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A Message from Paul General, Six Nations of the Grand River
To many First Nations communities water is infused into their culture.

For example, water is mentioned several times in the Haudenosaunee thanksgiving: first, when we give
thanks for the waters themselves; second, when we give thanks for the fisheries; and third, when we
give thanks for the thunders announcing the coming of the rains that cleanse the earth and nourish all
living things.

Water is also at the core of our Creation Story:

During the Before Times, the earth was covered entirely with water. Humans lived in a place above the
Earth called the Sky World. One day a tree became uprooted, leaving a hole down through Sky World to
the Earth. One of the inhabitants of Sky World, a woman, looked down through the hole. She noticed
the Earth was covered with water. As she crept closer for a better look, she fell through the hole. She
fell and fell until she landed on the back of a great turtle, who had seen her falling and quickly swam to
provide her with a way to climb out of the water. She was alone, only having creatures of the water as
companions.

The story continues to describe how we, the Haudenosaunee, came to be living on Turtle Island.

The Grand River watershed, as part of Turtle Island, has been home to the Haudenosaunee for
centuries. The Grand River is central to Haudenosaunee cultural and spiritual beliefs. Not so long ago
the watershed and the river provided almost everything we needed to exist: drinking water,
transportation, irrigation, habitat for fish and other aquatic creatures, and refuge for terrestrial creatures
we used, such as deer.

The people were also taught that we have the responsibility to protect the creatures we have given
thanks for. So when we see negative impacts on the river, it not only affects the creatures but the
people as well

As the Water Management Plan has developed, | have been reminded of the many things | have been
taught over the years. There are far too many to list but some stand out.

e Patience: Changes are slow to happen so patience is more than a virtue — it's a necessity.

e Persistence: It is extremely easy to become discouraged when change does not happen when or
how we would like. So persistence must be a part of one’s personal arsenal: the ability to keep at
it, to stay the course.

e Pragmatism: An understanding of what is pragmatic -- what is realistic and achievable -- is
important. Even though we may demand the world, the government may not be able to deliver,
even if the government wanted to.

o Flexibility: We must realize that all things may not be achievable and that an ability to adapt is
required. Such is the case with environmental issues and concerns, especially water governance.

This is not to say we should not set our targets high. We should always strive for improvement and not
just status quo.

| see the need for more meaningful collaborative initiatives, focusing on an equitable and fair use and
governance of not only water but all resources.

And | see the need for an entirely new system of sharing, whereby First Nations concerns are not only
put on the table, but acted upon equally.

An Oneida elder once told me he could not understand why we had to meet to discuss the importance
of water. He was truly puzzled as to why governments and academics needed to be reminded of
something so intuitive to us: Do not use the river as a sewer or a convenient place to dispose of
contaminants.




Grand River Watershed
Water Management Plan (2014)

Contents
B I 418 o1 1ot ) o 1-1
1.1 THE COllabOrative PrOCESS ...coiuviiiieeiiiieie ettt sttt st st e st e st e sabeesab e e sabeesaeeesabeesbseesabeesbteesaseensaeesssesnseeen 1-1
1.2 GUIding PrinCiples fOr the Plan ...ttt st e 1-3
1.3 Communications and ENGAZEMENT .......cciciiiieiiiieeeciee et e e eee e e s e e e e ete e e s te e e e satreeeeareeesasaeessstaeeeessaeesnnsees 1-3
14 Goals of the Water Management Plan ...ttt et s 1-5
2 The Grand River Watershed ... s sssssssssssasasssssssss 2-1
2.1 B LN I T o [y or- o1 TSP 2-1
2.2 SUITACE WaTer SYSTEM ..ottt et sttt e bt e be e s b et e bt e s b et e bt e sabe e e bt e sabeeesaeeebeeesnnesneeas 2-4
2.2. 1 MUILI-PUIPOSE RESEIVOIIS ....eeuiieiiiieiieeiiteeite e sttt et e st e st e st e e sate e sa b e e sateesabeesaeeesaseesbeeesabeesnseesabeennseesaseenneeas 2-5
2.3 GrOUNAWATEE SYSTRIMS . eiiiiiiieiiitieee e e e sttt e e e e e st e et e e e sertat e e e e e e e sesaaataaeeeeesesssstaaeaeessasnstaneeeessessnssanneesesennnses 2-7
2.3.1  OVErDUIAEN AQUITEIS .ooiiiiiie ettt e et e e et e e e et e e e e tt e e e seabaaeesataeeeesstaeeensaeeesataeaeenssaeesnnens 2-7
2.3.2  BeAIOCK AGQUITEIS. ..eiiteiiieiiteete ettt ettt st e s a et e st e s at e e sabeesat e e sabe e bt e e sabeesneeesabeenbeeenaneennneas 2-9
2.3.3  AQUITEIr VUINEIADIItY ..eeeieeiieeeeeee et sttt et e st sat e e bt e e s ae e e be e e saeeesneees 2-9
2.4 GV Ve [ o] o d ol o Yol 1Y YRR 2-10
D R U s - Yol I 2 (U o To ] i T USSP PR SPTRUPRP 2-10
2.4.2  Groundwater Recharge and DiSCNArGe .......c.ueiiuiiiiieiiiieiieet ettt ettt et s b e st esareesaree e 2-11
2.5 Key Hydrologic Functions of Watershed FEAtUIES ........cuuiiiiiiee ettt et 2-14
2.6 Critical Watershed ISSUBS .....uviiiiiieeeciee ettt et e e e st e e et e e eeae e e e saseeeesataeessnsaeeesseeaeennsenesnnns 2-15
2.6.1 Land Use and Population Growth TreNAS .........ceiciieeeiiiie et et e eete e e e e s te e e e eaae e e saveeesssraeaenes 2-15
D ST N @ 104 =Y N @ o F=1 o TSRS 2-16
3 A Foundation for Integrated, Adaptive Water Management........c.coummsmsmsmssssssmsssssssssssssssssssssss 3-1
3.1 A ViSiON fOr the WaterShed ......cocuiiiiiiiee ettt st e s e e st e e bt e e sateesabeesabeesaaeesaseenaneas 3-1
3.2 2T o o VAV 1 =T g @] o [T ot 1Y SR 3-1
3.3 [aTo 1o doT 5T o Yo I T4 == 4 SPRT 3-2
3.3.1  Healthy AQUAtIC ECOSYSTEIMS .....iiiiiiieieiiie ettt ettt ettt e sttt e s bt e e s st e e sabe e e sabeeeesabbeeesnbaeesaanes 3-5
TR T V= =T oY T ] PSSR 3-10
3.3.3  PUDBIIC HEAITN & SAfELY .oioeiiiiiiiie ettt e st e e e e e st e e s e e e e snte e e eenneeeesnaeeeennreeeennes 3-12
3.3.4 Recreational, Cultural and TOUFISIM USES......ceeviiirieiriieiiieeiiee sttt ettt sre et e e sbeesaeeesbeesateesaseesaree e 3-13
4  Ensuring Sustainable Water SUPPLIES ... 4-1
41 VT ol o= LAY LY G U o o1 Y PSS 4-1
4.1.1  FULUIe Water SUPPIY NEEUS .....eeeiieiiieeeeciieeeetes s tee et e e et e e s te e e e e s ste e e s saaaeeesnaeaeesstaeesasseeessnseeessnsenasnnns 4-3
4.1.2 Municipal Water Demand ManagemENt .........ceeiiiiiiiiiiiiee e eeiciiireee e e serrre e e e e e sesirrr e e e e e e seaaataeeeeeesenasssanees 4-3
B.1.3  FUBUIE SOUICES ...teetieeieieette et et ettt e e e e ettt et e e e e e s e ettt e e e e e s e s ba et e eae e e s sbebeeeeeaesanbebeeeaeeesanbnbbeeeeeesannnreeeeas
A. 1.4 SECUILY OF SUPPIY weeieetiei ettt ettt s bt e e ettt e s sabbe e e s bbeeessabaeessnbeeesnbaeesanbaeesnans
4.2 Water Supply for Agriculture
4.2.1 Future Water Needs for Livestock and Farm Operations ...........ueeeeeieiciiiieee e et et e e e avaeeeas 4-9
4.2.2 Future Water Needs for Crop IFFigation ..........eeeiiiiiiiiiiiiiie ettt e e e et e e e e e e e santre e e e e e e eennens 4-11
4.3 Water Supply for Aggregate ProdUCTION .........ciiciiii ettt et e e e e e ae e e e st e e e s nre e e enneeeesnnneeeas 4-13
4.4 ENVIrONMENTA] FIOW NEEAS ..eoeviiiiiieiieeite ettt ettt sttt st e st e st e st esabeesabe e sabeesabeesabeesabeesabaesaseesas 4-13
4.5 [T RV o 1T Y=Y =1 o |13 A 2SR PUPT 4-14

