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Executive Summary
The City of Ottawa retained exp in 2015 to complete a study to evaluate concepts for flood prevention measures in
the New Edinburgh neighborhood, since several properties would be inundated during a 100 year flood event.
The New Edinburgh neighborhood is a relatively affluent area, and contains New Edinburgh Park.
There are many constraints associated with constructing flood prevention measures in the area. The most
appropriate solution would be the installation of these measures within the park, away from the watercourse and the
roads.
Several flood prevention options were assessed, including concrete wall, sheet pile wall, and earth berm.
Costs for the project may be further reduced if a structural evaluation determines that an existing concrete wall
running along the edge of the Rideau River for 190m from the west extreme of the study area can be extended as a
flood wall. This option could be incorporated with any of the three options.
The preliminary preferred solution is the installation of an earth berm, combined with the vertical extension of the
existing concrete wall.
Consultation is required with several stakeholders to determine if the project can proceed.
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Introduction

1.1

General
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New Edinburgh is a neighbourhood in Ottawa, Ontario, located northeast of the city’s downtown core. A
portion of the neighbourhood is susceptible to riverine flooding from the Rideau River. This area is bordered
on the west by the Ottawa River and to the south by the Rideau River. It includes numerous properties that
are within the 1:100 year floodplain limits.
Figure 1-1 is a location plan of the study area in New Edinburgh. Figure 1-2 is an aerial photo of the area.
Exp was retained by the City of Ottawa in 2015 to complete a study to evaluate concepts for flood prevention
measures in the area.

1.2

Scope
As per exp’s submitted proposal, the scope of work for the study includes the following:
• Data Collection & Review
• Description of Conditions, Constraints, and Opportunities
• Technical Feasibility of Flood Control Options
• Benefits of the Flood Control Options
• Conceptual Details
• Class D Capital Cost Estimates of Options
• Risks, Future Projects Commentary
• Implementation Strategy
• Summary Report
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Figure 1-1 Location Plan

Figure 1-2
1 Aerial Photo
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2

Description of Conditions, Constraints, and Opportunities

2.1

New Edinburgh Neighborhood Description
New Edinburgh is an older, relatively affluent neighbourhood, which is home to the official residence of the
Prime Minister of Canada (24 Sussex Drive) and the Governor General of Canada. It is also home to several
embassies and consulates.
Located between the residential area and the Rideau River is New Edinburgh Park. The park is open space
parkland owned and maintained by the National Capital Commission (NCC), and is also the primary focus of
the Friends of New Edinburgh Park Committee. Rideau River Eastern Pathway (which is part of the Capital
Pathway system) crosses through the park. The Capital Pathway system is a 220-kilometre recreational
pathway (which is mainly paved), interlinking many parks, waterways and sites in Ottawa
and Gatineau, Quebec.
The park also contains an abundance of wildlife (turtles, muskrats, herons), shoreline access for fishing and
canoeing, recreational facilities (tennis courts, baseball diamonds, outdoor skating rink, and playgrounds). It
hosts the annual Lumière Festival (held annually within the month of August).
North of the park is a residential area. The residential area is separated from the park by Stanley Avenue, a 2
lane paved street. The calculated 1 in 100 year flood inundation lines show that floodwater would reach
several streets in the residential area during that event. Streets that would presently experience flooding
during the 100 year event include portions of Stanley Avenue, John Street, Thomas Street, Charles Street,
and River Lane (68 properties in total). The inundation resulting from the 100 year flood is indicated in Figure
2-1 (figure provided by Rideau Valley Conservation Authority).
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Figure 2-1 Flood Inundation

(RFL - Regional Flood Line)
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Constraints
There are several constraints regarding feasible concepts for flood prevention in New Edinburgh
neighborhood, including:

2.3

•

Land Ownership – The park area is owned by NCC, so any changes to the park would require their
approval.

•

Aesthetics of Flood Prevention Measures – Any permanent measures to be installed must be
aesthetically pleasing and be as unobtrusive as possible.

•

Geotechnical Conditions – The feasibility of flood prevention measures will depend upon the
geotechnical conditions encountered at the park (soil type, depth to bedrock).

•

Permanent Effects on Existing Features of the Area – Flood prevention measures must not cause
major changes to features of the area, such as the Capital Pathway bike route, existing trees, etc. in the
park.

