnipeg Free Press.

Print Advertisements

Newspaper advertisements were also undertaken in various Winnipeg and rural media commencing on

Monday, September 13, 2004. A schedule and samples of the advertising is as follows:

Table 1.3-1

Newspaper Advertising

Newspaper

Winnipeg Free Press

Saturday, September 18, 2004
Saturday, September 25, 2004

The Winnipeg Sun

Sunday, September 19, 2004

La Liberté

Thursday, September 16, 2004

Altona Red River Valley Echo

Monday, September 13, 2004

Steinbach Carillon

Thursday, September 16, 2004
Thursday, September 23, 2004

Selkirk Journal

Monday, September 13, 2004
Monday, September 20, 2004
Monday, September 27, 2004

November 2004

Advertisement Date

.,_,_,: heen listening to Manitobans about the proposed Red River Floodway
e

\‘r.-._.

I’ublg 2

I.emng: oﬂf Hw Floodway Expansion’s
Eqvmnmeﬂml Impact Statement (EIS)
&lff(e January 2004, the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority (MFEA) has

expansion project, Your Input has helped shape and improve the floodway
project. Last monith, MFEA submitted an Enviranmental Impact Statement (EIS)
1o Manitoba Conservation for review. A fourth round of public consultation has
been schedubed so you can b=arn more about the project’s EIA,

MFEA representatives will be avallable at public information booths at the
Tollowing locations:

5t. Norbert Saturday, September 18 Farmers Market

3514 Pembina Highway
Selkirk Saturday, September 25 Selkirk Town Mlaza

366 Main Street
Winnipeg Sunday, %S

In addition, Public Open Houses will take place at the followlng locations:

Lorette Manday, September 27 Lorette Parich Hall
5:00 - 8:00 p.m. 1282 Dawson Road

East 5t Paul ‘Wednesday, September 23 Henderson Highway Legion Hall
5:00 - 8:00 pm. 3600 Devries

Winnipeg Saturday, Dctober 2 Engineering Busilding
9:00 am, - 00 p.m. University of Manitoba

For more infermation, please visit our website at
wwuﬂnodmnuthmm or contact us at:

Authority

0155 aon e
Winnipeg, MB R3C 3HE
- Toll fl:ee: 1-800-356-6355_
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Manitoba
Floodway Expansion Authority Room 200, 155 Carfton Streat
[ Winnipeg, ME  R3C 3HE
¢ Phone: (204) 945-4300
=3 Fax: (204) 9482462

Release

August 6, 2004
For immediate Eelease

EXVIEONMENTAL IMPACT STATFMENT FILED FOR
RED RIVER FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT

Public Consultations Result In Siznificant
Improvements to Floodway Project: Gilroy

Winnipeg, MB — Emie Gilroy, CEO of the Manitoba Fleodway Expansien Authority (MFEA)
has announced that significant improvements fo the Fed Biver Floodway expansion project have
been identified in the project’s Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that has been filed with
Manitoba Conservation in accordance with the Mamitoba Environment Act.

“Simnce January, MFEA and cur environmental consultants have been listening to the concerns of
local residents from all corners of the region regarding their views on the Floodway Expansion
Project,” said Gilroy. “T am pleased to report that significant project improvements have resulted
from owr public consultation process including groundwater protection, improved land drainage
structures, improved transportation  infrastructure and a reduction in land  acquisition
requirements. These improvements have strengthened our EIS and have contributed to help male
this project a model for sustainable development.”™

Gilroy noted that the Enviconmental Impact Statement concludes that the Projeci, after the
implementation af mitigation measures outlined in the EIS, is expected to create no significant
adverse effects on the biephysical or related socio-economic envirennments.

After the flood of 1997, the International Joint Commission (ITC) concluded that Winnipeg s at
risk of major floods larger in magnitude than the 1997 event, and that the potential damages in
the City of Winnipeg due to such floods would be greater than $10 billion for a 1 in 700 vear
flood. Gilrov noted that, in addition to the economic impact, a flood greater than 1997 would
also likely result in significant social and environmental damages. According to the EIS, it 15
estimated that in the event of a 1 in 700 vear flood, 450,000 residents would be at risk of
flooding without an expanded floodway.

As part of the envirenmental approval process. MEFEA and the Environmental Assessment (EA)
Study Team developed a public consultation and involvement plan (PIF) for the Red Fiver
Floodway Expansion Environmental Impact Assessment. The PIP was designed fo provide
early. ongoing and meaningful opportunities for the public involvement.
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The process included consultation with municipal Councils, local citizen groups, interested
Abeoniginal communities, environmental non-government orgamizations and local residents in the
FEMs of Morms, Macdonald, Batchot, Tache, Springfield. St. Clements, East 5t. Paul, St
Andrews and West St. Paul. in the Towns of Niverville and Morris. and in the Cities of Selkurk
and Winnipeg. This consultation process began in January, 2004, and, to date, has consisted of
three separate rounds of consultations, which were all completed prior to the filing of the EIS. A
fourth round of public consultation is being planned for the fall

The Bed River Floodway expansion project involves a major expansion of the existing floodway
protection system which includes the Floodway Channel, bridges, the Inlet and Outlet control
works, vtilities and services and the West Dyke to help divert flood waters around the City of
Winnipeg. The project will allow more water to be diverted around Winnipeg dunng major
floods by increasing the capacity of the floodway channel This will greatly improve protection
for the Winnipeg area from catastrophic floods materially greater than the 1997 flood
(approcumate 1 in 100 vear return period), and provide Winnipeg reliable security against floods
of up to the 1 in 700 vear return period.

“In 1997, the Fed River Floocdway came very close to reaching 1ts capacity dunng the Flood of
the Centwry,” said Gilroy. “This project will increase the capacity of the Existing Floodway,
provide increased flood protection for residents of the Red River Valley and the City of
Winnipeg and increase Winnipeg's flood security against floods up to a magnitude of 1 in 700
years.

The Existing Floodway was constructed between 1962 and 1968 at a cost of $63 million. Since
itz completion, the floodway has saved Manitobans more than $8 billion in flood losses.

The EIS has been filed with Manitoba Conservation in accordance with the Environment Act
{Manitoba) and is now subject to review by both provincial and federal regulatory agencies, as
well as the public. The EIS can also be accessed at
www.gov.mb.ca/conservation/envapprovals/registries/redriverflocdway/index himl

or at the following Public Registries:

Conservation and Environment Library, Main Floor, 123 Main 5t. Winnipeg
St. James-Assiniboia Public Library, 1919 Portage Ave., Winnipeg
Legislative Library, 200 Vaughan St., Winnipeg

Manitoba Eco-Network, i Floor, 70 Albert St., Winnipeg

Selkirk and St. Andrews Regional Library, 303 Main 5t. Selkuk

Jake Epp Public Library, 255 Elmdale St. Steinbach

230
Contact: F.onuk Modha.
Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority
(204) 945-4178, (204) 945-4900 or 1-866-356-6355
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Manitoba
Floodway  Expansion Authority Room 200, 155 Carften Streat
r Winnipeg, ME  R3C 3HE
/ Phone: (204) 945-4900
= 3 Fax: (204) 948-2462

Release

September 10, 2004
For Immediate Eelease

FLOODWAY AUTHORITY ANNOUNCES PUBLIC OPEN HOUSES AND PUEBLIC
INFORMATION BEOOTH AS PART OF FOURTH ROUND OF CONSULTATION

Public Encouraged to Learn about Project’s
Environment Impact Statement (EIS)

Winnipeg, Mb — To provide mote opportunity for the public to learn about the Bed River
Floodway expansion project and the project’s Envirommental Impact Statement (EIS). the
Manitcba Floodway Expansion Authonity (MFEA) has announced additional cutreach initiatives
as part of its fourth round of public consultation.

“Simce January, we have been listening and working with Manitobans to improve the floodway
expansion project,” said Ernie Giltoy, CEO of MFEA. “The public’s feedback and input has
been invaluable and has helped to shape and improve this project. Owr commitment 13 to
facilitate an inclusive, innovative and informative public consultation process. The fourth round
of public consultation i3 an excellent opportunity for the public to learn about these
improvements and the project’s EIS as we move forward on this historic project.”

The initiatives announced today include three public open houses in Lorette, East 5t Paul and
Winnipeg, as well as a Public Information Booth that will be established at the 5t Norbert
Farmers" Market, the Sellirk Towne Plaza and 5t. Vital Centre.

“These inifiatives complement other components of the fowrth round of public consultation
which includes half-day seminars on the envirommental impact statement for local municipalities,
stakeholder groups and the project’s technical advisory committee.” zaid the Honourable Reg
Aleock, President of the Treasury Board and Minister responsible for the Canadian Wheat
Board, on behalf of the Honourable Stephen Owen, Minister of Western Economic
Diversification and Minister of State (Sport). “Individual meetings with local First Nations and
Metis orgamzations are also being planned, which is all part of our ongeing commitment to share
information and provide Manitobans with the cpportunity to provide feedback on this important

project.”

Can ad'a'r Manitoba %
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“In 1997, the Red River Floodway came very close to reaching its capacity during the Flood of
the Century,” said Steve Ashton, Mamtoba Minister of Water Stewardship. “An expanded
floodway will protect an additional 450,000 residents and thousands of local businesses, whe
would otherwize be at risk of flooding during 2 1 in 700 year flood. The fourth round of
consultation 15 another eppertunity for the public to learn about “the benefits of this critical flood
protection project.” Ashton noted that 1t 13 estunated that the potential damages from a 1 700
vear flood would be in excess of $10 billion.

On August 3, after three separate rounds of consultations were completed, MFEA submitted an
EIS to Mamtoba Conservation for review. The EIS concluded that the Project, after the
implementation of mitigation measures outlined in the EIS, is expected to create no significant
adverse effecis on the biophysical or related socio-economic environmenits, The fourth rovnd of
public consultation has been uwndertaken to update the public and provide mformation on the
project’s EIS.

Since January, MFEA has undertaken an extensive public consultation process regarding the
floodway expansion project. The process included consultation with municipal Councils, local
citizen groups, interested Aboriginal communities, environmental non-govermment organizations
and local residents in the BMs of Morris, Macdonald, Ritchot, Tache, Springfield, St. Clements,
East 5t. Paul, 5t. Andrews and West 5t. Paul, in the Towns of Niverville and Moris, and in the
cities of Selldrk and Winnipeg.

In the aftermath of the 1997 “flood of the cenfury™, the Governments of Canada and Manitoba
wmvested 5130 millien in flood protection measures, including $110 million for mral Manitoba
communities. Over the past year, Canada and Manitoba have announced an additional $240
million to begin work on the floodway expansion project. Canada has recognized the projectas a
national infrastructure priority.

“We want to invite Manitobans to learn more about one of largest infrastructure projects in
Maniteba’s history.” said Gilroy.

The EIS can also be accessed at
www. gov.mb ca/conservation/envapprovals/ remstries redriverfloodwav/indesx hitml

For more information on the independent environmental assessment process, please visit
v flocdwaveia com. For more information on MFEA and the floodway expansion project,
please visit www flocdwavauthority mb.ca or contact:

baniteba Floodway Expansion Avthority
200-155 Carlton Street, Winnipeg, MB R3C 3HS
Toll free: 1-866-356-6355

Winnipeg: 945-4900

Contact: Fonuk Maodha

Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority
(204) 945-4178, (204) 945-4900, or 1-866-356-6355
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PUBLIC OPEN HOUSES

Learn Abeut the Floodway Expansion’s
Envirenmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Since January 2004, the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority (MFEA) has been listening to
Manitobans about the proposed Red River Floodway expansion project. These consultations
have helped to shape and improve the floodway project. Last month, MFEA submutted an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to Manitoba Conservation for review. A fourth round of
public consultations has been scheduled to provide an opporfunity to help inform the public
about the project’s EIS.

MFEA representatives will be available at Public Information Booths at the following locations:

Saturday, September 18, St. Norbert Farmers Market,
3514 Pembima Highway

Saturday, September 25, Selliirk Tovne Plaza, Sellulk. MB
366 Main Strest

Sunday. September 26, 5t. Vital Ceatre, Winnipeg, MB

In addition, Public Open Houses will take place at the following locations:

Monday. September a7 Lorette Parish Hall, 1282 Dawson Road,
5:00pm to 8:00 pm Lorette, MB

Wednesday, September 29% Henderson Highway Legion Hall,

5:00 pm to 8:00 pm 3600 Devries, East 5t. Paul, MB
Saturday, October 2 Engineering Building,

9:00 am to 4:00 pm University of Manitoba

For more information, please visit our website at www.floodwayvauthonity mb.ca or contact us at

Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority
200-135 Carlton Street, Winnipeg. MB R3C 3HR
Toll free: 1-866-356-6355

Winnipeg: 945-4000
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Manitoba
Floodway 'Expansion Authority Room 200, 155 Carlton Street
~ Winnipeg, ME  R3C 3HE
g Fhone: (204 945-4300
] Fax: (204) 948-2452

Public Notice

September 24, 2004

For Immediate Feleaze
FUEBLIC INVITED TO VIEW FLOODWAY
OUTLET CONTROL STRUCTURE MODEL

Winnipeg, Manitoba — In response to public mterest, the Mamitoba Floodway Expansion
Authority (MFEA) has announced an opportunity for the public to view the Floodway Outlet
Conirol Structure Model at the University of Manitoba.

“Bince its vaveiling, Manitobans have expressed an interest in viewing the Outlet Model.” said
Einie Gilroy. CEO of MFEA. "We are pleased to provide an opporfunify for the public to view
the model, learn more about the expansion project and participate in our 4" Round of public
consultation.™

In July. Steve Ashton, Manitoba Minister of Water Stewardship, and Raymond Simard, Member
of Parliament for 5t. Boniface, on behalf of Reg Alcock, President of the Treasury Beard and
Minister responsible for the Canadian Wheat Beard, voveiled the new, innovative scale model
designed to test the hydraulic performance of the proposed design of an upgraded Floodway
Ohatlet Control Structure.

Az part of the Red River Floodway expansion project, the current capacity of the existing
channel will increase from 1,700 cubic metres (60,000 cubic feet) of water per second to 4,000
cobic metres (140,000 cubic feet) per second. To ensure that the Floodway Outlet Control
Structure can accomumodate the increased discharge, an upgraded cutlet structure is being
designed. Testing on the model will focus on velocities in the vicinity of the outlet structure as
well as energy dissipation so as to mitigate any downstream erosion of an expanded floodway.
The wiewing will ocowr on October 2 at the University of Manitoba, Department of Cruil
Engineering. Hydraulics Research & Testing Facility. Individuals interested in viewing the
medel are asked to register with:

Becky McEachem
Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authornity
(204) 945-4900 or
1-566-356-6355
—30-—

Contact: Foonuk Modha.,

Manitoba Floodway Expansion Awthority
(204) 945-4178, (204) 9454900 or 1-866-356-6353

Can ad:{i Manitoba %’
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1.3.2 Environmental Impact Statement Seminars

A total of three seminars were held with various segments of the public in areas affected by the proposed
Floodway Expansion Project as part of Round 4 Public Involvement.

Table 1.3-2
Environmental Impact Statement Seminars

Date Location Focus Group
Wednesday, September 8, 2004 Winnipeg Convention Centre | Technical Advisory Committee
Monday, September 13, 2004 Dugald Community Club Rural Munipalities
(Chief Administrative Officers)
Tuesday, September 14, 2004 Winnipeg Winter Club Stakeholders

The Seminars were requested by the EA Study Team and MFEA for the Floodway Expansion Project to:

e Review the status of the EIA.
o Facilitate where to find topic specific information within the EIS documents.
e Discuss initial comments and/or concerns about the reports.

The following information is provided for the Stakeholder and Municipal Seminars:

e A copy of the letter confirming attendance;

e A copy of the letter to review the draft seminar notes;

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

e Sign in sheets;

e Finalized seminar notes;

e Seminar notes tracker/Action items tracker; and

e Sample presentation.

The TAC Seminar meeting notes are also included in this section. These notes were forwarded to the
TAC for their consideration but were not finalized.
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1.3.2.1 Technical Advisory Committee

Sign in Sheet

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SEMINAR
REGARDING
THE PROPOSED FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT

Wednesday, September 8, 2004 @ g:00 a.m.
Winnipeg Convention Centre - Presentation Theatre

Mame (Please Print) Department/Organization
Pave macrmiian Kes

Roger Rempel Tebres
ok Osier Iner Grovp

Brert MoGurk

Podg Meerlo
Qs R NFREN
Nor~ WhMeaar

¥ LA
e B vacran

TNBAS PR CmsAluly
Gene Dra ﬁT @ ME%
’_P\LLTL_ EJ 1Y) e

Tora Liglce

Trkter Srod P

MFeEA

&
PER
ﬁr\jlnﬂ SC”"‘“"“F{ rFE A
MELawie BuEERT MEEA
G!‘u--“"_\-[‘"-"""‘""\\*-—\.

MYEX
5ok Newdbo 0 bt
Londe Mod b

WY € X

fé/%%&ﬂ% JAFE

Supplementary Filing

Page 1 - 58 Public Involvement Program Update



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project November 2004

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

TECHMICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SEMINAR
REGARDING
THE PROPOSED FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT

Wednesday, September 8, 2004 @ 9:00 a.m.

‘Winnipeg Convention Centre - Presentation Theatre
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TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SEMINAR

REGARDING

THE PROPOSED FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT

Wednesday, September 8, 2004 @ g:00 a.m.
Winnipeg Convention Centre - Presentation Theatre
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TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SEMINAR
REGARDING
THE PROPOSED FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT

Wednesday, September 8, 2004 @ 9:00 a.m.
Winnipeg Convention Centre - Presentation Theatre
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Seminar Notes

Manitoba Floodway Expansion Project — Round 4 TAC Meeting
Meeting Highlights

Meeting With
The Technical Advisory Committee
Winnipeg Convention Centre — Winnipeg, Manitoba
September 8, 2004

In Attendance
TAC Members

Keith Grady (Infrastructure Canada)
Sheldon McLeod (Infrastructure Canada)

Jake Buhler (Cooks Creek Conservation District)

Peggy Bainard-Acheson (Public Works and Government Services Canada)
Chris Colp {Public Works and Government Services Canada)

Bruce Webb (Manitoba Conservation)
Jim Petsnit (Manitoba Conservation)
Larry Strachan (Manitoba Conservation)
Trent Hrene (Manitoba Conservation)

Maurice Sydor (Environment Canada)

Terry Youman (Environment Canada)

Rolly Wickstrom (Environment Canada)

Barry Briscoe (Envircnment Canada)

David Jopling (Manitcba Intergovernmental Affairs)

Katherine Cumming (Parks Canada)

Greg Brooks (Natural Resources Canada)

Beverly Rouire (Manitoba Agriculture, Food and Rural Initiatives)
Dan McMaughton {Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency)

Kristine Farmer (Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency)
Gerry Tessier (Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency)

TAC Meeting — Round 4 1
September 8, 2004
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Jim Popplow (Manitoba Health)

Sandra Owens (Health Canada)
Rick Graboercky (Health Canada)

Catherine Cook {Winnipeg Regional Health Authority)
William Libich {Winnipeg Regional Health Authority)
Steve Wopnford (Winnipeg Regional Health Authority)

Beth Thomson (Department of Fisheries and Oceans)

Ernie Ammitt (Manitoba Industry, Economic Development and Mines)
Chuck Jones (Manitoba Industry, Economic Development and Mines)

Alan Turner (Transport Canada)
Kelly Hunnie {Transport Canada)

Joseph Romeo (Manitoba Transportation and Government Services)
Brian Beyak (Manitoba Transportation and Government Services)
Larry Steins (Manitcba Transportation and Government Services)

Rick Handlon (Pitblado)
Bryan Schwartz (Pitbladeo)
Melanie Bueckert (Pitblado)

Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

Doug McNeil
Jim Thomson
Doug Peterson
Brian Peter
Morm Meier
Gene Piasta
Ruth Eden
Tara Liske
Ronuk Modha

Environmental Assessment Study Team

George Rempel
John Osler

Dave Morgan
Roger Rempel
Andrew McLaren

TAC Meeting — Round 4 2
September 8, 2004
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Don Harron
Brett McGurk
Dave MacMillian (KGS)

Question and Answer Period

Environment Canada

Is there difficulty with the hydraulic capacity of the Inlet Structure?

Response — The 1997 flood revealed that there was head loss and reduction of discharge capacity of the
Floodway Channel due fo constrictions at the infet.  In order to address this, two segments (notches)
ware taken out of the Floodway Channel on the east embankment.  To further improve the capacity at
the infet, a third notch will be added east of Highway 59. Cumulatively, the three notches will allow the
infet fo handle 95% of the design flows. For additional information see Figure 4.3-2 and Section 4.3.3.4.
in the EIs.

Will the ability of the Inlet Control Structure to accommodate greater flows provide added protection to
individuals who reside on 5t. Mary’s Road and Greenview Road?

Respanse — There will only be @ minor improvement for the individuals who reside in these areas.
Is the premise that the road system becomes part of the dyking system where the West Dyke ends?

Response — The West Dyke will be lengthened approximately 12 miles and will follow the drainage divide.
The provincial roads will form part of the dyking system where the West Dyke ends.

Will there be a buffer zone in front of the West Dyke?

Response — South facing portions of the West Dike will be armorered where necessary.

Will there be an increase in bank slope and deck elevations?

Response — Al bridges and the deck elevations will be raised. The current channel side slopes are 6 fo I,
except at the bridge structures where the side slopes are 9 fo 1. The Expanded Floodway will have side
sippes of 8 fo 1 throughout.

Is it possible to reuse the existing bridge decks?

Respanse - CN has expressed an interest in using the girders for their gperations when construction of
the Froject is complete. However, lability will continue to rest with the original user (MFEA) and the

issue, therefore, needs to be further explored before a decision can be made on reuse. Where recycling is
possible, the materials will be used.

TAC Meeting — Round 4 3
September 8, 2004
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It indicates in the EIS that TSS levels would be within the natural variability in the Red River during
construction. Were annuzal averages or seasonal averages used to determine TSS levels?

Response — Annual averages were not used; variations within each relevant month were employed. We
do not expect fo see a measurable difference in TS5 levels from removing vegetation in the Floodway
Channel during excavation.

Will herbicides be used to assist in revegetating the Floodway Channel?

Response — Herbicides will have fo be used when brying to revegetate the Floodway Channel with natural
grassas, The most environmentally friendly herbicides will be employed.

There was not a lot of information in the EIS on maintenance of the Floodway Channel? Who is
responsible for such maintenance?

Response — There is a small section in the EIS on maintenance fn the Froject Description (Section 4.14).
Maintenance of the Floodway and the West Dyke is MFEA'S responsibility.

Is further work going to be conducted on the Inlet Structure? Will stop logs need to be put in place?
Response - A dam safely analysis was conducted and it was determined that the Inlet Structure is
structurally sound, but additional safety elements and redundancy need to be built into the structure. No
stop fogs will be put in place at the Infet Structure.

Will the desilting program at the Inlet Structure be reinstated?

Response — This is part of maintenance with the Project. and MFEA would be responsible for such
activities.

Natural Resources Canada

In the erosion and sedimentation section, under construction Scheme A, why would there be zero risk of
sediment loading in year one of construction?

Response — In construction Scheme A construction would start upstream and continued downstream and,
therefore, existing vegetation would catch the sediment. In construction Scheme B, there would be more
sediment loading because construction would commence downstream and continue upstream where no
established vegeiation would be able fo catch the sediment.

