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>>> Dear Chair of Committee,
>>>>

>>>> I am appalled by Tim Houston’s positions on his very destructive environmental plan that he is insisting

happen in Nova Scotia. You lot are continually inviting and allowing destruction on Our Small beautiful peninsula

thatyou are never further than 1 hour from! to Our wonderful bounty full of rich and varied food on and off our

Ocean shores.

>>>> We the people do not want Our second smallest province destroying its natural resource’s for export that

does outweigh our own benefits. These ideas of our Premier do not benefit us at all.

> Being told that we are 60 out of 60 in regards to resource extraction is absolutely insane. How dare they

compare us to other provinces and States!
>>>

>>>> These actions only take away Our life’s beauty, Our Tourism plus your destroying our fisheries and our water

sources that we survive on for our existence.
>>>>

>>>> I have issues with your lack of knowledge in regards to not Protecting our Coast lines and waters.

>>>

>>>> I have issues with your lack of knowledge of the 55 year old worst man made disasters that is the operating at

the Causeway in Windsor with 5 lakes and a dam above and how these gates have to ebb n Flo more naturaly for

the neutralization of the Land’s movements and for fish and aquatic health of the River and it’s many Estucareis at

Windsor’s Avon River and the end of the Bay of Fundy.
>>>

I have issues with your allowance of businesses operating in our protected watershed

areas! Bridgewater. This is unacceptabLe. Our water! ValuabLe commodity!

>>>

>>>> Same with thinking of fracking! Are you insane. Do I need to remind you that we are no further than 1 hour to

our coast anywhere on our small peninsula. This small province is not Ontario (19 times our size) or

Saskatchewan 12 x our size.!
>>>

>>>> You have not foLLowed thru with any of your promises, start there!

>>>

>>>> Do better. Get our health care working. Invest in education. Get your people working from home back in

offices it’s better for them mentally and we get focused individuals back again.



>>>

>>>> Just stop following the money and selling us out for your monetary gain.
>>>

>>>> No we don’t need to destroy our cottage country for huge high wind turbines that will ruin our calm and
nature districts. Our mountain tops wilL Loose their footing and create land slides in new areas as deforestation
destroys the bond that hoLds it. Sounds and Lights will be very bad for birds especially since we are in a migratory
flight paths.
>>>> ALso those sounds and Lights willtake away our stillness with nature that Our properties are intended to be,
quiet and restfuL with nature we calL cottage country in Vaughans area of Hants West Regional Municipality.
>>> We have promised already way more than our share per square mite in Vaughans area.
>>> TeLl me decision makers know each area they are affecting. Stop now.

>>>> You have to start doing better in our environments, now you will allow and encourage people to buiLd in low
lands even though we have flooding., you are allowing the breaking too many environmental issues in any permits
and construction., sad.
>>>>

>>> In regards to Our government now dictating our land use bi laws be changed to as of right to build whatever
wherever people want without aLlowances, like our architectural zone in Windsor or protection of our Fort Edward
view plains.
>>> This is an over reach of power without proper education or knowledge.
> Our municipalities aLready have our own Climate action plans in place.
>>>

>>> Bring back our east coast canning factories and procession plants.
>>> Repair our existing roads to better standards with shoulders.
>>>>

>>>> Remember our beautiful slanted peninsula smaLl province with causeways is very special on all our varied
coasts.

>>>> Sincerely, Denise Forand
My Letter that was sent to many government officials. Please read.

To Members of Government,

I cannot stress enough the Need for areas of Exemption for this build build build initiative by Minister John Lohr
under Premier Houston.
Do you know?

My community knows what land fLoods, you don’t.
To have a “As of right” pushed on municipalities to build and reduce parking in a 4 block radius off our waterfront
in downtown Windsor which happens to be 250 years old

We downtown residents are now being told with a maybe minimum 10 to 20 year potential expensive fix of our stiLl
combined sewer/water ancient infrastructure is needed to stop the flooding downtown even with the overflow
going in the fake polluted Lake called Pisiquid.
The causeway gate keepers don’t allow the natural fLushing of the tide no more.
Thanks for more damage John Lohr and his fake EMO

Downtown basically (the architectural Zone in Windsor) is a mix,some homes were build around 1830 but
majority the homes downtown in the flood zone are built after the great fire in 1897. So my home is roughly 125
years old. Our homes are built close together, on the sidewaLks with extreme Limitations on parking as it was not
in the initiaL designs of towns way back then. They had horses.
Also disappointing is that they looked at the sewer infrastructure of Cunival Creek before the great fire, and stiLL in
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100 years never fixed the system property so the tide still comes way up to town.

Your mandated overreach is wrong on so many levels. PubLic consultation is there for a reason. You cannot and
do not know every area of our province like the peopLe that live and vote there. Do not take Local knowledge away
from basicattyfree Public Advisory Committees Listen to the people you serve.

Remember, the Avon River is at the end of the mighty Bay of Fundy (one of the natural wonders of the world) and
continues right up the Minas Basin and along to the Avon River/St Croix River connection at Windsor.

It’s very important you Remember, We Lost 4 souLs to our Floods a couple of years ago., One poor child was lost in
our area and was located around Parsboro, the opposite side of the Basin. Look it up on a map.
Think about that,

We Live at the gateway to the AnnapoLis Valley with its rich fertile soiL because of the tides. We must learn to live
with the rising sea level and our ever increasing changing storm patterns, so building and increasing density in low
tying historic districts is not the solution for moving forward.

I expect much more consultation before any such directives can be followed, let alone pass as a Bill.
Also I see huge gaps in actuaLLy achieving affordable homes in your plan.

Below is the study on just this area of flooding along the 101. took where the dykes failed. See where and why we
shouldn’t allow people to build just anywhere.