•

Temporary Effects on the Area – Temporary effects on the park would entail changes to park use during
construction. Use of heavy equipment and construction work will likely cause temporary loss of access to
portions of the park during construction. Loss of access must be minimized. Damage to existing
landscaping features (grass, trees, flowers) must be repaired or compensated. Construction may not be
permitted during certain times of the year, for example, the Lumière Festival.

•

Ecosystem Impacts on Species – Flood control measures must minimize the potential ecosystem
impacts, both temporary (during construction) and permanent (post-construction). For example, the park
is habitat for several wildlife species.

•

Flood Level Effects – The implementation of flood control measures to prevent floodwater from entering
the residential area of New Edinburgh would mean that a portion of the flood’s present storage volume
would be reduced, likely raising the existing flood elevation. In such circumstances, regulatory authorities
usually require that the loss of flood storage quantity be compensated at an adjacent location, likely
through creation of a flood storage area. However, the land area required to compensate for the storage
loss may not be available from the land’s owner. If not, the regulatory agency will have to be willing to
agree to an increase in the flood elevation. It would also have to be demonstrated that the resulting
increase in the flood elevation would not negatively affect the area on the south side of the Rideau River.
Note that detailed modelling would be required to determine the flood elevation effects.

Opportunities
Opportunities for flood prevention in the study area are limited. Options that were considered but ruled out are
listed below:
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•

Raise the Elevation of Stanley Avenue – Stanley Avenue would have to be elevated by over 1m to
prevent flooding during the 100 year flood event. All streets connected to Stanley Avenue would have to
be elevated at the intersection with Stanley. Changes to the underground stormwater collection system
would likely be required due to grading changes. Traffic disruption during construction for such a project
would be high. This option would be impractical and the cost would be relatively high.

•

Relocating Residents – In certain situations, floodplain inundation can be prevented by permanently
relocating residents and abandoning/demolishing affected domiciles.
In a heavily populated
neighbourhood such as this, this approach would not be accepted by the 68 affected properties, and the
cost to purchase these homes at market value would be significant.
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•

Elevating Properties – Another method of floodplain inundation prevention involves elevating the affected
properties (or the homes on the properties) so that the livable space in the home is above the flood
elevation. This method has been used for homes constructed close to watercourses, but is not feasible for
typical residential homes constructed with basements, since the cost would be significant and not
acceptable to the homeowners.

•

Install New Structure along Edge of Watercourse - This would entail working in the watercourse
(Rideau River). There are many environmental concerns related to working within a major watercourse,
such as siltation, spills from heavy equipment, and disturbance of fish habitat during construction.
Procurement of permits to work within (or directly along the edge) of a watercourse is more difficult
compared to procurement of permits for land based work. In-water work also tends to be more expensive
due to the requirements for water diversion and contamination prevention measures.

•

Upstream Flood Control Works – An operable dam structure could be constructed at a location
upstream from the affected area which could store floodwater and limit outflow during a storm event.
However, construction of a dam on the Rideau River would be very expensive, and the resulting changes
to the ecosystem (due to changes in the normal water level) would make it difficult to procure a permit.

•

Downstream Flow Enhancement – In some locations, flooding inundation results from downstream flow
constrictions, causing floodwater to back up. There are circumstances where the downstream
constructions can be removed or reduced, reducing the backwater effect and flooding. However, that
would not apply in this case, since the Rideau River flows into the Ottawa River less than 200m from the
affected area, and there are no flow constrictions. There is a bridge located downstream, but it does not
appear to be a source of flow constriction.

The most likely location of flood control measures to prevent/reduce flooding probability in the New Edinburgh
neighbourhood would be within the boundaries of New Edinburgh Park.
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Description of Flood Control Options
The most practical solution appears to be installation of a flood prevention measure in the New Edinburgh
Park area. The measure would be installed to an elevation that would prevent inundation of the populated
portion of the neighborhood during the 100 year flood event.
The 3 flood control concepts to be developed and evaluated are as follows:
•
•
•