TAC Meeting — Round 4 4
September 8, 2004
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Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency

Why was there a reduction in the amount of land required for the Project (i.e., change from 1000 acres
to 500 acres)?

Response - It was first thought that 1000 acres were needed fo spoil the excavated materials. However,
since the Floodway Channel will be largely widened and bridge height increased for those structures
crossing the floodway, there was a reduction in the amount of excavation required. Therefore, the
majority of the excavated material will be able fo Ft within the existing ROW.

Other than the vegetation fieldwork, is there any other information that will be included in the
supplemental filing? When will the supplemental filing be available?

Response - In addition to the vegetation feld study, other fopics including documentation of Round 4
public involvement activities and the definition of emergency summer operation will be included in the
supplemental filing. It is expected that the supplemental filing will be included in the information
provided to the TAC in response fo comments received after October 12, 2004, The intention is fo
Frovide the TAC with one complete package of materials, as opposed individual packages of information
as studies are completed.

Action item: All Federal Responsible Authorities would like a list of what information will be
included in the supplemental filing.

When the definition of summer emergency operation is formalized, will the effects of summer operation
be included in the supplemental filing? We are concerned about the effects of summer operation on fish
migration through the Floodway Channel.

Response - Summer operation i considered part of the existing environment and is not linked to the
proposed expansion project, therefore, it did not need to be considered in effects assessment and will not
be included in the supplemental filing.

Will the West Dyke height be increased?

Response - The West Dyke will be rafsed to increase the freeboard. The additional freeboard will provide
additional protection from wave action damage.

Health Canada

The presentation noted that there is ongoing work with Peguis and other First Mations — What is status
on this issue?

TAC Meeting — Round 4 3
September 8, 2004
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Respanse — Three Airst Nations have been coniacted, to date: Peguis, Brokenhead, and Roseau River.
Brokenfead was contacted and had no issues with respect to the Project. However, they were interested
in economic development opportunities associated with the Project. With respect fo Roseau River,
despite repeated attempis to coniact the community since January 2004, no communication has been
received.  We are assuming that they do not have any interest in the Project and are not impacted by
the FProject. Peguis First Nation has demonsirated the most interest in the Froject out of the three First
Nations contacted.  MFEA has initiated direct meetings with Peguis, the next opportunity being
Septamber 18, 2004, to improve understanding of its concerns with the Project. MFEA has also met with
the Manitoba Métis Federation (MMF). Doug Peterson has been working with their Resource Manager o
establish a process to mest with members of the MMF. The possible format couwld be two to three open
houses [n and around Winnipeg focused on interested Métis stakeholders. In addition to the above, a
Key Person Intenview FProgram witlh Peguis First Nation members was established to support the Socio-
Economic component of the EIS.

Will there be further interviews with members of Peguis?

Response — In addition to the infenview program that was completed prior to the submission of the E15,
two more fnferviews will be conducted in the near future with resource harvesters who were not available
at the time.

Will the supplemental filing include the status on consultation with Aboriginals?
Respanse - The supplemenial filing will include an update on the siatus of Aboriginal consultation.
Are there opportunities for Abaoriginals to be involved in employment with Project?

Response - MMF and the Assembly of Manitoba Chiefs are actively involved in discussions pertaining to
employment related to the Project. Peguis is currently developing a list of the skilled fabourers in their
community and will provide the list fo MFEA. MFEA s committed fo employment equity and providing
opportunities for Aboriginals to become inmvolved in employment associated with the Froject.

The EIS concluded that the effects of the Project are insignificant and miner. Is it possible to mitigate the
minor effects?

Respanse - Steps fave already been taken in the Project design to reduce the potential impacts of the
Project. For example, due to public concern about groundwater guality, the extent of channel deepening
has been reduced. Also, in cerfain circumstances f is difficult fo mitigate such effects.  For example,
dewatering at bridge piers is necessary so construction can take place safely; however, this could have a
temporary effect on the water level - such an effect is unavoidable.

Is compensation available to those who experience Project-related flooding?

Response — The goal is fo mitigate the effects of artificial flooding.  However, if individuals experfence
Froject-refated flooding, they would be able to apply for compensation. In the event the Project must be

TAC Meeting — Round 4 ]
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operated above natural water levels, compensation for ypstream fooding will be awarded in accordance
with the Red River Floodway Act. To the extent that flood mitigation was not fully effective during a flood
event, MFEA s committed to ensuring that flood compensation will be provided to those adversely
affected by incremental Aooding caused by the Froject.

Transport Canada

Will raising the West Dyke impact the rail lines?

Response — MFEA is in the midst of providing information directly to Mr. Bob £rr.

Will the Lac Du Bonnet rail line be disconnected prior to Project construction commencing?

Response - The Lac Du Bonnet rail line was removed a few years ago.

Infrastructure Canada

Slide 28 states that “..encouragement by MFEA and Manitoba to consider investment in rural flood
protection, particularly north of the Winnipeg” — Why is focus placed on north of the Floodway Outlet?

Response — It became apparent through the public invelvement process that residents north of the
floogdway felt that they were not receiving egquitable flood protection. They commented that while
residents south of the floodway inlet have received financial compensation and monies to food proof
their homes, residents north of the foodway have not received the same fevel of treatment.

When the definition of summer emergency operation is formalized, will the effects of summer operation
be included in the supplemental filing?

Response - Summer operation is considered pait of the existing environment and, therefore, it did not
need fo be considered in effects assessment and will not be included in the supplemenial filing.

TAC Meeting — Round 4 7
September 8, 2004
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1.3.2.2 Rural Municipalities

Confirmation Letter

Suite G04-203 Partage Avenue
Winnipsg, Manitoha
FIB 2 BS

)LI I:} fel: (204) 5420654

ez (2045 04353972
e-mall: intergroup@ineergroup.ca

InterGrc

[ i A M

September 7, 2004
SAMPLE LETTER

Dear <NAME=:
RE: ENVIROMMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SEMINAR — CONFIRMATION

This letter confirms that a representative(s) from the <MUNICIPALITY= will be attending the Rural
Municipalities CAQ Floodway Expansion Project Preliminary Engineering Studies and Envircnmental
Impact Statement Seminar on Monday, September 13, 2004, from 1:00 p.m. to 4:30 p.m. The
seminar will be held in Dugald, Manitoba, at the Dugald Community Club (543 Holland Street).

In addition to CAD', if you feel that select councillors need to attend the session, we encourage you
to invite them to the seminar. This seminar is part of the Round 4 Public Involvement for the proposed
Floodway Expansion Project. The purpose of the seminar is to provide an overview of the engineering
and environmental assessment status to date, and to provide a roadmap on the EIS to help facilitate
where to find topic specific information in the EIS documents. It will also be an opportunity to discuss
initial comments and/or concerns about the reports.

The EIS documents are located electronically at:
htto:/fwww.gov.mb.ca/conservation/envapprovals/registries/redriverfloodway/eis/toc.himl, and a copy
of the EIS Executive Summary will be mailed to your municipality office in the near future.

If you have any questions about the seminar, please contact Brett McGurk at (204) 942-0654. We
look forward to seeing you at the seminar.

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

TN M~

Brett McGurk, MMRM
Research Analyst
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Draft Meeting Notes Letter

Suite G04-283 Portage Avenue
Winnipsg, Manischa
K18 265

| rlt{:‘l(j 'O [} fel G041 B2 0654

fan: (204) 94753923

M 5L L e-mall: intergroup@intergroup.ca

October 20, 2004
SAMPLE LETTER

Dear <NAME=:

RE: DRAFT MEETING NOTES FROM THE SEPTEMBER 13, 2004, SEMINAR IN DUGALD
REGARDING THE PROPOSED RED RIVER FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT

Please find enclosed for your review and comment draft meeting notes from the September 13, 2004,
seminar in Dugald, Manitoba regarding the proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project. Please provide
any comments you might have by October 28, 2004. I can be reached at (204} 942-0654 or by e-mail at

bmcgurk@intergroup.ca.

Once the meeting notes have been finalized, they will be posted on the Environmental Assessment Team's
web site (www floodwaveiz.com) and included in the supplemental filing. The Environmental Assessment
Team'’s web site contains information on the Project and is updated regularly.

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

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

TEE Y M-

Brett McGurk
Research Analyst

Enclosurs
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Final Meeting Notes Letter

Suite G04-203 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoba
F1B 2BES

| rl t{:‘ | (j [{:} l_l I:} fel- (4] 5420654

oz 2040 5435349707

M5 L AH email: intergroupintergroup.ca

October 29, 2004
SAMPLE LETTER

Dear <NAME=:
RE: FINAL MEETING MOTES ON THE PROPOSED FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT

Please find enclosed the finalized notes from the seminar held on September 13, 2004, in Dugald,
Manitoba regarding the proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project. The final version of the notes
has been revised to reflect any comments that were received during the review process, and will be
included in the supplemental filing and posted on the Environmental Assessment Team's web site
(www.floodwaveia.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.

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

Ty M-

Brett McGurk
Research Analyst

Endosure
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Invitation List
MS JANET NYLEN

Rural Municipality of Springfield

MR. ROBERT POIRIER
Rural Municipality of St. Clements

MR. BOB MACCALLUM
City of Winnipeg

MR. YVES SABOURIN
Rural Municipality of Ritchot

MS MIDGE ANDERSON
Town of Morris

MR. JOHN LIVINGSTONE
City of Selkirk

MR. JEROME MAUWS
Rural Municipality of East St. Paul

MR. DAN POERSCH
Rural Municipality of Tache

MR. SCOTT SPICER
Rural Municipality of St. Andrews

MR. TOM RAINE
Rural Municipality of Macdonald

MR. ERNIE BUHLER
Rural Municipality of Morris

MR. EARL STEVENSON
Peguis First Nation
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Sign in Sheet
RURAL MUNICIPALITIES & CITY OF WINNIPEG
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SEMINAR
REGARDING
THE PROPOSED FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT
Monday, September 13, 2004 @ 1:00 p.m.
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RURAL MUNICIPALITIES & CITY OF WINNIPEG
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SEMINAR
REGARDING
THE PROPOSED FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT
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Mame (Please Print) Rural Municipality/Organization
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Seminar Notes

Manitoba Floodway Expansion Project — Round 4 Council Representatives Seminar - EIA
Meeting Highlights
Council Representatives Seminar

Dugald Community Club — Dugald, Manitoba
September 13, 2004

In Attendance

Moderator
D. Stewart

For City of Selkirk
R. Borsa

For RM of Springfield
D. Donaghy
J. Holland

For RM of Ritchot
B. Wiliman

Y. Sabourin

V. Rutherford

For RM of Macdonald
D. Dobrowolski

T. Raine

D. Grabowsky

For Infrastructure Canada
K. Grady

For RM of Tache
D. Poersch

For Environmental Assessment Team
J. Osler — TetrES/InterGroup

D. Morgan — TetrES/InterGroup

B. McGurk — TetrES/InterGroup

Council Representatives Seminar — Round 4 1
September 13, 2004
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For KGS Group
R. Carson

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

J. Themson — Vice-President - Transportation

D. Peterson — Manager of Environmental Services
T. Lyski — Engineer in Training

Purpose of Seminar

The Seminar was requested by the Environmental Assessment Team and MFEA for the Floodway
Expansion Project to:

« Review the status of the EIA
« Facilitate where to find topic specific information within the EIS documents
e Discuss initial comments and/or concerns about the reports

The meeting was one of a series of sessions being held with various segments of the public in areas
affected by the proposed Floodway Expansion Project as part of Round 4 public involvement.

Meeting Process

MFEA representatives presented information on:
e The need for the Project
¢ Floodway expansion benefits
Members of the Environmental Assessment Study Team then presented information about:
s Status of EIA
e Environmental Assessment approach
s Public involvement process, including how the public has affected the Project
e Project description
s Summary of Environmental Assessment findings
e Where to find topic specific information within the documents
s Monitoring and follow-up
¢ Next steps in the process

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

e Attendees asked questions and offered perspectives on what had been presented

« Where appropriate, representatives of the Envircnmental Assessment Team and Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority answered questions and assisted attendees in finding information within the EIS
documents.

Council Representatives Seminar — Round 4 2
September 13, 2004
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The following are highlights of the seminar and are intended to capture the key points that were raised
and 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 Representatives

Rural Municipality of Ritchot

There is little information in the EIS documents with respect to whether the inlet lip berm will be lowerad
to allow water to enter into the floodway at a lower level. It is the perception within the RM of Ritchot
that the inlet lip holds back approximately 8 feet of water prior to water entering into floodway.

Response - The inlet lip berm will not be changed as part of the Floodway Expansion Froject. It was
defermined in 3 study conducted by KGS in 1995 for the Gty of Winnijpeg, that remowving the inlet berm
would provide very little benefit to individuals who reside immediately upstream of the infet.

Action item: John Osler will provide Valerie Rutherford with additional information on the
inlet lip.

With an expanded floodway, will residents in Ritchot be affected by backwater flooding via the Seine river
diversion structure?

Response - This is concern shared by people residing in Tache, Springfield, and Ritchot will be discussed
on Wednesday, September 15 2004, at the Centre Jubinville in Lorette, Manitoba. It has been
determined that residents in these areas are better off today than in 1997 with a repeat of the 1997 flood
and will be better off with the Expanded Floodway than the current situation with respect fo flooding.

It is unacceptable to base emergency summer operation of the floodway on a 5-day forecast.
Furthermore, the summer operation needs to be included in the effects assessment.

Response - Summer gperation fs part of the existing environmental and, therefore, it was not assessed in
the effects assessment.

With respect to Slide 51, it is important to comment that residents upstream of the inlet also experience
erosion. The RM of Ritchot feels that the operation of the floodway during emergency summer operation
exacerbates the level of erosion near the inlet.

Will the RM of Ritchot have representation on the committee responsible for operation of the floodway?

Response - MFEA is responsible for the design, construction and maintenance of the foodway; Manitoba
Water Stewardsfhip is the operator of the floodway and is also responsible for chairing the Foodway

Council Representatives Seminar — Round 4 3
September 13, 2004
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Operation Advisary Committee. We advise you to contact Water Stewardship fo further discuss your
representation on the committee.

Will there be any mitigation conducted on the low flow channel if it impacts groundwater in the Grande
Pointe area?

Response - A mitigation fund has been set up for any unanticipated effects as a result of the Project,
However, curmment information indicates that modifications fo the fow Fow channel should not affect
groundwater quality or guantity.

Rural Municipality of Tache

The RM of Tache would like the opportunity to lengthen the review time for the EIS since they were not
supplied with a copy.

Respanse - The RM of Tache will have o bring their concerns fo Mr. Bruce Webb, Manitoba Conservation.
It f= important fo note that the copies sent to the RMs were courtesy copfes; MFEA was not required to
distribute such copfes as part of the enviranmental review process, Copies aof the EIS are located in

public registries throughout Manitoba for the public to access.

Action item: Doug Peterson will send a copy of the EIS to the RMs of Macdonald and Tache.

Rural Municipality of Macdenald

When will the final design of the West Dyke extension be completed?

Response - The final design of the West Dyke can be expected to begin in November 2004. Once the
final design is complete, MFEA will hold a meeting with residents in the RM of Macdonald.

City of Selkirk

In the June 2004 meeting with Council, it was noted that the City of Selkirk would receive revised water
elevation maps. When can Council expect to see the maps?

Action item: Randy Borsa and Doug McNeil will discuss after how to provide the City of
Selkirk with the requested information.

People residing in Selkirk feel that floodway operation has an effect on ice jamming north of the floodway
that causes subsequent backwater flooding. What did the EIS conclude on this matter?

Council Representatives Seminar — Round 4 4
September 13, 2004
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Response - The information on ice jamming is located in Section 5.7 of the EIS. Due to concerns
expressed at public invelvement activities fn Selkirk regarding the impact of the floodway on ice jamming,
further studies were conducted.  The conclusion was that the Project is not expected to have any effect
on the frequency and/or severity of ice jamming at and downstream of Selkirk.

Selkirk was promised that they would be funded for dyking and a flood pumping station. What is the
status on this issue?

Response - MFEA was not mandated fo provide funding for the above pirojects.

Rural Municipality of Springfield

The municipality has not heard anything regarding Round 4 public involvement. When and where will the
public involvement activities be taking place?

Response - MFEA representatives will be available at public information booths at the following locations:

s Saturday, September 18 — 5t Norbert Farmers’ Market (3514 Pembina Highway), Winnijpeg,
Manitoba

s Saturday, September 25 — Selidrk Town Flaza — (366 Main Street), Sefkirk, Manitoba
s Sunday, Sepfember 26 — St. Vital Centre, Winnipeg, Manitoba
In addition fo the above, public open houses will take place at the following locations:

o  Monday, September 27 — Lorette Parish Hall (1282 Dawson Road) — 5:00 fo 8:00 pm, Lorette,
Manitoba

v Wednesday, Sepftember 29 — Henderson Highway Legion Hall (3600 Deviies) — 5:00 to 8:000m,
East St Faul, Manitoba

s Saturday, October 2 — Engineering Building, University of Manitoba — 9:00 to 4:00 pm.

It is important to note that the format for this round of open houses will be different than previous
rounds. At the open houses there will be no formal question and answer session, but subject area
specialists will be at relevant storyboards to answer questions. Separate meetings will also be taking
place with stakehclders and discussions will continue with interested First Nations such as Peguis.

Is there any place on the Internet where one can obtain information on dates, times and locations of the
public invalvement activities?

Council Representatives Seminar — Round 4 5
September 13, 2004
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Response - Both MFEA (www. foodwayauthority.mb.c3) and the EA Study Team (www. floodwayeia.com)
have active websites where this information will be updated shortly.

To date, the RM of Springfield has not heard anything about its participant funding. What is the status
on the funding?

Respanse - The Minisfer of Consenvalion will advise thase who will receive funding. A decision is being
made shortly on this matter.

Shide 24 is confusing because while the effects assessment did not include the existing environment, the
cumulative effects assessment had to consider the existing environment (i.e., existing floodway). The RM
is concerned about intrusion of floodway water into the aquifer caused by the existing floodway when it
was first built.

Response — MFEA will mitigate against adverse effects caused by the Project, If it was determined that
the Floodway Expansion increased the amount of water enfering info the aguifer, that additional amount
of water would need to be mitigated against. MFEA does not have the responsibility to rectify the effects
of the existing floodway, such as the passible infrusion of foodway water info the aguifer.

In order for the RM to be granted additional land for residential purposes, further studies on groundwater

quality and quantity need to be conducted. Where in the EIS can information on groundwater be
located?

Response - Information on groundwater s located in Section 5.4 of the E15.

The presentation indicates that a cutoff wall could be used to reduce the amount of water intrusion from
the floodway into the aquifer. Why is there no commitment to construct a sub-surface cutoff wall?

Response — No commitment has been made fo build the cutoff wall because if it s defermined that
widening the foodway channal will not create an entry point for floodway water fo enter info the aguifer,
than the subsurface cutoff wall would not be necessary.

It has been indicated that there will be no deepening of the floodway channel; however, the EIS shows
areas of possible deepening starting at the inlet.

Response - In the EIS documents and at the public involvement events it was communicated that the
uitimate goal would be to have no Roodway channel degpening. However, a promise was nol made that
there wouwld be no channel deepening. There will be some areas in the low flow channel where there will
be channel deepening fo ensure that there is a continuous slope of the low flow channel.

The RM of Springfield and Tache have concerns about possible recreational cpportunities associated with
the proposed Floodway Expansion Project. Specifically, the RMs are concerned about the provision of
services such as fire and ambulance as a result of recreational activities taking place in the floodway.

Council Representatives Seminar — Round 4 6
September 13, 2004
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Response - In March 2004, MFEA issued a call for expressions of inferest fo Manitobans to explore

possible recreational opportunities associated with the Project. Submissions included hiking, jogging and
biking trails, cultural and historic initiatives, and downhill & nordic ski facilities, to name a few. MFEA will
be meeting with those organizations whose proposals were selected for further consideration. MFEA will

consult with RMs potentially affected from any recreational opportunity before determining what activities
would be permitted.

The EIS indicates that native grasses will be used to revegetate the floodway channel. The RM of

Springfield is concerned about possible increase in fire frequency if grasses within the floodway channel
are not cut on a frequent basis.

Respanse — The revegetation plan will be included in the supplemental filing. What is currently known is

that the grasses within the floodway channel will be cut on a frequent basis so the hydraulic capacity of
the floodway will not be compromised,

At previous rounds of public involvement for the Project open houses were the forum to discuss detziled
aspects of the Project; however, during this round of public involvement open houses appear not to be
the forum to discuss specific issues about the Project. Why was there a change to the open house
format?

The purpose of Round 4 FPIP is fo facilitate where individuals can find information relevant to them in the
EIS documents, and to explain how we arrived at our conclusions. Therefore it was felf that the open
houses format with subject specialists available to answer specific questions was more appropriate,
Furthermore, i anyone has any additional guestions with respect fo the documents, we encourage them
fo contact members of the Environmental Assessment Team.

Council Representatives Seminar — Round 4 7
September 13, 2004
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1.3.2.3 Stakeholders

Confirmation Letter

Suite G04-103 Partage Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoha
FIB 2ES

}U I:) fel: (204) 5420654

fae: (2040 5433927

InterGrc

M5 L A H e mall: intergroup@intergroup.ca

September 8, 2004
SAMPLE LETTER

Dear <NAME=:
RE: ENVIROMMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SEMINAR — CONFIRMATION

This letter confirms that a representative(s) from <ORGANIZATION=> will be attending the
Stakeholders and Funded CEC Farticipants Floodway Expansion Project Preliminary Engineering
Studies and Envircnmental Impact Statement Seminar on Tuesday, September 14, 2004, from
1:00 p.m. to 4:30 p.m. The seminar will be held in Winnipeg, at the Winnipeg Winter Club (200
River Avenue),

This seminar is part of the Round 4 Public Involvement for the proposed Floodway Expansion
Project. The purpose of the seminar is to provide an owverview of the engineering and
environmental assessment status to date, and to provide a roadmap on the EIS to help facilitate
where to find topic specific information in the EIS documents. It will also be an opportunity to
discuss initial comments and/or concerns about the reports.

The EIS documents are located electronically at:

i -

and a copy

of the EIS Executive Summary will be mailed to your organization in the near future.

If you have any questions about the seminar, please contact Brett McGurk at (204) 942-0654. We
look forward to seeing you at the seminar.

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

TL Y M-

Brett McGurk, MNRM
Research Analyst
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Draft Meeting Notes Letter

Sipine Al FL) Prstage Aweme
Wi oy, il b
3 2ES

InterGroup | wevsos

(ETCR Rl T ]
o MO / c-mail: inlcrouE inkogroap.ce

October 20, 2004
SAMPLE LETTER

Dear <NAME>!

RE: DRAFT MEETING MNOTES FROM THE SEPTEMBER 14, 2004, STAKEHOLDER
SEMINAR IN WINNIPEG REGARDING THE PROPOSED RED RIVER FLOODWAY
EXPANSION PROJECT

Flease find enclosed for your review and comment draft mesting notes from the September 14, 2004,
saminar in Winnipeg, Manitoba regarding the propossd Red River Foodway Expansion Project. Please
provide any comments you might have by October 28, 2004, I can be reached at (204) 942-0654 or by e-
mail at brncgurk@intsrgroup.ca.

Once the mesting notes have been finalized, they will be posted on the Environmental Assessment Team's
web gite {www .floodwayeia.com) and included in the supplemental filing. The Environmental Assessment
Team'’s web site contains information on the Project and is updated requlaty.