SincereLy,
Denise Forand

Flooding%2OHazardsPib2
OReport.pdf

Sentfrom myiPad
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The purpose of this project was to assess the impacts of ‘natural’ processes (e.g. storm surge,

freshwater flooding and coastal erosion) on highway infrastructure in the region. The section of

the Highway 101 twinning project that will run along the Windsor Causeway and across the

Avon River will be highly vulnerable to both coastal and overland (freshwater) flooding. Flood

risk was assessed using ArcGIS 9.3 and a high resolution LIDAR elevation survey of the area

conducted in April 2007. The LTDAR was flown by the Advanced Geomatics Research Group

at the Centre of Geographical Sciences (COGS) as part of a collaborative research exercise with

Saint Mary’s University, NS Department of Agriculture (Land Protection Section) and NS

Department of Transportation and Infrastructure Renewal. In addition, the IKONOS satellite

was tasked by the Maritime Provinces Spatial Analysis Research Centre (MPSpARC) at Saint

Mary’s University to capture a high resolution image of the area in October 2007 as part of a

research project studying the intertidal morphodynamics of the Southern Bight.

Normal and flood water levels were chosen based on Canadian Hydrographic Service data,

information from NS Agricultural personnel at the Windsor tide gate and existing tide gauge

records at that location as well as published rates of sea level rise. Flood levels were modeled for

four tide scenarios which included a 1 in 20 year storm surge above higher high water large tides

(I-IHWLT) of 0.6 m. a storm tide (8.6 m CGVD28) which occurred in January 10, 1997 (van

Proosdij & Baker, 2007), a 1 in 100 year surge event (1.2. ml (8.77 m CGVD28) and then the I

in 100 year event coupled with a rise in sea level by 0.7 m (total 9.4 rn CGVD28) (IPCC, 2008;

Parkes et al., 2006; Bindoff et al., 2007; Vasseur & Catto, 2008). Additional analyses were

performed to simulate freshwater flooding events based on critical overtopping at the Falls Lake

and Forks Dams. In all cases care was taken to ensure connectivity to either a coastal or riverine

source of water similar to other coastal flooding studies (e.g. Webster et al., 2004).

Seven areas of concern were identified and in most cases the areas along the 101 highway

corridor will only be at risk during large precipitation events at high tide when the aboiteau

cannot adequately discharge water or during storm conditions in the future. Specific areas of

concern include highway conditions at Exit 6 (tidal) and Exits 5 (freshwater) & 8 (tidal and

freshwater). The area adjacent to the St. Croix coastal restoration project near Exit 4 may be at

risk of bank failure during storm conditions due to the proximity of the highway to flooding
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waters. The flooding situation at Exit 8 may be able to he mitigated in pail by repairing or

replacing the existing broken aboiteau structure at the mouth of Halfway River. The eastern and

western sections of the causeway. particularly the eastern on ramp near Exit 6 are at risk of storm

surge overtopping within the next decade given current rates of sea level rise. It is advised to

consider increasing the elevation of these sections during the twinning process. In addition, the

western section will be highly vulnerable to the impacts of sea level rise and storm surge given

the orientation of the main tide gate channel with the dominant fetch. Both sections should be

raised to minimum of 9.75 m. Careful attention will need to he focused during the bridge

construction process on the placement of the bridge abutments as the area around the tide gate

channel is highly susceptible to erosion and at a high risk of flooding. The entire area

surrounding the proposed location of the bridge is in a flood hazard zone therefore additional fill

and shore armouring will be required.

Removing the tide gate will cause significant flooding to occur within the town of Windsor, even

during ‘normal’ spring tide conditions. The majority of the original protective dyke works have

been removed over time as they were no longer maintained after the causeway was built in 1971.

As a result, all of the original marshland areas would flood as well as a considerable section of

the downtown Windsor waterfront area. Water Street and the old rail bed would provide a

partial restriction during normal spring tides however during storm conditions, once bieached.

would permit almost continuous flow of water into the low lying regions behind the rail bed.

Floodwaters would cross King St. and join the NS68 Tregothic marshbody. These low lying

areas are also at risk from flooding from freshwater flooding events when prolonged

precipitation events exceed the capacity of the tide gate to discharge adequate amounts of water

to lower the lake and river levels to a safe level (e.g. timing at high tide). As a result, further

development should be restricted in low lying areas and any roads crossing these areas should be

raised where possible.
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Assessment of Flooding Hazard along the Highway 101 corridor
near Windsor, NS using LIDAR

Introduction

To date, a number of reports have been published that focused primary on the direct and indirect

impacts of the Highway 101 twinning project on the intertidal ecosystem both up and

downstream of the Windsor Causeway (e.g. Daborn et al., 2003: van Proosdij et al. 2004; 2006;

2007). The purpose of this project was to assess the impacts of natural’ processes (e.g. storm

surge. freshwater flooding and coastal erosion) on highway infrastructure in the region. The

section of the Highway 101 twinning project that will run along the Windsor Causeway and

across the Avon River will he highly vulnerable to both coastal and overland (freshwater)

flooding. In addition, the proposed bridge across the Avon River vi11 be at risk from coastal

erosion and this process will need to be considered during both design and construction phases in

order to ensure the long term sustainability of the structure. Furthermore, some sections of the

highway through the study area will be at risk of freshwater flooding due to inadequate drainage

through standard culverts.

Figure 1: Ban&fzill conditions along the St. Croiv river hear Wentiiorth Rd.

D. t’(lhl Proosdif 8
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This issue will be particularly compounded in areas near dykelands where freshwater drainage is

dependant on existing aboiteau structures. These structures can only drain during low tides since

they are designed to prevent salt water intrusion. Therefore, a high rainfall event that takes

place during a high spring tide can cause areas behind the dyke to flood considerably. Moreover,

despite the fact that the sections of the highway that cross low lying topographic areas are for the

most part protected by dykes, there is a real risk of flooding when these dykes are overtopped.