September 2014 ili



Grand River Watershed Water Management Plan

4.5.1  ReSErvoir OPerating POlCY.....cccciiiiiiiieeeiiee ettt eeee st e e et e e e e e e st e e e ate e e sensaeeesntaeeeasntaeessnsneeesnseeean 4-15
4.5.2 Reliability of the Existing Operational Low FIOW Targets......ccccveivieriiiiieeecieie e cree e seere e e e evee s 4-16
4.5.3  Grand River FIOW Reli@bility .......coorueeriiiiieiiie ettt sttt sttt bbb eree e 4-16
4.5.4  Speed RiVer FIOW Reli@bility .....c.coerieriiiiieiiiieeee ettt ettt s s 4-17
4.5.5 Considerations for Changes t0 OPeratioNnsS.......cccciviiieiieriiieniieiiee ettt sttt st st e s b e sreesaree e 4-18
4.5.6  Reduction in SPring Water LEVEIS ........coouiiiiiiiieieee ettt sttt st s s 4-18
4.5.7 Changes to DOWNSream FIOW TarZELS ......uieeeiuiiieiciieeeciiie ettt e eeee e e stre e e e sete e e seaeae e e sataeeesstaeesensneeesanseeean 4-18
4.5.8 Consideration for CliMate ChanGe ........ccccvieeiiiii et e see e e ste e e eeeae e e s treeesstaeesensseeesnreeean 4-18
.59  SUMIMIAIY cettttttitetitetererererererererererererere ...ttt 4-19
4.5.10 Surface Water Taking Affecting River Flow Reliability .........ccccooveiiiiiiiiicie e 4-20
4.6 Areas with Potential for Water Use Conflict 0r CONSTraint .......c.covveiriiiiieinieenieesie e 4-20
4.6.1 Whitemans, Mount Pleasant, MCKENZIE CrEEKS .......cccuvveiieeiiiiiiiieeiee et eee e e sesiareee e e e e seesasbrereeeeseenannes 4-22
4.7 Protection of Key Hydrologic FUNCEIONS ........coiiiiiiiiiiieeieecieeeee ettt st 4-22
5 Improving Water QUAality ... sssssssssssssssss 5-1
5.1 (€T o8 oo XAV =Y PSP 5-1
5.1.1  Natural Groundwater QUANTY ........eeeieiiiieeiieieee ettt st st sar e sae e s b e e sat e e sareesnrees 5-1
5.1.2  Groundwater QUAlILY ISSUES .....cciveirieiiiieniieiieenie e st esteesiteesiaeesateesiaeessbeesaeeesateesseeessteessseessseessseessseenseess 5-3
5.1.3  Protection of Key Hydrologic FUNCLIONS. .........uiiiiiiiecciie ettt ettt e s e e e e e aaae e e s ba e e e ennrae e ennes 5-4
5.2 SUITACE WAL .ttt b e s a e s ae s e st e s ae e b e en e eaa e eaneernesreens 5-5
5.2.1  Surface Water QUAlItY ISSUES .....c..ueieiiiiiieeiie ittt ettt ettt sttt e st e e bt e e st e e bt e e saneesnseesaneennneas 5-6
5.2.2  Protection of Key Hydrologic FUNCLIONS. .......c.uiiiiiiieecciiee ettt et e et e e etee e e ste e e e eaae e e saveeeennsaeaeenes 5-16
5.3 Consideration for Climate ChanEe ........coouiiiiiiiieiii ettt ettt e bt e aeeeaee e s e e e nneees 5-16
5.4 FULUIE CONSIAEIATIONS ..ciiiieiiieiiiiee ettt ettt ettt ettt st et e e st e e s et e e sabteeesabeeesesbeeesnbeeesaabeeesannseeesnnes 5-17
6 Reducing Flood Damage Potential.......cnmmsssssssssssssssssssssss 6-1
6.1 Events that Cause FIOOTING ......cooviveuiiiiiiiiicce e 6-1
6.1.1  SNOWMEIt FIOOMS ..oviviiiiiiiiiiiiiiic s 6-1
6.1.2  RAINTAll BASEA FIOOTS ....eeeiiiiiiieiieeeie ettt sttt sttt ettt e st e it s abe e bt e e sab e e bt e e sabeesbeeesaneenneees 6-2
T T I 1 I g 1= o Vo o Y I o~ SRR 6-4
B.1.4 IR JAMS ettt e et a e e et e s ra e e e e e e s nnraee e s 6-4
6.2 Areas of the Watershed that Contribute to FIOOING .......cccuiviiiiiiiiiiiee et e 6-5
6.3 Current Flood Damage RedUCtioN Program .........uuieeiiiiieiiiiieeie ettt e e e e e stttr e e e e e e setbtr e e e e e e sesnnntaaeeeessesnnnnns 6-6
6.3.1  FIOOA CONLIOl RESEIVOIIS. ...ciiiiiiiiiiieee ettt ettt ettt ettt e sttt e e s ate e e seabteeesabeeeesnbeeessabaeeesbbeeesnsaeesaanes 6-6
6.3.2  Dykes and Channelization WOIKS ......cooiiiiiiie et e e et e e e e e e st a e e e e e e s e anbaneeas 6-7
LT 70 B o ToToTe [ o] F- T a T 2= ={ U] =1 4 To o TS USRS 6-10
6.3.4  Flood FOrecasting and Warning ........cccecuiiiieiiee it e esiteeeetee s ssttee e e st e e s eeaee e saaeeeesntaeeesnsaeeesnseeesnnsseananes 6-11
6.4 Existing Flood Damage Centre VUINErabilities .........cccuviiiiei ettt e 6-13
6.5 Next Steps to Reducing FIOOd DAmMAEE ......eceiueiiiiiiiieieiiee e ceieeeestteeee e e e s aee e e sbae e e s nae e e snaeeeesnseeeesnnneeeennnees 6-15
6.5.1  TOWN OF NEW HAMBUIZ . ..ooiiieeie ettt e e ettt e e e et e e e e bbe e e e sabaeeeensaeeesabeeeenstaeaeanes 6-15
B.5.2  VIllABE OF AYT e ettt e et e e e st e e e e etae e e sataeeeeeataeeeataae e e bbaeaeaataeeeabaeeeaaaraaeaatreaaanns 6-15
6.5.3  TOWN OF CAYUEA .eeiieiiiiieieiiieeciiee ettt e e ettt e et e e e s tae e e e sabe e e eeataaeesbaeaaaaataeeeassaseesssasaeastssesanseseessseaeaassaeaannes 6-15
6.5.4  Village OF DIaytOn .....uueeeiieiiieieiies e cee ettt ee e st e e et e e st te e e s ate e e e s teeesansaeeesasaaeeessteeesansseeessseeeansseeenanns 6-16
6.5.5 Villages of Grand Valley and Waldemar ...........coocuieieiiiie it e e see et e e e eeee e snae e e e e e eenes 6-16
6.5.6  TOWN OF PAriS ..oeiiiiiiiiiiieeeiee ettt ettt e st e e b e e st e e sa e e e s ateesat e e sabeesabeesabeesateesabeesaseesabeesareenas 6-16
TR T A @ 4 Vo Yl 21 = Y o o SRR 6-16
6.5.8  Urban Waterloo and KitChENET.........ii ittt s e e st e e s sbaeeeeans 6-17
6.6 Protection of Key Hydrologic FUNCLIONS .......cccuuiiiiiiiie ettt et e e s e e et e e e ennae e e ennes 6-17
7 Integrated AcCtion Plan ... 7-1




8 Reporting on the Integrated Action Plan s ———————————— O 1

8.1 Implementation — REPOITiNG 0N ACHIONS .....ccicuiieeeiiiieceiiee e stee e et e e e ere e e s e e e estte e e seasaeeessaeeeesstseeennssaeesnnseeean 8-1

8.2 Resource Condition — Reporting on Milestones (INterim Targets).......cceevereerieneeneenie et 8-1
9 Appendix A: Acknowledgments R ——— T |
10 Appendix B: Glossary and Acronyms S — | k) |
11 Appendix C: Working Groups T B £ |
12 Appendix D: Science Advisory Committee S — /) |
13 Appendix E: Technical Reports S 1 2 |

14  Appendix F: Recommendations from the 1982 Grand River Basin Study ..........ounnsnsnnnnes 14-1

List of Tables
TABLE 3-1. USES, NEEDS AND VALUES FOR WATER IN THE WATERSHED....ceeeeiuuvrvreeesesasurrrreeeseeesassssnreesesessssssssessessssssssssessessssnnsnssenees 3-3
TABLE 3-2. BROAD WATER OBJECTIVES. c.eeieuuvttteeeeeesesuerereeesssasnstasesesssasanssssseesssasassssssessssssssssssesssssssnssssssssssssnsssssssssesssessnsssnsees 3-4
TABLE 3-3. RECOMMENDED WATER QUALITY TARGETS FOR AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM HEALTH IN THE GRAND RIVER WATERSHED.................... 3-7
TABLE 3-4. KEY THRESHOLDS FOR HEALTHY FLOW REGIME FUNCTIONS AND PROCESSES ....vvvtreeeeeeiirrrrreesesesennsneneesessssssssssnseessssssnnssesees 3-8
TABLE 3-5. FLOW NEEDS FOR AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM HEALTH AND HEALTHY RIVER PROCESSES ...eeeeiiiieiiiieiieeieieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaens 3-9
TABLE 3-6. RESOURCE CONDITION INDICATORS AND TARGETS FOR MUNICIPAL SURFACE WATER SOURCES. .. ...3-11
TABLE 3-7. FLOW TARGETS REQUIRED FOR DRINKING WATER SUPPLY WITHDRAWALS .....ceeeiiiiiiiieiiiiieeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e eeeeee e e e e eeeeeeea e e e 3-12
TABLE 3-8. WATER QUALITY INDICATORS AND TARGETS FOR SECONDARY CONTACT RECREATION ...cceiiiiiiiiieiiiiiieieeeeeeeneeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaeens 3-14
TABLE 3-9. RANGE OF FLOWS THAT SUPPORT RECREATIONAL PADDLING ....ceeieutvtrreeeseeeiuerareeeseessassssseesessssssssssessesssesssnssnseesssesnannes 3-15
TABLE 4-1. MUNICIPALLY SERVICED COMMUNITIES AND SOURCES OF SUPPLY ....vvvveeeeeeiurrrreeesesesesrsnreesesessnssssessessssssssssessessssssnssesees 4-2
TABLE 4-2. SUMMARY OF LONG TERM MUNICIPAL WATER DEMAND MANAGEMENT (WDM) OBJECTIVES ...
TABLE 4-3.
TABLE 4-4. ENVIRONMENTAL LOW FLOWS FOR SELECTED RIVER REACHES ...vuuuuieeeertuuuieseseeeenennnseeserennsnnneseesssnmsnnsesesenssnnnnseesessnnnns 4-14
TABLE 4-5. LOW FLOW OPERATION TARGETS FOR OPERATING THE LARGE MULTIPURPOSE WATER MANAGEMENT RESERVOIRS.................. 4-16
TABLE 4-6. RELIABILITY IN MEETING EXISTING FLOW TARGETS AT DOON AND BRANTFORD ....ccvvvuuueieeerreninnieeeeeeennnnneseeesersennnneeesesennens 4-17
TABLE 4-7. RELIABILITY IN MEETING EXISTING OPERATIONAL FLOW TARGETS - SPEED RIVER .ceeiiiiiiiiiiiiii 4-18
TABLE 4-8. RESERVOIR RELIABILITIES FOR MEETING OR EXCEEDING LOW FLOW OPERATION TARGETS FOR TEN CLIMATE CHANGE SCENARIOS AND
THE HISTORIC CLIMATE RECORD ... uuuutututuuusnsnansnsnsnssansnsnsnsnsnsssnsnsnsssssssnsnsnssssssssnssssssnssssnssssnsssssnsnsnsssssssssssnsnsnnnsnnssnsnsnsnnnns 4-19
TABLE 4-9. MAXIMUM SEASONAL WATER TAKINGS RELATIVE TO OPERATIONAL FLOW TARGETS ..ceiieiiiieeeeeieieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeens 4-20
TABLE 5-1. OWNERSHIP OF DAMS AND IN-RIVER WEIRS IN THE GRAND RIVER WATERSHED ....cceeeiieiiiieeieeieieeieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e 5-11
TABLE 6-1. MAJOR FLOOD CONTROL DAMS/RESERVOIRS ... uuvveeererreesesreeessssseesseseesssssssessssseessesssesssssssessssseessosssesssssssessssssessosseess 6-6
TABLE 6-2. GRAND RIVER DYKES — LOCATIONS AND DESIGN STANDARDS. ...ceeeveeereierererereeeeereeeeenenens ...6-8
TABLE 6-3. REDUCTION IN FLOOD DAMAGES AS A RESULT OF FLOOD CONTROL / PROTECTION WORKS ...ccuvvereiiureeeesreeeeessreeessseeessnseeeeas 6-9
TABLE 6-4. FLOOD DAMAGE CENTRES - FLOOD RISK VULNERABILITY. ..iitiiiiiiiiiiiteeiieeeeeeeeee et e e n e ae e e nen e e e aeaaaea e e e e e e e e e e e e e naaaa e 6-20
TABLE 6-5. TRAILER PARKS = FLOOD RISK VULNERABILITIES ..etetttiteeeteeieeeeieeeeee e ee et e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e aaaaaaaeas 6-21
TABLE 8-1. SUMMARY OF MILESTONES FOR WATER QUALITY . ceitiiitiiiieiiieieiee ettt ettt ettt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e aaaa s 8-3
TABLE 8-2. SUMMARY OF OPERATIONAL TARGETS FOR RIVER FLOWS. ..eeteviieriuurrreeesesnsunrnteeeeessssssrnnseessssssssssseesesssssssnssessessssssnssesees 8-4

List of Figures

FIGURE 2-1. THE GRAND RIVER WATERSHED SHOWING AREAS OF SETTLEMENT AND THE MAJOR SUBBASINS .....cceeveeiieiieeieieeeeeneeeeeneeeenn, 2-1
FIGURE 2-2. PHYSIOGRAPHY OF THE GRAND RIVER WATERSHED
FIGURE 2-3. BEDROCK GEOLOGY OF THE GRAND RIVER WATERSHED
FIGURE 2-4. CROSS-SECTION OF BEDROCK GEOLOGY WITHIN THE WATERSHED....ceeteieieeeeeieieieieieeeieeeieneeeeeeeeeeeeeaesenenesesesesassnesenesenseens 2-4
FIGURE 2-5. AREAS WITH THE GREATEST RUNOFF POTENTIAL..eeeieitieieiiieieieieieieieiieeieeeieieieeeeeseseseseaeeesesesseeseseseseseseeesesssesssensssssssanes 2-5

September 2014 \


file://grfs/files/Watershed%20Resources%20Planning/Water%20Management%20Plan/2012%20WMP%20Update/Reports%20and%20Briefs/Water%20Management%20Plan/1.%20Final%20WMP%20Document/WMP%20-FINALREPORT_9September2014.doc%23_Toc398029670