If you have any questions or comments about the Project or the public imvoheement process, beyond any
meeting note changes, please do not hesitate to call Denis De Pape or John Osler of InterGroup Consultants,
Ltd, &t (204) 242-0654,

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

TRy M-

Brett McGurk
Research Analyst

Enclosure
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Final Meeting Notes Letter

Suite 604-203 Partape Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoba
FiB 2ES

| rl t{:‘ I (j [{:} LI l:} tel- (2043 5420654

fane: {200) 9459977

MOS L A M a-mail: imtergroup@iniergroup.ca

October 29, 2004
SAMPLE LETTER

Dear =NAME=:
RE: FINAL MEETING MOTES ON THE PROPOSED FLOODWAY EXPANSION PROJECT

Please find enclosed the finalized notes from the seminar held on September 14, 2004, in Winnipeqg,
Manitoba regarding the proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project. The final version of the notes
has been revised to reflect any comments that were received during the review process, and will be
included in the supplemental filing and posted on the Environmental Assessment Team's web site
(www.floodwaveia.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.

Yours truly,
INTERGROUP CONSULTANTS LTD.

TRy M

Brett McGurk
Research Analyst

Endosure
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Invitation List

MR. JACK JONASSON

Coalition for Flood Protection North of the Floodway

MR. JIM STINSON
Selkirk, MB

DR. ROB STEWART
North Ritchot Action Committee

MR. FRANK WOYTOWICH
Red River Valley Group

MR. MARK MYROWICH
International Erosion Control Association

MR. DON ALEXANDER
Pembina Valley Conservation District

MR. DON BELL
MS BONNIE BELL
North Turnbull Drive Group

MS ELIZABETH FLEMING
Provincial Council of Women of Manitoba

MS GAILE WHELAN-ENNS
Manitoba Wildlands

MR. JAKE BUHLER
Cooks Creek Conservation District

MR. DON PEARSON

Selkirk and District Planning Board

MR. ANDY SZUKIEWICZ
Bird’'s Hill Park

MR. ROBERT DUERKSEN
768 Association Inc.

MR. BOB STARR
Ritchot Concerned Citizen’s Committee Inc.

MR. DENNIS CUNNINGHAM

International Institute of Sustainable
Development

MR. HAROLD TAYLOR
Red River Basin Commission

MR. JOHN SINCLAIR
MR. MIKE OLCZYK
Natural Resources Institute
University of Manitoba

MR. DAVID DANYLUK
Save our Seine

MS LORNA HENDERICKSON
Rivers West Coalition
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Seminar Notes

Manitoba Floodway Expansion Project — Round 4 Stakeholders and Funded Participants

Seminar - EIA

Meeting Highlights

Stakeholders and Funded Participants Seminar
Winnipeg Winter Club — Winnipeg, Manitoba

September 14, 2004

In Attendance

Moderator
D. Stewart

Resident of Selkirk
J. Stinson

For Cooks Creek Conservation District
J. Buhler

For Rivers West Coalition
L. Henderickson

For Birds Hill Park
A, Szukiewicz

For Infrastructure Canada
K. Grady

For Red River Basin Commission
M. Olczyk

For Provincial Council of Women of Manitoba
E. Fleming

L. Saunders

S. McKnight

For International Erosion Control Association
M. Myrowich

For Manitoba Wildlands
B. Hart (arrived at 2:30 pm)

Stakeholders and Funded Participants Seminar — Round 4
September 14, 2004
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For Environmental Assessment Team
1. Osler — TetrES/InterGroup

D. Morgan — TetrES/InterGroup

B. McGurk — TetreS/InterGroup

For KGS Group
R. Carson

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

1. Themson — Vice-President — Transportation

D. Peterson — Manager of Environmental Services
R. Modha — Communications Manager

D. Hurford — Community and Government Relations

Purpose of Seminar

The seminar was requested by the Environmental Assessment Team and MFEA for the Floodway
Expansion Project to:

+« Review the status of the EIA
« Facilitate where to find topic specific information within the EIS documents
¢ Discuss initial comments and/or concerns about the reports

The meeting was one of a series of sessions being held with various segments of the public in areas
affected by the proposed Floodway Expansion Project as part of Round 4 public involvement.

Meeting Process

MFEA representatives presented information on:
e The need for the Project
¢ Floodway expansion benefits
Members of the Environmental Assessment Study Team then presented information about:
s Status of EIA
e Environmental Assessment approach
e  Public invelvement process, including how the public has affected the Project
¢ Project description
s Summary of Environmental Assessment findings
« Where to find topic specific information within the documents
¢ Monitoring and follow-up
e Next steps in the process

Stakeholders and Funded Participants Seminar — Round 4 2
September 14, 2004
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Throughout and following the presentations, discussion took place in which:

¢ Attendees asked questions and offered perspectives on what had been presented

¢« Where appropriate, representatives of the Environmental Assessment Team and Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority answered questions and assisted attendees in finding information within the EIS
documents.

The following are highlights of the seminar and are intended to capture the key points that were raised

and presentad. 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 Representatives
Provincial Council of Women of Manitoba

The mayor of Winnipeg commented that there would be an effort to eliminate standing water in the city
to reduce the amount of mosquite breeding habitat. Will this issue also be addressed by the project
proponent through drainage?

Response — The drainage issue that MFEA looked at was in relation to drainage drop structures. A total
of five drainage drop structures will be replaced, and improvements will be made within the ROW fo
accommodate increased design flows and future growth of local drainage systems.

Will the Project impact the City of Winnipeg aqueducts?

Response — The Branch agueduct pipes will be realigned as a result of the Project. During construction
one aqueduct will remain operational at all imes. Further information on changes fo the agueduct can
be located in Appendix D of the Engineering Reports.

Resident of Selkirk

What does slide & depict?

Respanse — Siide 8 shows the area flooded with a 700-year flood event with the existing foodway. With
an expanded foodway, 99 per cent of the blue area (i.e., flooded area) would be eliminated.

Why in slide 34 does it note that all the original bridges will remain in service during construction, except
for PTH 447 PTH 44 is an important transportation routes for the community, especially for emergency
vehicles, It is important that the PTH 44 bridge remains in operation during construction.

Stakeholders and Funded Participants Seminar — Round 4 3
September 14, 2004
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Respanse — No final decision has been made with respect to FTH 44 as of yel. IF the new bridge could
be located offfine, than the original bridge would remain in senvice during construction. If the bridge
needed to be located in its present location, than a defour or some alternate route would be necessary.

Will a decision on PTH 44 be made prior to the CEC hearing?

Response — The plan s to provide some indication about what will be happening with PTH 44 prior to the
hearings.

I was informed that the EIS documents would be located at the public libraries throughout Manitoba.
The Selkirk Public Library, for example, does not have the Engineering Reports. Why is a3 complete set of
the documents not available at the Selkirk Public Library?

Response - Originally the plan was fo have all documents in the Public registry throughout Manitoba,;
however, the large volume of documents did not allow for having complete sets of documents (e, EIS
and engineering reports) at alf locations. A decision was made to place only the EIS at the libraries, with

the complete set of Engineering Reports at the public registry at 123 Main Street,

Action Item: MFEA will arrange for a CD-ROM containing the pre-design engineering reports
or paper copies to be provided to the Selkirk Public Library.

Where in the documents are the known springs that could be a pathway to allow floodway water to enter
into the aquifer.

Respanse — Appendix M of the Engineering Reports fdentifies the focations of the springs.

Birds Hill Park

Is it possible to move Duff Roblin Provincial Park to a more suitable location (e.g., Floodway Inlet or
Floodway Outlet)? Birds Hill Park would like to develop working group with MFEA to discuss this issue.

Respanse — MFEA cannot unilaterally decide to move Duff Roblin Frovindial Park; these discussions need
fo take place with the appropriate provincial departments. However, we encowage Birds Hill Park to

discuss recreational apportunities within the floodway channel with Lorna Henderickson's organization,
Rivers West.

International Erosion Control Association (TECA)

Why is the water color of the floodway different than the water quality of the Red River in Slide 337

Response — There are a few possible reasons why the water color of the Red River and foodway are
different:

Stakeholders and Funded Participants Seminar — Round 4 4
September 14, 2004
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1. The floodway water does not contain water from the Assiniboine River, which has different
sediment and, therefore, causes the water colour to be different,

2. The flow in the Floodway is fow in the Floodway and is composed of a large percentage of inflow
from local drainage structures, which release flow from local tributaries into the Floodway. These
tributaries have only a small conceniration of sediment and water will appear clearer due fo this
influence.

At the June 22, 2004, meeting members of the IECA commented that they would like to see the HEC 6
calculations. Where can the calculations be located within the EIS documents?

Response — The calculations are located within the Engineering Repoits addressing channel design.
Where was the photograph in Slide 37 taken?

Response — The photograph is from a fest excavation last summer near Grande FPointe. The objective
was to fry to determine how fast and effective excavation can take place with current machinery.

It was mentioned that $6 million would be spent on erosion control at the floodway inlet and outlet.
Would the money be used solely to protect the above structures from eroding?

Response — The §6 million would be spent on erosion controf for the channel during construction.
What methods will be used to protect the low flow channel during construction?

Response — Where necessary, there will be infilling with soil (type to be determined in final design),
followed by geotextile overay and then riprap.

Will there always be water within the low flow channel?
Response — There will be 2 base flow of about 3 cfs in the low flow channel.

The organization was disappeinted that they did not get their question pertaining to the HEC 6
calculations answered fully at the session.

Stakeholders and Funded Participants Seminar — Round 4 5
September 14, 2004
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Response to Round 4 Questions:

Response to V. Rutherford:

From KGS — Acres — UMA

Entrance Plug at Floodway

The original design of the Floodway incorporated a weir at the channel entrance to serve several
purposes:

« Minimize use of the Floodway during summer so as to also minimize the frequency of submergence
of the channe! vegetation that could lead to its eradication and resulting exposure of the channel bed

to unpredictable erosion damage.

+  Minimize the risk of entrance of large volumes of river ice Into the Floodway during the spring prior to
passage of the ice down-river through Winnipeg. The ice jamming potential at bridges or at the
Floodway Outlet, where the channel narrows to about one sixth of the surface width of the Floodway
Channel upstream, was feared as an uncertainty. It was recognized as 2 possible cause of channel
blockage that could cause unpredictable rises in water level, and risk to the bridges.

The weir is about 200 m wide, has a crest elevation of approximately El 228.6 m (750 ft) and is about 2
m in height above the invert of the Floodway Channel downstream,

The same issues exist today as they did during the original planning in the 1960'. It is possible that
some means of prevention of these problems could be devised at a cost to the project, if there were
significant benefits to be achieved by eliminating the entrance weir. Figure 1 shows the rating curve of
flow through the Floodway as a function of the water level at the Floodway entrance. It alse
demonstrates how the expanded Floodway would modify this, and further, how it would be changed if
the entrance weir were removed in its entirety. This figure demonstrates two points:

« The improvement in flood passage without the entrance weir at upstream water levels that are
approaching or exceed the top of the riverbanks at the Inlet would be virtually nil.

= The largest increase in flow that could be provided is approximately 120 m/s (4,200 cfs), and would
be at a water level of approximately 228.6 m (750 ft).

Combination of the modified Floodway rating curve (Figure 1 - ne weir) with the known hydraulic
characteristics of the Red River shows the following:

« With a water level at El 228.6 m (750 ft) and assuming the weir is in place, the river flow would
typically be about 1100 m’/s (40,000 cfs), and would be at an incipient condition of overflowing the
crest of the entrance weir.

« If a similar river flow were to occur and the welir did not exist, the drawdown effect of water entering
the Floodway would be approximately 35 em (14 inches) at the entrance to the Floodway, and would
be a similar reduction in water level through mest of Winnipeq.

« The reduction in water level would reduce to approximately 18 cm (7 inches) at 5t. Adolphe, and to 7
cm (3 inches) at Ste, Agathe. This is the largest improvement that could be expected.

Page 2
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Figure .:l — Rating Curves of Floodway Channel at Floodway Entrance
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« At flows that cause the river level to excesd El 230 m (754.5 ft), the elimination of the weir would
have no measurable effect. This would be at river flows of about 1 600 m*/s (56,000 cfs), or greater,

« Similarly, at flows that would cause the river to reach only El 226,5 m (743 ft), the benefit would be
zero, as no flow would enter the Floodway either with or without the entranca weir.

These reductions are all at a stage that is well below bank-full stage in the Red River, and the maximum
reduction in water level of 35 om (14 inches) would occur at a water level of about 4 m (12 ft) below the
top of bank. Given the small water level reduction, and the fact that that reduction is achieved at a level
that is well below bank-full stage upstream, it has no benefit and does not warrant the cost of removing
the weir or replacing it with a costly structure to.hold back ice while allowing flow into the floodway
channel at less than 750 ASL. Just removing the plug will add expesure of the Floodway to the risks cited
above. i
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Supplementary Filing Page 1-94 Public Involvement Program Update



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project November 2004

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Seminar Notes Tracker — Round 4

Status of Seminar Notes - Round Four

Date of Seminar  [Note taker Internal Review MFEA Review Attendee Review - 1st draft Post on Final version Post on
Seminar date sent | date rec.| changes | date sent| date rec.| changes | date sentfor | Notes Sent - contact person of each | date rec comments. -| changes | intranet [sent to attendees| floodway EIA
made made review Org. including phone calls| made website
08-Sep-04|TAC Seminar |Brett-IG [Sep.24 |Sep.27 |yes Sep. 29 |Oct. 6 yes N/A TAC members N/A N/A yes Sep. 29 Yes
13-Sep-04|RM Seminar__[Brett - IG_|Oct. 1 Oct. 8 yes Oct. 13 |Oct. 29 |yes Oct. 20 City of Selkirk N/A yes Nov. 8 Yes
" RM of Springfield N/A " " "
RM of Ritchot N/A
" RM of Macdonald N/A " " "
RM of Tache N/A " " "
Infrastructure Canada N/A
Stakeholders
14-Sep-04|Seminar Brett - IG_[Oct. 13 |Oct. 18 _|yes Oct. 13 |Oct. 29 |yes Oct. 20 Resident of Selkirk N/A yes Nov. 8 Yes
" Cooks Creek Conservation District N/A " " "
Rivers West Coalition N/A
Birds Hill Park N/A
" Infrastructure Canada N/A " " "
Red River Basin Commission N/A
International Erosion Control
Association Nov. 4 yes
Manitoba Wildlands N/A
Provincial Council of Women of
" Manitoba N/A " " "
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Action Items Tracker — Round 4

Action Items from Seminars - Round Four

Date of Seminar Seminar

Note Taker

Action Item Request

Who is Responsible Action Item

Completed

08-Sep-04| TAC Seminar

Brett - IG

Federal Responsible Authorities
would like a list of the topics
that will be included in the
supplemental filing

MFEA

Completed

13-Sep-04|RM Seminar

Brett - IG

John Osler will provide Valerie
Rutherford with information on
the inlet lip

Doug Peterson will send a copy
of the EIS to the RMs of
Macdonald and Tache

Randy Borsa and Doug McNeil
will discuss how to provide the
City of Selkirk with revised water|
elevation maps

EA Team

MFEA

MFEA

Completed

Completed

Completed

14-Sep-04|Stakeholders Seminar

Brett - IG

MFEA will arrange for a CD-ROM
containing the pre-design
engineering reports or paper
copies to be provided to the
Selkirk Public Library

MFEA

Completed
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1.3.2.4 Environmental Impact Statement Seminars

Generic Presentation

Proposed Red River Floodway
Expansion Project

Environmental Impact Statement Seminar
Winnipeg Winter Club

September 14, 2004

Prog=siaud Flooidway Expansian Pr||1u| i

] -"'AJ-"IF-:'F’ - wwrw floadwayeln,com

Outline

Meeting Objectives

Background

— MNeads and Bensfits of Project

Environmental Review Process

EIS Overview

— Approach

— Public Involvement

— Asgzeszments

— Road Map and Linkage to Engineenng Studies

Next Steps..

Progsvail Flaaidway Bapansian Projsal
-

Al wiarw. floodwayela.com

s 2
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Meeting Objectives

Purpose —

= Provide an overview of the engineenng and
environmental assessment status to date
= Provide roadmap on the EIS
— approach,
— Issues and
— where to find information in the documentation
* Both EIS and links to the Engineering Studies
= Review next steps in environmental review process

Progseud Flosdwiy Espansion Projace
L] 3 —rr— =

o e | L warwy lloodwayeln.com
. £

4
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Project Need

*  Existing Floodway opened in 1968 after
cataztrophic 1950 Flood damages
« To date, used more then twenty tmes s
= Avoided flood damages in excess of EE‘- F s
Billicn
= Avoided environmental impacis not
aestimaied
*  Floodway Expansion a major expansion of |§
existing fioodway protection system
designed 1o divert flood waters arcund
Winnipeq.

ansiamn Frlll-.'l.'.
il B | 7 wwrwy, lloodwayela,com
L5

Frogananl Floodway Exp
Fu

Project Need..

1887 Flood almos: excesded sxisting
Floodway capacily.

Floodway Expansion will provide
protection to a 1 in 700 year flood event
Asszociated economic benefits o all
Manitcbans and Canadians from
enhanced protection expected to yield net
bensfits of over FR00 million (2001
SCDN).

Die=ign and environmental assessment
has provided opporiunities for contribution
from public

Fiabgeridnil If.:ll.%

www. floodwayeia.com
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T
Floodway Expansion Need

Flooded areas:
Existing and Expanded Floodway

Frogwveil Flumilye

wiarw floodwaysih.com

Floodway Expansion Need

WSS 1K

BT . o )|

------
------

B ey

www floodwayela.com
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Benefits of the Project

10

Floodway Expansion generates

sizeable benefits in:

= flood protection
construction employment
recreational opportunities, and;
infrastructure improvements.

wiww floodwayela.com
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Floodway Expansion Benefits

Flocd Protection
—  Project ralses level of fiood protection far
approsimately SO0,000 residents. of
Winnipeq ana eignificamily reguces
potemilaldamags to propsty.
. grea:er than 510 Bicn for 1 in
00 year event
= asmuch as 317 Billion fora 1
im 700 year event {1900 SC0M)
— Wesl DOviee raless kvl of proteciion Tor
FiM of Macdonal resicents norin of Me
Cryke.
- Profecting Winnipeg during a floog
eraiies N2 hub of Mankoba's canamy
I cordnue to funcdion. This bensiis
ﬂ'ﬂ'l% Maniiobans, including reslisnts
wha Tve In the sumounding municipalies
and work in Winnipeg.

PFropsvad F '|IIII|'H|| Expanaion I'r|:|-:I|_r

1"

e T wharw floodwayeln.com

Floodway Expansion Benefits

Construction Employment
— Wil be the |argest constnuction projectin
Southem Manitcha
» providing four years of consbruction
emgloymans
' eml_ﬂ::;:-v.rrer: ko regldenis of Winnioeg and
surfouhding communfiss.
+ Traming and sp2clal measurss o be
anapied to faclitate employment of
atarigiral people

12

Privg I Fliniii I--_ B E i naiae I'|..|.._|l
Fe2h ST wwiwi floodwayela.com

I L
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13
Floodway Expansion Benefits

Recreational Cpportunities
— Process i :a]:l ace fo enhance non-wet
recreationsl opporunities on Floodway
right of way and n floodway channs!

- Residents of Winnipeg and surmcunding
communities could benef from accessing
thess naw coportunities

—— f RS —
rog=sat l"llllll'«li I.-.l| TR art
! L] A A wiarw Nloodwayeln.com

Floodway Expansion Benefits "

Infrastructure Improvements
- ﬂ:‘::lgl'mag.r bridges crossing the
way and
— five draimage drop structures in
the floodwiay.

¥l benefit residents of areas
sumounding ¥Yannipeg who travel
across the brdges and whose
drainage enters the foodway

wivw floodwayala.com
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Floodway Expansion Benefits b

Environmental Bensfits

—  Flopway Expansion will he et
the Ermr?:lurm%ﬂt dnwnslrearfg*m

Winmpeg durin e food EH‘EI‘IEb
NIHIHFLEIIEI-Q lik eﬁ'ﬁa-:rgc -::n.ler S
flooding and associated pol utant

retease within Winnizeg

Protection of Critical Infrastructure

— Protection of key health centres in
Winripeg

— Water treatment and supply facilities

- Eg'lrﬁ'rg;n:y Response Coordination

Frogpsral |‘"IIII|'|':_:l. Eapainsion P

5 S wiarw lloodwayeln.com

16
Floodway Expansion Benefits..

Reuse of Excavated Earth
— opportunities will be made
for reuse of earth

excavated during
consinucton

Soil and
clean fill

Frivg=wiaanl Flisi

wiww floodwayela.com
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Environmental Assessment:
Status, Documentation, Approach..

18

ElIA Status

« EIS submitted to regulators August 3, 2004
» Regulatory Review process staried
— Public and TAC comments by October 12 2004
« Some Supplemental filings
— e.g. Vegetation Baseline Survey
« Round 4 Public Consultation
« Other MFEA-related activities
— Definition of "Emergency” for summer operation
— Compensation comparison
— Recreational Development Process

wiwwL floodwayela.com
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19

EIS and Supporting
Documentation

Exaculiee
Summary
ElZ Wain EIS
Welonm *
£
Bupporting
dccmreizas
Weline 2
‘Weline 3
-
Frefminary i, Mdpesrl
Enginsaring wrad

Appardican A -5

Frogsiad Floodw ey Espansion Priqeci
||+. I " Il-ll-I u1.-:r

iy AV AR warw floodwayela.com
&

20
Executive Summary E I S D t
[l anrcan 3] &bl incsa s Sudiabasblirg
Chapiar B
Chapiaa T
Phpuical hﬁ:\-‘m -I'.Ilﬂlllul.:
E Laxie
= Chugiar €
= Agmuns
= Earmreaavesi |
]
= Chapta T Chaptsr &
Tz v il Harioege
Cawicanremnr Fadl pirced
u Pl ksl Sack-L dE
e ke e po e
E Lkt OF Apped Ak 5 a 50 YT
; Apprarh Aejaie
Heriisge
= Eksa s
& En'-:p > H:.':o i Aopeedia 14
E- Pablie Tarzawmeal
:‘ Lasaberan Ao ndkeaa
[ Agsndin 1A w A
D

PFrivg=wianil Finpilwayp B
s "'h 3 warw floodwayela.com
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21

Regulatory Review Process

Before Project can be built, both federal and T

provincial regulatory requiremenis will need to r/ o

oe met L1

24 W2 — Enui =] I e 'l‘-“i-"'r'd.‘.

= July 228, 2003 — Environment Act Proposal Form

{EAPF ) submitt=d L{*:f '
= August 2003 — Draft Guidelines released T
= February £, 2004 — Final Guidelines released

after public comment

Manitoba Minister of Conservation has

determinad that thers will be public hearings by

the Clean Emvircnment Commission.

Faderal responsible autharities will prepars a

Seresning Report that will be made available for

public review and comment before any final
CEAA determination is made

Progosad Floodway Expansion Project
* e
iy -"‘-l!!l' B wiarw floodwayeln.com
o

22

Approach to EIS
Environmental Components

= [For gach of Chaplers 5 through &
= Ag:-_prnach and methodology: address scops issues
and i

nzludes categories of assessment, sources of effects, overview of
methods of spprosch;
— Existing Environment: review of curent and svciving
fudurz envircnment as affected by Existing Floodway.
— Effects and Mitigation: Fossive and adverse effects likely

to resulfis after consideration of proposed mitigation measunes.

— Residual Effects and Significance: nature and
exient of residual effects after full miplementation of pro d mitigation
and rationa’s whether adverse residual effects are significant.