Concrete Retaining Wall
Steel Sheet Pile Wall
Earth Berm

In the area of the neighbourhood affected by the 100 year flood, the calculated flood elevation varies from
55.53m to 55.24m, from east to west towards the Ottawa River. Freeboard (distance from the water level to
the crest of the flood prevention measure) should also be provided to prevent overtopping by waves. For this
study, exp assumes that a freeboard of approximately 0.5m would be sufficient. The actual required
magnitude will have to be calculated if the project progresses to detailed design. The 2011 Ontario Lakes and
Rivers Improvement Act lists the minimum freeboard range to be 300mm to 600mm, depending upon the fetch
length, unless “a comprehensive analysis and assessment” determines than a lower magnitude would be
acceptable. Exp has selected a uniform crest elevation of 56.0m for the purpose of this study.
The effectiveness of each of these options is dependent upon the geotechnical conditions of the subgrade
upon which they will be constructed. Exp conducted an Environmental Site Assessment in the proposed area
of Edinburgh Park for the National Capital Commission (NCC) in 2004-2005. Thirty seven (37) boreholes were
drilled in the area as part of the assessment. The boreholes were advanced to depths ranging between 0.6 m
and 7.5 m. The depth to limestone bedrock in the approximate area of the proposed flood control measures
varies from 2.5m to 5.0m. Several of these boreholes were advanced to auger refusal depth. Borehole
locations are shown on Figure 3-1.
Based on field observations from the boreholes, the soil stratigraphy generally consists of topsoil underlain by
heterogeneous fill consisting of sand and gravel, sand, silty sand or reworked native material (silty
clay). Evidence of deleterious or landfill material (i.e., wood, brick, asphalt and/or glass) was encountered in
the fill layer. In most cases, the fill material extended to the entire depth of the boreholes. In some cases, the
fill was underlain by native material predominantly consisting of silty clay.
In general, the bedrock can be considered sound, and the heterogeneous fill is a suitable sub-base for the
flood prevention measures to be assessed.
Exp has prepared concept drawings for each of the options.
topographic information provided by the City of Ottawa.
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Concrete Retaining Wall
This option entails the construction of a reinforced concrete retaining wall along the existing bike path in New
Edinburgh Park. The retaining wall foundation would be placed below the frostline (1.2m below surface level
or on bedrock if if is shallower than 1.2m). Typical suitable dimensions for a retaining wall of this function
would be a wall thickness of 0.3m, and footing dimensions of 0.3m thick and 1.5m wide. Typical minimum
concrete compressive strength for this application would be 25 MPa. The crest of the wall would be set at
56.0m along its length. The wall can protrude above the ground elevation on both sides, or it could taper down
to the existing ground level on its south side (towards the river). The wall would be divided into 2 sections,
Section 1 would be west of Union Street, and would be 275m long. Section 2 would be east of Union Street,
with a length of 190m. The elevation of Union Street is higher than 56.0m, so the concrete wall would tie into it
on each side. The concrete retaining wall option is illustrated in Figure 3-2.
Technical
Feasibility

A properly designed and constructed concrete retaining wall would have the structural
capacity to resist failure due to flood loading.
Due to the existing flat topographic characteristics of the area, installation of the
concrete wall will create isolated locations of ponding water during rainy weather. This
can be dealt with by installing stormwater collectors, which could either transport the
runoff to the main stormwater collectors in the street through underground piping, or be
designed to infiltrate the existing soil.
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Constructability

Deep excavation should not be required, height of wall above the existing ground
would be relatively low (~1m), generally flat topography, there are a few locations
where existing trees could limit access for heavy equipment.

Aesthetic Impacts

The concrete wall would be noticeable, but not obtrusive due to its low height.

Environmental

Excess material will have to be transported off site. There will be temporary
disturbance of existing landscaping features (mainly grass) during construction.
Compensation/replacement will be required for any trees damaged from construction
activity. The footprint of disturbance would be similar to the sheet pile option, but less
than the earth berm option.

Cost Estimate

Construction costs of approximately $1200 per metre of wall = $837,000 + HST
(includes reinstatement and 50% contingency)
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Steel Sheet Pile Wall
This option would involve the installation of steel sheet piles along the existing bike path in New Edinburgh
Park. The sheet piles would be driven through the soil to bedrock.
The crest of the sheet piles would be set at elevation 56m, providing a minimum of 0.5m freeboard. The wall
would be divided into 2 sections, Section 1 (west of Union Street) would be 275m long and Section 2 (east of
Union Street) would be 190m long. The sheet pile wall option is illustrated in Figure 3-3.
Technical
Feasibility

A properly designed and constructed steel sheet pile wall would have the structural
capacity to resist failure due to flood loading.
The previous geotechnical investigations indicate that there is sufficient depth to
bedrock to install a sheet pile wall. However, if shallow bedrock is encountered (i.e.
less than 1m from the surface), installation will be more difficult at these locations.
Due to the existing flat topographic characteristics of the area, installation of the sheet
pile wall will create isolated locations of ponding water during rainy weather. This can
be dealt with by installing stormwater collectors, which could either transport the runoff
to the main stormwater collectors in the street through underground piping, or be
designed to infiltrate the existing soil.
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Constructability

Sheet pile driving equipment tends to be larger than equipment required for concrete
and earth berm installation (i.e. excavators, dump trucks, etc.).