Grand River Watershed Water Management Plan

FIGURE 2-6. THE LOCATION OF LARGE MULTIPURPOSE RESERVOIRS/DAMS IN THE WATERSHED AND THE LOCATIONS FOR THE LOW FLOW

OPERATION TARGETS.cceeeeiiuturreeeeeeesenrereeesesssssnnnnneesesssnssnnsnenes

FIGURE 2-7. MORAINE SYSTEMS WITHIN THE GRAND RIVER WATERSHED

FIGURE 2-8. LOCATION OF COLD WATER STREAMS AND PROVINCIALLY SIGNIFICANT WETLANDS ...cceeeiiieieieieieieieeeeeceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaeaeeeaaens 2-8
FIGURE 2-9. AQUIFER VULNERABILITY ACROSS THE GRAND RIVER WATERSHED ...cceeeiiieieieieieieieieeeieeeeeeeeeee e e ee e e eeee e e eeee e e e e e aeaeaaaaa e 2-10
FIGURE 2-10. AREAS THAT SUPPORT SIGNIFICANT GROUNDWATER RECHARGE. ...ceiiiieieieieieieieieieeeeeeeee e e e e e e e e e e e eeeae e e e e e aaaaaaa e 2-12
FIGURE 2-11. POTENTIALLY IMPORTANT GROUNDWATER DISCHARGE REACHES IN THE GRAND RIVER WATERSHED. ......cvvvrveereeesennennennn. 2-13
FIGURE 2-12. POPULATION GROWTH PROJECTIONS FOR THE GRAND RIVER WATERSHED. ..vveeeeeererrvrreeeeeesennnnnes ....2-16
FIGURE 4-1. LIVESTOCK WATER USE ACROSS THE WATERSHED ...uuvvvvrreeeeieseuerrreeeeesesanrsseeesessssssssnseesessssssssseesesssssssssessessssnsssssesees 4-10
FIGURE 4-2. PERMITS TO TAKE WATER FOR CROP IRRIGATION ...uuuuvvvrreeseeeseuerrreeesesssassssseesesssssssssseesesssssssssseesesssnssssssnssessssnsssssesees 4-11
FIGURE 4-3. MAJOR MULTIPURPOSE RESERVOIRS AND LOCATIONS FOR THE LOW FLOW OPERATING TARGETS ..cceeveiiiieiieieeeieeeeeeeeeeeeeenn, 4-15
FIGURE 4-4. AREAS OF CONFLICT OR CONSTRAINT. ..uuuuuttteeeeeeesiurareeeeeeesaissssseeeesesassssssessesasasssssssssesssasssssssesesssnsssssssesessensnsssesees 4-21
FIGURE 5-1. NATURAL WATER QUALITY ISSUES IN OVERBURDEN WELLS ...... ..5-2
FIGURE 5-2. NATURAL GROUNDWATER QUALITY ISSUES IN BEDROCK WELLS «.eeeeeeeeeeeeieieeeieieiereieeeteeeeeeeeeeeeeseeeeesessseneneneseeseeessenenenens 5-3
FIGURE 5-3. WATER QUALITY INDEX FOR NUTRIENT CONCENTRATIONS (2008-2012). ....vviieeiieeeiiiieeeiieeeecnreeesireeeeereeeseevneeesnveeens 5-6
FIGURE 5-4. SUMMER PHOSPHORUS CONCENTRATIONS ALONG THE GRAND RIVER FROM THE SHAND DAM TO DUNNVILLE ....ceveeevennnnnnene. 5-7
FIGURE 5-5. SOURCES OF PHOSPHORUS IN THE CENTRAL GRAND RIVER REGION IN THE SUMMER ....uvvvvreeeeeeiiererreeseeesesnnnsneseessssssnnssenees 5-7
FIGURE 5-6. PHOSPHORUS LOADS IN THE UPPER-MIDDLE GRAND RIVER REGION, ABOVE BLAIR DURING SPRING HIGH FLOWS .................... 5-9
FIGURE 5-7. SOURCES OF NITRATE IN THE GRAND RIVER ABOVE BRIDGEPORT DURING THE WINTER (DEC-APRIL).....ccuvveeeerreeeerreeeennnen. 5-13
FIGURE 6-1. ANNUAL MAXIMUM FLOODS BY MONTH OF THE YEAR. GRAND RIVER AT MIARSVILLE FLOW GAUGE. ......ceeeeveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeennn, 6-2
FIGURE 6-2. LAKE BREEZE FRONTALZONES ..ceeeieieeeieieeeieeeieieeeeeieseeeeeseseseseseseseseseseeesesesasesesesesesesesesesesssssesesesesssesesesssessessesesesseeens 6-3
FIGURE 6-3. DAILY MAXIMUM LAKE ERIE ELEVATION AT PORT COLBORNE. ...uuvvvvreeeeeieiuurrrreeesesesinssrsreesssssssssssseesessssssssssessesssssssssenees 6-4
FIGURE 6-4. LOCATION OF FLOOD MANAGEMENT STRUCTURES IN THE GRAND RIVER WATERSHED. ...vvvveeeeeeiierrreeeeeseseinnnenensessssssnnsnenes 6-7
FIGURE 6-5. LOCATION OF FLOOD DAMAGE CENTRES IN THE GRAND RIVER WATERSHED. ...veeeeeeieurrrrreeeeeeisinnnrreeseessnsnsssnssessssssnssneees 6-14

Vi



Introduction

1 Introduction

Water management in Ontario is shared among many agencies. Federal departments, provincial
ministries, municipalities and conservation authorities all play a role in managing water. Water
Management in the Grand River watershed has a long history of being collaborative; water has
been managed under a water management plan for over 80 years.

The first water management plan was conceived in the 1930’s in response to significant water
guality and flooding issues facing many of the communities along the Grand River. Governments
of the day recognized that their communities could not individually deal with these issues alone
and needed to work together to solve them. Since then, the water management plan for the
watershed has been updated in 1954, 1971 and most recently in 1982. The 1982 Grand River
Basin Water Management Study produced a number of recommendations along with a preferred
plan to tackle water quality, water supply and flooding issues. Most of those recommendations
were carried out.

Recognizing the need to ensure a healthy river system and linkage to Lake Erie, secure water
supplies, manage flood risks and deal with climate change, the Grand River Conservation Authority
(GRCA), watershed municipalities, provincial governments, federal departments, and First Nations
came together in 2009 to review and update the Grand River Water Management Plan (the ‘Plan’).
This update reflects the considerable knowledge, tools and networks that have been developed
since 1982.

The Plan is a key component of a broader integrated watershed plan. The watershed plan pulls
together plans such as forestry, fisheries, natural heritage, drinking water source protection,
recreation and other planning processes so that linkages can be made for larger scale watershed
planning.

The update to the Water Management Plan addresses the management of surface and ground
water resources in the Grand River watershed to 2031. The Plan is based on currently available
data and information and the assembly of knowledge of plan partners.

1.1 The Collaborative Process

In 2008, the GRCA initiated dialogue with potential partners to discuss the need for a concerted
and collective effort to deal with water problems in the Grand River watershed. Since water
management activities are undertaken by several agencies at different government levels, a
business case was developed, emphasizing that the resolution of water issues in the watershed
requires a collaborative approach which recognizes the complexity and inter-relatedness of
hydrological and ecological processes and acknowledges that solutions to address the impacts of
multiple inputs throughout the river system must be watershed based.

In 2009, a voluntary, multi-stakeholder, collaborative initiative to update the Grand River
Watershed Water Management Plan (WMP) was launched. Plan partners signed a Project Charter
which outlined the purpose and goals, benefits, scope and deliverables, and timelines for the
project and described the governance structure and roles of the partners. Four goals were
identified for the Water Management Plan.

The Project Charter also stressed that the updated WMP would represent a ‘Joint Call to Action’ by
aligning the efforts of all partners and galvanizing them to achieve mutually-supported targets for
water management. Underlying success factors were identified in the Project Charter and
included:

e The plan development process stays collaborative;
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o There are ‘Early Wins’ to celebrate;

e The project is scoped appropriately for the available time, funding, resources, data and
science;

¢ Funding is available to get answers to some fundamental questions;

e There is a rollout strategy to launch implementation;
For any action item coming out of the plan, the partner organization responsible for
implementation endorses the action and agrees in principle to undertake it;

e Targets and measures are practical and achievable;
Monitoring and performance measures recognize time lapse to see results;

o Processes are put in place to ensure continuous improvement, adaptive management
continuity.

The Plan was a collaborative process that brought the following agencies together as partners:
Plan Partners

Municipalities represented by:

*  Township of Centre Wellington Six Nations of the Grand River

» City of Guelph Grand River Conservation Authority

» Regional Municipality of Waterloo Ontario Ministry of the Environment and

+ City of Waterloo Climate Change

» City of Kitchener Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources and
» City of Cambridge Forestry

+ County of Brant Ontario Ministry of Agriculture, Food and
« City of Branford Rural Affairs

+ Haldimand County Environment Canada

The compilation of the Plan was a voluntary partnership. By working together, these agencies set
out an integrated action plan, based on agreed-upon local objectives and targets, to meet the
needs of the ecosystem and watershed communities. The integrated action plan will also assist
each partner to fulfill their role and to support each other throughout the process.

The process for updating the Plan was governed by a Steering Committee and supported by a
Project Team and technical working groups.

The Steering Committee provided overall direction and guidance, oversaw project accountability,
made decisions concerning the Plan, and reported on progress to their respective partner
organizations.

The Project Team was responsible for the overall coordination of the Plan and integration of
decisions. The Project Team led the development and management of each project and acted in
an advisory capacity to the Steering Committee.

Working groups carried out specific tasks aligned on a topical basis and hosted technical forums
with experts to explore the state of the science and practice around topics such as science-based
targets, wastewater assimilative capacity, water demand management, groundwater and surface
water interactions, wastewater treatment plant optimization and urban stormwater management
approaches. These working groups reported directly to the Project Team.

An arms-length Science Advisory Committee (Appendix C) provided the Steering Committee,
Project Team and GRCA staff with scientific and technical advice.
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1.2 Guiding Principles for the Plan

The following are the guiding principles that underpin the overall process of updating the Plan and
the compilation and identification of the broad water objectives for the watershed.

Healthy communities and a healthy ecosystem

e A healthy river system is crucial for sustaining prosperity, growth and well-being in the
Grand River watershed.

e The Plan is guided by an ecosystem approach. We will strive to maintain and restore critical
natural system interactions, functions and resiliency.

o Ecosystem services — those services provided by natural processes such as waste
assimilation or water retention are acknowledged, maintained and enhanced.

Managing water resources is a shared responsibility

Managing water requires common goals, collaborative decision making and co-operation.
Implementation is shared by all levels of government, landowners, businesses and
residents.

Implementers are committed to joint action and own their piece of the Plan.

Stakeholder participation is essential.

Water is best managed on a watershed basis

e The watershed is the most appropriate unit for managing water and the linkages between
water and other natural resources.

¢ The Water Management Plan is a critical component of a broader watershed management
plan.

Decision making must be transparent and responsive

o Water management decisions are integrated and transparent, taking into consideration the
broad range of uses, needs and values for water and the needs of a healthy ecosystem.

¢ \Water management strategies are designed to be responsive to changing conditions,
priorities, vulnerabilities and pressures; adaptation is supported by monitoring and progress
reporting.

Management of water resources must be effective and efficient

e The concepts of sustainability, adaptive management and continuous improvement guide

decision making and implementation.

e Best value solutions are sought.
e Best available science, expert advice and local knowledge are inherent to the Plan.

1.3 Communications and Engagement

The Steering Committee acknowledged that the assembly of the Water Management Plan required
strong partner and stakeholder participation to ensure its success. Early in the process of
assembling the Water Management Plan, the Steering Committee developed a Project Charter and
Communications and Engagement Strategy to guide the work.

The Communications and Engagement Strategy focuses on engaging the following stakeholder
groups

¢ Interested public,
e Agricultural community,
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e Environmental non-government groups,

e Broader watershed community (including multi-stakeholder groups that undertake
collaborative projects and programs such as the Grand River Fisheries Management
Plan Implementation Committee), and

e Municipal councils.

Key stakeholder groups were invited to provide input on the aspects of the Plan that interested
them, using a variety of communication and engagement techniques. A dedicated website was
designed to provide open access to background information, technical reports, newsletters,
meeting minutes, workshop notes, surveys, and other materials pertinent to the Plan.
Presentations at conferences such as the A.D. Latornell Conservation Symposium and the Grand
River Watershed Water Forum and exhibits at the 2012 International Ploughing Match and the
University of Waterloo Water Institute’s Water Week event provided additional opportunities to
increase general awareness about the initiative.

Public input was obtained through an online survey completed by 600 people and targeted
meetings with specific groups. For example, representatives of the County Federation of
Agriculture and the Grand River Fisheries Management Plan Implementation Committee met
directly with GRCA staff to discuss aspects of the Plan. In addition, the GRCA received valuable
input from a Non-government Organization Roundtable attended by 33 people.

Invitations to a series of “roadmap” workshops held in the spring of 2013 were extended to a wide
range of stakeholders. These workshops were held to discuss the specific goals of the Plan, share
key findings and discuss actions which could be part of the Plan.