- Mnnituring and FD‘"DW-UP: proposed mondoring and
foliow-up activities should Project proceed.

Frivgesiail Fliiiiway F
s __.; = o www. floodwayeia.com
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Assessment Approach

Effects assessment focuses on effects of -

» Project Construction
» Project Operation-Inactive
» Project Operation-Active
— 1 in 100 years retum flood pericd (zimilar to 19597 fliood)
— 1in 120 vears retum flood pericd (larger than 1257 flood)
— 1 in 225 years retum flood pernod (approximate design
capability of Exiating Floodway)

— 1in 700 years retum flood pericd (approximate design
capability of Floodway Expangion)

Frogsrud rluullvu tl'.lil:'ul'lll I‘r|.|-|'¢!:r.

L ] v Tloodwayela, com

24

Cumulative Effects

v Integral with all other elements of the EIS, without explicit
distinction in the EIS. (Sect 2.2)

= Included in consideration of existing envircnment, effects and
mitigaticn
* Past and Current Projects and Activities {for example)
= Existing Floodway
» Flood Response Management and Compensation
= Population growth and regional development
*  Futurs Projects and Acfivities (for example)
= Summer Operation of Floodway Expansion
= City of Winnipeg flood protection infrastructure improvements
= Dredging

Framgriail rm.ulwu. LETIETIET

s - www. floodwayela.com
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Involvement Process
Round Cne (Jan, Feb) m
— Project introduction and lssue I . *m
Identification e
Round Twao (April) =
— Inforrmation on key topics, — it
including recreation & economic =
opparunities, floodway opsrating — ey
rules, compensation, mitigation,
sumimer operation and water
s ——— H _,_
Round Three {MayiJune) e P
— Indtial El4 findings =
Round Four {September) T— '
— EIS documentation —
Hat afl thi Pressss

Pripsad Flusilway Bapansian

woarad floodwayela,com
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How Public has Affected the Project

MNotable changes in project design and
environmental assessment process
include:

— Groundwater protection

— Mitigation fund

- PTH 15

— Land acquisition

— Recreation opporiunities
— Springhill Ski Facility

— Re-use of excavated earth
— Invaolvement in design

Prog=sud Moovdway Expansion Project
1 1

“_J‘-lltan e wiarw floodwayeia.com
=

N .

28

Other Responses to

R [T
= Addtional analysis and studies, 1 ..,

inciuding surface water intrusion -
imto groundwater and effecis on
ic= jams downstream of the
Floodway(in EIS)

= Encouragement by MFEA of
Canada and Manitaba 1o
consider invesimsant in rural
flood protection, particulary
morih of Winnipag (not in EIS)

= Development of a 2-0 virtual —_—
reality foodway simulation (not

in EIS) Q‘E_;:' +*

www floodwayela.com
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Project Description

e S

——

i v

*  Widening channel
*  |mproving Control
*  Improving Qutlet

and Extension

*  Raising/Lengthening Bridge
& Improving Crainage
» ‘West Dyke Enhancement

30

AL

Fhpsimmy 7 tgrensd by paemen
Prob g SR el
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TWeal Lyhe
Exiwnor and [nforcemon
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rx of Floodway
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H

Floodway Channel

*  Expanzion by despening effeciively
eliminated.
— Expanszion by widening.
*  Avoidance of deepening rezponds to
concerns re: groundwater impacts

* [Design goal ig to ensure expanded
Floodway Channel is no desper than
existing channel

» COwerall excavation is reduced, less
land reguirements and lezss disposal
piles

‘rupriad Flislway BEapansion Projace
_— —— :-

- -'.._ ek whww lloodwayeln.com

32

Inlet Control Structure

* Inlet Struciure tested and meeiz
current dezign standards for
design safety. Structure will
withstand extreme floods

*  Improvements include:
— Enhanced erosion protection
— Enhanced fire suppression
systems

— Instaliation of addtional
backup safety features

wisral floodwa yela.com
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Qutlet Structure Expansion

* Increased width and other
features to reducs velocities
and dizzsipate energy in flows
entering Red River

* Erosion protection - improving
exizting rip rap and adding
new rip rap along west bank of
Red River

*  Propozed new protection
extends 1 Kilometre beyond
exizting erosion protection

il Fi i E i Friga
Tl LHIL H:'I'II' 'llr:.l' |':“I FIHELE 3

- wiarw. Nloodwayaln.com

Channel Crossings

= Highway Bridges
— All & to be reglaced. New
spans raised and lengthened.
— Original bridges remain in
service during construction
(except possibly PTH 44)
= Agricultural Crainage Crop
Siruciurss
— Sto be replaced
— Improvements made within
Floodway Right of Way to
accommodate increased
design flows and future growth
of local drainage system

wiwwl floodwayela.com
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Progead Flomlwiy Expansion Project
e

35

West Dyke Extension and
Enhancement

West Dyke will be raised (o
increase freeboard m—
Freeboard extended between 2 to
E fest
— Dffers addiional protection
from wave action damags

Dyke will be lengthened
approximately 12 miles

- T ward Nloodwayeln.com

36

Land Acquisition

Curment amount needed for
expanded Floodway Channel
reduced from maore than 1000
acres to uncer 500 acres

www. floodwayela.com
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3T

Construction Sequence

* Construction to oceur in at least = = s
four segments to minimize time e = -
spent in any given location

* Construction sequence will star
at upstream end of Floodway
Channel (near conirol structure)
and progress downstream o
Floocdway Outiet

Progovud Flomlway Expamiion Prigect
=

g ._.__.-l-l_._.. = Ak wiarw. floodwayveln.com

i
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Ongoing Project Development

= Preliminary engineering design completed July 2004
= Ongoing work (surveying and EA Studies)

= Detailed design process (started July 2004)

= Anticipated construction start {Summer, 2005)

= Anticipated construction completion (March, 2009)

wiwrwd floodwayela.com
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ElS and Engineering Documents
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Environmental Assessment
Conclusion:

Project expected to create no significant residual
adverse effects on biophysical environment or
related socio-economic environment.

— Project design andfor mitigation activities will be

implemented to avoid potential significant adverse
effects

Progiail Flosldwiay Exspansian I"ru-lul.:
s -
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* Water Regime

*  Groundwater

*  Ercsion and Sedimentation

* [Crainage

* |ce Processes

*  Climate, Air Quality and
Moize

*  Physiography, Geology and
Soils

Progeeil Fhosdway Espansion Projece
§ o P

W e ]

Physical Environment

43

wwrw floodwayaln.oom

Water Regime

Issues Considered

Location in EIS

*Existing operation in
Spring and Summer
*Effect of Project on Water
Levels

Upstream (Marriz)

“Winnipeg

Downsiream (o Netlsy)

Frivg==i4iil Fisig Iy B nalas Projsos

Executive Summary
Page 12-15

Main Volume
Sectionz 4.14.2, 5.3, 8.3,
848586

Supporting Volumes
Appendix 54 5B

www. lloodwayela.com
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Water Regime
Key Effects of Project:

*  For floods less the 1in 100 years no effect on VWatsr levels other
than about a 0.3 meire reduction in Winnipeg

*  Major benefits in providing protection with Winnipeg for floods
greater than 1 in 225 year event

Frogeiad Floodway Expansion Projeci
- ‘..“"irﬁ:f i www, Tloadwa yela,com
o &)
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Water Regime..
Key Effects of Project:

*  Upstream of the inlet confrol Structure water levels would be
about 0.9 mefres lower

* Downsiream effects are higher water levels for major floods
— For floods between 1:100 and 1:225 years water lavels
would be 2 to 4 cm higher at Lockport
— For a 1:700 year flood the water level would be 0.3 m
higher at Lockport (with the banks) reducing to 0.13 m
nigher at Selkirk and 0.05 m at Breezy Point

www floodwayela.com
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Groundwater
Levels

Issues Considered

Location in EIS

Effects from:
-Dewatering at bridges
& aqueduct
*Channal widening
and limited deepening
«Cperation

Progsaiad Floodwiy Eapaniion Projact

" 2

Executive Summary
Pags 15-16

Main Volume
Sections £.3, 54,85, 586

Supporting Volumes
Appendix SC

Engineering Documents
Appendic 8,M,MN,2,R,5

47

wiaiw TIoodwa Wi, S

Groundwater
Quality

48

Issues Considered

Location in EIS

» Contamination during
construction

» Saline- freshwater
interface

= Surface water intrusion

during operation

Pritg=ridsil rlllllllvu. Fap

I'>"%

Executive Summary
Page 15

Main Volume
Sections £.3, 54,85, 86

Supporting Volumes
Appendix SC

Engineering Documents
Appendi: 8,MN,P,3,R,5

wiww floodwayela.com
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Ground Water

Key Effects of the Project:

» Predominantly widening with selected area of 0.6
metres
— Groundwater levels changes would not be noticeable
outside the RoWy
— Paotential for 0.6 m effect at Row at Bird Hills can be
mitigated, if required, by a cut-off wall therefore should
be no noticeahle effect at RoW

Progeiail l‘lllllllwi- Expinnion Projaci
-

o, r...l"‘:ir.-r:f' ' 'n'ww.ﬂﬂﬂl'h'-'ug,rr'lul.:':-:r|1'|

50
- [ P R
Ground Water..
Key Effects of the Project:

= EPPs will be used to protect GW during construction

= Existing zone of infiliration will widen however no
additional vertical intrusion expected

wiwwl floodwayela.com
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Erosion and Sedimentation

51

Issues Considered

Location in EIS

*Erczion and Sedimentation
effects from construction of
Channel and Cuilet
Spring floods and rainfall
events
*Effectz ocn Red River and Lake
Winnipeg
A ddifional erosion control at
Cutlet and Inlet Contro
Structurs

Frogzrad Huuuwr Expaniion Froject

¥ »du

-
3 -':-ﬂ Fraom

Executive Summary
Page 1817

Main Volume
Sectionz 2.3, 4.5, 5.5

Engineering Documents
Main Report (8.4)
Appendix B,C,D,L.G, KO

wharw Tloodwa Wk, Com

Erosion and Sedimentation
Key Effects of Project:

= Extensive Erosion Control Plans for Construction of
Outlet Structure and Floodway Channel will mitigate
any potential effects of sediment from erosion on the

Red River

— Even without mitigation, simulation has shown
sediment increase with the Red River would be within

natural variation

Frivg=wianil | |.||||Iwa. LLTL

r” A '.H#"'

52

www floodwayela.com

Supplementary Filing

Page 1 - 122

Public Involvement Program Update



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

November 2004

Erosion and Sedimentation..
Key Effects of Project:

» Improved erosion control is being provide in the low
flow channel and the upstream and downstream
embankments of the Inlet Control Structure as well as
1 km downstream of the Outlet Control Structure

Frogarud I'quuvu.' Expianiion Projuct

v O -

53

warw, Noodwa W, S

Drainage

Issues Considered

Location in EIS

*Summary of replacement and
improvemsnt made o drainage
structures within Floodway
Fighi-of-way

*Modification of Drains through
and Adjacent to West Dyke

*Modification to Ssine River
Syphon

Frorgriail I‘Illllll'ﬁ'l. B i i

x-r_.ﬂ'.u_i =

Executive Summary
Page 17

Main Volume
Sectionz£4.5 56 85

Engineering Documents
Main Report (6.8,6.9)
Appendixz D

wiww floodwayela.com
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]

lce Processes

lssues Considered Location in EIS

*Higtory of ice jamming Executive Summary
downstream of Floodway Cutiet || Page 17

*Effects of Existing Floodway and || Main Volume
Project on travel times through Sections 5.7
Floodwsay and River
Engineering Documents
Main Report (3.3)
Appendix L

Progesad Floodway Expansion Projece

r:. - -"Afirr’ff 'n'ww.ﬂr_l{:uI'W:'l:,ruu‘l..:j:t}l'|'|

Gk

Climate, Air and Noise

Issues Considered Location in EIS

*Effectz on Climate and Effecis Executive Summanry
of Climate Change on Project Page 17-18

*Construction effects on Moize Main Volume
and Air Quality Sections 5.8

Progsail Floodway Bap
s ".,b,ﬂf‘ B www. floodwayela.com
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Physiography, Geology & Soils

&7

Issues Considered

Location in EIS

*Changes to physiography:
foot print, spoil berms eic

*Effects on Gypsum
Rosette collection.

Frogssad Finodws

Expansion Projact

Executive Summary
Page 18

Main Volume
Sections 4355

Supporting Volumes
Appendix 44

Engineering Documents
kMain Report, Appendix B

wharw. floodwayela.com

*  Surface Water Quality

*  Agustic Habitat

* Lower Trophic Level and
Aguatic Invertsbrates

*  Fizh and Clam Populstions

*  Terrastral Vegetation

= Wildlife, Wildlife Habitat
and Communities

» Species at Risk

* Manitoba Protected Area
Initiative

Frie=sisil If'""h:":h:-' ajis

Aquatic & Terrestrial
Environment

&3

wirwl floodwayela.com
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Surface Water Quality

Issues Considered

Location in EIS

Frogesud Huuuwn.' Expiniion Projact

*Effectz an Water Quality from
herticide and fertilizer use in
revegetation of Floodway
Channel

*Sediment covered in Physical
Envircnment

*Effectz on Methyl Mercury and
contamination during
construction considered

'I [Nl
v AW

Executive Summanry
Page 159

Main Vaolume
Sections 4.36.3

Supporting Volumes
Appendix 64

Engineering Documents
Appendix B

ik

wara Tloodwa WA, G

Aquatic Habitat

| ower Trophic Level and Aquatic Invertebrates

Fish and Clam Populations

lssues Considered

Location in EIS

*Effects of Construction of
Expanded floodway Channel
and Cutlet Control Structurs

sEffectz of re-grading of low flow
channel

sEffects of additional Erosion
Control in River and Floodway
Channel

Fiibgeridnil l‘lllllllwl. Eupansian P

'h--'l-fﬂ'_

Executive Summanry
Page 15-20

Main Volume
Sections 434564 6566,6.7
Supporting Volumes
Appendix 63,6C 60 6E,6F

Engineering Documents
Appendix B,D

&0

wiara floodwayela.com
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Aquatic Environment
Key Effects of Project:

« Current over-wintening of fish, which results in fish
kills in the Existing Floodway Channel will be
discouraged by proposed low flow channel design

+ Erosion contrel in some area of Red River may
results in alteration of Fish Habitat

— It is anticipated that OFO will require habitat
compensation

Fropgsaiad Flosdway Expandian Projace

N & r"'-fi - -".'-'::r v floodwayela, com

62
Terrestrial Vegetation
Wildlife, Wild Life Habitat and Communities
Species at Risk
Manitoba Protected Area Initiative

Issues Considered Location in EIS

*Effects of construction on Executive Summanry

Floodway Channel, West Dyke Page 21

and Cutlet Control Structure Main Volume
Sectionz £4.24.54.11

*Effects re-vegetation and 7.3,747576

maintenance of the Floodway

Channel Supporting Volumes
Appendix TATB,TC
Engineering Documents
Appendix B,D,F

Privg=siaiil F |.||||Iwa. LT ELETE T
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Terrestrial Environment
Key Effects of Project:

= Channel Construction will cause short term
disruption, however the re-vegetation plan will result
in a more diverse and flood-tolerant plant community
that generally improves habitat in the long term

= Cleanng of willows for construction and maintenance
will occur from September to April
— |.2 outside breeding bird nesting season

= Mo species at risk or their habitat were encountered

during site investigation in 2004 or from other
information collected

Propedad Flosdwisy Expaniion Froject
-

L | ._..___'_-"‘1' . .-55::'. frreet s Tloadwa el a.com

Socio-Economic
Environment

* Resource Lse
*  Econonmy
*  |nfrastructure and Services

*  Personal, Family and
Cammunity Life

* Heritage Resources

Progesiail Floailwey Bapansian Prijain
iy - -

wiwal floodwayela.com
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B5

Resource Use

Issues Considered Location in EIS
*  Commercial agriculiural Executive Summary
activity * Page 22
*  Residential land use Main Volume
— property values » Section 8.3

*  Aboriginal land and Supporting Volumes

traditional rezcurce use *  Appendix 86

Progsaad Floodway Expansion Froject
! o i [ e LTI s
= '+ A Ll 'ir.{ﬂ nww.ﬂi_u:uln.l:,.uul.;.t_rl'ﬁ

GG

Resource Use
Key Effects of the Project

»  Commercial agriculture and residential land use temporary
digrupted during construction
— traffic flow and construction inconvenience
— suspension of hayinglcropping leases

. Hi%her downstream water levels (less than 0.3m) expected
to have minor effect on commercial resource use

* Mo discernible effect on property values as a result of
changes in flood risk expected.

*  Water levels on lands currently held by Peguis First Nation
during flood events expected to be small (approx. 0.1
metres) and rare and not result in discernable change in
land or resource use,

Frovg=sianl F I|||||Iwu. LETIETET
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Economy

lssues Considered

Location in EIS

Frogsrud Huuu“li.

*  Employment and labour
force

*  Business and indusiry
* Busines

s participation

* Effect on provincial and
national GOF and
government revenuss

l'.llll on I"r|.|-|u|.

'-'-flr

Executive Summary
* Page 23

Main Volume
* Section 8.4

Supporting Volumes
*  Appendix 8C

Engineering Documents
*  Main Report {(10.1,11)

67

way, Tloodwa yEln,com

Infrastructure and Services

Issues Considered

Location in EIS

*  Transportation and roads

*  Water supply

*  Litilities

*  Emergency services

*  Dfher community services
— Health Centres

PFrivg=riail F I|||||Iwn. B praniing

il

Executive Summary
* Page 23

Main Volume
+ Sectionsd 6 54 85

Supporting Volumes

*  Appendix SC, 20

Engineering Documents

*  Main Report, Appendix
A B MM QRS

GE
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Infrastructure & Services
Key Effects of the Project

Transportation — increased traffic on alternative routes and
increased travel times during construction are expected to
be minor and positive residual effects during operation
phase expected to be minor.

= Police, Fire and Emergency Services

Water supply - potential adverse effects due to construction
dewatering are short term and not discernible following
mitigation. Any potential effects due to channel deepening
during operation phase will be mitigated.

Construction phase unlikely to interrupt utility services

Progsaad Flosdwiy Expaniian Froject
www,ﬂi|1:u'I'n.'-':l:,ruul.i':t,u'n

v
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Personal Family
& Community Life

Issues Considered

Location in EIS

Fopulation and
demographics

Recreation and travel
Aesthelice

Health status and izsues
Way of life

Culture and spirituality

Community cohesion and
organizaticn

Fiibgeridanil l‘lllllllwl. B apan

£ e ¥

Executive Summary
* Page 24

Main Volume

+ Sections 4.3.5.354
338586

Supporting Volumes
*  Appendix 8E
Engineering Documents

*  Main Report, Appendix &

wiww floodwayela.com
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P
Personal Family and Community Life
Key Effects of the Project

*  Increased flood protection for people livingworking (and
having links) to Winnipeg from effects of flooding

= Manitoba economy, services, way of life

*  Adverse effects via biophysical pathways to remainder of
Study Region expected to be limited to short-term effects
[construction) and rare flood events (greater than 1997
event).

*  Recreation activities along Floocdway Channel - may be
disrupted for a short period of time during construction.
During cperations, positive residual may result from
development of additional recreational opportunities.

Frogeiud rluuuwa.' Expiniion Projuce

" -;-"“IIFJ-" e 'n'ww,ﬂi|1:u'I'n.'-':l:,ruul.i':t_rl'|1

T2

Heritage Resources

Issues Considered Location in EIS

Executive Summany
+  Construction activities »  Page 27

* F .:{:.:jl,ma}l '.r.'i"age FlEr”ﬂgE Main Volume .
site »  Chapter &, Section 2.6

Supporting Volumes
Appendix B4

Engineering Documents
Appendix £8,C.0.E

Privgwiail Flonilwayg F
E e www floodwayala.com
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Going Forward.. b

Monitoring
and
Follow-Up

74
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Th

Monitoring and Follow-up

©

— An Environmental Frotection Plan for each
Froject component will be developed before
construction starts.

— This plan will outline a committed program of

environmental protection and monitoring.

= Provide addilicnal information to refine Project plans prior to
construction.

= Ensure compliance with environmanial proteclion meaasures.

= Assess the sffectiveness of mitigation and enhancemsent
MSasSLres.

= Provide timely information to assist in managemsnt of effacts,
particulary in cases whers actual effects are unceriain
= Confimn aciual effects, including any unexpected efects.

Progssad l‘lllullwl.' tl|||m|l||ul| I"ru-| mEl
* 8 i

wharw floodwayeln.com
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Thank You.

Progesud Huuuwu Expansion Projeci
e ___“-.'f_-il- .-'.':.'- T www floodwayesia.com

1.3.3 Newsletters

Newsletters were prepared by the Environmental Assessment Study Team and MFEA for Round 4 public
involvement. The Environmental Assessment Study Team and MFEA’s newsletters were available at the
public involvement events held during Round 4 public involvement. Furthermore, MFEA’s newsletter was
mailed out to 29,600 residents throughout the Red River Valley. A list of postal codes and the number of
newsletters mailed in various locations is as follows:
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Table 1.3-3

MFEA Newsletter Distribution

Town/Community Postal Code Newsletters Distributed
ROG 0CO 53
Aubigny RPO
Brunkild PO ROG OEO 62
Dugald PO ROE 0KO 1,625
East Selkirk PO ROE OMO 688
Emerson PO ROA OLO 319
Lorette PO ROA 0YO 1,142
Macdonald PO ROH 0SO 34
Morris PO ROG 1KO 716
Niverville PO ROA 1EOQ 772
Oakbank RPO ROE 1J0 1,009
Peguis RPO ROC 3J0 370
Roseau River PO ROA 1PO 57
Sanford ROG 2J0 280
Selkirk Stn Main R1A 1TO 3,882
Selkirk Stn Main R1A 1T0 2,675
St. Adolphe Stn Main R5A 1A0 617
St. Jean Baptiste PO ROG 2B0 182
St. Pierre Joylys PO ROA 1V0 475
Ste. Agathe PO ROG 1YO 118
Winnipeg LCD T R2G 1L0 2,580
Winnipeg LCD Q R3N 0GO 1,204
Winnipeg Stn St. Vital R2M 0AO 8,154
Winnipeg Stn St. Vital R2M 0AO 2,586
TOTAL 29,600
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Environmental Assessment Status Update Newsletter (August 2004)

d

Proposed Floo

Introduction

The Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority (MFEA)
has submitted documentation for the proposed Red
River Floodway Expansion Project with federal and
prowincial regulators. This newsletter and other
activities associated with cngoing public consultation
and involvernent are intended to help inform the public
about this submission.

The Red River Floodway Expansion Project (the
Hoodway Expansion or the Project) involves a major
expansion of the Existing Hoodway protection system
designed to divert flood waters around the City of
Winnipeg. The Project will expand the existing flood
diversion hydraulic capacity, generally by widening the
Hoodway Channel and medifying associated bridges and
other infrastructure,

Funding for the Project’s development is being provided
by both Manitoba and Canada. The proposed Hoodway
Expansion Project will increase flood protection

for le, mainly in the City Df"u"'ul'ir:‘r;‘ikleg, nst

very infrequent catastrophic events.VWhile the risk
of these events occurring is low, their consequences
are substantial. The Hoodway Expansion will increase
Winnipeg's reliable security against floods up to a
magnitude of | in 700 years.An estimated 450,000
residents would otherwise be flooded during such
events. This increased level of protection from the
Hoodway Expansion will provide economic benefits
to all Manitobans and Canadians, whose value is

Above: The Floodwey Channel in operation during Spring
flooding in 2004

Foar fu

ay Exp

August, 2004
ansion Project

L
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Abowe: Environmental Assessment Local Study Region.

estimated to be over $200 million (3CDMN-2001).The
Environmental Impact Statement for the Foodway
Expansion project was developed from January to July
2004 in accordance with the EIS Guidelines issued in
February 2004 by provincial and federal regulators.
Dwring this time, three rounds of public consultation
related to the Project and the EIS tock place, including
the most recent round in May and june to review and
discuss the initial E5 findings.