This project focused on assessing the risk to infrastructure within the study area (Figure 2) from

marine and freshwater flooding as well as from coastal erosion. The study focused primarily on

the section within and surrounding the town of Windsor. however also identified vulnerable

areas along the Highway 101 transportation corridor between Exits 4 and S and will provide

recommended elevations to minimize the risk of flooding. Effective assessment of this

vulnerability is dependent on the accuracy of the digital terrain model employed.

-i&
Created by 0. van Proosdij, Saint Mar/s University MP_SpARC, 2008. Lick,’ flown & processed by AGAG at COGS.

Figure 2: Study area with digital elevation model depicted up to IOn elevation contain’.
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In order to fully appreciate the potential risk to the region, it is important to have a basic

understanding of the mechanics of tidal processes. historical storm activity and climate change.

Tides

The Bay of Fundy is renowned for its large tidal range. which reaches a maximum of 16.3 ni at

Burntcoat Head in the Minas Basin. Tidal range in the Avon River estuary varies from 8.2 m

Chart Datum at neap tide and 15.6 m CD at lunar perigee spring tide (CHS 1976, predictions for

Hantsport). Tides are strongly semidiurnal (twice a day) with a diurnal inequality that is aLmost

always less than 0,6 m (Lambiase. 1980).

Tides produce strong currents which are the main agents of transportation and deposition of

sedimentary material in the Bay, effectively transporting, creating, and remolding surface and

geological features. A recent publication by Desplanque and Mossman (2004) provides a

comprehensive overview of the mechanics and impacts of Fundy tidal processes on the geology

of the region. Due to the relatively shallow nature of the Avon River Estuary, the rising limb of

the tide will be compacted within a shorter period, whereas the period of the falling tide will

increase (Carter 1998). However, this process will vary depending on the lunar cycle. At neap

tide, the tidal curve is generally symmetrical with both the ebb and the flood flow lasting around

6.5 hours. In contrast, the tidal curve for spring tides is slightly asymmetric at the mouth of the

estuary with ebb flows lasting 0.5 hours longer than flood. This asymmetry increases as one

travels up the estuary, where there can be as much as 8.5 h of ebb flow with only 4 h of flood

flow (Lambiase. 1980). As mentioned previously, the tidal prism is the volume of water flowing

in and out of the estuary with the rise and fall of the tide. Because tides are variable in strength,

the tidal volume and tidal prism are variable, as is the wetted cross sectional area. In addition,

during low water, sections of the estuary south of Hantsport are completely drained since bottom

elevations are higher than the lower tidal limit.

Cycle r Period r — Tidal range

. . . 0.5t7davs(12hr25
Diurnal cycle due to relation ot moon to earth - . t [.0 rn

mm)
Spring/neap cycle 14.77 days t3.5 in

Perigee (high) I apogee (low) 27.55 days 14.5 in

206 day cycle due to spring/neap and perigee/apogee cycles 206 days 15.5 in

Saros cycle (last peaked in 1994-95 predicted peak in 2012-2013 AD) 18.03 years 16.0 in

Table I: Sznn,narv of characteristics of major constituents of tidal cycles in zipper sections oft/ic Bay of Fz,ndv (Desp/aimqzie
& Mossnian. 2004).

D. Ian Pivosdzj 10
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In general, higher water levels are recorded during spring tides and lower water levels are

recorded during neap tides although, due to the tidal asymmetry in the Bay of Fundy, this is not

always the case. In addition, the absolute elevation of the tide will vary depending on the

relative position of the sun and the moon and orbital cycles (Table 1). The most favorable

combination of factors to produce strong tides in the Bay of Fundy occurs when the perigee

coincides with a spring tide and other cycles to produce Saros tides every 18.03 years

(Desplanque & Mossman, 2004). Based on Desplanque & Mossman’s (2004) calculations, the

peaks of the Saros cycles within the last century occurred in 1904-1905, 1922-1923, 1940-1941,

1958-1959, 1976-1977, 1994-1995, and the next will occur in 2012-2013. In addition, detailed

tidal records over several decades show that there will be slightly higher maximum monthly high

water marks in a 4.5 cycle year, examples being the peaks in 1998 and 2002 (Desplanque &

Mossman, 2004).

The only permanent tide gauge operated by CHS is located in St. John, New Brunswick.

therefore one must depend on predicted tides at Hantsport for most historical calculations. Data

were located for both Windor and Hantsport stations for limited two month time periods.

However, detailed tide records have been maintained by Maritime Marshland Rehabilitation

Administration (MMRA) and Department of Agriculture personnel at the Windsor Tide gate

from the mid 1980s. In addition. MMRA and NSDA personnel routinely recorded tides at select

marsh bodies throughout the region for short time periods. These data provide an idea of the

difference in water level elevations between different marsh bodies. For example, a large tide on

April 4, 1958 was recorded us 8.23 m CGVD28 (26.96 if) at the Windsor bridge and 8.18 mat

Burlington marsh (across from I-lantsport), but 8.23 rn at Herbert River and Chambers.

Fortunately, the MMRA had recently increased the height of dykes in the region but this had not

received extensive support at the time.

“The highest title recorded by the MMRA at the Windsor Bridge was 26.96
geodetic on April 411, 1958, when the title height predicted (tide table) for Saint
John, New BrLIns4t’ick was 29.1 low water datum. Note that this was the highest
predicted title for the region at least since 1932. The actual height reached at
Saint John on this occasion was 29.0. The title in the upper end of the Fahnouth
Great Dvke, above the Windsor Bridge, reached 26.85 geodetic, approximately
one-tenth ofafoot lower than the Windsor bridge peak.

Many of the dvkes constructed by this Administration around the inner prior/er
of the Bay of Fundy were overtopped in sections by this tide which was

D. sail Proosdi] 11
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sufficiently above our predictions to puz:le us. There were meteorological
conditions favouring tins particular occurrence and subsequent tides of the same
predicted magnitude verified this as ha ring been unusually severe.