In January and August 2013, GRCA staff and partners met with representatives from watershed
municipalities to provide an overview of the Plan process, discuss management priorities, actions,
barriers and opportunities, and obtain advice about how best to gather support for the Plan.

The reports from these various workshops are available online at www.grandriver.ca.
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1.4 Goals of the Water Management Plan

The Plan is a Joint Action Plan that aligns water management efforts over the next 30 years in
support of a shared vision for the watershed. Four specific Plan goals were identified by the
Steering Committee and have guided the Project Team in creating the Integrated Action Plan
(IAP):

« Ensure sustainable water supplies for communities, economies and ecosystems;

« Improve water quality to improve river health and reduce the river’'s impact on Lake Erie;

e Reduce flood damage potential; and

« Increase resiliency* to deal with climate change.

Each partner signed a Project Charter and agreed to identify and undertake complementary
actions to address watershed water management challenges.

The development of the Water Management Plan has leveraged much of the work that has gone
into the characterization and assessment of municipal drinking water supplies, both groundwater
wells and surface water intakes, as part of the provincial source protection program under the
Clean Water Act, 2006. The scope of the Water Management Plan goes beyond municipal drinking
water uses and includes considerations for aquatic ecosystems and flood risk reduction. The Plan
complements the Source Protection Plan for the watershed as well as other plans including the
Fisheries Management Plan, Watershed Forest Plan among others. The Water Management Plan
also acknowledges the influence the Grand River has on the eastern basin of Lake Erie and
recognizes the Lake Erie Lake-wide Action Plan (LaMP).

This first half of this document provides a brief description of the natural and physical features of
the watershed that influence water; profiles the key hydrologic processes and key hydrologic
functions provided by important watershed features; and also highlights the critical water
management issues facing the watershed into the future.

The process through which the Plan was developed is outlined in the section: A Foundation for
Integrated, Adaptive Water Management. This chapter acknowledges that the management of
water is shared across many agencies in Ontario and highlights the importance of providing a
forum for and fostering collaborative working relationships among partners.

The means with which to integrate water management in the watershed is discussed in the
chapters on Ensuring Sustainable Water Supplies (quantity), Improving Water Quality, and
Reducing the Risk of Flood Damage. Considerations are made for both surface water and
groundwater; the river; and the river’s influence on Lake Erie.

The Integrated Action Plan is the chapter that lists the many actions that Plan partners have
agreed to implement over the life of the Plan (to 2031). These actions are written by Plan partners
and it is the result of four years of collaborative work planning and the sharing of information on
issues that transcend municipal boundaries.

! Resiliency is the long-term capacity of a natural system, or watershed, to deal with change — either gradual
or sudden, such as a large storm event, and continue to function as expected. Increasing the resiliency of
the watershed is to implement practices or (green) infrastructure, to maintain its ability to function as
expected.
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2 The Grand River Watershed

The Grand River watershed is located in southwestern Ontario, west of the Greater Toronto Area,
and drains an area of 6800 square kilometres from Dundalk in the Dufferin Highlands and flowing
over 300 kilometres to Lake Erie, at Port Maitland. Along the way, it picks up its major tributaries,
the Conestogo, Nith, Speed, Eramosa, Whitemans and Fairchild (Figure 2-1).

There are 39 upper, lower and single tier municipalities wholly or partly in the Grand River
watershed as well as two First Nations reserves, Six Nations of the Grand River and Mississaugas
of the New Credit.

[ Grand River Watershed Boundary

D Upper/Single Tier Municipal Boundary

[ ‘ V j Lower Tier Municipal Boundary
Watercourse

I Lake/Reservoir

Settlement Area (MNR)

I Buitt-Up Area (Impervious)

Major Subbasins

SUBBASIN

{1 Upper Grand River

I Conestogo River

I speed-Eramosa River
Drayton ¥ I central Grand River
Elora sjFergus. I Nith Rwver
1 southern Grand River
Acton I Fairchild Creek

| Whitemans Creek
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Figure 2-1. The Grand River watershed showing areas of settlement and the major
subbasins

2.1 The Landscape

The physiography of the Grand River watershed can be viewed as three distinct areas - dominated
in the north and west by the Dundalk and Stratford Till Plains (green), in the centre and east by the
Horseshoe Moraines (orange and yellow), and in the south by the Haldimand Clay Plain (blue) as
illustrated in Figure 2-2.
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Figure 2-2. Physiography of the Grand River watershed

The Stratford Till Plain, located in the northwest, is characterized by silty, clay-rich soils which are
generally level and often poorly drained. Artificial drainage has made this a rich and productive
agricultural region and, as a consequence, only a small portion of the land remains in woodlot,
wetland or rough pasture.

The Horseshoe Moraine region consists of a series of moraines and gravel outwash plains within
much of southwestern Ontario. Some of this region is very hilly, often with steep irregular slopes
and small enclosed basins. This region has large sand and gravel deposits with many aggregate
extraction operations in southern Wellington County, southern Waterloo Region, and the northern
portion of the County of Brant. Approximately 30% of the moraine region is forested, and fencerow
vegetation is often well developed. The region hosts a number of cold-water streams that receive
groundwater discharge including the Eramosa River and Mill Creek. Groundwater discharge also
feeds the Grand River itself, particularly between Cambridge and Brantford, providing a significant
portion of the river’s flow during summer months. The Waterloo Hills region, located in the centre of
the watershed, is characterized by sand hills, gravel terraces and many swampy valleys. The soils
of the hilly areas are rich and well drained. The Norfolk Sand Plain, in the southwestern part of the
central zone, is also rich in water and is intensively used for both mixed farming and cash crops.

The Haldimand Clay Plain southeast of the City of Brantford is characterized by heavy clay soils;
much of the land is poorly drained and is used predominantly as livestock pasture and for soybean,
corn and hay production. Groundwater in this area is often poor in quality as a result of naturally
elevated concentrations of sulphur, salts and minerals in the water. For this reason, municipal and
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First Nations drinking water supplies have tended to be sourced from the Grand River, Lake Erie or
Lake Ontario.

Underlying the surficial material, several bedrock units have the ability to transmit significant
guantities of groundwater making them potentially important for municipal or private use. These
units, which are shown in Figure 2-3, include the Gasport, Guelph and Salina Formations.

D Grand River Watershed Boundary

D Upp gle Tier
[: Aj Lower Tier Municipal Boundary
PALEOZOIC GEOLOGY (MNDM)
FORMATION
[ Dundee
Ambherstburg-Onondaga
[ Bois Blanc
Oriskany
- Bass Islands-Bertie
Salina
Guelph
Lockport

Gasport
Clinton-Cataract

- Queenston

Map created: 17-0c1:2013

Figure 2-3. Bedrock geology of the Grand River watershed

The Guelph and Gasport Formations are highly productive aquifers and provide groundwater of
excellent natural quality. The Salina Formation is a moderately productive aquifer; however, the
natural groundwater quality is often poor. As a result, municipal water supplies in the western half
of the watershed tend to be sourced in deep overburden aquifers while in the eastern half of the
watershed, supplies tend to be sourced in the bedrock aquifers.

Within the watershed, bedrock formations generally outcrop (bedrock exposed at surface) or
subcrop (bedrock directly overlain by unconsolidated sediment) in long parallel bands of varying
width and are aligned in a north-west to south-east direction. Bedrock outcrops are most commonly
found in the central-eastern and southern areas of the watershed. Within the central-eastern area,
outcrops, which are commonly found along river valleys, generally consist of the Guelph and
Gasport Formations. In the southern part of the watershed, outcrops are generally associated with
the Onondaga Escarpment and consist of the Bass Island, Bertie and Bois Blanc Formations®.

In total, there are 11 different bedrock formations outcropping or subcropping within the Grand
River watershed, all of which were initially deposited horizontally. Regionally, they now dip
approximately 2 degrees to the west as a result of subsequent structural deformation. Figure 2-4 is
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a cross-section which illustrates the stratification of the bedrock complexes across the watershed
from east to west.

Cross-Section LEGEND
Location Bedrock Formations Bedrock Type

1. Bois Blanc 5] polomite

2. Bass Islands-Bertie

3. Salina

4. Guelph

5. Gasport

6. Manitoulin

7

8

9

1

Shale

Queenston
Meaford-Dundas*
. Blue Mountain-Collingwood*
0. Cobourg*

Nowhere exposed in the Grand River watershed.

Figure 2-4. Cross-section of bedrock geology within the watershed

The Gasport Formation is generally comprised of limestone and dolostone. This formation surfaces
in the watershed at three points along the eastern boundary of the Grand River Watershed: i) in
Amaranth Township near Laurel; ii) in a relatively large area surrounding the town of Rockwood;
and iii) in a band surrounding the Dundas Valley. The formation is subject to karstification due to its
surface or near-surface exposure. Karst features tend to develop over time by the dissolution of
limestone (and to a lesser extent dolostone) bedrock which enhances the porosity of the bedrock,
making it easier for groundwater to move though the rock.

Overlying the Gasport Formation, the Guelph Formation is one of the most important bedrock
formations in terms of groundwater supply in the watershed. It forms the uppermost bedrock layer
over a large portion of the watershed, stretching in a 30 km wide swath from Dundalk to Carluke
(east of Brantford). It is middle Silurian in age, and is generally composed of brown or tan
dolostone.

The Salina Formation overlays the Guelph Formation and, similar to the Guelph Formation, it also
underlies a large portion of the Grand River watershed, stretching from Drayton to Dunnville. The
formation is comprised of evaporites (salts, gypsum, anhydrite), shales, and interbeds of carbonate
rock. The gypsum mines present in the Caledonia area are set within the Salina Formation.

2.2 Surface Water System

The Grand River is a managed river system where reservoir operations, water supply, and
wastewater management were designed as an integrated system on a watershed basis. The upper
till plains generate high surface runoff that result in high flood flows, but little to no flow in
watercourses during sustained dry periods. Figure 2-5 illustrates the areas with the greatest runoff
potential. Multi-purpose reservoirs were built on the fringe of these till plains to manage surface
runoff following significant floods and droughts in the 1930’s. The reservoirs capture runoff from
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spring snow melt and heavy rains, and release stored water during the summer and fall to maintain
flow in the river system.

Runoff Generation
- Extremely High
High
B Vedium
Low
D Grand River Watershed Boundary
D Upp ingle Tier

{:::] Lower Tier Municipal Boundary

Figure 2-5. Areas with the greatest runoff potential.

The central portion of the watershed contains most of the watershed’s moraines and sand/gravel
deposits left by glaciation. The drainage network is not well defined and stream flows are
maintained by groundwater discharge and flow augmentation from upstream reservoirs.
Urbanization in this part of the watershed has led to an increase in surface runoff from impervious
areas and localized flooding issues.

The southern portion of the watershed is dominated by the Haldimand Clay Plain. The landscape
produces extremely high surface runoff and has a dense drainage network. Grand River flows are
sustained by upstream flow augmentation and groundwater discharge while smaller watercourses
have very little flow during dry periods.

2.2.1 Multi-Purpose Reservoirs

The Grand River Conservation Authority (GRCA) operates seven dams and reservoirs that are vital
to protecting the health and safety of watershed communities, their locations are shown in (Figure
2-6). The dams were built between 1942 and 1976. Today, it would cost over one billion dollars to
build them.

The major dams, Shand, Luther, Conestogo and Guelph, are operated as a system to provide flow
augmentation and flood control for the main Grand River. The others, Woolwich, Laurel Creek and
Shade’s Mills, influence the local tributary on which they are situated.
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The reservoirs are managed to provide maximum flood storage when it is needed most - in the
spring to handle the spring snow melt and in the fall to deal with remnants of tropical hurricanes.
Water levels in the reservoirs are at their highest around June 1 and their lowest over the winter.

. Flood Control and Flow Augmentation Dam
‘ Flow Target Location
I:I Grand River Watershed Boundary

[:] L gle Tier

[~ ] Lower Tier Municipal Boundary

REL\CREEK
\SH' VIILLS DAN

Map created: 06-Nov-2013

Figure 2-6. The location of large multipurpose reservoirs/dams in the watershed and the
locations for the low flow operation targets

During high flow periods, water is held in the reservoirs, reducing the amount that flows
downstream, lowering flood peaks. The reservoirs can reduce peaks significantly. For example,
during a major flood in December 2008, peaks were reduced between 35-75%. Without the
reservoirs, flood levels would have matched or exceeded the levels seen in May 1974 (one of the
largest floods on record).