The FHoodway Expansion EIS was submitted in early
August for public and regulatory review. Preliminary
engineering design for the Project was also submitted to
the public registry as reference material to the EIS. Before
any construction activities can be undertaken, provincial
and federal regulatory approvals are needed. The licensing
process includes public and regulatory review of the

EIS, supplementary filing of deficiencies identified in the
review and Clean Environment Commission hearings.

Further information on the Project and the conclusions
from the EIS are summarized in the Executive Summary
and described inVolume | of the EIS. An overview of the
submission documenits, including preliminary engineering
design, is provided in this newsletter.

igase ¥isil

www.floodwayela.com
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Environmental Impact Documents Avallable Now

The EIS report can be viewed at Manitoba Conservation's
public registries at the following locations:

*Conservation and Environment Library, Main Floor,
123 Main 5t VWinnipeg

*5t. James-Assiniboia Public Library, 1910 Portage Ave.,
Winnipeg

*Legistative Library, 200 Vaughan St Winnipeg

*Manitoba Eco-Metwork, 2nd Foor, 70 Albert 5t
Winnipeg

“Selkirk and St Andrews Regional Library, 303 Main 5t
Selkirk

*Jake Epp Public Library, 255 Elmdale 5t., Steinbach

As well, the EIS report has been distributed to the Rural
Municipalities of Selkirk, East 5t. Paul, Springfield, Ritchot and St
Clements.

A complete set of preliminary engineering design reports can
be viewed at the Conservation and Environment Library, Main
Hoor, 123 Main 5t,VVinnipeg.

The entire ES submission can be seen on Manitoba
Conservations' public registry website at:
wwiw.govmb.ca/conservation/envapprovals/registries .

The preliminary engineering design reports can be seen on the
MAEA website (www.floodwayauthoritymb.ca).

Environmental Assessment and Engineering Documentation

On August 3, 2004, MFEA, submitted to Manitoba Conservation the Proposed Foodway Expansion Preject
Environmental Impact Statemnent. This report describes the anticipated effects of the Project on the physical and
biological environment, as well as on people and identifies methods to reduce adverse effects and improve positive
effects. In addition to considering existing projects like the Existing Floodway, cumulative effects also considered
potential effects of the Project in combination with other existing and planned projects.An Executive Summary of the
EIS was included in the report. This Executive Summary highlights results of the Environmental Impact Assessment
for the Proposed Red River Hoodway Expansion Project. Further detail is available in the Enwvironmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for the Project and supporting appendices:

“Volume | Proposed Red River Floodway Expansion Project — Environmental Impact Statement
*Volume 2 Technical Appendices
*Volume 3 Public Consultation and Involvernent Appendix
Continued nat poge_

For further information, please visit

www.floodwayela.com
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August, 2004

Flling of Environmental and Engineering Documeants

OnAugust 3, 2004, MFEA. submitted the Proposed Floodway Expansion Project Environmental Impact
Assessment to Manitoba Conservation. Along with the EIS, MFEA submitted the preliminary engineering design
report to Manitoba Conservation for distribution to the Main Public Registry at 123 Main Street. This rt
contains the documentation of the work undertaken to date on the engineering design of the Project an
supported the assessment of potential environmental effects contained in the EIS. The engineering documentation
consists of the main report volume that highlights the findings and preliminary designs for each of the Project
components and detailed descriptions of the work undertaken contained in the appendices volumes.

An overview of the reports submitted to Manitoba Conservation is provided in the graphic below.

Environmental Assessment
Documents

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Preliminary Engineering
Documents

Environmantal Impact Statemeant

Assessment Approach
Public Invelvernent
Project Description

Physical Environment

Aguatie Environmant

Terrastrial Environment
Socio-Economic Environment
Heritage Resources
Sustainability

Praliminary Engineering Report

Overview of Floodway Expansion

Considerations
ing Input to

Estimatia

Recommandations

SUPPORTING DOCUMEMNTS

Aapessment Practilioners Guides
Pualic Involvamant Process Documantation
Channet Excavation Drawings
Aed Aver Peak Flows
Water Level Elevations- Pre and Pos! Expansan
Groundwater and Well Investigationa
Baseding Alr Quality Data
Suiace Watar Quakty Data
Potential Ferdikzer / Horbicide Loadings
Aguatic Species Lisls
Agualic Habitst
Effacts an Aquatc Communiias
Tarrastrial Specas Lists
Piant Figld Studies Aeports
'Wildlife Field Studies
Kery Parson inlerdew Guidas
Resnuwcs Usage
Economy
infrastructure and Sarvices
Prersonal and Community Life

Hentage Aesources Impad Assassment

Bricges and Transporiasan Pre-Dasign
Fiopdway Channgl Pra-Desgn
Iniet Control Structung Pro-Diesign
Outlel, Local Drainage Structures and Syphaons
Pre-Diesgn
Ulikiae Croasings Pra-Dasign
West Dyvke Sursays, Field Investgations and
Pra-Design
Sitm Investigations for Floodway Channel
Inwastigations of Enlargament of
Easl Embankmeant Gags
Sie Investigatons for Flosdwey Bricges
Tas1 Excavations
Emvircnmantal Basaling Shudies
Groundwalar Ireestbigations
Aegional Groundwaler Modealing
Compiation of Floodway Site Investigations
Surface Wahar Infrusion Mocalling
Poigntia! Groundwater Impacts far Channed
Grouncwatar Imeestigations of Floodway Arom
Groundwater Modeling of Floocdway Arma

Fir fu

ther information please vism

www.floodwayeia.com
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The NMext Steps In the Process..
The next steps in the Aoodway Expansion Project incdude:

*The Manitoba Government has placed the EIS submission on the public
registry for an initial 60 day public review period. Persons who wish to
provide comments on the EIS should contact Manitoba Conservation in
writing no later than October |2, 2004, Comments can be submitted
in writing to Mr. Bruce Vvebb at Manitoba Conservation, Suite 160, 4
123 Main St Winnipeg Manitoba R3C A5 (tek (204) 945-7021); or by email B

at bwebb{@gov.mb.ca.

*The Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority (MFEA) will hold a
fourth round of consultations in September with municipal officials,
aboriginal organizations, regulators, and other key stakeholders and the

public.

Following consideration of all submissions, Manitoba Conservation will
provide comments, questions and deficiencies to MFEA. MFEA will file

necessary supplemental information requested by Manitoba Conservation.

*Following submission of this additional information, the Clean Environment
Commission will hold public hearings. The timing and format for the CEC

public process is expected to be known in the coming months. Terms
of reference for this hearing have been provided to the CEC by the Minister

of Conservation (see CEC website at www.cecmanitoba.ca).

After the Hearings, the CEC will provide a report to the Minister of
Conservation. The federal Screening Report will also be provided for
public comment during this interval. Both Ministers will then make licensing
determinations.

*Licensing authorizations are anticipated in the late Spring of 2005. Pending
environmental approval, construction is targeted to begin in the Summer of

2005,

How To Contact Us..

Further information about the proposed Foodway Expansion Project can be found at the following
websites:

=Environmental Impact Assessment website: www.floodwayeiz.com

*Manitoba Foodway Expansion Authority website: www.floodwayauthority.mb.ca

=Manitoba Conservation public registry website:
woww.gov.mb.calconservation/envapprovals/registries/redriverfloodway

For further information about the Environmental Impact Assessment, and to provide concerns
related to the Environmental Impact Assessment or Project, please contact john Osler of the
Environmental Assessment Study Team at 204-942-0654.

For further information plaase vist:

www.floodwayela.com
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Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority Newsletter (Fall 2004)

Manitoba

Floodway

Expansion Authority

More capacity. More opportunities. - FALL 2004

Message from CEO - “We are Listening...”

its limit during the Flood of the Century. The Red

River Floodway Expansion project will increass the
capacity of the flocdway and improve flocd protection.
Creer the past & manths, the Manitoba Flocdway
Expansion Authority has been listening to Manitobans
about this important project. Throughout our public
consultation process, we have asked for your ideas, invited
your questions and encouragad your participation
Since Janmary, 2004, the authority has sponsored 13 open
houses and has consulted extensively with local

municpal governmments.

I n 1957, the Red River Floodway came within inches of

We have invited grassroots organizations to provide input
o a wide variety of issues, from groundwater quality and
drainage to reareation and economic opportunitiss, The
resuldt is an improved project design that is sensitive to
local concems and protects the envirenment.

IMPROVEMENTS To FLoODWAY PROJECT ANNOUNCED

Groundwater Protected, Drainage Improved, Land Acquisition Requirements

As the project procesds, we will continue to consult with vou
and provide the most up-to-date information available about
this historic project, induding ancther round of public
consultation this fall To assist us, we have established a
website at www.floodwayauthority.mb.ca and a toll-fres line
for rural residents at 1-866-356-6355,

This newsletter provides vou with a list of the most frequently
asked questions we have received from the public. We hope
that these questions and answers will provids a greater
understanding of the project.

Thank you for your cngsing interest and input intos one of the
most impartant infrastructure projects in Manitoba's history.

72

o

Reduced, and Bridges to be Replaced

* Protecting Our Groundwater — The autharity has
scaled back plans to deepen the floodway channel
from up to six feet to no more than two feet.

*Improving Drainage Capacity — The authority will
maintain or increase drainage capacity for all rural
drainage structures on the floodway and assaciated
drainage channels within the floodsay right of way.

*Reducing Land Acquisition Requirements — The
authority has scaled back plans to acquire land for
channel widening from 1000 additional acres (405
hectares) to a maximum of 500 acres (202 hectares).

( F_..f'J,I,

Since the beginning of the public consultation process, the authority has heard a number of concerns fram residents
regarding a variety of issues including groundwater protection, drainage, land acquisition and transportation.
To address these concerns, the authority has announced significant improvements to the project:

*Improving Transportation Links - & four lane
crossing is being planned for PTH 15 to meet increased
traffic flows in the future. The following six highw ay
bridges that cross the floodway will also be replaced
with upgraded structures as part of the expansion:

* 5t. Mary's Road, PR 200

* PTH 59 south

* Trans Canada Highway East
*PTH1S

* PTH 59 north

+ PTH 44

Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority 200-155 Cariton Street Winnipeg MB R3C 3HE Z04-945-4900
Toll-free: 1-866-356-6355 www.Tloodwayauthority.mb.ca
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E MAMITORS FLOODWAY EXPANSION AUTHORITY — Fall 2004

Frequently
Asked Questions

1. Why are we expanding the floodway?

The flocchway is an important part of Manitoba'’s
economic infrastructure. It was built between 1962
and 1968 at a cost of $63 million. Since that time, the
flzadway has saved Manitzbans more than 38 billion
in food losses, not to mention the environmental and
social devastation that would have cccurred.

In 1997, the Red River Floodway came within inches
of its limit during the Flood of the Century. In the
aftermath, residents rightfully called for an increased
level of flood protection.

Although significant, the 1997 flood was dwarfed by
the flocd of 1826, which was 40 per cent larger -
Manitaba’s largest recorded flocd. It is estimated that a
repeat of that 1826 flood today would cause $5 billion
in damage and an even larger 1 in 700 year flood
would couse in excess of $10 billion in damages to the
Mamitoba economy. The new, expanded floodwary will
provide protection against a 1 in 700 year flood and
would protact 450,000 Manitoba residents whe
otherwise would be flooded during a 700 vear flocd.

L. After the floodway is expanded, how high would the
"p!mr be at my house if the 1997 flood rates were

repeated?
n nded floodway would significantly increass the
od protection for Winnipeg and a number
in southern Manitoba The vast
dents of the Fed River Basin would see
i ased flood protaction with

levels south of Sta.

g floodway

Without an expanded foodway, many areas within Winsipeg
and approcisately 430,000 residents would be flooded in the
event of a AN year flood event

River trom Lockport to Breezy Point, peak water levels
would incrense on average of 150 millimetres (six
inches i but would not cause any additional flecding.
Residents in this area would continue 1o be better
protected during a 1 in 700 vear flood bacause water
levels would still be considerably lower than without
the major Aood protection works.
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Modifications to
transmission lines

& Wi peg Frae Fresst Tiom The e Sao Flsing:
The Hood of the i ning Repeinfd with prerasion

E MAMITOBA FLOODWAY EXPANSION ALTHORITY — Falll 2004

3. How will this project affect me?

The expansion project will improve the quality of life
for all Manitobans and will have a long-lasting bensfit
for the province. It will provide increased flood
security, create thousands of direct and indirect jobs,
protact the environment and provide residents with an
opportunity to help shape the future of their
communities. For young pecple, the constrction of
the expandad Aoodway will provide employment and
training cppartunites, not to mention improve flood
protection of their future home, business or place

of wark

In particular, this project will affect you, your friends
or family, if vou or they:

* live or work close to the Red River ar floodway

+ work in the construction or engineering industry

* own a business that has been or could be disrupted by
a major flocd

are trying to attract investment or establish a business
in Manitoba

use the feodway for recreation purposes

-

4. What does the floodway expansion project includs?

‘Work on the floodway expansion project includes:
= pre-design and engineering work

channel widening

reconstructed cutlet contral structure north of
Winnipeg

-

+ improvements to current inlet structure south of
Winnipeg

upgrading a dozen bridge crossings

expansion of the west dike south of Winnipeg

Since 2003, Canada and Manitoba have announced
4240 million to begin work on the project. The faderal
government has recognized the Rad River Floodway as
a national infrastnucture priority.

5. Have flood protection alternatives to the floodway
expansion been considered, In particular pumping
statlons along the Red River and water retantion
south of Winnipeg?

Yes. The International Joint Commission studiad a
mumber of different opticns for flocd protection in the
Red River Basin, including water retention south of
‘Winnipeg and flood pumping stations. After reviewing
all the facts and options, the expansion of the current
flocdway was chosen by the federal and provinecial
governments as the most cost-effective and viable flood
protection opticn.

6. What benefits can rural Manitebans expect from
this project?

The expanded floodway will protect against a 1 in 700
vear flood which, if ocourred today, would result in
excess of 310 billion in damages to Manitoba’s
econcry: Furthermore, in the event of another Flood
of the Century, many rural communities would have
increased levels of flood protection to complement
the $110 million imvestad in mral flood protection
measures by Canada and Manitoba since the 1997
Flood of the Century.

The authority is committad to ensuring that the
flocdway expansion project addresses local concerns,
For example, in addition to improving flocd
protection, the authority is cormnmitted to the following
rural pricrities:

* ensuring rural residents have a voice as the project
preceeds

protacting groundwatar suppliss

mitigating riverbank erosicn

improving drainage along the flocdway right of way
reducing land acquisition

» providing local employment and training
appartunities resulting from construction

improving lecal transportation infrastructure, such as
bridges

providing opportunities for the reuse of excavatad
earth

+ providing local recreation and economic development

oppartunities

-

| Rail & highway
Construction of h:@ 1#;‘5'”&5
the West Dike
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T. How will floodway expansion protect the
emnvironmeant In the event of a major flood?

‘Without the expansion, itis estimated that an 1826
level flood woadd result in the overland flooding of
cme-third of Winnipeg, including basemant flooding
resulting from sewer backup. In addition, hespitals,
police stations, fire stations, water pumping staticns,
sewage treatment plants, Winnipeg’s central business
district and other commerdal, manufacturing, and
industrial operations within the city limits would be
damaged. As a result, pollutants would be discharged
causing significant pollution and emvironmental
damage. Eventually, these pollutants would find their
way into the Red River and Lake Winnipeg.

An expanded foodwary will ensure that the public is
protectad from this threat

8.What Is the environmental Heensing process
for the preject?

The principles of environmental stewardship and

sustainable development are top pricritiss for the

authority. Public involvement is a critical component

of the environmental assessment pro<cess for the

proposed floodway expansion. The authority has

initiated an independent environmental review. For

mare information, please visit www. floodwayveia.com.

Before construction can proceed on the projact, several

environmental requirements must be met including:

+ preparing an independent environmental impact
assessrent (submitted August, 2004);

* receiving a license under the provincial Envircnment
ety and

+ receiving federal envirommental authorization;

Under the Canada-Manitoba Agreement on
Environmental Assessment Co-operation, Canada and
Manitoba have agreed that both governments will
participate in a co-operative review of the proposed
project. This process will include the Manitoba Clean
Environment Commission public hearings.

‘Wherever possible, the authority is committed to
working toward enginesring solutions to any

envirommental concerns.

Public Cpen House meeting in Selkirk.

MANITOES FLOODWAY EXPANSION AUTHORITY — Fall 2004 n

9. How will deepaning the floodway affect groundwater
supply and quality?

The public consultation process demonstrated that
lvcal residents, municipalitizs and agriculture
producers were very concernad about any negative
affects that deepening the channel may have on their
groundwater suppliss.

As a result, initial plans to deepen the floodway
charmel by up to two metres (six fzet) have been
dramatically scaled back. The authority will now
deepen the floodway by no more than 0.6 metras {two
fest), if at all. The goal is to ensure the expandad
flzadway is no desper than the existing channel.

The dadision to scale back plans to deepen the channel
will secure local groundwater supplies. The authority
will also sstablish a envircnmental mitigation fund to
mitigate any isolated groundwater effects that may arise.

10. Will the Red River handle Increased water flows and
velocities near the floodway outlet nerth of Winnipag?

Yes, Hydraulic studies have comfirmed that the Red

River charmel can handle the flow from the expanded
floodway phas the existing flow in the Red River.

Projct unprovements will kelp reduce erosion in the
vicinity of the floodway outlet.

A new, wider outlet structure which incorporates
leading-sdge technology to reduce water velodtias and
dissipate waves re-entering the Red River during major
floods will be constructed at the current location. In
addition, side walls will be constructed in the sutlet
channal to prevent ercsion Om the west bank of the
Rad River immadiately north of the floodway cutlet,
approsimately 1 kilometre (006 miles) of riprap or
other erasion contral will be applisd to mitigate any
additional erosion during floodway operation.
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E MANITOBS FLOODWAY EXPANSION AUTHORITY - Fall 2004

11. What [ being planned for the highway and rallway
bridges that cross the floodway channel?

The following six highway bridge crossings will be
replaced and upgraded as part of the floodway
EXpansicn project

+ St Mary's Boad, PR 200

FTH 5% south

Trans Canada Highway East

FTH 15

PTH 5% narth

FTH 44

Replacement of these brid ges will ensure that the
structirss will be above the water level in the event of
a 1 in 700 vear flood.

The autharity is committed to ensuring minimal
traftic dismaptions during bridge construction at all
Iocations. Existing bridges will remain operational at
five bridge crossings on 5t. Marv’s Road, FTH 59
south, Trans Canada Highway #1 (Bast), PTH 15 and
PTH 5% north. Plans to ensure minimal disruption are
underway for FTH 4.

In addition, planning for the FTH 15 bridge will
incorporate o design for a four-lane crossing to mest
increased traffic flaws in the future.

The authority is aarrently working with raibway
operators on the phased construction of the various
railway bridgss that cross the flocdway channel.

12. Will the flopdway authority need to buy land to
complete the floodway expansion?

The authority’s goal is to minimize the nesd to acquire
land to complets the project Initial design estimates
suggested that 1,000 additional acres (405 hectares) of
land would be required to complete channel widening.
That estimate has been dramatically reduced toa
maximurn of 500 acres {202 hectares). The authaority
will make afforts to reduce land requirements aven
further in the months ahead

The authority anticipates acquiring additional land for
the expansion of the west dike south of Winnipeg. The
amcunt of land required will be determined cnce the
design is finalized. The authority will continue to work
closely with municipal governments, local residents

STAKCREWS LOCK EDAN—-

T — FTH 23 300UTH BAIDGE

REDRIVE R FLODDWY —— "7
IHLET CORTHADL 3TRUCTURE

BT WARY' A RJAD EFRIDCE
FLOODIAY CHANNCL BLCT
(LT §

o —

=

Twelve bridge cressings, including the replacement &
upgrade of six highway bridges, will ocour as part of
the expansion project

13. By ralsing the west dike, doyou plan to raise water
levals south of Winnipeq during a major flood event?

Mo. The west dike is being raised up to 2 metres

(8.5 feat) to provide inressed flood protection in the
event of wind ar rain during a flood svent. This safety
zone is referrad to as “freeboard.” Water levels south of
the city, during a major fload, will be maintained
according to the current operating rules of the

and agricultural producers on this matter. As well, flodway.
there will likely be some minor land requirements for
the bridge replacements and associated rail and
roadway improvernents.
Supplementary Filing Page 1 - 145 Public Involvement Program Update



Proposed Floodway Expansion Project

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

November 2004

“T arn plecsed with the consu
haat MFEA
to keep ws informed of this proj

George Sokal, Chaimman of the

proces

Cooks Cresk

E MANITOBA FLOODWAY EXP&NSION AUTHORITY — Fall 2004

14. What will be the impact on exlsting drainage
structures connected to the fMoodway?

In responss to nput received from municipal
governments and agricultural producers during the
public consultation process, the authority will ansure
current drainage capacity is maintained or increased
for all stractures on the floodway and associatad
charmels within the floodway right of way.
Replacements and improvements include drop
structures at the Centreling Dirain, Morth Bibeau
Drain, Cooks Creek Diversion, Springfield Road
Drrain, Skholny Drain, Ashfield Drain, Country Villa
Estates Dirain and the Kildare trunk-Transcona sewer
outlet drop stracturs,

In addition to thess

| initiatives, the authority
plans to construct a
new gated culvert
through the west dike,
southwest of Labarriere
Park, to improve
drainage in the region

! to the La Salle River.

1e

Conservation District.

A new gate chamber will also be constructed on
the Seing River overflow pipes to allow the pipes to be
clesed to prevent backwater flooding from the
flocdway to the community of Grande Pointe.

15. What does the Master Floodway Agreement mean
ta workers and taxpayers?

T micdrmize local ernployment opportunities, the
authority will establish a master floodway agreement
to provide cost certainty for taxpayers, ensure no
strikafno lockout provisions, establish local hiring
provisions, inchade effective job training measures and
ensure that the project is completed on schedule.

Workers om the flocdway project will not be required
o join o union, and all union and non-unicn
contractors will be aligible to bid on floodway work

T ensure the construction industry’s participation, the
authority is consulting with representatives from the
industry to provide expertise and guidance as the
pro<ess moves forward.

16. How will the flostway expansion project Increasa
recreational and economic development oppartunities?

The authority has 8 mandate to maximize recreation
and econcmic epportunitiss associated with the
floadway expansion project. In March, the authority
invited Manitobans to submit their ideas. The authority
received approximately 50 suggestions including
hiking. biking and jogging trails, snowmehbile and ski
trails, horseback riding, tourism promotion, cultural,
historic and environmental initiatives.

As a result of the public feedback, the authority will
produce an Opportundy Report that summarizes the
various idzas the anthority received from local
residents and stakeholder groups regarding recreation
and econamic opportunities. This report will identify
next steps and will be available to the public,
municipal govemments, independent environmental
review team, and federal and provindal governments.