These tides, of 1958 and 1959, as peaks qf the very definite cycle of approximately
18 years proved to us the adequacy of our dike construction grades. It may be of
interest to note that marshland rnt’ners at Fahnouth it’ere of the opinion dike
grades were too high when construction was in progress. It is believed that this
18 year cycle is not generally realized and that past occurrences are attributed to
other factors or are forgotten.’

Portion of letter from J.D. Con[un. Chief Engineer. Dept of Agriculture. MMRA to
Mr. J.A. Brown. District Engineer. 1-labours & Rivers Engineering Branch.

Department of Public Works on Oct 12, [96 [in response to file No. 141 [-I
re Windsor Tidal Flooding.

To dale, the highest tides recorded at [lie causeway tide gate were 8.87 in (2S. 1 It) (date

unknown) (pers corn. K. Carroll, 2007) and 8.6 m CGVD28 (28.2 ft) on January 10, 1997. These

tide levels reflect the Saros cycle or the 4.5 yr cycle mentioned previously. Examining the

digital record between April 2002 and September. 2006, a total of 121 tides exceeded the

1-IHWLT elevation (7.57 rn CGVD28). Eleven of these dates were greater than 8.0 m (Table 2)

with the highest recorded tide on February 1, 2006 (8.2 rn) which overtopped dykes in many

areas (Figure 3).

Recorded Tide
Date Height

_________ (mCGVD28)

FehI.2006 8.211

Nov 25, 2003 8.206

Feb09. 2005 8170

Feb 10, 2005 8.129

Feb11. 2005 8.129

Dec 25, 2003 8,082

Dec 13, 2004 8.046

Dec 24. 2003 8.040

Dec 12. 2002 8.004

Aug 21, 2005 8.004

Feb 28. 2006 8.004

Table 2: Record of tides greater than
gate bent’een April2002 ((lilt Sept. 2006.

8 ni geodetic at the Windsor tide

D. van Proasdij 12



Figure 3: Stonn impacts on Feb 1, 2006 at the Avonport Dy/ce. a) stat-ni 1aves battering marsh; b) storm surge
reached upper limits of dy/ce and dy/ce overtopped. Photo by T. Hamilton, 2006.
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Waves & Storms

Due to the large tidal range, the time period during which waves can exert a significant influence

is limited. Lambiase (1980) reports that waves are not an important hydraulic process on

intertidal sand bodies in the Avon River estuary since waves tend to be small due to the limited

fetch. These waves are believed to be the cause of small-scale slumps observed on sand bodies

in the Avon and Cobequid bay (Darlrymple, 1979). Observed wave heights did not exceed 1.3 m

in Lambiase’s (1980) study and most ranged between 0.3 and 0.6 m. However, during high

water the foreshore is covered with a significant amount of water, and a much larger percentage

of wave energy reaches the shoreline than when the tide is at low water. Waves can exert a

significant influence in exposed areas on the edges of marsh cliffs and foreshore, causing erosion

and local re-suspension of sedimentary material. In addition, it can cause considerable damage

to dykes in exposed areas that are not protected by a vegetated foreshore. This was evidenced on

August 23, 2009 when Hurricane Bill passed offshore Nova Scotia. Waves caused significant

damage to the dyke at Noel despite the presence of shoreline armouring (Figure 4a). Some of

this rock material was transported over the top of the dyke into the low lying region behind

(Figure 4b). It is likely that another storm would have completely breached the dyke at the

eroded location if it had not been rapidly repaired. The section of dyke protected by a section of

marsh received minimal damage since once waves travelled over the marsh surface their energy

was rapidly dissipated (e.g. Moller & Spencer, 2002). Therefore marshes can serve as natural

forms of coastal defense. The extensive marsh which has developed downstream of the Windsor

causeway offers a natural form of shore protection for the causeway, although limited protection

is provided in the tide gate channel itself. In other areas such as along the outer bend of river

channels, strong tidal currents will be the primary forces causing foreshore and marsh erosion.

Storm surges are a large rise in water level which can accompany a coastal storm, and are caused

by strong winds and low atmospheric pressure. Conversely, a negative storm tide can result

from higher atmospheric pressure producing lower water levels than predicted. Compared to the

Atlantic coast, storm surges exert less of an influence on the intertidal zone in the Upper Bay of

Fundy due to the large tidal range. For example, a hurricane in July 1975 (recorded speeds of

130 km/h) only generated waves around 1.25 m in height and caused minimal changes to the

morphology of sand waves in the Avon River Estuary (Lambiase, 1980). However, when a

storm tide coincides with an exceptionally high astronomical (e.g. perigeen or Saros tide) tide the

results can be significant, causing extensive coastal flooding and damage to infrastructure.

D. van Proosdij 14
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a)

4’

Figure 4: impacts of Hurricane Bill on dvke at Noel in August 2009. a) erosion and nndercttttuzg of earthen dvke
structure and removal of shoreline ormnouring, h) armnonring rocks transported to the landward side of the dvke b
wave actio,i and overtopping. Photo by K. Carroll. 2009.
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The heavy rainfall accompanying such an event can also cause extensive overland, freshwater

flooding since the numerous aboiteaux and tide gales cannot discharge water at high tide. This

has been seen in Truro. Nova Scotia on a number of occasions.

Historically, a number of significant storm events have occurred in the Bay of Fundy.

Desplanque and Mossman (2004) provide a detailed account of the events surrounding them.

One of the most notable storms was the Saxby Gale (or “Saxby Tide”) which occurred on

October 4ih 1869. Severe coastal flooding and wind damage occurred all along the North

American seaboard. By 1:00 am on October 5th, the Saxby tide overtopped dykes by at least 0.9

m. In the Cumberland Basin, the tides were such that two fishing vessels were lifted over the

dykes bordering the Tantramar marshes and deposited 5 km from the shoreline. At Moncton, the

water level rose about 2 m higher than the next highest tide on record (Desplanque & Mossman.