The water stored during the spring is released during the summer and fall to maintain minimum
flows in the river system. Low flow augmentation is critical to the operation of municipal wastewater
treatment plants to assist with assimilating wastewater effluent and to provide sufficient supplies for
municipal drinking water systems that serve 500,000 residents in Waterloo Region, Brantford and
Ohsweken.

The current river low flow targets guide the operation of the multi-purpose reservoirs and were
established as part of the Grand River Basin Water Management Study in 1982. The river low flow
targets were based on the volume of water that the reservoirs could reliably supply throughout the
year.

2-6



The Watershed

2.3 Groundwater Systems
2.3.1 Overburden Aquifers

Major moraine systems, including the Orangeville and Waterloo interlobate moraines, and the Paris
and Galt recessional moraines, are found in the Grand River watershed. The moraines are
comprised of extensive sand and gravel units and provide significant amounts of groundwater for
municipal and private use across the watershed. Figure 2-7 shows the location of moraines in the
watershed. Additional significant groundwater resources are found within the Norfolk Sand Plain,
which is located to the southwest of the City of Brantford.

The Orangeville Moraine, located in the northern portion of the Grand River watershed, is situated
on the east side of Belwood Reservoir, and extends up to the west side of Orangeville. A high
water table elevation is associated with this feature. A portion of the groundwater within the
moraine tends to flow to the northwest towards the Grand River, while the remainder flows to the
southwest towards the Credit River watershed?. Although not used for municipal supplies, the
Orangevi3||e Moraine is a highly permeable feature and has been identified as an area of significant
recharge”.

Located to the south of the Orangeville Moraine, the Waterloo Moraine is one of the largest
moraines within the Grand River watershed. A number of aquifers situated within the moraine are
used by the Region of Waterloo for municipal drinking water supply. Groundwater from the large
aquifers within the moraine discharges to and maintains baseflow in many small coldwater
tributaries and provincially significant wetlands (Figure 2-8).

D Hummocky Topography
[] Grand River Watershed Boundary

["] Upperssingle Tier

[ | Lower Tier Municipal Boundary

Map croated: 06-Nov-2013

Figure 2-7. Moraine systems within the Grand River watershed.
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Figure 2-8. Location of cold water streams and provincially significant wetlands

Three major overburden aquifers, Mannheim, Greenbrook, and Parkway, are found within the
Waterloo Moraine and supply 50% of the municipal groundwater supplies for the Region of
Waterloo®. The Mannheim aquifer, composed of extensive thick sand and gravel layers is the
primary aquifer within the moraine. Most of the Mannheim aquifer is unconfined and recharged by
surface waters. The Greenbrook aquifer is located beneath the Lower Maryhill Till, an ice-
deposited clay till which acts as a major aquitards, and generally within or above the Catfish Creek
Till. The Greenbrook aquifer consists of layered gravels, sands and silts and is found on the flanks
of the moraine. The Parkway aquifer, which is comprised of layered sands and gravel, generally
overlays the Catfish Creek Till. It is found on the eastern flank of the moraine but is discontinuous
and not laterally extensive.

In the St. George area, just north of Brantford, the Galt Moraine yields two local aquifers; a deeper
aquifer which consists of 3 to 5 m of gravel deposits and a shallow sand and gravel aquifer *.

Another significant groundwater system is within the Norfolk Sand Plain, located in the southwest
portion of the Grand River watershed. The sand plain is composed of coarsely textured
glaciolacustrine sand and silt deposits up to 25 m thick. The permeable sand and gravel deposits
associated with the Norfolk Sand Plain yield good water supplies; however, they are particularly
vulnerable to impacts from land use activities.
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2.3.2 Bedrock Aquifers

Within the Grand River watershed, several bedrock units have the ability to transmit significant
guantities of groundwater making them important for municipal and private use. These units
include the Gasport Formation, the Guelph Formation and the Salina Formation.

The Gasport Formation underlies the Guelph Formation throughout the Grand River watershed
with the exception of where it subcrops in the far eastern extents of the watershed. The formation,
which is predominantly comprised of limestone and dolostone, ranges in thickness from 10 to 45
metres. Portions of the Gasport Formation have been subjected to varying degrees of solution
enhancement (karstification), resulting in areas of higher porosity, which have enhanced the ability
of the rock to transmit groundwater. A key example has been documented through recent work in
the City of Guelph®. Here, the Gasport Formation is a highly productive aquifer where significant
groundwater yields are derived from the middle section of the Formation, which is often termed the
‘Production Zone’. The Production Zone exhibits a higher secondary porosity relative to the less
fractured upper and lower zones. To date, the exact lateral extents of the production zone are
unknown.

In the vicinity of the Production Zone and near the community of Rockwood, the Gasport Formation
is overlain by the Eramosa Formation, which can be up to 20 m thick. This member, characterized
by its black, shale-rich nature, behaves as an aquitard. Where the Eramosa Formation is present,
the underlying Gasport Formation is not highly influenced by shallow groundwater recharge and
discharge.

Overlying the Gasport Formation, the Guelph Formation forms a moderately productive aquifer.
The largest groundwater yields from this formation are from the upper portion of the bedrock which
exhibits a higher secondary porosity (typically more weathered and fractured) than lower sections
of the Formation.

The Salina Formation overlies the Guelph Formation in the western and southern portion of the
watershed. This formation is considered a moderately productive regional aquifer, supplying
groundwater for both municipal and private use. Higher transmissivity values are a result of mineral
dissolution and fractures which have developed in the upper bedrock. As a groundwater resource
however, many wells are not drilled into this aquifer because of water quality concerns, as the
natural water quality is often poor.

2.3.3 Aquifer Vulnerability

As a part of the Source Water Protection Program for the Grand River watershed, an aquifer
vulnerability assessment was completed. Aquifer vulnerability is the analysis of an aquifer’s
susceptibility to contaminants introduced at the ground surface. The assessment is a physically-
based evaluation of the geologic and hydrogeological character of the overlying sediments. The
resulting calculations provide a rating of the intrinsic vulnerability of the aquifer of interest. The
calculated vulnerability is highly dependent upon a number of factors which include the geologic
structure, the hydraulic character of the sediments, the vertical hydraulic gradient and the hydraulic
connection between the surficial recharge water and the aquifer of interest.

Figure 2-9 is a map of the aquifer vulnerability across the Grand River watershed. Details
regarding the mapping are provided in the Source Water Protection Assessment report® for the
Grand River watershed. For areas mapped as having highly vulnerable aquifers, it is estimated that
the time of travel from the ground surface to the aquifer of interest is less than 5 years. For medium
vulnerability, the travel time is from 5 to 25 years, and for low vulnerability, travel time is greater
than 25 years.
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Aquifers mapped as having high and medium vulnerability are generally shallow aquifers and
although not used for municipal water supply, may be used for private, domestic use. These
aquifers are most sensitive to impacts from land uses such as road salt, manure, and fertilizer
applications.

D Grand River Watershed Boundary
D Upper/Single Tier Municipal Boundary
[:l Lower Tier Municipal Boundary
Aquifer Vulnerability

Intrinsic Vulnerability

I Hioh

[ Medium

[ tow

Nap crealod: 8-Apr-2011

Figure 2-9. Aquifer vulnerability across the Grand River watershed

2.4 Key Hydrologic Processes

The movement of water above, on and below the surface of the earth is called the hydrologic cycle.
Key processes within the hydrologic cycle include evaporation, transpiration, precipitation,
infiltration, and runoff. The movement of water over the land surface (runoff) and movement of
water down to the groundwater system (groundwater recharge) and back into surface water
(groundwater discharge) are very important processes in the Grand River watershed and are
described in more detail below.

2.4.1 Surface Runoff

Surface runoff, including snowmelt and urban runoff, is a key hydrologic process and contributes a
large portion of the annual stream flow in watercourses throughout the watershed. Surface runoff
will vary seasonally and is very weather dependent with much of the river flow produced from snow
melt and after heavy rainfall. Areas that contribute the greatest runoff are illustrated in Figure 2-5.

Changes to the landscape of the watershed, including deforestation and urbanization, has greatly
increased surface runoff resulting in higher flood flows and erosion. The multi-purpose reservoir
system was built to manage high surface runoff from the upper till plains. The reservoirs capture
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the high flows from surface runoff and release the water slowly over a longer period to augment
flows in the lower river system, thereby changing surface runoff from flood flow to base flow.

Surface runoff is highest in areas of tight soils with little vegetation cover and impervious areas.
The upper till plains, especially in the upper Conestogo and Nith River watersheds, is an area of
high surface runoff. Watercourses respond quickly to rain events and can carry high amounts of
nutrients and sediment off the agricultural or rural landscapes. The Haldimand Clay Plain in the
southern part of the watershed is another area of high runoff. This area is characterised by a tight
drainage network and very high sediment loads.

Runoff is also generated from impervious surfaces in urban areas and tends to generate extreme
amounts of streamflow over very short periods of time (i.e., streams are very flashy). Urban runoff
is concentrated in the central portion of the watershed and either enters watercourses directly
through storm sewers or through stormwater retention ponds. Urban runoff can contribute to
localized flooding issues which may be further enhanced with an increase in intense storm events
expected with climate change.

2.4.2 Groundwater Recharge and Discharge

Within the Grand River watershed, municipal and private well supplies and the baseflows in many
cold water creeks and wetlands are reliant upon the processes of groundwater recharge and
groundwater discharge.

Streams, creeks and wetlands depend on groundwater baseflows to sustain aquatic plant and
animal communities (see Figure 2-8). Land uses such as urban development, and management
practices such as the application of road salt, manure or fertilizer within groundwater recharge
areas can directly impact the quality and quantity of groundwater discharge to these surface
waters.

Glacial features within the watershed, such as moraines, hummocky topography, sand plains,
gravel terraces, and exposed fractured or karstified bedrock function to encourage significant
recharge to the groundwater system.

Areas that support high groundwater recharge, as shown in Figure 2-10, are primarily associated
with the Orangeville, Waterloo and Paris/Galt moraines through the central portion of the
watershed and the Norfolk Sand Plain in the southwest. Where recharge within the Paris/Galt and
Waterloo moraines contributes to the groundwater within the overburden, the Orangeville moraine
is a major recharge area that contributes to the bedrock aquifers in the region. In addition to the
moraines, areas within the upper Grand watershed contain isolated, interspersed pockets of
coarse-grained glaciofluvial outwash deposits which allow for high recharge rates. Areas with thin
overburden cover, or exposed fractured or karstic bedrock also facilitate recharge to the
groundwater system.

Substantial amounts of sand and gravel are associated with the moraines as outwash plains and
spillways. Groundwater supported coldwater streams are quite common in these areas given the
high permeability of the outwash deposits (see Figure 2-8). These features are often found
adjacent to the flanks of the moraines, such as southeast of Cambridge, or in between the
moraines, such as the Paris/Galt moraines in the Puslinch area.

The ice contact nature of the moraines also provides opportunity for kettles and kettle lakes, such
as Puslinch Lake to form. Kettle features, along with the general hummocky topography of the
moraines, give rise to many local wetland features. Wetland features are quite common adjacent to
moraines where runoff from the slopes may collect.
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Of the numerous moraines within the watershed, the centrally-located Waterloo Moraine is the
largest, occupying approximately 9% of the total land area of the watershed.

Groundwater recharge within the Waterloo Moraine discharges to local surface water features in
addition to critical down gradient reaches of the Grand River. Local tributaries which originate
within the Waterloo Moraine include Laurel, Schneider and Strasburg Creeks. Much of the central
core of the moraine is drained by Alder Creek, southward to the Nith River, and the western portion
of the moraine is drained by several tributaries of the Nith River, including Bamberg, Baden, and
Hunsburger Creeks.

Recharge Significance
B Extremely High
High
- Medium
Low
:I Grand River Watershed Boundary
[ Upperssingle Tier

L::j Lower Tier Municipal Boundary

Figure 2-10. Areas that support significant groundwater recharge.

Groundwater discharge from the Waterloo Moraine to the Grand River provides substantial water
guality benefits, as it helps to dilute pollutants from upstream wastewater treatment plants and
runoff from urban and rural areas. In the reach between Cambridge and Paris, groundwater
discharge, in combination with the river’s steep gradient and limited direct drainage, contributes to
water quality improvements downstream, including moderating temperatures and increasing
dissolved oxygen levels®.