Threough the public consultation and expression of
interest process, the authority alss received a number
of proposals and suggestions about the future use of
earth excavated during construction. In light of this
interest, the authority is comsidering initiating a
separate process for public access to the excavated
material. Mo excavated sarth will be available until
construction begins.

17.Will dradging the Red River north of Winnipeg have
any positive impact on flood protection?

Mo Studiss have shown that the cost of dredging
secticns of the Red River would provide no benefit to
water levels north of the outlet during a Alood event.
However, in response to public interast, the authority
has raised the issue with the federal govermment
regarding future plans to dradge in the area.

18. Does the floodway cause lce jams north of
Winnipeq?

Mo, The formation of ice jams pre-date the floodway —
they are a historic reality in the area near Selkirk. This
veor, many residents in the Selkirk area were flooded
because of ice jamming. Unfortunately, this would
have accurred regardless of the floodway operation.
However, in response to public concerns, the authority
has commissicned a study on the ice jam issus which
should be completed this summmer.

Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority
200-155 Carlton Street Winnipeg MB R3C 3HB

204-945-4900 Toli-free: 1-866-356-6355 2 e Manito %
wwrw.floodwayautharity.mb.ca Cclﬂ'&dﬂ aAB0HobE S5
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following locations:

fgg "Menfa! Impact Statement (EIS)

Ja nuary 2004, the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority (MFEA) has
‘ * een Iistmmg fo Manitobans about the proposed Red River Hoodway
expansiun project. Your input has helped shape and improve the floodway
project. Last month, MFEA submitted an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
to Manitoba Cunseruaﬁun for review, A fourth round of public consultation has
been scheduled so you can leam more about the project’s EIA.

MFEA representatives will be available at public information booths at the

St. Norbert Saturday, September 18 Farmers Market

3514 Pembina Highway
Selkirk Saturday, September 25 Selkirk Town Plaza

366 Main Street
Winnipeg Sunday, September 26 St.Vital Centre

In addition, Public Open Houses will take place at the following locations:

- Toll fme- 1-&&(1—356—6355

ook Y

Lorette Monday, September27  Lorette Parish Hall
5:00 - 8:00 p.m. 1282 Dawson Road
East St.Paul  Wednesday, September 29 Henderson Highway Legion Hall
5:00- 8:00 p.m. 3600 Devries . &
Winnipeg Saturday, October 2 Engineering Building ij‘g?"ﬁ '
9:00 a,m, - 4:00 p.m. University of Manitoba A
For more information, please visit our website at 2 Asﬁg}g S
www.floodwayauthority.mb.ca or contact us at; - ;;,‘53-
Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority T
200 - 155 Carlton Street é;’;‘%_;@a”
* Winnlpeg, MB R3C 3H8 @
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1.3.4 Open Houses

To promote Public Open Houses in Lorette and East St. Paul, portable signage was used to inform the
public about the events. These signs were set up approximately one week prior to the open houses in
locations with high public visibility. For the Public Open House at the University of Manitoba, boulevard
signs were posted on the campus on the day of the event to direct the public to the location of the open

house.

Table 1.3-4

Public Open House Sessions

Date and Time

Location

Number of People in
Attendance (“Signed-in™)

September 27, 2004

Lorette Parish Hall

9:00 AM to 4:00 PM

1282 Dawson Road 47
5:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. .
Lorette, Manitoba
September 29. 2004 Henderson Highway Legion Hall
P ’ 3600 Devries 70
5:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. .
East St. Paul, Manitoba
Engineering Building
Hydraulics Laboratory (Outlet Model)*
October 2, 2004 y. . . y( )
University of Manitoba 49

15 Gillson Street
Winnipeg, Manitoba

“The Public Open House at the University of Manitoba included a display, and demonstration of the Outlet Control Structure Model.
The purpose of the Model was to refine the preliminary engineering designs.

The issues raised at the aforementioned Public Open House sessions are as follows:

e Groundwater

— Surface water may seep into groundwater wells.

— Groundwater levels may drop near Oasis Road.

— A mitigation program needs to be developed for the potential impact on groundwater
wells, located north of 59N bridge, at the turn in the Floodway.

e Land

— Anticipated fill will be placed on the existing berms to increase crest elevations.

Supplementary Filing
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e Nuisance
— Construction of the 59N bridge may cause noise.
— The use of motorcycles and snowmobiles, along and in the Floodway may cause noise.
e Seine River Siphon
— Low flow in the Floodway may have an effect on siphon operations.
e Recreation
— Retaining water in the Floodway may create recreational opportunities.
— A greenway, such as the example in Grand Forks, North Dakota, may be beneficial for
the Floodway.
e Drainage
— The capacity of existing drainage property structures may not be adequate to handle a
flood greater in volume than a 1 in 100-year flood event.
e Transportation
— The expansion may require the realignment of road(s) located east of the Floodway Inlet
Control Structure.
— The cutoff design of Oasis Road is not finalized.
e Erosion
— Erosion on the West Bank away from the outlet control may increase with the expansion.
e Open House Process
— A formal “Question & Answer” period was not part of the Round 4 Open House sessions.
e Hydraulics
— The use of the Red River Flood Gates to control summer flooding may have an impact on
market gardeners.
— Flood protection enhancement plans for Winnipeg are not being addressed.
e Emergency Preparedness
— An emergency access plan for the Floodway needs to be developed for construction
activities and post-construction operations of the Expanded Floodway.

1.3.4.1 Public Open House — Questions

Some people around Lorette say that high water from the Seine River this year was because the syphon
caused the water to back up.

Response: High water in and around Lorette is not due to the syphon, there is an overflow at the syphon
and upstream east of the new PTH 59 alignment.

Does the expansion require the syphon to be moved?

Response: No, the construction will avoid disturbing the syphon.
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Does the Grande Pointe diversion have an effect on flooding in Lorette?

Response: No, the diversion does not have effects as far as Lorette.

Can you explain the fishery issue with the low flow channel?

Response: The low flow channel has eroded in places and resulted in “ponds” where fish that enter the
channel try to over winter. The survival rate of these fish is not great. So the low flow channel provides
habitat, albeit poor habitat. The plan is to fill in and protect the eroded spots and prevent water from
accumulating. This is considered a harmful alteration, disturbance, and destruction of fish habitat. We
will be compensating by providing habitat improvements elsewhere.

What is the purpose of the low flow channel?

Response: To carry incidental waters away without harming the vegetation on the main channel bed and
causing erosion problems.

Are new gates going to be added to the inlet control structure?

Response: No, there will be fire suppression and other minor safety upgrades and additional erosion
protection. A dam safety analysis was completed and no changes were required.

lle des Chenes has never flooded. The storyboard showing basin flooding for a 1:700 year flood event
indicates shows otherwise.

Response: That has never been recorded. If it did then lle des Chenes is predicted to be flooded the
same as with the existing or expanded floodway.

Why was the Ste. Agathe dam option not considered?

Response: There were various dam options along the Red and tributaries considered. The floodway
expansion was chosen and that is the project being assessed.

Why not build the floodway northwest to Lake Manitoba that is the way water naturally flows?
Response: The Assinboine River flows from the West into the Red River. Such a floodway would have a

greater distance, over 50 miles and have a greater amount of excavation. That would be a more costly
project.
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The board shows that the floodway and west dyke are holding water back and flooding the areas south
of Winnipeg. You should pay to flood us.

Response: The floodway and west dyke redirect water around Winnjpeg but does not back water up
except under major floods. In these cases when water /s ralsed above the state of nature the
compensation legislation has been passed in the legisiature that does pay the affected parties for
damages.

The trash racks cause blockage and flooding.

Response: Blockages of the trash rack does back up water that then overflows into the floodway. We are
looking at different systems to help prevent that.

Will the overflow structures change those structures?

Response: No, there are not plans to change those.

The overflow culverts at the Seine River syphon will allow waters from the floodway flow back into
Grande Pointe. Are there controls planned for these?

Response: Don’t know off hand, leave your name and we will get back to you. He indicated that he left
his name and question at the front desk.

Traps on culverts on Prairie Grove drain would help; will continue to work with the MFEA to get whatever
help they can (RM of Springfield). Appreciate that they are able to work with MFEA and that discussions
are getting somewhere.

How will it affect my well?

Response: Details of a specific location are not available tonight; further information to be provided.

Is there a well log for my well?

Response: Manitoba Water Stewardshijp maintains data of well logs as submitted by drillers. Referred to
Groundwater Section of Manitoba Water Stewardship for followup.

What is being done to protect Selkirk?

Response: That is not part of this project, but Selkirk has engaged Wardrop Engineering to study their
Situation.
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An individual has been told that approval of a community well was being held due to concerns about the
floodway.

Response (from Steve Topping): No the application for a new subdivision is being held pending a
hydrogeological study on groundwater capacity.

The outlet structure is holding water back and preventing floodwaters from leaving the floodway. It
should be removed.

Response: The outlet is being designed to convey the full capacity of the channel in a controlled manner.
The river needs to be dredged to allow proper flow into the lake.

Response: The need for dredging was investigated and found not to be related to the floodway or river
flow.

RM of Macdonald would be looking for information on ice jams, bank stability, dredging, groundwater,
and compensation.

Response: These items have been included in the EIS and if there were additional questions, they could
submit them for a response either directly or through the Approvals Branch. An offer was made to
provide a hard copy of storyboards.

Increasing capacity of outlet structure is good but it should be removed. The channel could be deepened
to get the water out faster.

Response: The outlet structure allows for energy from elevation drop between channel and river to be
released and erosion prevented. Others were concerned about erosion. Deepening the channel to
reduce head could cause groundwater concerns.
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Sign in Sheet

1.3.4.2 Public Open House — Lorette Parish Hall

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project Open House

Lorette, Manitoba

September 27, 2004

Name (Please PRINT) Address Email Address
| (including postal code) (optional)
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Proposed Floodway Expansion Project Open House

Lorette, Manitoba
September 27, 2004

Name (Please PRINT) Address Email Address
; (including postal code) (optional)
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1.3.4.3 Public Open House — Henderson Highway Legion

Sign in Sheet

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project Open House
East St. Paul, MB

September 29, 2004
Name (Please PRINT) i Address - [ Email Address
(lg;;ludmg postal c:ode) - (optional)
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Proposed Floodway Expansion Project Open House
East St. Paul, MB
September 29, 2004

Name (Please PRINT) | Address | Email Address

A v g (mtzludmg postal code) | (optional) -
& & o

BB Whil | Eepokem pave,

:jé::/h:ﬁ, ] 19 itjé::_ Lp_n_.tr.ng_; d\jﬂv‘t&ﬁrm‘.@ |
Bog iinsc S 'Ei?f’ ﬁtlfﬁaﬂﬁ De
Basney, [Secgth "‘ﬂé "lgf

ﬂ, UW {.»C/)M;F rme’ fsawmi’.
@M ﬁg ¥ %ﬂé E.?m:ﬁs

3\5‘5 A 55 FAR» R
To B lpbe. 3¢ T ' pamat FAG 1€
vt | Bmerh, ﬁm i e Y4
Elni1c Rers Q')/ 35 ‘fuemqf-: Ce. ;’;‘?‘; }, » PO e

Shwelea 16.Lead Olobans (o oS Headacton

|\ LBt Ll Bleey S 57S ploriforson..
# %/Mr;‘cm@;-zf’ Y7 SUVERFOK G P c,,,i

AZ@M fﬁ?mm

ﬁ?, DAL ow 127 (2 el ewté
Name (PIE&SEPRINT} ~ Address | Email Address
(mcludmg postal cude) . (optional)

{f//.-"'ir.{f S Lot A eoT 2 ﬁﬂﬁf&fﬂqc_
Anoy [ AmeTHE | 605 flokn 57

Supplementary Filing Page 1 - 157 Public Involvement Program Update



November 2004

Proposed Floodway Expan3|on Project
ENVIRONMENTAL A SSESSMENT

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project Open House
East St. Paul, MB
September 29, 2004

Name (Please PRINT) | © Address - | Email Address
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1.3.4.4 Public Open House — University of Manitoba

Invitation

Manitoba

Fleodway,” Expansion Authority Room 200, 155 Cariton Street
) winnipeg, ME  R3C 3HE

Phane: {204) 945-4900
Fam: (204) 948-2462

PUBLIC REMINDER

WHAT:  Floodway Public Open House and
Floodway QOutlet Control Structure Model Demonstration

WHEN:  Saturday, October 2,
9:00 am to 4:00 pm

WHERE: Engineering Building, University of Manitoba

Note: Demonstrations of the Floodway Outlet Control Structure
Model have been scheduled for 10:00 am, 12:00 pm and
2:00 pm.

For more information, please contact:
Becky MeEachern

Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority
(204) 945-4800 or 1(B66) 356-6355

Media Contact: Ronuk Modha, _
Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority
(204) 945-4178, (204) 945-4900 or 1-866-356-6355
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1.3.4.5 Open House Storyboards

Storyboards — Environmental Assessment Study Team

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project
R . i

- L-L_J_'_

_ Enwrnnmen;‘.ul Impact Stufer_r'__l_jqr_i_t

[ F
S B nad

www.floodwayeia.com

Proposed Floodway Expansion P

—_— P

Environmental Assessment Status
* Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) submitted to
Regulators August 3. 2004
* Regulatory Review Process underway.
- Public and Regulatory comments by October 12, 2004
* Some supplemental filings (e g additional vegetation surveys)
* Round 4 Public Consultation

Regulatory Review

* Before project can be built. both Federal and Provincial
Regulatory requirements need to be met

* Clean Environment Commission Hearimgs will be held in
early 2005, and funding approved for Participant Assistance

* Federal authorities will prepare a Screening Report for
public review and comment before any determination under
the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act is made.

www. floodwayeia.com
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Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
and Supporting Documents

*The EI5 is comprised of a Main Yolume, Executive

Summary, and two Supporting Volumes.
» Design details are drawn from volumes of Preliminary Tt g e
Engineering Reports, which in turn have their own set ==
of supporting documents. BB Dot
S = =
= =
= =
= = =
It =

Environmental Assessment Approach

The Effects Assessment focused on effects of: r

* Project Construction

* Project Operation - Floodway not in service

* Project Operation - Floodway in service
-1 in 100 year Flood Event (similar to 1997 Flood)
-1 in 200 year Flood Event (larger than |9%7 Flood)
-1 in 225 year Flood Event (approximate design
capacity of existing Floodway)
- | in 700 year Flood Event (approximate design
capacity of expanded floodway)

www. floodwayeia.com
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Proposed Floodway Expansion Project
. | ..-f'

Public Involvement Process

* Round One (January. February - 2004)
- Project Intraduction and Issue Identification

* Round Two (April)

- Information on key topics, including: recreation &
economic opportunities, floodway operating rules,
compensation, mitigation, summer operation and water
levels

* Round Three (May ! June)
- Initial El4 findings

* Round Four (September)
- EI5 Documentation, Summary of Findings. and Mext
Steps Forward.

: www.floodwayeia.com

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project
. T ‘ﬁ .-".

.‘ui#{/

How Public Affected Project

* Motable changes in project design and environmental
assessment process were implemented in response to
public input to the project, including:

- Groundwater protection

- Mitigation fund

- PTH 15 bridge enhancements

- Reduced land acquisition requirements
- Local drainage improvements

- Recredtional Opportunities

- Springhill 5ki Facility considerations

- Re-use of excavated earth

- Involvernent in design

, www. floodwayeia.com
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Other Responses to Public Interest

* Additional analysis and studies, including surface
water intrusion into groundwater and effects on ice
jams downstream of the Floodway (in EIS)

* Encouragement by MFEA of Canada and Manitoba to
consider investment in rural flood protection,
particularly north of VWinnipeg (not in EIS)

* Development of a 3-0 virtual reality floodway
simulation (not in EIS)

www. floodwayeia.com

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project
L R o B retn

I‘/{'

e A L

Ice Processes

* History of ice jamming at Selkirk and downstream
pre-date existing floodway construction

* Project calculated to increase travel times for
water in the Floodway by | to 2 hours

*Mo negative impact on ice jamming
-Would theoretically reduce water levels at a given
time at Selkirk
- Floodway Expansion has theoretical benefit too
minor to change frequency of ice jams

www. floodwayeia.com
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Proposed Floodway Expansion Project

o

Major Components in
Environmental Assessment

Comnuon

4

Ealvirg Weai Dyks

www. floodwayeia.com

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project

W

Project Description Components:

°Flaadway Channel Expansion
* Expansion by deepening virtually eliminated - expansion
by widening

+ Avoidance of deepening responds to concerns re:
groundwater impacts

* Design goal is to ensure expanded Floodway Channel is
no deeper than existing channel

Dwring the 1997 Food, the mesting Floodiway
Channel wes operabed at 95% of is saf

+ Owerall excavation is reduced, less land requirements and discharge capacty. A simitar flood with high
less disposal piles berbebiogied skt e et

www. floodwayeia.com
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Proposed Floodway Expansion Project
b= ] H P

N — 2 /-’
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Project Description Components:

alnlet Control Structure Improvements

* Inlet Structure assessed and meets current design standards
for design safety

= Existing structure will withstand extreme floods

* Improvements include:
- Enhanced erosion protection

m\

- Enhanced fire suppression systems Roodway Gate Gartrol Struchure shawn (o)
- Installation of additional backup safety features :@:wwwhﬂsrﬂ {right} durirg 1937
operations.

www. floodwayeia.com
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Proposed Floodway Expansion Project

Project Description Components:

aﬂutlet Structure Expansion

* Increased width and other features to reduce velocities
and dissipate energy in flows entering Red River

= Erosion protection - improving existing riprap and adding
new erosion protection along west bank of Red River

* Proposed new protection extends | kilometre beyond
existing erosion protection

Topr Right: Foodway Channel Chtiet shovwn
during norral water el
Botform Right Floodway Charred Outiet

e S 1004 B - s
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Project Description Components:

BChannel Crossings

* Highway Bridges
- & to be replaced. Mew spans raised and lengthened.
— One bridge to be improved (PFTH 595 Northbound)
- Original bridges remain in service during construction
{except possibly FTH 44)
- & railway bridge crossings

* Agricuftural Drainage Drop Structures

H 2 a Thes Floadvway Chanre! i orossed by bridges (top),
5 to be replaced, | to be rehabilitated e s s T G
- Improvemnents made within Floodway Right of VWay ard cthver crossings. [Mlast of these crossings require

to accommodate increased design flows and R,

future growth of local drainage system

www. floodwayeia.com

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project
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Project Description Components:

West Dyke Extension
and Enhancement

=West Dyke will be raised to increase freeboard

= Freeboard raised between 2 to & feet _
- Offers additional protection from wave dction
damage =

= Diyke will be lengthened approximately 12 miles—~ Is 1557, the Vst Db was evpanded on an
emergency basiz This dyle prevented floodwabers from
saereping west of the floodway and entering VWinnipsg
@ frorm & wemsten flank. Erharcsrnents to this dvke would
Tt [ ﬁ provide addtional freshoard and wave protection for ths
sSruchuns.

www. floodwayeia.com
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Project Description Components:

Other Aspects of the Project
Land Acquisition

* Current amount needed for expanded Floodway
Channel reduced from more than 000 acres to
under 500 acres

Construction Sequence

» Constructicn to occur in at least four segments to
minimize time spent in any given location

» Construction sequence planned to start at upstream
end of Floodway Channel (near contrel structure)
and progress downstream to Floodway Outlet

Proposed Flnndwa a.ﬂsltm I‘rnpe-l:t

el I'.//s
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Environmental Assessment Conclusion and
Summary of Findings

Project expected to create no
significant residual adverse effects
on blophysical environment or
related soclo-economic environment.

* Project design and/or mitigation activities
will be implemented to avoid potential
significant adverse effects.

www. floodwayeia.com
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Water Regime Key Effects

* For floods equal to or less than | in 20 years, no effect on water
levels other than about a 0.3 metre reduction in Winnipeg

* For floods greater than a | in 225 year event:
- Major benefits in providing protection with Winnipeg
- Upstream of the Inlet Contral Structure water levels would be
about 0.9 metres lower

* Downstream effects are higher water levels for major floods
- For floods between [:100 and 1:225 years water levels would
be 2 to 4 cm higher at Lockpert
- For a 1:700 year flood the water level would be 0.3 m higher
at Lockport {within the banks) reducing to 0.13 m higher at
Selkirk and 0.05 m at Breezy Point

Groundwater Key Effects

= Channel excavation through predominantly widening.
Deepening only of selected areas to maximum of 0.6
metres:
- Groundwater level changes would not be
noticeable outside the Right of Way (RoWW)
- Potential for 0.6 m effect on groundwater levels at
RoWW at Bird Hills can be mitigated, if required, by
a cut-off wall. Therefore, should ke no noticeable
effect at RoWW

* Environmental Protection Plans will be used to -

protect groundwater during construction.

= Existing zone of infiltration will widen however no
additicnal vertical intrusion expected,

' ; www. floodwayeia.com
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Erosion, Sedimentation Key Effects

* Extensive Erosion Control Plans for Construction of
Outlet Structure and Floodway Channel will mitigate
any potential effects of sediment frem erosion on the
Red River
- BEven without mitigation, simulation has shown

sediment increase with the Red River weould be
within natural variation

* Improved erosion control is being provided in the low
flow channel and the upstream and downstream

embankments of the Inlet Control Structure as well
as | km downstream of the Cutlet Control Structure

www. floodwayeia.com
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Aquatic Environment Key Effects

* Current over wintering of fish, which results in fish
kills in the Existing Floodway Channel will be
discouraged by proposed low flow channel design

* Erosion control in some areas of Red River may
result in alteration of fish habitat
- It is anticipated that DFO will require habitat
compensation

www. floodwayeia.com
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Proposed Floodway Expansion Project
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Terrestrial Environment Key Effects

* Channel Construction will cause short term
disrupticn, however the re-vegetation plan will result
in a more diverse and flood-telerant plant community
that generally improves habitat in the long term

= Clearing of willows for construction and maintenance
will cccur from September to April (i.e. outside
breeding bird nesting season)

= Mo Species At Risk or their habitat were encountered
during site investigation in 2004 or from other
information collected

Proposed Floodway Expansion Project
R ]

Resource Use Key Effects

* Commercial agriculture and residential land use temporary
disrupted during constructicn
- Traffic flow and construction inconvenience
- Suspensicn of haying/cropping leases

* Higher downstream water levels (less than 0.3m) during
floods expected to have minor effect on commercial
Fesource use

* Mo discernible effect on property values as a result of
changes in flood risk expected.

www. floodwayeia.com
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Infrastructure & Services Key Effects

* Transportation: increased traffic on alternative routes
and increased travel times during construction are
expected to be minor. Positive residual effects
during the operation phase are expected to be minor,

- Palice, Fire and Emergency Services

=Water supply - potential adverse effects due to
constructicn dewatering are short term and not
discernible following mitigation. Any potential effects
due to channel deepening during the operation phase
will be mitigated.

* Construction phase unlikely to interrupt utility
SEIVICEes,

www. floodwayeia.com
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Family and Community Life Key Effects

* Increased flood protection for people living'working in
(and having links to) Winnipeg, from effects of flooding
on Manitoba economy, services, and way of life.

* Adverse effects via biophysical pathways to remainder
of Study Region expected to be limited to short-term
effects (construction) and rare flood events (greater
than 1997 event).

* Recreation activities along Floodway Channel - may be
disrupted for a short period of time during
construction. During cperations, positive residual may
result from development of additional recreaticnal
opportunities.

www. floodwayeia.com
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Proposed Floodway Expansion Project
ST H d 3

SR

Where to Get the
Environmental Impact Statement

* The EI% is available now from the Manitoba
Conservation Public Registry online.