2004). While damage in the Minas Basin was less severe. dykes were breached throughout the

region, cattle and sheep drowned, and in many areas travel become impossible since the

transportation lines (e.g. rail and road) were washed away. Desplanque and Mossman (2004)

estimate that the Saxby Tide was at least 1.5 m higher than astronomically caused high tides.

The ‘Groundhog’s Day’ storm (February 1976) is a classic example of the difference in

impact due to timing with tide levels. Significant damage and coastal flooding were reported in

Maine where water levels rose more than 2.5 m above the predicted level, heavily eroding the

shoreline (Desplanque & Mossman. 2004). The strong SSE winds which had been blowing for

five to six hours over the open water resulted in a storm surge up Penobscott Bay. and much of

Bangor, Maine was flooded. Water levels rose to 3.2 m above predicted tides in fifteen minutes

(Desplanque & Mossman, 2004). Fortunately for those in the Bay of Fundy, the tide was an

apogean (e.g. lower) spring tide, therefore, although there was a recorded surge of 1.46 m, the

damage was limited. If the storm had occurred during the perigean spring (sixteen days later on

February 18th) the damage would have been significant (Desplanque & Mossman, 2004). It is

estimated that if the Goundhog’s Day storm had occurred on April 16th, 1976 it would have had

the potential of “causing calamity on the scale of the Sa.vbv Tide” (Desplanque & Mossman,

2004 p. 102).

If such an event were to occur in the present day it would result in billions of dollars of damaged

infrastructure and potentially loss of life, given the amount of development which has occurred

D. van Proosthj 16



Assessment of Flooding Hazard Using LIDAR Final Repot-t

behind the dykes (Shaw et al., 1994). Desplanque & Mossman (2004) suggest that the

probability that a ‘Saros’ tide would coincide with an astronomically high spring tide is about

3%. However, postglacial sea-level rise significantly influences this probability. With every

repeat of the ‘Saros’, an increase of the high tide mark of at least 3.6cm (2 mmlyr for 18 yrs) can

be expected (Desplanque & Mossman. 2004).

“Since the Sorb’,’ Tide more than seven ‘Saros’ ago, sea level has risen
eustatically nearly 25 cm. Added to the iiiininium 1.5 ni by which the Saxby Tide
exceeded high asri-ononucal tides, a height is calculated that that is more than
sufficient to overtop the present dvkesvstem

(Desplanque & Mossman, 2004)

Methods

This study used topographic data from a LIDAR survey flown in early April 2007 (Figure 5) by

the Advanced Geomatics Research Goup (AGRG) using an ALTM3 100 with a vertical precision

of 15 cm. A detailed overview of LIDAR technology and use for coastal flood mapping can be

found in Webster et al. 2004 and will not be repeated here. Data were verified and processed at

AGRG and the resultant digital elevation and digital surface models provided at a im ground

resolution. These data were complimented by a IKONOS Satellite image (1 m pixel

panchromatic) acquired in October 2007 through the Maritime Provinces Spatial Analysis

Research Center at Saint Mary’s University. These data were collected as part of a larger on

going research project examining the ecornorphodynamics and historical evolution of the Avon

River estuary. This project compliments on-going research investigating the spatial and temporal

variations in the intertidal geomorphology of the Avon River Estuary (van Proosdij and Baker,

2007) and the impacts of engineering structures on these processes. Data collected and analyzed

within this project are shared by Saint Mary’s University, NS Department of Transportation and

Infrastructure Renewal. NS Department of Agriculture (Land Protection) and the Advanced

Geomatics Research Group at COGS.

The risk of flooding from both overland (e.g. riverine source) and tidal sources was analyzed

using the 3D analyst extension within ArcGIS 93hfi (ESRI, Redlands, CA) at the Maritime

Provinces Spatial Analysis Research Centre (MP_SpARC) at Saint Mary’s University. This

study is also concerned with low lying areas that will not drain as a result of heavy rainfall

coinciding with high tide which prevents the one way aboiteau from properly draining.
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Figure 5: Map
depicting i/ic

boundaries of the
LIDAR survey and
IKONOS image new
data collect. Note the
IKONOS image
boundary was
restricted by the
inaxinitun swath width
of the satellite.

The flood levels chosen for this analysis are based on a combination of information gathered

from the Canadian Hydrographic Service. NS Department of Agriculture Windsor tide gate

personnel and scientific literature regarding sea level rise for the region. Nova Scotia. as with

much of the land in Atlantic Canada. is currently undergoing tectonic subsidence (lowering), as a

response to the post-glacial uplift that took place for much of the last 10 000 years. This

translates to a relative sea level rise of 20-30 cm per century. Using current climate models.

scientists predict an additional global increase of approximately 50 cm due to human-induced

climate change. This results in a situation where the coastline of Atlantic Canada could be

inundated with 70-80 cm of higher sea-level by the end of the 21st century (Parkes et al., 2006;

Bindoff et al.. 2007; Vasseur & Catto, 2008). Coastal flood levels were modeled for four

different water levels (at a common vertical datum CGVD28): higher high water large tides

(HNWLT) (7.57m CGVD28) with a 1 in 20 yr storm surge of 0.6 in (Webster et al.. 2004); a

storm tide (8,6 m CGVD28) which occurred in January 10, 1997 (van Proosdij & Baker. 2007);
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HI-I WLT with a I in 100 yr storm surge (1.2 m) for a probable maximum flood level of 8.77 m

CGVD28 and the I in 100 year storm with sea level rise (SLR) of 0.7 m (9.47 m CGVDZ8). It

is also anticipated that there will be an increased frequency of high intensity (> 80 mm) rainfall

events and storm surges. It is possible that a significant rainfall event coupled with high lake

levels and high tide (which would prevent freshwater from draining at the tide gate) can create a

scenario where the capacity of the hydro dams upstream (Forks and Fall Lake Dams) would be

exceeded. Two probable maximum freshwater flood scenarios were chosen based on the

Emergency Preparedness Plan for the Avon Hydro System (Oct 1998). The FalLs lake dam

would flood up to the 7.1 m contour (CGVD28) whereas a Forks Dam flood would exert a more

significant impact at 8.4 m.