The reaches of highest estimated groundwater discharge in the watershed are shown in Figure 11..
Other major areas of potential discharge to the Grand River include the reach between Legatt and
Shand Dam, the reach below Elora through Kitchener, and the reach from Cambridge to
Brantford’.

The lower Nith River and some of its tributaries including Cedar Creek receive large quantities of
groundwater discharge from moraines and other coarse-grained deposits. This area of the Nith
River watershed is characterized by thick deposits of coarse-grained sand and gravel which
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support extensive overburden aquifers. Both local and regional groundwater flow systems may
contribute to groundwater discharges through this subwatershed.

The lower Eramosa River including Blue Springs Creek and the Speed River below Guelph pass
though areas receiving groundwater discharge. The lower Eramosa River receives discharge from
both bedrock aquifers and overburden sediments®. Unconfined aquifers are located along much of
the river’'s length in this area. Groundwater discharge contributes to healthy coldwater aquatic
ecosystems in this subwatershed.

Stream Groundwater Discharge

Discharge L/s/km
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[ Grand River Watershed Boundary
Upper/Single Tier Municipal Boundary
Lower Tier Municipal Boundary

SUBBASIN

[ Upper Grand

[ Conestogo

0 Speed-Eramosa

[ central Grand
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Figure 2-11. Potentially important groundwater discharge reaches in the Grand River
watershed.

Whitemans Creek flows through a large groundwater discharge zone. Springs and seeps can be
found along parts of the creek, which also supports a coldwater fishery. Whitemans Creek flows
through the upper part of the Norfolk Sand Plain, an area characterized by thick deposits of coarse-
grained and highly permeable sand. High recharge in this subwatershed supports an unconfined
overburden aquifer, which in turn discharges to the creek.

Beneath the overburden cover, the Gasport, Guelph and Salina bedrock aquifers extend from the
Bruce Peninsula in the north towards Burlington in the south. Regional recharge to these
formations can occur where the aquifer is unconfined or exposed, as in the eastern portion of the
watershed. Other areas that allow for recharge waters to enter the aquifer, such as the Dundalk
Dome located to the north, or along the Niagara Escarpment to the east, are located outside the
Grand River watershed. Groundwater recharge to these systems does not exclusively enter and
discharge within the watershed. These formations are a regional aquifer system, and therefore do
not have flow boundaries that coincide with the watershed. Therefore land use activities outside
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the boundaries of the watershed may impact the quality and quantity of the groundwater within
these aquifers within the Grand River watershed.

Numerous reaches of the Grand River and its tributaries, notably the Grand River through Fergus-
Elora, the lower Eramosa River and Blue Springs Creek are supported, in part, by baseflows
originating from bedrock.

2.5 Key Hydrologic Functions of Watershed Features

In addition to the key hydrologic functions provided by the large dams and reservoirs (e.g.,
maintaining water on the land, flood reduction and low flow augmentation), water management in
the Grand River watershed is highly dependent on the key hydrologic functions provided by many
of the natural physical features of the watershed. These features allow for critical hydrologic
processes, such as infiltration and groundwater recharge, groundwater storage and discharge,
depression storage and overland runoff, to occur. Natural watershed features include the general
physiography and topographic relief, the permeability of the soils and geologic materials and the
stream and river system itself. While not a comprehensive list, the following natural hydrologic
functions of key watershed features were noted during the development of the Plan to be
particularly important:

¢ Moraines (e.g., Waterloo, Paris Galt, Orangeville), closed drainage features (e.qg.,
hummaocky topography), gravel terraces, sand plains and exposed bedrock provide key
hydrologic functions for precipitation to recharge and replenish the groundwater system;

e Forests, wetlands and closed drainage features/depressions (e.g., hummocky topography)
provide a key function by holding water and soil on the land to reduce flood flows, recharge
the groundwater system, and reduce erosion and sediment delivery to surface waters;

e Streams and rivers and their associated floodplains and riparian areas provide for key
hydrologic functions by conveying water, transport sediment and assimilating nutrients from
both natural sources and human and animal wastes;

e Agquitards (e.g., overlying clay-rich till units, Eramosa bedrock formation) provide natural
protection for groundwater resources to prevent aquifer contamination and direct
groundwater flow;

e Agquifers within the watershed provide for groundwater storage which then sustains
groundwater discharge that maintains baseflows in streams and rivers as well as maintain
wetlands; and

e Healthy soils, with high organic content, provide an important hydrologic function by
keeping moisture and water on the landscape.

In general, these key hydrologic functions are provided by the soils, geology, topography and
vegetative cover within the watershed and are part of the watershed’s natural heritage system.
Important linkages between the Water Management Plan, Forest Plan and Natural Heritage
Strategy are through the natural watershed features that provide these key hydrologic functions.
Therefore, it is important to consider both the local and watershed scale effects that these
important watershed features provide within municipal and watershed planning processes.
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2.6 Critical Watershed Issues

2.6.1 Land Use and Population Growth Trends

The Grand River watershed is one of the richest agricultural regions in Canada. About 70 % of the
land is actively farmed. Agricultural production in the watershed is evenly split between cash crops
(e.g., corn, soya bean, grains, hay) and livestock (e.g., cattle, hog, chickens) production.

Specialty crops such as vegetables and root crops make up a small portion of the total watershed
area but are concentrated mostly in the Norfolk Sand Plain. These crops rely heavily on irrigation,
sourced from both surface and groundwater sources. During periods of drought, conflicts among
water users have occurred in the lower Whitemans, Mount Pleasant and McKenzie Creek
subwatersheds.

Given the importance and extent of agricultural production in the watershed, fertilizers, farm
chemicals and animal waste must be properly stored, handled and used to minimize impact on
rivers, streams and groundwater.

Although rural land use is not expected to alter dramatically in the future, trends in agriculture are
difficult to predict and hard to quantify. What happens in the future will depend on several factors
including costs of production, market opportunities, commadity prices, and the value of the
Canadian dollar. Some recent trends noted by the Ontario Ministry of Agriculture and Food and
Rural Affairs (OMAFRA) are decreasing numbers of farms and fewer farmers, increasing farm
sizes, more retirement and lifestyle farms, and increased mechanization®. The most recent data
shows that the trend in the number of small farms may be reversing because of the growing
popularity of local food markets. All of these factors can influence agricultural production and its
impact on the water resources in the watershed into the future.

The large urban areas are concentrated in the central region of the watershed and represent about
7% of the total area. However, much of the urban settlement in the watershed is on the moraine
features within the central region. Urban land use covers as much as 30% of the Waterloo
Moraine®. With the Province’s growth strategy focusing on urban intensification, the extent of the
urban land area is not expected to increase substantially over time yet protecting the key
hydrologic functions of the moraine features in the watershed becomes increasingly important
given the intensification of land use.

Forests and wetlands combined cover about 20% of the total watershed area however; forest and
wetland cover ranges from a low of 13% in the Conestogo River basin to a high of 34 % in the
Eramosa River basin. Significantly increasing forest cover watershed-wide is a slow process but
must be continued to protect vulnerable/highly erodible areas, keep water and nutrients on the
landscape, and protect stream channels. Active tree planting programs are making gains in
riparian buffer establishment and in retiring or sheltering erodible soils throughout the watershed.

The Grand River watershed is located directly west of the Provincial Greenbelt, and much of the
watershed falls within the Greater Golden Horseshoe. Significant population growth is estimated to
occur in the watershed over the next 25 years, specifically in the downtown core areas of the cities
of Kitchener, Waterloo, Cambridge, Guelph and Brantford which have been identified as urban
growth centres.’® About 80% of the watershed’s 970,000 residents live in these five cities.

A 2010 analysis of municipal growth projections for the Grand River watershed estimated that by
2051, the watershed population will reach 1.53 million people.™ Figure 2-12 shows the 2010
population projections for the Grand River watershed, compared to the population forecasts used
in the 1982 Basin Study. The population growth projections in the 1982 study closely approximate
the current “medium” growth forecast for the watershed to 2031.
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The policies of the provincial growth strategy — The Growth Plan for the Greater Golden
Horseshoe'?, direct development to uptown or downtown cores of the currently designated urban
areas and serviced settlement areas. In June 2013, these growth projections were extended to
2041. The projections suggest that the growth rates between 2031 and 2041 in watershed
municipalities will slightly exceed those identified in the 2010 population projections for the Grand
River watershed.

Since the ground and surface water systems in the watershed provide for municipal drinking water
supplies and waste assimilation, the projected population growth in the watershed will require
careful and ongoing water supply, wastewater and stormwater planning to ensure safe and secure
water supplies and to improve ground and surface water quality.

Generally, the municipal representatives on the Project Team believe that the population increase
can be accommodated within the currently designated urban areas. For this reason, the additional
land area (if any) required to accommodate the projected population growth and the impacts of an
expanding urban footprint beyond the currently designated urban areas and serviced settlement
areas have not been factored into this Plan (IAP A.3).

Without careful planning, population growth, combined with the effects of urban and agricultural
land use, can lead to reduced availability of water supply, acceleration in water demand and
increased contaminant loads to surface and ground water, directly affecting the hydrology and
ecology at the watershed scale beyond municipal boundaries.

1,800,000
1,600,000
1,400,000
1,200,000 — Current population forecast (GSP and
Statistics Canada)
1,000,000 —"Low Low Growth" Scenario (1982 Basin
e Study)
"Low Growth" Scenario (1982 Basin Study)
800,000

——"Medium Growth" Scenario (1982 Basin
600,000 Study)
———"High Growth" Scenario (1982 Basin Study)

400,000

200,000 Data sources: Ontario, Grand River Basin Management
Study (1982); G5P Group, Grand River, Long Point
Reglon, Catfish Creek and kettle Creek Watershed Areas
Population Forecasts (2010]); Statistics Canada,
0 table 052-0005 for Ontaric (2010).
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Figure 2-12. Population growth projections for the Grand River watershed.

2.6.2 Climate Change

A changing climate will undoubtedly affect the key hydrologic processes in the watershed. Possible
effects, as predicted by global climate models, may include changes to temperature and
precipitation on both an average annual and average seasonal basis.
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Most climate change models predict that the winter season will be warmer and receive a greater
amount of precipitation. Warmer temperatures will likely cause more mid-winter melt events with
more precipitation falling as rain rather than snow. This will result in higher winter stream flows, a
smaller snow pack, less ice cover and more winter runoff and groundwater recharge.
Consequently, there may be a shift in the timing and magnitude of runoff events which will have
implications to the management of the large water management reservoirs to mitigate floods or
augment flows during the summer. Further, increased runoff during the winter and spring has the
potential to move more nutrients off the land and into watercourses affecting water quality while
changes to ice cover and fluctuating winter temperatures may increase ice jams and associated
flooding.

Climate models also predict that the variability in weather patterns will increase with more year to
year variability as well as an increase in both intense storms and prolonged droughts. Current
global climate models show strong trends towards shifts in seasonal and average annual
conditions. Although intense weather events will likely increase in the future, there is less certainty
in the frequency and magnitude of these events. Nonetheless, intense rainfall events can produce
high runoff that can overload storm sewer systems resulting in localized urban flooding and
increased rural erosion and soil loss.

Climate modeling also shows a trend toward a shift in the seasons with spring and summer
conditions occurring earlier and fall conditions starting later. This can result in a prolonged low flow
period. There is also a weak trend to a drier, warmer summer period. Warmer air temperatures will
likely warm water temperatures and affect the water’s ability to hold oxygen. Warmer water may
impact aquatic life such as cool or coldwater fish species. Longer periods of dry conditions will put
more pressure on the water management reservoirs to continue to augment flows to assist with
wastewater assimilation as well as ensure adequate supply for municipal water supply takings.
Longer dry periods will increase water use conflict and put stress on the aquatic ecosystems.

It is unknown how the seasonal shift in precipitation will impact critical groundwater recharge
processes in the watershed. Groundwater recharge and discharge helps to sustain baseflows in
many local creeks and helps to moderate water temperatures.

Although many of the climate change models are at a global scale, attempts have been made to
scale down to account for local or regional weather patterns such as convective storms and lake-
effect snow from the influence of the Great Lakes. Climate change modelling in the Grand River
watershed was completed using the change field method to adjust future climate data sets and
input into a hydrologic model of the Grand River watershed and reservoir yield model to evaluate
changes in watershed scale hydrologic processes and stream flow®. Results of this study suggest:

e Air temperature is likely to increase; increases ranging from 1.8 to 4.0 C;

e Greater precipitation in the winter; less precipitation in the summer and high variability
precipitation through the spring and fall;

e More frequent winter melts with less frozen ground conditions; earlier spring; more runoff
and infiltration in the winter and reduced infiltration in the summer;

e Annual changes in infiltration ranging from -10% to +14% across the watershed; and

e Longer low flow season now extending from April/May through October. The May-
September period saw lower flows for all but one future climate data set.