* The EIS Teamn has placed a direct link to the EIS
documents on the main page of the EIS website.
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Monitoring and Follow-Up

* An Environmental Protection Plan for each Project compenent
will be developed before construction starts.

* This plan will outline a committed program of environmental
protecticn and menitoring,

- Provide additional information to refine Preject plans prior
to construction.

- Ensure compliance with environmental protection measures.

- Assess the effectiveness of mitigation and enhancement
Measures,

- Provide timely information to assist in management of
effects, particularly in cases where actual effects are
uncertain.

- Confirm actual effects, including any unexpected effects.

www. floodwayeia.com
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Proposed Floodway Expansion Project
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www. floodwayeia.com

Storyboards — MFEA

Project Propanent:

BT =

www.floodwayauthority.mb.ca
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The Purpose of this Open House

* This Open House is part of the Public Invelvement Program
for the Environmental Impact Assessment of the Proposed
Red River Floodway Expansion Project. its purposes are to:
I) Provide detalls on the Environmental Assessment
Documentation, Regulatory Process, and Status

1) Summarise detalls regarding Preliminary
Design Project Description

3) Summarise findings contained In the
Environmental Impact Statement

5okt

The Existing Floodway and
Proposed Floodway Expansion
* The existing Floodway is almost as wide as the Red ‘_'-'_';"-" ° Widening charnal & handa

Fleszwiy Chimsel Exgsi nsicn:

g Moods fhan 1897 Flood

E

River itself.

Inle Coniral Strugiuns:
Imomvemants, Enhanced
Safely Fanums

+ It allows the Red River flow to split into two just
south of VWinnipeg.

Churthet EtuiptuG:
Eipansian and design
ImproEmens, snosion contml

*When the Red River starts to overflow its banks,

the control structure gates are raised to direct flow v ——.
into the Floodway Channel and restrict it from Bricges, Lt ies

flowing through the City of Winnipeg. @ et oy
Extenainn and

Enhancemest of Exsing

* There are 5 main components of the Proposed st Dok Sepgtem
Floodway Expansion. 5 Main Components of
Floodway Expansion

www. floodwayauthority.mb.ca
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Project Need

* Existing Floodway opened in 1968 after catastrophic
1950 Floed damages:
- To date, Floodway used more than 20 times
- Floodway avoided flood damages in excess of 38
Billion
- Avoided environmental impacts not estimated

* A response to a recommendation by the
International Joint Commission for the
implementation of increased flood protection
forWinnipeg

* Hoodway Expansicn will provide protection toa | in
700 year flood event

Floodway Expansion Benefits

* Floodway Expansion generates sizeable benefits in:
- Flood protection
- Constructicn employment
- Recreational opportunities, and;
- Infrastructure improvements

www_floodwayauthority.mb.ca
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Floodway Expansion Benefits..

* Flocd Protection:

- Project raises level of flood protection for
approximately 300,000 residents of Winnipeg and
significantly reduces potential damage to property

— Greater than %10 Billion for | in 500 year
event
—As much as 17 Billion for a | in 700 year

event

-West Dyke raises level of protection for RM of
Macdonald residents north of dyke.

- Protecting Winnipeg during a flood enables the
hub of Manitoba's economy to continue to
function. This benefits residents who live in
surrcunding municipalities who work in Winnipeg.

www.floodwayauthority.mb.ca

Floodway Expansion Benefits..

* Envircnmental Benefits
- Floodway Expansion will help protect the
environment downstream of Winnipeg during large
flood events by minimizing likelihood of overland
flooding and associated pollutant release within

Winnipeg

= Protection of Critical Infrastructure
- Protection of key health centres in Winnipag

-Water treatment and supply facilities
- Emergency Response Coordination Centres

* Reuse of Excavated Earth

- Opportunities will be made for reuse of earth
excavated during construction

www.floodwayauthority.mb.ca
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Rural Project Benefits

* Employment and Training Opportunities for rural
residents

* Improvements to Highway bridge crossings:
Trans-Canada Highway, 5t. Mary's Road, PFTHI5,
PTH 52 South, PTH 59 North,and PTH 44

* Maintenance of groundwater supply and quality

*Maintain or improve local drainage capacity

*Riverbank stabilizaticn north of floodway cutlet

*Modest increase in flood protection levels,
particularly in event of | 397-scale flooding

www.floodwayauthority.mb.ca

Floodway Expansion Benefits..

* Construction Employment
-Will be the largest construction project in
Southern Manitoba

— Providing four years of construction
employment

— Employment to residents of Winnipeg and
surrcunding communities

—Training and special measures to be adopted to
facilitate employment of aboriginal pecple and
benefit future Manitoba construction projects

www.floodwayauthority.mb.ca
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Floodway Expansion Benefits..

* Recreational Opportunities

- Process in place to enhance recreaticnal
opportunities on Floodway Right of Way

- Residents of VWinnipeg and surrounding
communities could benefit from accessing these
new cpportunities

- Sprimghill ki Facility will remain open during
construction and operation of Flocdway

Floodway Expansion Benefits..

* Infrastructure Improvements:
- & highway bridges crossing floodway
- & railway bridge crossings, and;
- 5 local drainage drop structures in the floodway
- BExpanded outlet structure and ercsicn control
measures north of Lockport

* Opportunities for local residents to help shape and
build the future of their communities

www_floodwayauthority.mb.ca
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700 year flood without expanded 700 year flood with expanded
Floodway Floodway

i
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1.3.5 Public Information Booths

As part of the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority’s (MFEA) commitment to facilitate an inclusive,
innovative and informative public consultation process, MFEA established Public Information Booths as
part of the Round 4 consultation. This initiative was undertaken to provide information directly to the
public, including many who would not have had an opportunity previously, to learn about the project.

During the month of September, Public Information Booths were established at the following locations:

Table 1.3-5
Public Information Booths

Date Time Location
Saturday, September 18, 2004 9:00 a.m. to 3:00 p.m. St. Norbert Farmers Market
Saturday, September 25, 2004 9:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. Selkirk Towne Plaza
Sunday, September 26, 2004 12:00 noon to 5:00 p.m. St. Vital Centre

These booths consisted of a multimedia display that highlighted the 1950 and 1997 floods, information
on the needs and benefits of the project, and details on the project design. In addition, photo albums
were available for viewing that focused on past flood events. The communication material that was
distributed at the booths included:

e MFEA newsletters (Spring 2004 and Fall 2004),
e Environmental Assessment Study Team Round 4Newsletter, and
e Question and Answer Fact Sheet on the project.

Technical personnel from MFEA, with specific knowledge on hydraulics and transportation, as well as the
communications staff, were on hand to answer public questions pertaining to the project. Furthermore,
individuals could register for a viewing of the Floodway Outlet Control Structure at the Public Information
Booth.

As with the Public Open Houses, the booths were advertised in the following ways:

e News Release issued September 10, 2004,

e Print Ads in the Winnipeg Free Press, Winnipeg Sun, the Selkirk Journal, the Steinbach Carillon, the
Red River Valley Eco and La Liberté,

e 29,600 advertisements were distributed accompanying the MFEA newsletter in September,

e MFEA website, and

e Signage promoting the Public Open Houses.
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Mﬂﬂitﬂbﬂ Floodw,av /'More Capacity,
Expansion Authority¥" More opportunities

DID YOU KNOW...%

= That, without an expanded floodway, an additional 450,000 Manitoba
ﬂmsigents would be at risk of flooding in the event of a 1 in 700 year
ood.

» That the International Joint Commission (IJC) concluded that the
potential damages in the City of Winnipeg from a 1 in 700 year flood
would be in excess of $10 million.

* Thal the largest flood in the recorded history of Manitoba took place
in 1826 and was 40% larger than the 1997 flood.

= Since the 1997 flood, Canada and Manitoba have invested more that
$130 million for flood protection measures - including $110 million for
rural communities including Grande Pointe, Miverville, St. Pierre-
Jolys, Gretna, Lowe Farm, Rosenort, Aubigny, Riverside, Emerson,
Rug%nfelt':l(:ldﬁte. Agathe, Roseau River, Letellier, Morris, St. Adolphe
and Brunkild.

* That the Red River Floodway was constructed between 1962 and
1968 at a cost of $63 million and has saved the province more than
$8 billion in flood losses since its completion in 1968.

= That the exlﬂanded floodway will protect residents against a flood
:‘?rggr than the 1997 "Flood of the Century" including an 1826 level
ood.

* That the expanded floodway will provide more then double the water
cagacity of the current channel from 1,700 cubic metres (60,000
cubic feet) of water per second to 4,000 cubic metres (140,000 cubic
feet per second) - thatl’s the same size as the Pan Am Ofympic pool!

* That the Red River Floodway expansion project will generate
thousands of direct and indirect ernplogment opportunities as well as
rovide recreational and economic development opportunities for
ocal organizations, businesses, communities and the province.

Canadd  Maniwba &%
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1.3.5.1 Public Feedback

An average of 75 individuals approached the Public Information Booth at each location. Generally, the
public feedback that was received was favourable. Most members of the public indicated a general
interest in the project and welcomed the opportunity to learn about the project. Individuals especially
liked the ability to ask questions on a one-on-one basis with the technical experts on the Project.

The largest attraction of the booth was the historical pictures of the 1950 flood and the 1997 flood.
Members of the public enjoyed these pictures because, in many instances, they could relate to them or
recognized the specific locations that had been impacted by previous flooding (e.g., University of
Manitoba, The Forks, etc.). In addition, the public also appreciated the flooded area comparisons of the
Red River Valley and the City of Winnipeg with and without the expanded floodway. These maps helped
to reinforce the need for the project and the benefits that would result in regard to flood protection and
environmental benefits.

MFEA’s establishment of a public information booth in the Selkirk Town Plaza and St. Vital Centre also
proved to be beneficial. It provided an opportunity for young people to approach the booth to ask
guestions about the project. In contrast, at most previous Public Open House meetings, the number of
young people was limited.

At the Selkirk Town Plaza location, most members of the public recognized the need for the project but
also raised issues unrelated to the expansion itself. In particular, ice jamming continued to be a concern
for residents north of Selkirk. Another issue raised was the need for dredging portions of the Red River
north of Selkirk. Residents also had questions regarding potential traffic disruptions as a result of the
bridge replacement on PTH 44. A number of residents also raised concerns regarding water quality and
welcomed the information that the floodway project would benefit the environment and protect water
quality in the event of a major flood.

At the St. Vital Centre Public Information Booth, most questions pertained to the project design and
construction. There were also a number of questions on the recreation and economic development
opportunities that may arise from the project. In particular, questions were raised about plans for the St.
Mary’s Road Bridge.

The public feedback at the St. Norbert Farmers Market was generally positive. Most of the people at the
market came from various neighbourhoods in Winnipeg or from the region south of Winnipeg. People
tended to ask questions about the project and its impact on residents south of Winnipeg, especially with
respect to water levels. Some people also inquired about the compensation legislation recently passed in
the Manitoba Legislature. Other questions that were raised included those on the options for recreation
and economic development opportunities, access to earth, plans for transportation improvements and
plans for the St. Mary’s Road Bridge.

Overall, most members of the public recognized the need to expand the floodway and for the project to
progress. However, some concerns remained regarding issues largely unrelated to the floodway project.
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1.3.6 Stakeholder Meetings

As part of MFEA’'s commitment to ongoing public consultation on the project, the following meeting and
consultation opportunities were undertaken since August, 2004.

Table 1.3-6
MFEA Stakeholder Consultation Meetings

Date Location
Tuesday, July 27, 2004 Presentation to the Rotary Club of St. Boniface/St. Vital
Thursday, September 2, 2004 Presentation to the Red River Basin Commission
Monday, September 13, 2004 Presentation to Recreation Stakeholders
Monday, September 13, 2004 Presentation to the Manitoba Federal Liberal Caucus

Wednesday, September 15, 2004 | Drainage Meeting with municipal representatives and residents of RM
of Springfield and RM of Taché

Thursday, September 16, 2004 Consultation with representatives from Peguis First Nation

Wednesday, September 22, 2004 | Presentation to the Manitoba Chapter of the Canadian Water
Resources Association

Thursday, September 30, 2004 MFEA Luncheon/Red River Basin Commission — Keynote Address

Tuesday, October 19, 2004 Viewing of the Floodway Outlet Control Structure Model for
representatives from the Town of Selkirk and the Rural Municipalities
of St. Andrews, St. Clements, West St. Paul, East St. Paul and
Springfield.

Tuesday, October 19, 2004 Viewing of the Floodway Outlet Control Structure Model for
representatives from the Department of Fisheries and Oceans,
Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency and Infrastructure
Canada

Tuesday, July 27, 2004

Presentation to the Rotary Club of St. Boniface/St. Vital

This presentation was made by Doug McNeil and included the following topics: Red River basin
description, history of flooding, existing major flood control works, the 1997 flood and the floodway
expansion components. Approximately 18 Rotary members attended. It was held at the Niakwa Golf
Club, 620 Niakwa Road.
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Thursday, September 2, 2004

Presentation to the Red River Basin Commission
Stakeholder Group: Red River Basin Commission

Date of Presentation: September 2, 2004
Winnipeg City Hall

Attendees: MFEA Representatives
EA Study Team
Red River Basin Commission Membership
Municipal Stakeholders

Total Attendees: 35
Key Discussion Points:

e MFEA presented an update on the project’s progress and highlighted a number of key
features, including:
— additional efforts to protect groundwater
— improvements to floodway drainage structures
— reductions in land acquisition requirements
— highway bridge improvements
— commitment to ongoing public consultation process — including additional public open
houses and information booths
— updated project timelines related to the review of the Environmental Impact Statement
e Inresponse, Red Basin Commission members asked a humber of questions, including:
— What plans do we have to incorporate recreation opportunities into the project?
— How does MFEA plan to ensure rural communities benefit from the floodway expansion
project?
— What is the status of the compensation plan unveiled by Manitoba earlier in the year?
— How can we be sure that there will be no negative impact on groundwater supplies?
— What is the project’s expected impact on riverbank erosion?
— How soon do you expect to begin construction?

MFEA Response:

MFEA confirmed their plans to incorporate recreation opportunities into the project and referenced the
call for expressions of interest that was issued earlier in the year. MFEA highlighted ongoing discussions
with recreation stakeholders about the idea of a four-season greenway trail and possible improvements to
the current ski-hill. MFEA stated their decision not to proceed with any recreation ideas that required
water in the floodway.
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With regard to rural communities around Winnipeg, MFEA highlighted their sensitivity to the needs of
rural residents. In particular, MFEA highlighted their efforts to redesign the project to protect
groundwater and improve drainage capacity — two key elements for rural economies. In addition, MFEA
highlighted the benefits of new and improved bridges for rural residents and employment opportunities
associated with the project’'s construction. Recreation opportunities and some improved flood protection
were also sited as positive impacts for rural economies.

MFEA noted that the vast majority of their public involvement program had been geared to rural concerns
and indicated their plan to maintain an ongoing dialogue with rural residents beyond the environmental
review process.

With regard to groundwater supplies, MFEA said they were confident the decision to scale back plans to
deepen the current floodway would protect the current groundwater conditions. That said, MFEA
commented that they anticipate there may be some short-term, isolated groundwater effects —
particularly related to bridge construction. To that end, MFEA has established a mitigation fund of
approximately $10 million to address these if they occurred.

MFEA stated their support for Manitoba’s new compensation law and highlighted improvements that had
been made as a result of the public consultation process. The law was passed by the Legislature in June
and is awaiting Royal Proclamation.

Riverbank erosion has been identified as a top priority — particularly north of the floodway outlet
structure. MFEA plans to make specific investments to protect the riverbanks north of the outlet
structure. More specifically, rip-rap and other erosion control measures may be applied for more than
1km north of the outlet.

MFEA is also looking at making some investments to combat erosion around the inlet structure.
Riverbank erosion within the City of Winnipeg is beyond MFEA’s mandate. Furthermore, MFEA suggested
that the plan to not operate the floodway in the summer during construction will give engineers an
opportunity to study the impacts of summer operation as it relates to riverbank erosion.

With regard to the project schedule, MFEA stated that the cooperative environmental review process was
proceeding according to plan and that federal and provincial officials were working well together. It is
expected that construction will commence in summer 2005.
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Monday, September 13, 2004

Presentation to Recreation Stakeholders

Stakeholder Group: Rivers West Floodway Trail Coalition

Date of Presentation: September 13, 2004

Attendees:

Grand Forks, North Dakota

Lorna Hendrickson, Rivers West

MFEA Representative

Municipal Councilors

Members of the Rivers West — Floodway Trail Coalition

Total Attendees: 45

Key Discussion Points:

e MFEA presented an update on the project’s progress and highlighted a number of key
features, including:

Current status of environmental review process and project timelines

additional efforts to protect groundwater and improve drainage structures

reductions in land acquisition requirements

highway bridge improvements

commitment to ongoing public consultation process — including additional public open
houses and information booths

MFEA plans to facilitate recreation opportunities in association with the project and
efforts that have been undertaken since the March 2004 call for expressions of interest

e Inresponse, participants asked a number of questions, including:

How does MFEA plan to coordinate their efforts to ensure recreation stakeholders are
included in the project’s design process?

Has MFEA earmarked any money to fund recreation ideas associated with the floodway
expansion?

Does MFEA see any similarities between the greenway plans being developed in Grand
Forks and in Winnipeg?

Have we ever considered moving the current location of Duff Roblin Park to the inlet
control structure site?

Are there any plans to operate the floodway regularly in the summer months?

Is there an opportunity to reuse the excavated earth to build up Springhill Winter Park or
construct another ski-hill?
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MFEA Response:

MFEA recognized the need to involve recreation stakeholders in the project’'s pre-design phase and
reaffirmed a willingness to ensure that project engineers worked closely with the coalition on the
greenway's design. MFEA indicated their intent to formalize a working group of stakeholders and
consider the establishment of recreation officer within MFEA to help manage the initiative.

That said, MFEA re-stated the basic point that the purpose of the project was to provide flood protection
for Winnipeg and any recreation plans would be considered secondary to that main goal.

With regard to funds for recreation, MFEA stated that no final decisions had been made to allocate money
for recreation development as the project was still in a pre-design phase.

The presentation to recreation stakeholders was made during a bus trip to Grand Forks to view the
integration of recreation and flood protection measures there. MFEA highlighted a number of similarities
between the two situations, particularly as it related to public consultation and the need to integrate
recreation planning during the project’s design and construction — not after.

That said, MFEA highlighted some differences between the two projects, particularly the fact that the
Grand Forks project was being undertaken in an urban setting (downtown Grand Forks) as opposed to a
rural setting in Manitoba (outskirts of Winnipeg) and that no land would need to be purchased by MFEA
to facilitate any recreation activities. In Grand Forks, many urban properties had to be expropriated to
facilitate increased flood protection and recreation development — increasing the project’s cost.

MFEA stated that there are no current plans to move Duff Roblin Park. MFEA confirmed that there had
been some discussions with Springhill Winter Park regarding the expansion of their facility. These
discussions were in an early stage and MFEA was waiting to hear back from the ski-hill operators
regarding their plans.

With regard to summer operation, MFEA stated that the operation of the floodway would remain the
responsibility of the Manitoba Water Stewardship Department. MFEA has recommended that there be no
summer operation of the floodway during construction unless there is an emergency. Future plans to
operate the floodway in the summer would be the subject of a separate environmental review process.
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Monday, September 13, 2004

Presentation to the Manitoba Federal Liberal Caucus

Stakeholder Group: Manitoba Federal Liberal Caucus

Date of Presentation: September 13, 2004

Attendees:

Office of Raymond Simard, MP

Ernie Gilroy — MFEA CEO

Raymond Simard, Manitoba Caucus Chair
Anita Neville, MP

Hon. Reg Alcock, MP

Senator Sharon Carstairs

Key Discussion Points:

e MFEA presented an update on the project’s progress and highlighted a number of key
features, including:

additional efforts to protect groundwater

improvements to floodway drainage structures

reductions in land acquisition requirements

highway bridge improvements

commitment to ongoing public consultation process — including additional public open
houses and information booths

updated project timelines related to the review of the Environmental Impact Statement
status of project funding

additional partnership opportunities including recreation activities

e Inresponse, Caucus members:

Reaffirmed their support for the project and the need to begin construction as soon as
possible

Renewed their interest in ensuring Canada’s contribution to the project was regularly
recognized and highlighted

Inquired about the status of federal environmental review process

Encouraged MFEA to continue to be inclusive throughout the public consultation process

MFEA Response:

MFEA reassured the Caucus that every opportunity was being taken to highlight Canada’s contribution to

the project.

Additional opportunities would be presented in the coming months as the project moves

forward. MFEA made a commitment to work with Caucus to ensure these opportunities were properly

coordinated.
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MFEA stated that the cooperative environmental review process was proceeding according to plan and
that federal and provincial officials were working well together. MFEA said they would keep the Caucus
updated on the project’s timelines and reaffirmed that things appear to be on track for a summer 2005
construction start.

MFEA confirmed plans to continue with an extensive public involvement process even beyond the
environmental licensing process. MFEA presented a more detailed schedule of plans for the current 4™
Round of Public Consultation — which included more open houses, public information booths and direct
meetings with relevant stakeholders.

Wednesday, September 15, 2004

Meeting on Drainage with municipal representatives and residents of RMs of Ritchot,
Springfield and Taché

A public meeting was held to review the Floodway embankment openings and their hydraulic impacts,
and specifically the drainage drop structure on the east side of PTH#59 at Prairie Grove Road. The
purpose was to deal with the issues and questions raised with respect to flood levels in the floodway as
compared to flood levels above the prairie. The meeting was attended by municipal elected officials and
residents of the RMs of Springfield, Tache and Ritchot.

Thursday, September 16, 2004

EIS consultation with representatives from Peguis First Nation

Peguis First Nation Offices
300-286 Smith Ave., Winnipeg, MB

Attendees:
Peguis First Nation:
Debbie Burka, Earl Stevenson, Louis Sinclair

MFEA:
Ernie Gilroy, Doug McNeil, Jim Thomson, Gus Fiorino, Ronuk Modha, Doug Peterson

Others:
Keith Grady, Infrastructure Canada

The purpose of the meeting was to provide the Peguis representatives with an understanding of the
project and environmental effect as provided in the EIS filed on August 3, 2004.

Ernie Gilroy provided opening remarks and status of MFEA commitments from June 28, 2004 meeting
with Peguis First Nation.
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Earl Stevenson and Councilor Louis Sinclair provide initial comments.
Doug Peterson led a discussion of the EIS filed on August 3, 2004. The September 8" presentation to
TAC was used as a guide. The focus of the discussion was on environmental effects of the project and

potential impacts on Peguis First Nation.

Debbie Burka and Jim Thomson discussed the employment opportunities for First Nations related to the
project.

Earl Stevenson was asked to provide specific comments on potential effects on Peguis First Nation once
he had an opportunity to full review the EIS.

Wednesday, September 22, 2004

EIS presentation to the Manitoba chapter of the Canadian Water Resources Association

This presentation was made by Doug Peterson and included the following topics: Background, Need and
Benefits of Project, Environmental Review Process, Environmental Impact Statement Overview, Approach
of the EIS, Public Involvement, Assessments and Next Steps. Approximately 50 people attended. It was
held at the Holiday Inn South, 1330 Pembina Highway.

Thursday, September 30, 2004

Keynote Address at Red River Basin Commission / MFEA Luncheon

On Thursday, September 30, 2004 the Red River Basin Commission, in collaboration with the Manitoba
Floodway Expansion Authority, sponsored a luncheon to wrap up the 4™ Round of Public Consultation on
the Floodway Expansion Project. The highlight of the luncheon was a keynote address by Ernie Gilroy,
CEO of MFEA.