The extent of flooding was determined using standard methods of analysis for coastal flooding

using the ground LIDAR digital elevation model (e.g. Webster et al. 2004; Webster and Forbes,

2005). The flood limit for each water level was converted to a vector polygon and used to select

sections that were contiguous with and open to flooding from either the rivec or coastal waters.

Culverts were assumed to exist in areas that contained a defined stream network passing under

Highway 101. Smaller culverts that may exist along smaller roads were not included in this

analysis due to lack of field validation. Most of the dykes contain aboiteaux with gates to allow

for freshwater drainage but prevent tidal waters from entering therefore these locations did not

allow coastal flooding. The only exception to this rule were ahoiteaux that were known to be

missing a gate or in disrepair based on consultation with Department of Agriculture personnel.

Most of these were located under CN rail lines. In addition to the extent of inundation for each

flood level there are also concerns regarding the depth of water that would result over the surface

which influence the level of damage to infrastructure in the region. To determine this, the flood

layer raster was assigned a geodetic flood elevation and the ground DEM was subtracted by this

layer using map algebra to produce a map of water depth. This raster was reclassified to exclude

negative values and show only depth at 0.5 m intervals for coastal flooding. In the case of

freshwater flooding, water depth was expressed at 0.2 m intervals relative to the high lake level

of 2.9 in CGVD28 (pers comm. Ken Carroll August 2009). It should be noted that this analysis

does not take into account the residence time, or time for floodwaters to drain nor does it take

into account friction effects or length of time of flooding in the case of dyke overtopping.
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The purpose of this project was to assess the risk to department of transportation infrastructure

from flooding therefore most of the analysis focused along the 101 highway corridor. Specific

areas of concern are indicated on Figure 6. Site A near St. Croix and cxii 4. Site B near Exit 5.

Site C at the on ramp near Exit 6 at Windsor, Sire D along the causeway, Site F immediately

west of the Windsor tide gate and near NS3 Elderkin Marsh, Site E2 west of Exit 7, Site F at

Exit 8, Site 0 downtown Windsor and Site H along the western side of Lake Pisiquid. In

addition, since there are questions regarding the feasibility of modifying or removing the tide

gate during the twinning process, a brief assessment of the resultant flooding was performed.

These results are preliminary and qualitative in nature. A more in-depth analysis of the flood

risk to specific infrastructure (e.g. schools, hospitals) in the town of Windsor both from

freshwater and hypothetical tidal sources is beyond the mandate of this contract and should be

performed in the future.

Results & Discussion

In order to get an overview of the spatial extent and connectivity of both coastal and freshwater

flooding, a series of maps were derived to illustrate these effects. The initial analysis of the

impacts from a 1 in 20 year surge on HHWLT (8.1 m CGVD28 showed that these impacts were

limited to coastal erosion along dykes not protected by a marsh foreshore and situated in areas

exposed to wave action rather than coastal flooding. The 8.1 m event would not overtop any

dykes in the region. Most of the damage from the 8.6 m storm event from 1997 was limited to

the boundaries of marshland boundaries and did not have a significant impact on infrastructure in

most areas with the exception of some minor roads. The main marshbodies affected were NSI4

Elderkin and the eastern tract of NS68 Tregothic (Figure 7).

The Probable Maximum Flood taking into account climate change is a different scenario. A

Probable Maximum Flood is defined as the flood expected from the most severe combination of

critical meteorological and hydrologic conditions that are reasonable in a particular drainage

area. From the coastal flooding perspective, a 1 in 100 yr storm surge (1.2 m) coupled with a

minimum 0.7 m sea level rise (= 9.4 m CGVD28) would have the potential to cause significant

damage to infrastructure. This level is sufficient to overtop all of the dykes in the region by 0.8m

on average (Figure 8). Most of the floodwaters would then be able to travel through existing
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culverts to flood into surrounding areas. The area most impacted would be those areas adjacent

to the NSb8 Tregothic marshbody. This marsh historically was part of a larger tract of

marshland that extended into what is now the downtown core of Windsor (Figure 8). The

impacts of this coastal tlood would be exacerbated by precipitation which would most likely co

occur with the surge event, further confounding the situation. Sections of Highway lOt would

be flooded as would large tracts of the rail line. Details will be provided in subsequent sections.

Figure 7: Oi’e,iieij oft/ic extent offlooding dcii redfive, the 8.6 n stoon eventfroni 1997. Basemcq’ IKONOS 2007
panchronatic satellite image.

SEmulated Flooding Extent for Observed 1997 Storm Surge (8.6 m O.D.)

—‘.

Legend

V/alec nepm (it)

95
0.5

O Hwy Exit

t% 0ke

F4_. H*ylOl

0 0-s

-N4 Railroadr-\, Road

• lake oval
(2 9 m 00)

I km

SAtNTMARYS
‘5 UtlVEBslfl

Oo Jo cry- 0,o ma°-, eat

I [All rR( l\’ IN( IS
‘4A1l.’.l AN.AL ysis
RESE’JUH CINTRL

D. van Pivosdi] 22



Assessment of Flooding Hazard Using LIDAR Final Report

Figures 9 and 10 illustrate the flooding extent and depth associated with probable maximum

floods at the Falls Lake and Forks Darns. In both cases, the majority of marsh bodies upstream

of the causeway would be flooded, including NS3 Falinouth, NS69 Martock. NSIO4 Sunny

Slope and NS75 Armstrong. Most of this is due to the fact that dykes within these areas have

long been removed after the causeway was constructed or not maintained. In the case of the

Falls lake flood, the levels of Pisiquid lake would rise less than 0.5 m above base level (2.9 rn

CGVD28) and cause only minor localized flooding along the waterfront. A Forks Dam flood

however has the potential to cause significant damage as the elevation of neither Water St. nor

Turner Lane are sufficiently high to block the flow of water (Figure 10). Water would flow past

King St. and join the larger Tregothic marshbody behind.