Overall, the range of variability in future climates will be similar to that experienced in the past.
Large changes outside the range previously observed are not expected; however, it is likely that
the frequency of extreme events, both floods and droughts, will increase.
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3 A Foundation for Integrated, Adaptive Water Management

To build a strong foundation for an integrated, adaptive water management plan for the watershed,
it must align with the watershed Vision. It must also have specific goals (see Introduction).

The management of water is shared across many agencies in Ontario. Therefore, the foundation
for integrated, adaptive water management is having a process through which all watershed
stakeholders, including the ‘implementers’, provide input and guide the development of a Plan.
Implementers are key decision makers who can take ownership of and complete specific actions.

Part of the foundation includes the identification of the human uses, ecological needs and the
social and cultural values of water in the watershed. These ‘uses, needs, and values’ underpin the
broad water objectives for the watershed.

To measure progress towards achieving the broad water objectives, indicators were identified. The
list of indicators for the Water Management Plan is not comprehensive but provides a start with
which to monitor and report on progress. Further, a broad range of information was reviewed to
identify quantitative targets or thresholds with which progress towards achieving the broad water
objectives could be measured. Indicators were identified for aquatic ecosystems, water supply,
public health and safety and recreational, cultural and tourism uses. Indicators were identified for
both surface water and ground water as well as both water quality and quantity.

3.1 A Vision for the Watershed

The process for updating the Plan is based on the shared Vision for the watershed by all of the
watershed stakeholders and key implementers. The watershed Vision was derived from The Grand
Strategy** which was developed as part of the designation of the Grand River as a Canadian
Heritage River in 1999 and updated in 2004. The Vision for the Grand River watershed includes
the following elements:

¢ Ecological integrity;

e Clean, sufficient water;

¢ Minimal flooding and erosion;

e Economic prosperity and growth;

e World class outdoor recreation;

e Heritage appreciation and diversity; and
e A superior quality of life.

3.2 Broad Water Objectives

Support for the Vision of a healthy watershed and the goals for the Water Management Plan is
developed through the process of compiling implicitly and explicitly stated Broad Water
Objectives in the Grand River watershed. Broad water objectives are qualitative descriptions of a
desired state or system condition in the Grand River watershed that meets the current uses, needs
and values of ecosystems, communities and economies.

The process of compiling these broad water objectives was fundamental to the Water Management
Plan because it gathered the collective viewpoints of the Plan partners and other stakeholders to
build a common understanding and collective approach to water management in the Grand River
watershed.
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The Broad Water Objectives are based on the human uses, ecological needs and social and
cultural values (i.e., uses, needs, and values) for water in the watershed and are listed in Table
3-1. The objectives, listed in Table 3-2, build on and reaffirm existing community values and
aspirations expressed in plans that have been developed in the Grand River watershed through
publiclisnput. Both the uses, needs and values and broad water objectives are fully documented in a
report™.

3.3 Indicators and Targets

To assess the status of current conditions relative to desired conditions as expressed by the Broad
Water Objectives, sets of resource condition indicators and targets were established for the Broad
Water Objectives.

An Indicator is a variable that is typically measurable and reflects a quantitative or qualitative
characteristic of a water resource. Further, a Target is a science-based, quantitative description of
a resource condition that will cause the objectives to be met. Targets can be a minimum,
maximum, range, single value or regime, general to the Grand River watershed or specific to a
selected area.

To provide science-based measures of desired conditions, targets were derived through
consultation with technical experts and a review of the most current information available. This
process resulted in the identification of resource condition indicators and targets for the Water
Management Plan that focuses on:

¢ Healthy aquatic ecosystems;

e Water supply;

e Public health and safety; and

e Culture, recreation and tourism uses.

The list of indicators and targets in the Plan is not comprehensive, but the data and information
gaps highlighted by this process have led to a number of recommendations and actions that will
enable the creation of additional indicators and targets in the future.
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Table 3-1. Uses, needs and values for water in the watershed.

Theme Use/Need/Value
Aquatic, riparian, wetland and associated Lake Erie habitat is dependent on the quantity,
Healthy, quality and flow of surface and ground water.
Lig';?t Aquatic species in the river system and portions of Lake Erie are dependent on the quantity,
quality and flow of water.
system
Wildlife use surface water for foraging and drinking.
Surface and ground water provide a source of water for municipal supplies that support
Cemmunity people and industry.
services Groundwater is a source for private domestic drinking water supplies.
Surface waters receive treated wastewater and storm water.
Surface and ground water provide a source of water for municipal supplies that support
business and industry.
Surface and ground water are a private source of water for commercial/industrial activities that
are not on municipal water services, including:
e food and beverage production,
e aquaculture, and
A strong .
economy e aggregate washing.
Surface and ground water are a source of water for crop irrigation and livestock watering.
Agricultural lands are dependent on adequate drainage and optimal soil moisture to support
productivity.
Grand River — Lake Erie commercial fisheries are supported by water quality and quantity.
The flow of water supports hydroelectric power generation.
Rivers, streams, lakes and reservoirs are used for recreation:
e swimming at public beaches, water skiing,
e paddling, sailing,
e motorized boating,
e angling, and
Culture_, e passive enjoyment of trails and natural areas.
recreation — . : . .
and Surface and ground water are used to irrigate the landscape in public and private recreational
tourism areas.

Aquatic and riparian systems, wetlands and associated Lake Erie near shore have cultural
importance:

e as a community amenity and focal point,
o for cultural heritage, and
o traditional and spiritual values.
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Table 3-2. Broad water objectives.

Theme Broad Water Objective
Water quality supports the health, resiliency and biodiversity of aquatic, riparian and wetland
communities.
The flow regime supports the lifecycle requirements of aquatic and riparian species.
Water quality does not promote excessive growth of aquatic vegetation or harmful algal
Aquatic blooms in rivers, reservoirs and lakes.
Ecolst)r/]stem Interactions between the Grand River and Lake Erie support the chemical, biological and
ea physical integrity of both systems.
The flow regime supports healthy river processes.
Groundwater recharge and discharge function is maintained, such that water quality, water
availability and habitat are supported.
Quantity of water for municipal supplies is reliable and able to meet current and future needs.
\S/Vatelr Quantity of water for agricultural and commercial/industrial users is reliable and able to meet
upply their current and future needs.
Surface and ground water used by municipalities is of suitable quality to produce safe
drinking water using economically feasible treatment processes.
Surface and ground water used by the agricultural industry for crop irrigation or livestock
watering is suitable to produce safe, quality food.
Public : ; — :
health & Groundwater supplies used for private drinking water supplies meet or are better than the
safety drinking water quality standards, with the exception of natural conditions related to geology.
The risk to life and property from flooding and erosion is managed.
Water quality does not restrict human consumption of fish.
Restrictions on swimming at public beach areas are minimized.
The rivers are an amenity in the communities through which they pass.
The rivers are aesthetically pleasing to support recreational, cultural and destination tourism
Culture, uses.
Ef(;ﬁ?};?: River flow is sufficient to reasonably support paddling where river flow is regulated.
Water quality and quantity needs of sport fish populations are met, such that angling
opportunities and community benefits are realized.
The provision for wastewater assimilation is optimized without adverse impacts on the
ecosystem or human uses.
The provision for urban drainage is optimized without adverse impacts on the ecosystem or
human uses.
River The provision for drainage of productive agricultural land is optimized without adverse
services

impacts on the ecosystem or human uses.

Hydroelectric power production is a secondary benefit of river flow when it is cost effective.

Water quantity and quality are sufficient for optimal production of Grand River-specific stocks
for commercial fisheries.
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3.3.1 Healthy Aquatic Ecosystems

The Broad Water Objectives stated for the Water Management Plan describe many aspects of
healthy aquatic ecosystems such as:

e Healthy, resilient and diverse aquatic, riparian and wetland communities;

e Striving for a moderate amount of aquatic vegetation and algae growth that is beneficial for
aguatic food webs, but not excessive growth that can be harmful to aquatic organisms;

¢ Ensuring the chemical, physical and biological integrity of the river and lake ecosystems;
and

o Meeting the water quality and quantity requirements of aquatic species including those
targeted by sport and commercial fisheries.

The desired conditions described by the Broad Water Objectives require the maintenance,
enhancement or restoration of critical watershed functions which in turn, help to sustain healthy
aguatic communities. Targets were identified that are supportive of healthy aquatic ecosystems;
these provide quantitative measures of indicators that characterize the resource conditions
required by aquatic communities. Technical experts were consulted through a series of working
group meetings and workshops to derive indicators and targets for the environmental flow regimes
and water quality requirements that meet the broad water objectives for healthy aquatic
ecosystems. Details of the rationale and development of the indicators and targets are
documented in a number of technical reports which can be found at www.grandriver.ca/wmp:

e “A Framework for Identifying Indicators of Water Resource Conditions™®,

o “Water Quality Targets to Support Healthy and Resilient Aquatic Ecosystems in the Grand
River Watershed”’ ; and

e “Environmental Flow Requirements in the Grand River Watershed™®,

3.3.1.1 Water Quality

To identify indicators for water quality supporting ecosystem health, an approach was piloted for
the Lake Effect Zone — the interface between the Grand River and Lake Erie. This process
considered the needs of Lake Erie and the Grand River system, and highlighted conditions which
would be of mutual benefit to both systems. A framework was developed to identify potential
indicators, which built on recent directives that were derived using a science-based approach and
developed with public input. Because the framework for indicator identification builds on these
existing directives, it describes a process that is grounded in science and supports the values of
local communities and other stakeholders.

The approach for identifying resource condition indicators for water quality was based on the most
current collective knowledge and understanding of critical ecosystem functions. Detailed
information about a small subset of aquatic species was synthesized to identify some of the critical
water quality needs that are not currently met in the area of focus. This synthesis of information
worked towards an ecosystem approach using a subset of the broader community. It is expected
that actions that are beneficial to the selected species will have broader benefits for the entire
aquatic community.

A high level assessment of information on other key areas of the watershed, such as the central
Grand River region and the headwater regions, indicates that some of the basic resource condition
requirements for a broad range of ecosystems are covered by the initial list of indicators. However,
toxic forms of nitrogen (ammonia and nitrate) and chloride were also identified as important
indicators.
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Partners participating in the water quality working group will continue to develop a more complete
set of indicators, using a process similar to the framework applied in the Lake Effect Zone, in other
areas of the Grand River watershed with unique ecological characteristics, natural resources, and
driving pressures (e.g., Exceptional Waters, Tailwater reaches, central Grand River) (IAP B.2).
Work will also continue, in partnership with academia, to develop appropriate biological indicators
that best represent the health of the river system which will assist with evaluating the goal to
improve river health (IAP D15).

To develop targets for each of the resource condition indicators, information was sought on the
desired ecological endpoints and potential natural sources of variability (e.g., seasonality, flow
regime). Existing guidance and supporting scientific information were reviewed from various
jurisdictions (e.g., Canadian, provincial and United States) and evaluated in the context of the
Grand River watershed.

Water Management Plan water quality targets for the indicators of resource conditions required for
ecosystem health are listed in Table 3-3, along with the specific ecosystem requirements the target
supports.

Work will continue to develop targets for total suspended sediments/solids, turbidity and nutrients
(IAP B.2).

3.3.1.2 Flow Regime

Environmental flows (e-flows) describe "the quantity, quality and timing of water flows required to
sustain freshwater ecosystems and the human livelihoods and well-being that depend on these
ecosystems: (Brisbane Declaration, 2007)".

The E-flows Working Group recommended a critical suite of flow processes or functions necessary
to support the broad water objective of "a flow regime that supports healthy river processes", and is
described in Table 3-4 along with the required frequency and duration needed for these processes

and functions to occur.

Flows that support ecological health and healthy river processes for specific river reaches are listed
in Table 3-5.

The choice of indicators and the identification of flow regime targets for aquatic ecosystem health
are documented in Environmental Flow Requirements in the Grand River Watershed *°.