Aesthetic Impacts

The sheet pile wall would be noticeable.
possible.

Environmental

There will be temporary disturbance of existing landscaping features (mainly grass)
during construction. Compensation/replacement will be required for any trees damaged
from construction activity. The footprint of disturbance would be similar to the concrete
wall option, but less than the earth berm option.

Cost Estimate

Construction costs of approximately $1,150 per metre of wall = $800,000 + HST
(includes reinstatement and 50% contingency)

Coverage with vegetation, paint, etc. is
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Earth Berm
This option would involve the construction of an earth berm along the length of the existing bike path in New
Edinburgh Park. The berm crest would be constructed to elevation 56.0m. The berm would be 2.0m wide at
the crest, and would taper down to the existing ground elevation at 2 Horizontal to 1 Vertical slope on each
side (a gentler slope of 3:1 can be considered in areas where space would allow this). Existing unsuitable
material (mainly topsoil) would be removed, as would the existing bicycle path. Imported fill (Granular A or B)
would comprise most of the berm, with asphalt on the crest to re-establish the bicycle path, and topsoil and
grass on the slopes (the slopes would be reinforced with geo-grid sheets to prevent soil erosion). The berm
would be divided into 2 sections, Section 1 (west of Union Street) would be 275m long and Section 2 (east of
Union Street) would be 190m long. The earth berm option is illustrated in Figure 3-4.
Technical
Feasibility

A properly designed and constructed earth berm would have the structural capacity to
resist failure due to flood loading.
Due to the existing flat topographic characteristics of the area, installation of the earth
berm will create isolated locations of ponding water during rainy weather. This can be
dealt with by installing stormwater collectors, which could either transport the runoff to
the main stormwater collectors in the street through underground piping, or be
designed to infiltrate the existing soil.
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Constructability

Deep excavation should not be required, height of berm would be relatively low
(~1.5m), general flat topography, there are a few locations where existing trees could
limit access for heavy equipment.

Aesthetic Impacts

Berm will appear quite natural in the park setting, bicycle trail will be re-established,
low height will ensure that it it not visually obtrusive.

Environmental

There will be temporary disturbance of existing landscaping features (mainly grass)
during construction. Compensation/replacement will be required for any trees damaged
from construction activity. The footprint of disturbance would be more than the
concrete wall/sheet pile options, due to the width of the berm at its base.

Cost Estimate

Construction costs of approximately $500 per metre of berm = $350,000 + HST
(includes reinstatement and 50% contingency)
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Extension of Existing Concrete Wall
The scope of work and project cost can be reduced for all three options by vertically extending the existing
concrete wall along the river’s edge at the west end of the study area. At present, an existing concrete
retaining wall has been constructed for 190m from the west extreme of the required flood prevention measures
(see Figure 3-5). The crest of this wall is approximately 0.5m below the 56.0m elevation required, but the wall
could be extended by pouring new concrete on the existing wall crest up to the required 56.0m elevation. For
this length of the required flood prevention measures, the cost would be much less than the three concepts
previously described. The limits of disturbance would also be less. See Figure 3-6.
Exp visually inspected the wall in 2015. In general, the upper part of the retaining wall appears to be in fair
condition, and may be suitable for vertical extension of its crest. Advanced inspection (i.e. steel scanning,
coring, testing, etc,) would be recommended to determine the condition of the wall and its suitability for this
application.
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Technical
Feasibility

If the existing wall is suitable for crest extension, it must be designed to have the
structural capacity to resist failure due to flood loading.

Constructability

Little to no excavation required, increased crest elevation would be a relatively low
magnitude (~0.5m), generally flat topography for access, some locations where
existing trees could limit access for heavy equipment, may be able to work around this
by placing concrete using a pumper truck.

Aesthetic Impacts

Wall will only be slightly higher than its existing height.