Figure 8: Simulatedflooding extent and ltwer depthsfat-a lie 100 year storm sw-ge (1.2 in) itith a SLR of 0.7m.
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Figure 9: P,elirred impact a Falls Lake Da,n]Iuod eient based on a 7, / In flood c/oration (CGVD28).
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Site A is located approximately 1 km west of Exit 4 where the St. Croix River passes under

Highway 101. The site is bordered on the northern edge by the MMRA marsh body NS38 St.

Croix with a mean dyke elevation of 8.38m. NSTIR has currently breached sections of the dyke

in order to restore high salt marsh and coastal flood marsh habitat. During storm conditions

flooding will occur on the service road to the north of the highway; however there is minimal

risk of flooding to the highway itself due to its elevation greater than 10 m (Figures 11 & 12).

There is risk however of undercutting the seaward side of the road and subsequently slumping of

fill during a storm event despite its relatively sheltered location.

At Site B, north of Exit 5 (Figures 13 & 14), there is a risk of flooding both from freshwater

sources and tidal sources given the right conditions. A low zone (elevation 8.02 m) was

identified along Highway 101 (Figure 13, 14a). If the Tregothic dyke were to breach during a

storm tide (dyke elevation 8.53 m) and the duration of the tide was long enough to allow enough

water to pool behind the dyke there could be some flooding issues. The rail bed will provide

protection up to 8.2 m. However, the likelihood of tidal waters reaching this location given the

distance from the St. Croix river is minimal. The greatest risk is from flooding from the

combined influence of a tidal breach and freshwater flooding from the small stream draining at

the southern edge of the study site (Figure 13).

Site C is located at Exit 6 near the Tourist bureau and has the potential to be highly impacted by

marine processes due to its proximity to the Fundy coast. High water levels associated with

storm waves will have the potential to erode the banks of the causeway but the causeway itself it

not in imminent risk from flooding. However, the model suggests that it is at risk of

overtopping given the current rates of sea level rise (SLR) during storm conditions (Figure 15).

Given a maximum road elevation of 9.48 m from cross sectional profile 1 (Figure 16) and

current rates of SLR, it is feasible that the on ramp section of the causeway could flood within

this decade, particularly due to wave overtopping. The salt marsh will offer some protection

however will not completely decrease all risk. Risk from freshwater flooding is minimal except

in low lying areas where water will pool during high precipitation events. A Forks Dam flood

would not significantly affect transportation infrastructure within the section.
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Figure 11: E.vit 4 Study Site A impacts of flooding from a fin 100 yr storm lith SLR and the 1997 observed stonn

level. Note breached dvke area.c for coastal habitat restoration.
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Figure 12: Cros.c sectional profiles petpenthcular to Highiun 10/. Location of profiles inthcated on Figure II.
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Figure 13: Exit 5 Study Site B with Mu ,,,,enn probable flood due to climate changefrom coa5tul andfreshwater

sources.
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Figure /4: Exit 5 Study Site B with Mavimwn pro bali/c flood due to climate change from coastal andf,eshimter
Sources.
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Figure 15: Exit 6 Study Site C illustrating dept/i Qfflooding from the I in 100 yr storm with SLR midfreshwater

flooding fi-cnn the Forks Dam.
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Figure 16: Cross sectional profiles at Site C petpeiuliciilar to the a) causeway on ;vamp at Evit 6 and b) edge oft/ic
causeway. Location ofprofiles are indicated on Figure 15.

The main area of vulnerability through this section of the highway 101 transportation corridor is

the Windsor causeway. The central portion of the causeway is not the main concern as the mean

elevation is approximately 10.4 m (Figure 17). Based on cross section and GIS analysis, the

areas at the western and eastern edges of the causeway are lower in elevation and are at risk of

flooding in the future (Figures 17 & 19). This includes the current tide gale infrastructure. The

eastern edge is fronted by at least i km of salt marsh and would be protected from the majority

of the storm wave’s energy. The western portion however, is vulncrable since the orientation of

the main tidal channel is also oriented in the direction of the longest fetch and hence has the

potential to receive more of a storm’s impact. The impacts from a freshwater flooding event are

likely to be minimal.
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circles depict areas at

Site E is located to the west of the causeway, adjacent to the MMRA marsh body NSI4 Elderkin

Marsh (Figure 20). This dyke has overtopped in the past (e.g. 1997) and will likely overtop in

the future. Depending on the length of time that floodwaters exceeded the level of the dyke, the

primary impacts on transportation infrastructure would be mostly associated with bank erosion

along the edge of the highway and potential slumping of adjacent fill. The cross sectional

profiles indicate that the road has a maximum and minimum elevation of 9.76 and 9.44 m

respectively (Figure 21). A greater risk arises however if storm tides coincide with heavy

rainfall and high tides and the aboitenu on NS14 is not able to drain (Figure 20). This has

occurred in the past in the Truro region causing significant amounts of damage.

Site E2 is located near Exit 7, and although there are numerous low lying regions surrounding it,

the highway itself and surrounding roads are at minimum risk (Figures 22 & 23). The road

elevation exceeds 13 meters in the majority of this section (Figure 23). Some flooding could

arise from high precipitation events if the capacity of the existing culvert structures are exceeded

however the likelihood of this is minimal. The area at greatest risk in this section is the rail line

and Water St. (Highway I) near Falmouth.