All of the stakeholders with whom MFEA has consulted with over the past ten months were invited to the
luncheon. All together approximately 120 individuals attended the luncheon to hear Mr. Gilroy speak.

The theme of the speech was “Thank You”, and Mr. Gilroy took a significant amount of time thanking all
of those groups and individuals that have participated in the public consultation process.

After the conclusion of the speech and during lunch, Mr. Gilroy answered questions on the project at
each of the tables and discussed the project with guests. Mr. Gilroy also answered a number of
guestions raised by guests in front of the entire audience.

At the beginning of the luncheon, MFEA also displayed a PowerPoint presentation regarding the history of
the flooding in the Red River Valley, the history of the floodway, the benefits of an expanded floodway
and general project overview.
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During the luncheon, MFEA also displayed a video of a documentary that was taken during the 1950s
after the disastrous 1950 flood in Winnipeg. Significant interest was expressed in the video by the public,
and the video helped to reinforce the importance of flood protection measures to protect the residents of
Winnipeg.

Manitoba Floodway
Expansion Authority

RED RIVER

I T=1
—_—

YOU ARE INVITED!

The Red River Basin Commission in conjunction
with the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority is
hosting a wrap-up luncheon to mark the conclusion of
MFEA’s Round 4 Public Consultation Process,

On:

Thursday, September 30, 2004
11:30 AM

Keynote Address by Ernie Gilroy, CEO (MFEA)
At the:

Clarion Hotel 8t Suites (Polo Park)
1445 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoba

Seating space is Limicted
Free parking in hotel parkade

RSVP: (204) 945-2819 before
Wednesday, September 22, 2004 at 4 PM
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KEYNOTE ADDRESS

THE MANITOBA FLOODWAY EXPANSION AUTHORITY
[ THE RED RIVER BASION COMMISSION LUNCHEON

Ernie Gilroy,
CEO of the Manitoba Floodway Expansion Authority

Thursday, September 30

Clarion Hotel & Suites (Polo Park)
1445 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoba
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INTRODUCTION

¢ Thank you very much. It is a pleasure to be here today.

¢ [ want to thank Mr. Harold Taylor and the Red River Basin
Commission for all the good work they are doing for the
people and environment of this region.

¢ You are a success story for Canada/US relations and the
Authority looks forward to working with you in the future.

* As most of you know, we are here today to wrap up the
fourth round of a public consultation process that began last
January,

¢ Since that time, the Authority has been listening to
Manitobans about the expansion of the Red River Floodway.

e The floodway is a proud part of our history in Manitoba.
And, it is a critical element to our future success. Its
expansion is one of the largest infrastructure projects we have
ever seen in Manitoba.

* Early on we recognized the importance of listening to
Manitobans and keeping them informed about the project
every step of the way.

¢ That’s why we made a conscious decision to present our
plans to the public in the early stages of development. We
paid particular attention to rural concerns and environmental
principles.
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We chose not to file our final Environmental Impact
Statement until after we had gone out to the public. We
organized four separate rounds of public consultation — each
round was unique and each one more detailed and precise
than the previous.

We have had over 250 hours of stakeholder meetings, 45,000
hits on the web site, sent out more than 4000 progress reports
and made more than 40 presentations to rural municipalities.
More than 1200 people attended 13 open houses in Oakbank,
Dugald, Selkirk, East Selkirk, St. Norbert, Morris and
Winnipeg.

We had two open houses this week alone — Monday in
Lorette and last night in East St. Paul. On Saturday we will
be hosting another at the Engineering Building at the
University of Manitoba,

e While there, you can view a demonstration of the Floodway
Qutlet model we developed for residents north of Winnipeg.

Earlier this month we set up booths at the St. Norbert
Farmers Market, the Selkirk Mall and at St. Vital Centre. It
was a great way to talk to people one-to-one about our plans,

These activities emphasize our commitment to meaningful
public consultation. Furthermore, it has helped make our
project better.

Why Expand the Floodway

* Idon’t have to tell the people in this room why we need to
expand the floodway. Anyone who lived through the 1997
Flood of the Century knows the answer.
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* We came within inches of a major catastrophe that year.

¢ Had the floodway failed, tens of thousands of residents and
businesses would have experienced billions of dollars in
economic losses and untold environmental damage.

 Inits aftermath, Manitobans rightfully called for more flood
protection. And, governments acted.

* Canada and Manitoba invested over $110 million in rural
communities to strengthen flood protection. Today, Ritchot,
Niverville, Morris, Ste. Agathe and other communities are
better protected.

o Disaster assistance dollars were dispersed. And, the
International Joint Commission made recommendations to
make sure we never come that close again.

¢ The 1997 Flood was the wake up call for a new generation of
Manitobans — the same way the 1950 flood was for our
parents and grandparents.

e “We can’t afford another wake-up call”,

¢ Recent events have reinforced the need to act. Unprcdictabic
weather patterns are playing havoc throughout the world.

¢ We remember the forest fires in the Okanagan last year.
Florida and the Caribbean have been battered by flooding and
four hurricanes in a month.
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» We have experienced drastic weather patterns here at home
too — from drought conditions in northern Manitoba last year
to very wet summer this year. Many are concemned today
about what a full water table will mean for potential flooding
next spring.

» All of this points to the need to be prepared. We don’t have a
lot of time before it might be too late.

* But when it comes to Red River flooding, we have a bit of an
advantage. When know the big flood is coming - and we
know exactly where the water will go. Our challenge is to do
something about it.

* The Floodway expansion project is a major step in preparing
for the inevitable and protecting our children and our grand
children for years to come.

What I should be talking about!

* I had originally thought | would talk to you today about the-
details of the project.

* [ was going to tell you about how it will protect Winnipeg
and the surrounding area from water flows almost twice the
size of 1997.

* [ was going to go on at length about the $12 billion in
damage the floodway will save our provincial economy
during the big one - not to mention all the great new bridges
we are building for you, the jobs we are creating, the
opportunities for aboriginal peoples and drainage
improvements for farmers.
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¢ And, I was going to get into the 450,000 residents and
businesses that will be protected from the 1 in 700 year flood
we are building for — including this hotel.

» I will save that all for another time. I think I can sum it up .
with this though.

¢ The hard fact is that a 700 year flood with current floodway
would be a disaster like we have never seen before in
Manitoba.

¢ My house — and many of yours - would be in danger. We
would likely be forced from our homes.

¢ There would be no downtown business district. The nation’s
transportation system would be disrupted and you can forget
about trying to get to the airport during this catastrophic
event,

THANK YOU

¢ So instead of reinforcing the need for the project, what I want
to do today is take this opportunity to thank you.

* As the CEO of the Authority, I want to thank all the residents
that have taken time out of their day-to-day lives to give us
your ideas.

* You have helped shape the future of your communities for
generations to come.

» Being CEO of a new Crown Agency is not always easy.
There are some ups and downs — there always are with big
projects like this,
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e ButifI ever find that issues are starting to get too complex, [
will occasionally look back to the record of the early 1960s —
when Manitoba Premier Duff Roblin was considering the
construction of the original floodway.

¢ We look back now and say ‘thankfully he had the foresight to
build the floodway’. But back then, some critics thought the
floodway was an unwise investment.

¢ They thought that $63 million for a ditch was too much.
Some didn’t think it would work.

¢ Today we recognize the decision as visionary. The decision
to build the floodway is a defining moment in the history of
our province,

* Duff’s $63 million floodway has saved the taxpayers of
Manitoba and Canada close to $10 billion since 1968. It has
prevented untold environmental damage. Not a bad
investment!

¢ Today we have another visionary Premier on Broadway. In
keeping with the thank you theme, I would like to thank the
Premier Gary Doer, Steve Ashton, Minister of Water
Stewardship, his government and all MLAs for their
leadership in seeing this project through.

* And it is not just Manitoba. We would not be talking about
increased flood security without the leadership and funding
of the Government of Canada.
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¢ We are lucky in Manitoba to be served by so many
distinguished and important members of Parliament over the
years.

o Manitoba has a long tradition of strong federal representation
in Ottawa and this tradition lives on today with Reg Alcock,
Raymond Simard and Anita Neville — all of whom recognize
the importance of the floodway project and protecting
Winnipeg from a 700 year flood.

¢ The Government of Canada can be proud of their
participation in this project and I applaud their recognition of
the floodway expansion as a national infrastructure priority.

e [ know our MPs are getting ready for the House session next
week and could not be here today, but | know many of their
staff is. We thank you for your leadership and hard work.

e [ want to thank the many other federal and provincial
officials that have been working with us over the past year
and a half. Like the floodway, you operate in silence — but
your cfforts do not go unnoticed.

¢ While the federal and provincial governments deliver the
cash for big projects like this, it is municipal governments
that often deal with the day to day consequences. We call
them — the details.

e From my years of experience in municipal government, [
know that details represent real issues in people’s lives.

e [ want to thank the municipal officials in the City of
Winnipeg for lending us their knowledge and expertise.
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e [ want to thank Susan Thompson, Glen Murray and former
Councilors for their efforts since 1997.

» And, we look forward to working closely with Mayor Katz
and the current Council as we move forward. We want to
make sure Sam’s ball park stays nice and dry during the next
big one!

¢ [ see many municipal councilors here today. [ want to thank
the rural municipalities — Morris, Macdonald, Selkirk,
Ritchot, Taché, Springfield, St. Clements, East St. Paul, St.
Andrews and West St. Paul, - all of whom actively
participated in our public consultation.

¢ This project is better because of you. In fact, one of the
reasons we wanted you to be here today was to break some
news to you. And, we wanted you to be sitting down.

e The news is; WE ARE NOT GOING AWAY.

* We will be back to you on a regular basis even after the
environmental licensing process is complete and construction
-begins. “Our public consultation process has no expiry date.”

* Asa Winnipegger who was raised OUTSIDE the perimeter, |
want to thank rural residents who — occasionally over the
years - have been flooded to save Winnipeg.

* We heard about this sacrifice during your speeches in
Howden. We talked one-to-one with you about it Ste.
Agathe. And other flooding concerns were raised during
meetings in East Selkirk.
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e The fact is, rural residents recognize the need to save
Winnipeg from Red River floods. What we Winnipeggers
need to do in return is recognize what our neighbours are
doing for us.

¢ | am very pleased that the Legislature has passed historic
flood compensation legislation for rural residents. This plan
learns the lessons of 1997, It provides certainty before a
flood hits — not confusion and confrontation after the fact.

» And, as a former insurance guy, I can tell you it is better than
any flood insurance package you can find on the market
today!

e There are so many other people and groups to thank. I will
never get to them all because [ am very aware of the fact that
[ am the only thing standing between you and your lunch -
but I do want to briefly mention three more groups.

» First, [ want to thank all of the technical staff, engineers,
environmental consultants that have assisted us in the process
of designing the expanded floodway. Manitoba is home to
some of the best and brightest in Canada and this team is no
exception. I am very proud of you.

e Second, I want to thank the many stakeholder and special
interest groups we met with over the last 10 months — even
our critics. We have talked about everything from
groundwater & ski hills to erosion control & labour,

* We have listened and done our best to inform. We have not
been all things to all people, but we have made many of the
improvements you suggested. We are all better off for your
participation.
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¢ And finally, I want to thank all the individuals that attended
our public meetings.

¢ [ think of the retired farmer who told me how his _
groundwater supply was cut in half when the first floodway
was built. He wanted to make sure it wouldn’t happen again,

* When he read about our decision to widen the floodway
instead of deepen it he called to thank us for listening. We
told him we were just doing our job.

¢ [ think of Springfield residents who presented us with a
petition to design the Highway 15 Bridge to Dugald as a four
lane structure. 1t was one of our first public meetings. They
were worried about highway safety. Last month, we
delivered. The PTH 15 Bridge will be designed as a four
lane structure. (recognize Minister Lemieux)

s | think of the residents in MacDonald that are literally
volunteering their time to help us design the west dike.
(recognize Councillor Dobrowolski)

¢ And I think of Lorna Hendrickson — who is here today - and a
coalition of interested Manitobans who had a vision about
using the floodway for recreation purposes. It is an
innovative idea in the spirit of the floodway itself.

HISTORY OF FLOODS

* You know, when people find out I work the floodway, they
usually offer their story from 1997. We all have pretty fresh
memories of that time.
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e [ will always remember the hard work and dedication of the
military personnel and people from across Canada that came
to help us. They worked side by side with Manitobans in a
full scale effort to protect our homes and communities,

e They reinforced another point. The 1997 flood was not just a
Manitoba event. Canadians from coast to coast remember it
too.

¢ But I think the people that appreciate the floodway the most
are the people who were here for the 1950 flood.

¢ [ remember a friend telling me about how he watched the
primary dyke in Winnipeg collapse under a “dirty brown wall
of water”, The devastation he described on the streets where
we live today was hard to believe, but the images of the time
are harsh reminders of nature’s force.

* Today, we plan share with you a very real treasure. Recently,
our staff came across a tape of the 1950 flood.

* Ironically, a local resident was cleaning out their basement
and preparing for flood water in 1997. While he was doing
that, he came across a VHS tape. .

¢ He gave a copy to one of our engineers, who at the time was
working for the City of Winnipeg. Only last week, we came
across the tape again and may be able to share a bit of a silent
movie with you over lunch.,

e The 1950 flood was a lot smaller than 1997 - but caused
much more damage. There was no floodway in 1950.
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* And as big as 1997 was — it is not close to the record. The
1826 flood was 40% larger!

¢ The 1826 flood will happen again and the current floodway
could not handle it.

e We would have to flood parts of Wlnmpeg or the dam would
break, Thousands of homes and businesses would be
sacrificed. The economic hit would be between $5-10
billion. The environmental damage would be untold.

* The new floodway will protect us from an 1826 flood - and
more,

CONCLUSION - MOVING FORWARD
* And that brings us back to today.

* Ten months from today, we will be in the ground —
cunstructmg the new floodway. Like the first one, it will be
an engineering marvel — a “Made in Manitoba” innovation.

» [ want to reassure you that we know we are in a race against
the clock. I see it as my job to get this new floodway built
before the next big flood hits — and I hope it never does.

* In fact, I think it is safe to say that you are looking at the only
person in Canada spending over $600 million on something I
hope to never use!

* The Red River is synonymous with our history in Manitoba.
First Nations, Metis and generations of immigrants have
prospered from its abundance.
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» But history tells us that what the river gives us — it can also
take away. Floods are a serious business. And sometimes,
they can be a deadly business. '

» Floods ruin businesses, destroy property and devastate the
environment,

* But history also shows that no matter how many billions are
lost, the human spirit of innovation, compassion and
perseverance will prevail.

» Asthe slogan for the 1997 Flood says “The Red Fought Hard
but we Fought Harder”

o That is what we are doing with the floodway. Thanks to
people in this room - and the thousands of others that are
helping us along the way - we are putting our knowledge to
work so our children never have to tell their kids how they
lost their home to the Red River

* 50 one day, when this new floodway spares that next
generation — you can all be proud.

* Thank you for coming today and I look forward to working
with you all in the years ahead.

=30 -
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Rowing home in a canoe in
Winnipeg
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University of Manitoba during the 1950 Food
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“ME. 1997

The Red fought hard ...
but we fought harder.
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The 1997 "Hood of the Century” resulted in the evacuation
of thousands of Manitobans from their communities.
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Cinpryightt Winnipeg Fres Press feom e fed Sea Rising FAood of the Centery. Reprinfed with pemission

Soldiers Sandbagging

Copyright Winnlpeg Free Press from the Red Sea Risng; Food of the Centory. Reprinted with pesmission
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[

St. Adolphe
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Emerson becomes isolated as a result of flooding

"During the 1997 Hood of the Century, the Hoodway came
within inches of its capacity”
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= ':'?'The I3C recommended that to ensure public
safety, the city, province and Canadian
governments focus immediate action on
designing and implementing measures to protect
Winnipeg.

._.,uugh significant, the Flood of the
Jentury Was dwarfed by the flood of 1826

ENWhich was 40% larger and Manitoba’s
Slargest recorded flood.

It is estimated that a repeat of an 1826
level flood would result in $5 billion in
damages.
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Protect against significant environmental
devastation that would occur in the event of a
700 year flood.
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Without an expanded floodway,

many areas within Winnipeg and

approximately 450,000 residents

would be flooded in the event of
a 1 in 700 year flood.

it-fioodway nsion, it s estimated that an 1826 flood would
VO thirds o '-.I‘u'TnniFeg being flooded due to overland flooding
fent-flooding resulting from sewer backup.

t=15; police stations, fire stations, water pumping stations, north
fidsalith end sewage treatment plants, Brady Road landfill

= nipen’s central business district and other commercial,

S uring and industrial operations within the city limits would be

. S dmaged.
Asa result, pollutents would be discharged causing significant pollution

and'environmental damage — eventually, these pollutants would find
their way into the Red River and Lake Winnipeg.

An expanded floodway will ensure that the public is protected from
these threats.
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e project will increase the amount of water

isedaround Winnipeg during major floods

Ebyiincreasing the capacity of the floodway

= from 1,700 cubic metres (60,000 cubic feet)
of water per second to 4,000 cubic metres
(140,000 cubic feet per second),

Red River Hoodway Channel
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segments to minimize time spent in any
given location.

Construction sequence will start at
upstream end of Floodway Channel (near
control structure) and progress
downstream to Floodway Outlet.

Inlet Structure Upgrades

Enhanced fire protection
system

Installation of additional
riprap

Erosion control measures
to protect the
embankments of the
control structure
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-% " Outlet Structure Expansion
Widen outlet structure

Widen outlet channel

Hydraulic testing on the
floodway outlet control
structure model at the

Hydraulics Research and

Testing Fadlity at the
University of Manitoba

-
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November 2004

CNR Redditt Subdivision & PTH 15

Highway 1 & CNR Sprague Subdivision

In 1997, the West Dike
was expanded on an
emergency basis. This
dike prevented
floodwaters from
sweeping west of the
floodway and entering
Winnipeg from a
southwestemn flank.
Enhancements to this
dike would provide
additional freeboard
and wave protection
for this structure.
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Gas and Oil Pipelines
Watermains

City Aqueducts

Seine River Syphon

he project will
cr; thousands of
@irect and indirect
== jobs and give

= “residents an
opportunity to help
shape the future of

their communities.
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{NPUTHFRO
PROVECT

;itobans about the project.

price that time, 13 open houses have been
:_"'id and extensive consultations have taken

Dver 250 hours of stakeholder meetings in
eight months.

The consultations have helped to shape and
improve the project.
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B agricultural producers, MFEA has
" scaled back plans to deepen the
floodway channel from up to six

feet to no more than two feet.

L 6 highwayr and & railway
N PIHILS bridge to be designed to 4-lane structure
" (fombination of replacement and retro-fit
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To ensure that the bridges
are above the water level
in the event of a 1 in 700

year flood, six highway
bridges will be replaced
with upgraded structures.

iifresponse to Input received from
I municipal governments and
sagricultural producers, MFEA will
==—ensure that current drainage capacity
-~ Is maintained or increased for all
structures on the floodway and
associated channels within the
floodway right of way.
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.-_-:rom 1,000 additional acres (405
hectares) to a maximum of 500
acres (202 hectares)
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as initiated an independent environmental review
“that consists of the following requirements:

Preparing an independent environmental impact
assessment (submitted in August, 2004).

Receiving a license under the provincial
Environment Act.

Receiving Federal environmental authorization.

This process will include the Manitoba Clean
Environment Commission hearings.
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Sitfie project proceeds, MFEA will
WRUE to consult with the public and
= * provide the most up-to-date
= information available about this

project.
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Tuesday, October 19, 2004

Demonstration of the Floodway Outlet Control Structure Model for officials from the
Department of Fisheries and Oceans

University of Mantioba
Hydraulics Testing and Research Facility
Rm 240, Engineering Building

Attendees:
Representatives of the Department of Fisheries and Oceans, Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency

and Infrastructure Canada.

MFEA:
Doug McNeil, Doug Peterson, Brian Peter

The purpose of this meeting was to provide an opportunity for representatives from this department to
view a demonstration of the Floodway Outlet Control Structure model.

Tuesday, October 19, 2004

Demonstration of the Floodway Outlet Control Structure Model for representatives from the
Town of Selkirk and the Rural Municipalities of St. Andrews, St. Clements, West St. Paul, East
St. Paul, and Springfield

University of Manitoba
Hydraulics Testing and Research Facility,
RM 240, Engineering Building

Attendees:
Representatives from the Town of Selkirk and the RMs of St. Andrews, Springfield, West St. Paul and St.
Clements.

MFEA:
Doug McNeil, David Hurford, and Ronuk Modha

Others:
Professor Jay Doering, Head of Civil Engineering, University of Manitoba

The purpose of the meeting was to provide an opportunity to view a demonstration of the Floodway
Outlet Control Structure model. Other stakeholders invited to the demonstration were the rural
municipalities of St. Clements, West and East St. Paul and Springfield.
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Prof. Jay Doering welcomed everybody to the Hydraulics Research and Testing Facillity, provided a
summary of the purpose and benefits of the model and proceeded to the demonstrate the model in
operation.

1.3.7 Website

EA Study Team

Information on updating EA information, including Public Open House dates and meeting notes, was
completed during August and September as part of Round 4 Consultation activities.

MFEA

On Friday, September 10, 2004, a list of all the Public Open Houses and the locations of the Public
Information Booths was posted on MFEA’s website. The website was updated as new information became
available on the Project.

1.3.8 Aboriginal Consultation

Pequis First Nation

A copy of the EIS was provided to Peguis on August 6, 2004. MFEA requested a meeting with Peguis
representatives to provide details on the project and the EIS. A meeting was held on September 16,
2004, at the offices of the Peguis Treaty Land Entitlement Coordinator. Attendees included:

Peguis First Nation:
Debbie Burka, Earl Stevenson, Councillor Sinclair

MFEA:
Ernie Gilroy, Doug McNeil, Jim Thomson, Gus Fiorino, Ronuk Modha, Doug Peterson

Others:
Keith Grady, Infrastructure Canada

The purpose of the meeting was to provide Peguis representatives with an understanding of the project
and associated environmental effects, as provided in the EIS filed on August 3, 2004. Ernie Gilroy
provided opening remarks and status of MFEA commitments from the June 28, 2004, meeting with
Peguis First Nation.

Earl Stevenson and Councillor Sinclair provided initial comments. Doug Peterson then led a discussion on
the EIS. The September 8™, 2004, presentation to the Technical Advisory Committee was used to guide
the discussion. The focus of the discussion was on environmental effects of the project and potential
impacts on Peguis First Nation. Earl Stevenson was asked to provide specific comments on potential
effects on Peguis First Nation once he had an opportunity to review the EIS. Peguis provided initial
comments to the Director, Environmental Approvals, on October 12, 2004. Doug Peterson contacted Earl
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Stevenson via telephone on October 29, 2004, inquiring when Peguis would be able to discuss details on
the potential effects on Peguis First Nation. Mr. Stevenson indicated that further information would be
available for submission to the CEC on November 26, 2004.

Debbie Burka and Jim Thomson then discussed the employment opportunities for First Nations related to
the project.

Manitoba Métis Federation

MFEA continues to work jointly with MMF to develop a Métis Involvement Program, the focus of which is
to help understand the effects of the proposed Floodway Expansion project on the Manitoba Métis
Community in the project region.

Supplementary Filing Page 1 - 236 Public Involvement Program Update