Environmental

There will be temporary disturbance of existing landscaping features (mainly grass)
during construction. Disturbance/damage of the existing landscaping will be less than
the damage associated with each of the three options described.

Cost Estimate

Construction costs of approximately $300 per metre of wall extension (including
reinstatement), see Section 3.6 for construction cost estimates when this option is
combined with each of the 3 main options.

Concrete Wall (with Handrail)

Figure 3-5 Existing Concrete Wall Along Shoreline

EXISTING CONCRETE WALL
EXTEND ED TO ELEVATION 56.0m
LENGTH "' 190m

Figu re 3-6 Concrete Wall Extension
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Restoration
All options would require restoration work to return the park to acceptable conditions. This will involve grass
(sods or seeds), tree relocation or replacement, and asphalt replacement (to re-establish the paved bicycle
path).
The width of disturbed area will be approximately 3-4 metres for the concrete wall and sheet pile options, while
it may range from 4-8 metres for the earth berm option, depending upon the depth of the berm, which will vary
along its length. The City of Ottawa may want to consider acquiring the land occupied by the flood control
measure, or obtaining a legal easement to access and maintain it.

3.6

Cost Estimate Summary
It has been assumed that the engineering costs for each option would be approximately equal. Exp has
assumed the following costs:
Environmental Assessment – $50,000
Detailed Design, Tender Documents - $100,000
Construction Contract Administration - $100,000
The City of Ottawa adds the following cost percentage assumptions to capital construction projects:
1. City of Ottawa Internal Costs - 10% of construction estimate.
2. Miscellaneous - 5% of construction estimate.
The following table shows the comparative construction costs for each option:
Option
1
1a
2
2a
3
3a

Description
New Concrete Wall for Entire Length
Concrete Wall Extension + New Concrete Wall
New Sheet Pile Wall for Entire Length
Concrete Wall Extension + New Sheet Pile Wall
New Earth Berm for Entire Length
Concrete Wall Extension + New Earth Berm

Construction Costs
$965,000
$740,000
$920,000
$715,000
$400,000
$365,000

The construction costs presented above assume that the flood measures can be installed as presented, and
flood storage loss compensation is not required.

19

City of Ottawa
New Edinburgh Preliminary Flood Control Study

4

BRM-00605460-A0
March 2016

Preliminary Preferred Option
Option 3A, New Earth Berm + existing Concrete Wall Extension, is the Preliminary Preferred Option.
Benefits of the Preliminary Preferred Option include:
•

Prevents 1:100 year river elevation from entering the New Edinburgh neighbourhood preventing possible
riverine flooding of up to 68 homes.

•

Will appear more natural and will be a less noticeable change compared to the other options, since the
berm will be landscaped to match the existing surroundings, and the existing concrete wall is merely being
extended.

•

Lowest construction cost of the options. The estimated total construction cost (including engineering) is
$615,000 + HST.
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Project Risks
There are multiple items that can be identified as possible project risks. These are listed and described in this
section:
• Land Ownership – The flood prevention measures have to be installed on property owned by NCC, not
the City of Ottawa.
Cost risk – If land must be acquired from NCC in the park area, the magnitude of the cost is
unknown at present. However, the cost is not likely to change the recommendation for the
preferred option. Cost negotiation with NCC may be required.
Scope risk – The requirements from this agency (permits, schedule limitations, etc.) are presently
unknown. Consultation with NCC is required. The magnitude of scope risk is unknown.
Schedule risk – Consultations and negotiations with NCC could take 1-2 years. This can be
considered a medium risk.
“No Go” risk – At present, the probability of acceptance of the conceptual solutions (or any solution
on NCC land) is uncertain. Consultation with NCC is required.
•

Floodplain Modifications - The flood control measures would reduce the flood’s present storage volume,
likely raising the existing flood elevation. Compensatory flood storage volume may be required.
Scope and Cost risk – Complex modeling and analysis will be required to determine the revised
(and likely increased) flood elevation.
−

Costs and scope are not likely to change the recommendation of the preferred option,
consultation with RVCA is required.

−

Low risk.

Scope and Cost risk – Analysis and capital cost risk for creation of compensatory storage.
−

Costs could render project not feasible, consultation with RVCA is required.

−

Medium risk.

“No Go” risk – Uncertainty regarding the acceptability of the conceptual solutions with or without
compensatory storage,

•

−

Property owner (NCC) may not permit loss of land for creation of floodwater storage.

−

Consultation with RVCA required (NCC consultation may be required as well).