Coastal Flooding
Depth (m)

r
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Figure 19: Impact of a I in 100 year storm surge with SLR on the Windsor Causeway. Red

greatest risk offlooding or coastal erosion.
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Figure 21: Cross sectional profiles at Site Eon the western edge of the causeway a) along highway 10] and b)
perpendicular to the highway. The location ofprofiles are indicated on Figure 20.
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as the observed 8.6 in storm surge level of 1997.
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Figure 23: Cnssc sectional profiles at Site E2 near Fyi; 7 peipendicular to High al ID). The location ofprofiles are

aulicated on Figure 22.

Site F is located near Exit 8 — Hantsport and although the highway itself is sufficiently high (17

m), the on and off ramps are vulnerable from flooding from the adjacent Halfway River (Figures

24 & 25). The approximate maximum elevation of this section of road is 8.95 m and the

elevation of the river ranges from 1.8 to 2.6 m based on the LIDAR data. The risk of flooding in

this area is significant since the existing aboiteau beneath the rail line at the mouth of the

Halfway River is in disrepair and is missing a gate allowing par ially restricted tidal flow (pers

comm. Ken Carroll, Oct 19, 2009). The road leading into the town of l-lantsport is at risk of

flooding during a storm event.
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Figine 25: Cross sectional profiles at Site F flea,- Lvii 8 a) along the on ramp and b) peçoendic,dar to the higlisiuv

on ‘wnp. Location ofprofiles indicated on Figure 18.

Figure 26 reflects the risk at Site G to the town of Windsor from both freshwater flooding, a

significant storm event with SLR or if the tide gate were removed and full tidal exchange were

restored to the Avon River. Since this area has been isolated from the tides since 1970, new

development has taken place in areas that were once marshland and original protective dykes

removed in many areas. Although the water levels in the Avon River are regulated to some

degree by the hydro corporation and the tide gate, there are still situations that arise such as a

prolonged period of heavy rainfall coinciding with sequence of high tides where flooding is a

real threat. If full tidal flow were restored or during a significant storm event with SLR. the

Town of Windsor would be at significant risk from flooding. Examination of Figure 26 clearly
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shows that the downtown core adjacent to Pisiquid Lake will flood under both coastal and Forks

Dam failure scenarios. Although the water would be initially restricted somewhat by the old rail

bed (—7.6 m) depicted in Figures 25 and Water Street at line 1 (Figure 27) (elevation 8.17 m),

once this was exceeded, there are minimal restrictions that remain. It will be crucial to

groundtruth the elevation of these roads in the future.

A similar situation arises at Site H on the western shore of Pisiquid lake and the Avon River.

The LIDAR information indicates that the Armstrong marsh dyke (NS75) is no longer

completely continuous and would be easily breached near the bridge (Figures 28). The elevation

in this area is around 7.36 m. The road elevation derived from the cross sectional profile is 8.16

m (Figure 29). Both indicate that during storm conditions, this area would be easily flooded.

Much of the flooding hazard upstream of the causeway originates from building on or near

former agricultural marshland. Figure 10 depicts the marsh bodies and flood zones upstream of

the causeway. The area of flooding is extensive and sulTounds the town of Windsor. If the

causeway were to be removed, there would be significant risk to the town and associated

infrastructure and considerable cost in rebuilding and/or repairing the dykes. One of the original

reasons for constructing the causeway in the first place was to decrease the amount of area that

needed to be protected by dykes that require regular, costly maintenance. It should be noted that

this assessment of flood hazard to the town of Windsor is preliminary and further in depth

studies are required regarding the economic implications and site specific impacts (e.g. built

infrastructure and property level) as well as groundtruthing.

The proposed new twinned section of highway will cross the Avon River at the tide gate via a

bridge. The positioning of the bridge abutments will need to be carefully considered since the

area around the banks of the tide gate channel are both at a high risk of erosion and of flooding

(Figure 30). Even if additional fill is placed on the sea ward edge of the existing dyke. this area

is susceptible to erosion and currently is within the flood zone for normal spring tides. This risk

will continue to increase with increasing water levels which will accelerate any bank scour in the

area, ddition rock armouring will also be required. In addition, significant discharge events

from the tide gate will continue to erode the banks adjacent to the sluice gate. The eastern edge

of the causeway will likely flood with storm tides within the next decade given current rates of

sea level rise. In both cases additional fill will be required as well as bank armouring.
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Conclusions

Within the majority of the study area, the elevation of the 101 Highway is sufficient to keep it

from being flooded in all but high storm conditions. There are however small pockets of

vulnerability, most notably at the on ramp at Exit 6 (tidal) and Exits 5 & 8 (freshwater). The

tidal impacts however are time limited and restricted to the period at high tide initially which

limits the amount of water that can fill the ‘basin’. This water can then become trapped behind

the dyke and remain for a period of time. Additional research will be needed to determine basin

fill times and develop an emergency evacuation plan avoiding roads that will flood.

Alternatively, freshwater flooding can result from prolonged rainfall which is not able to drain

through ahoiteau that are held shut by concurring high tides. This can result in very rapidly-

rising water levels. The causeway itself is at an adequate elevation in the central portion to

withstand rising sea levels, however it is recommended to increase the elevation of both western

and eastern ends to exceed approximately 9.75 m. Some areas of concern such as those at site F

near Exit 8 can be mitigated in part by replacing the old aboiteau structure with a new one.

Figure 30: Potential at-ca of concern for the proposed new twinned Highway JO] crossing near the Wi’ithcor Tide

Gate.
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One of the questions to the addressed within this study what the flooding impacts would be on

the Town of Windsor if the tide gate were removed. A preliminary, primarily qualitative

analysis was performed, which depicts a significant impact on the downtown core even during

normal spring tide conditions. The majority of the impacts surround Pisiquid lake however there

is a large central corridor radiating out from the lake which is completely inundated, flooding

numerous homes and businesses. This same area would be flooded based on the flood elevation

(8.4 m CGVD28) provided by the Emergency Preparedness Plan for the Avon Hydro System

(Oct 1998) for failure of the Forks Dam. Additional in-depth site specific analyses on the flood

hazards within the town are recommended.
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