Other Flooding Sources - Causes of previous flood reports and relative risks of riverine flooding as
compared to other modes of flooding.
“No Go”, Scope and Cost risk – The evaluation of alternative flooding modes required to confirm
the best solution(s) to deal with flooding risk (e.g. riverine flooding, major system / pluvial flooding,
or sewer backup flooding)
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−

The results of the analysis could indicate that riverine flooding measures do not fully mitigate
the flooding risk for the neighbourhood.

−

Consider investigation of other modes of flooding.

−

Consider evaluation of historical river levels.

−

Medium risk.

City of Ottawa
New Edinburgh Preliminary Flood Control Study
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Natural Environment – Disturbance of existing environmental features.
“No Go”, Scope and Cost risk – There is uncertainty with respect to local environmental /
ecological sensitivities, and watercourse issues.

•

−

Investigate environmental / ecological conditions.

−

Consult with RVCA, DFO, MNRF, etc. as may be required.

−

Medium risk.

Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (EA) process
Scope, Cost, and Schedule risk – There are uncertainties that are inherent in the Municipal Class
EA process, such as the public’s opinion of the proposed solution.

•

−

Unlikely to affect the technical feasibility of the flood control options.

−

Low risk.

Additional Costs
Cost risk – Inspection and maintenance costs have not been determined in this study.
−

Unlikely to affect the recommendation of the preliminary preferred option.

−

Low risk.

All possible additional costs identified herein.

•

−

Unable to comment on the cumulative impact of possible additional costs at this time.

−

Medium risk.

Funding and Cost-Benefit
“No Go” risk – The possibility of inadequate funding or failure to justify the benefits of the flood
control measures.
−
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Medium risk.

City of Ottawa
New Edinburgh Preliminary Flood Control Study
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Implementation and Triggers
Triggers to consider will likely include:
•

Consultation with NCC.
Procurement of NCC acceptance in principle – Proceed to consultation with RVCA
NCC rejection of scope of work – No-Go Decision for project

•

Consultation with RVCA
Procurement of RVCA acceptance in principle with floodplain modifications – Proceed to
Ecological Investigations
RVCA rejection of floodplain modification scope of work – No-Go Decision for project

•

Complete Ecological Investigations and Consult with Agencies
Agencies agree in principle with proposed works and proposed mitigation measures – Determine
funding source(s) and prepare a cost-benefit analysis for the project.
Agencies reject proposed works and mitigations measures – No-Go Decision for project

•

Determine funding source(s)
If adequate funding and favourable cost-benefit results achieved, proceed to remaining
investigations, EA, analyses, and design
Otherwise No-Go Decision for project
See Figure 6-1 Decision Flow Chart.

•

Implementation could include:
Natural and Watercourse Environment Investigations including topographic/bathymetric surveys
Additional analysis to determine additional return-period water surface elevations and their
impacts on the neighbourhood
Progressive refinement of construction cost estimate
Scoping of EA and Design Activities
Completion of a Municipal Class EA
Need to consider the “Do Nothing” Option – not evaluated in the current preliminary study
Topographic survey of existing concrete wall
Condition assessment of existing concrete wall
Design and Tendering
Construction
Inspection and Maintenance
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Figure 6-1 Decision Flow Chart

START
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YES
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NO
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YES

Determine Funding Sources
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YES

Proceed with Design &
Construction

NO

NO GO
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Conclusions & Next Steps

7.1

Conclusions
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The installation of an earth berm, combined with a vertical extension of the existing concrete retaining wall,
appears to be the best option as a flood prevention measure. This was the option with the lowest cost and
would result in the most natural-looking flood control measure of the 3 options assessed.
The flood prevention measures would protect the New Edinburgh homes from flooding during the 100 year
flood event. However, a flood event of a higher magnitude (i.e. lower frequency) could overtop the flood
prevention measure and result in flooding of homes.
Acquisition of a portion of the park land (or an easement) may be required to maintain the flood prevention
measures.

7.2

Recommended Next Steps
•
•
•
•
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Discuss access and use of park with NCC.
Determine if a flood prevention measure can be implemented without requiring storage compensation.
This will likely require approval from the conservation authority (RVCA).
Determine potential environmental effects on the existing area.
Determine funding source(s) and confirm cost-benefit

City of Ottawa
New Edinburgh Preliminary Flood Control Study

Appendix A – Drawings
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