Since many of the flow thresholds are deterministic (i.e., have been determined from physical
channel and substrate measurements), it is recommended that the flow thresholds be verified
during the next several years to determine whether the flows are meeting their intended purpose.
This will require spot verifying in the field as these events occur (IAP C.9).
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Table 3-3. Recommended water quality targets for aquatic ecosystem health in the Grand

River watershed

Indicator Frame of reference for target Target
Daily minimum above a threshold of:
L . . 4 mgl/L; or
Dissolved Sufficient to support physiological

oxygen (daily
fluctuation)

requirements of aquatic organisms
(Low risk of hypoxia or lethal effects
in sensitive species)

5 mg/L where a coldwater fish community is
expected to be present; or

6 mg/L where sensitive species or early life
stages are expected to be present

Sufficient to support physiological

Average of daily minima over 30 days above
a threshold of:

Dissolved requirements of aquatic organisms
oxygen (chronic | (Low risk of sub-lethal effects from 5.5 mg/L; or
conditions) long term exposure, e.g., reduced 6.5 mg/L where a coldwater fish community
growth or reproduction) is expected to be present
) Tiered framework, based on background*
Suspended Low risk of harmful effects of and dose-response for the most sensitive
sediment suspended sediment type of organism expected to be present
(event-driven (e.g., harm to fish and invertebrates . .
. i ! Further work needed to develop site-specific
peaks) from smothering, gill clogging) numeric targets
Water clarity that supports
Turbidity processes leading to healthy plant Background below a threshold of 20 NTU
(chronic and animal communities (e.g., visual | during the growing season
conditions) cues to behaviour, underwater plant
growth)
Nitrate Low risk of toxicity causing Cfogc(:)entr'jlfonsNof nitrate be|0\f{\_l a thrr]esh_old
(toxicity) harmful effects including sub-lethal 0 d't'mg as N (as representing chronic
effects from long term exposure conditions)

. i<k of - . Concentrations of unionized ammonia below
Ammonia Low risk of toxicity causing a threshold of 20 pg/L (or expressed as total
(toxicity) harmful effects including sub-lethal | o onia concentrations varying with

effects from long term exposure temperature and pH)

Thermal regime consistent with .
Water physiological requirements of natural Tlere_q framework, based on thg most .
temperature sensitive members of the aquatic community

(shift in thermal
regime)

communities
(range of preferred or tolerable
temperatures)

expected to be present

Phosphorus and
nitrogen

(nutrient
enrichment)

Productivity regime supporting
mesotrophy in rivers and streams
(as defined by desired ecosystem
features and functions)

Further work needed to develop numeric
targets for all types of rivers and streams in
the watershed

*Background does not include high flow events; and should be assessed on the basis of hydrologic state
(e.g., clear flow or turbid flow)
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Table 3-4. Key thresholds for healthy flow regime functions and processes

Category Threshold Description Frequency Duration
A maintenance flow to A flow event that
Bed Mobilizing resort or loosen the top Every year or reaches the flow
(>Dso) 5-10 cm of the river bed, | two threshold for a
mobilize finer sediments day
Channel

Maintenance

Scour / Deposition
(Dso)

A maintenance flow to
suspend and move
superficial fines and
organic material, prevent
homogeneity in the
channel

Twice annually

A flow event that
reaches the flow
threshold for a
day

A flow depth of 30 cm

Once every two

Floodplain . . . . For two
. over low-lying spawning | to five years in .
Inundation for . d consecutive
) areas in the lower order the spring X
Spawning streams suitable for spawning weeks with slow
(>bankful+30cm) Soring spawnin season recession
Nutrient pring sp 9
Management Inundation of floodplain
and Biological Floodplain Nutrient | areas allowing settling of Annuall For a few hours
Function Cycling (>bankful) fine sediments and y to days
nutrients to the floodplain
Macrophyte To remove excess and Twice annually, Daily average
. nuisance aquatic
Flushing . summer and fall | flow
vegetation
Littoral Zone Ili:tlt%\,rva:hza(l)tnrgi?aa(;ncfma May to Nov; Minimum 7-day
Maintenance depth Dec to March average flow
Low Flows

Longitudinal
Connectivity

A water depth that allows
fish movement between
pools

Year-round

Minimum daily
flow
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Table 3-5. Flow needs for aquatic ecosystem health and healthy river processes

GREZ? Grand River Speed Speed Eramosa Whitemans
Flow near above River below River at River above | Creek near
Thresholds Doon Brantford Guelph Hespeler Guelph Mt Vernon
(m%/s)
(m%/s)
Bed Mobilizing
(D50) 187 161 25.6 47 n/a n/a
Scour /
Deposition 85 78.5 7.9 36.6 n/a n/a
Floodplain
Inundation for 100-150 300-350 24 50 n/a n/a
Spawning
Floodplain
Nutrient 400 >405 >37.6 >31.7 n/a n/a
Cycling
Macrophyte 297 102 56.7 30.8 n/a n/a
Flushing*
k/:tt.ora' ZBE 8.5 19 11 15 n/a n/a
aintenance
Longitudinal
Connectivity 6.8 8.8 0.52 1.1 0.5 1.0
*could use bed mobilizing flows as a surrogate

3.3.1.3 Groundwater Recharge and Discharge

Maintenance of the groundwater recharge and discharge processes and functions, such that water
guality, water availability and habitat are supported, is a Broad Water Obijective.

Groundwater recharge can be monitored through programs such as the Provincial Groundwater
Monitoring Network (PGMN). Within the Grand River watershed, there are 28 PGMN wells at 21
locations. The Grand River Conservation Authority (GRCA) also maintains a number of other
monitoring wells associated with various studies, such as the Dundas Valley investigative study™.

The groundwater recharge function can also be monitored through sensitive wetlands such as
fens. These systems are supported largely by groundwater discharge; therefore, changes to
sensitive wetlands can be indicative of changes to the local groundwater regime.

Groundwater discharge to the river and its tributaries is of key importance because it sustains
baseflow for streams and wetlands and moderates water temperatures year round.

Streamflow, and more specifically baseflow, in groundwater-fed streams is another indicator of
groundwater recharge and discharge. Maintenance of recharge and discharge can be monitored
through the analysis of long-term trends at stream gauge locations.

Although monitoring for long term trends in baseflows is advised for important groundwater

discharge areas such as the Grand River between Cambridge and Brantford, the lower Speed
River and the lower Nith River (IAP C.10), baseflow separation is complicated by the effects of
reservoir and wastewater treatment plant discharge. Analysis on smaller, unregulated streams
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(e.g., Blue Springs Creek, Mill Creek, Hunsberger Creek) can provide an alternative, particularly
where there is a long enough streamflow record to establish a baseline (IAP C.11).

3.3.2 Water Supply

A goal of the Water Management Plan is to ensure sustainable water supplies for communities,
economies and ecosystems.

One of the Broad Water Objectives is to ensure that surface and groundwater quality is of suitable
guality to produce safe drinking water using economically feasible treatment processes. The
municipal supply, in turn, supports communities and industries, and is fundamental to the
continued prosperity of the communities in the watershed.

A multi-barrier approach to managing drinking water safeguards public health. The first barrier in a
multi-barrier approach is watershed management to maintain or improve source water quality.
Improving source water quality may reduce the required amount of water treatment which can
reduce the production of treatment by-products and minimizes operational costs.

3.3.2.1 Groundwater Supplies as Drinking Water Sources

Approximately 82% of the population of the Grand River watershed relies on groundwater as a
clean, safe, domestic water supply. Groundwater resources are found within both bedrock and
overburden aquifers. In addition to providing the population with a source of water, groundwater is
used in agriculture, industrial, and commercial operations. Municipal groundwater systems are
described in more detail in the Grand River Source Protection Area Approved Assessment Report®.

There are 42 municipal supply systems within the Grand River watershed that rely on groundwater
as a drinking water source. The systems are found in the following counties and cities: County of
Grey (1 system), County of Dufferin (3 systems), County of Wellington (7 systems), County of
Perth (1 system), City of Guelph (1 system), Regional Municipality of Waterloo (21 systems),
County of Oxford (3 systems), County of Brant (4 systems) and City of Hamilton (1 system).

Outside of municipal use, approximately 23,000 non-municipal domestic wells exist in the Grand
River watershed. Of these wells, approximately 60% are bedrock wells and 40% are overburden
wells. Bedrock wells for domestic use are located across the watershed; however domestic
overburden wells, which are also located throughout the watershed, are found in clusters that
correspond to the moraine features®.

Treatment of municipal groundwater supplies varies for each municipality, and is dependent on the
source and any issues related to the groundwater. All groundwater used as a municipal drinking
water supply must meet the Ontario Drinking Water Quality Standards (ODWQS) albeit
groundwater does not have to meet the ODWQS for parameters which can be treated®.

For private well owners, the Ontario Ministry of Environment and Climate Change (OMOECC)
recommends that the water supply be tested a minimum of three times per year to ensure
potability.

3-10



A Foundation

3.3.2.2 Water Quality of Surface Water Supplies

The Grand and Eramosa Rivers are valued as a municipal drinking water supply. Five communities
rely on the river system as a source of drinking water: the Regional Municipality of Waterloo, City of
Brantford, County of Brant (connected to the City of Brantford supply), Six Nations of the Grand
River and City of Guelph.

Each municipality monitors water quality to inform their operational water treatment requirements.
Table 3-6 outlines the water quality parameters and their operational targets for each municipality.

Given the uniqueness of the City of Guelph’s Artificial Recharge System, and that the surface
water is infiltrated into the ground, the standard water quality indicators for surface water intakes,
as listed in Table 3-6, do not necessarily apply to this intake. The City routinely monitors for
bacteriological indicators (e.g., E. coli) and turbidity, but does not have specific targets or
thresholds for operational purposes.

Table 3-6. Resource condition indicators and targets for municipal surface water sources.

Targets
Indicator Description Regional City of Six Nations
Municipality of Brantford of the
Waterloo Grand River

High turbidity levels can interfere with the

Turbidity efficiency of the treatment process, <50 NTU <20 NTU <20 NTU
filtration and disinfection stages
Organic compounds can compromise the

Organic chlorine disinfection capacity; cause <0.15

Nitrogen disinfection by-products and cause taste - mg/L <0.15mg/L
and odour problems.
High ammonia levels can interfere with

Ammonia treatment processes; and cause - <1.0mg/lL | <1.0mglL
disinfection by-products
Nitrate is a conservative parameter, very

Nitrate difficult to treat; can cause infant <10 mg/L <10 mg/L <10 mg/L
methemoglobinemia (blue baby syndrome)
Sodium is a conservative indicator that

Sodium cannot pe removed throug_h treatment;
sodium is a concern to patients with <20 mg/L <20 mg/L -
hypertension
Chloride is a conservative indicator that

Chloride cannot be removed through treatment; < 250 mg/L < 250 mg/L -
chloride is an aesthetic concern
Organic carbon can compromise the

Organic chlorine disinfection capacity; cause

Carbon disinfection by-products and cause taste - <5 mg/L -
and odour problems.
Indicator of high organic materials, also an

Colour/TOC | Jesthetic con(?ern ’ - <20TCU | High levels*

* Operator judgement

3.3.2.3 Flows Required to Support Drinking Water Supplies

There must be sufficient depth of water at the location of the surface water supply intake to
physically allow the intake to function. The Waterloo Region Grand River intake at Hidden Valley,
the Brantford Grand River intake, the Six Nations intake at Chiefswood and the Guelph Eramosa
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River intake near Arkell are supported by run-of-the-river weir dams that provide sufficient depth of
flow in the river. For this reason, the flows required to provide sufficient depth are quite low in
comparison to the flows required to meet other needs.

Table 3-7. Flow targets required for drinking water supply withdrawals

Municipality Source Weir Flow (m®s)

City of Guelph Eramosa River Arkell Weir To be determined
Region of Waterloo | Grand River near Hidden Valley Weir >2.9

City of Brantford Grand River Wilkes Weir >6.5

Six Nations Grand River Caledonia Weir To be determined

3.3.3 Public Health & Safety

3.3.3.1 Human Consumption of Fish

The Broad Water Objective: “Water quality does not restrict human consumption of fish” strives for
high water quality, such that fish consumption is not impeded by aquatic sources of toxins in the
watershed.

The current status of the objective was assessed using the current Guide to Eating Ontario Sport
Fish by the Ministry of the Environment (OMOECC)?* for the consumption of sport fish for locations
in the watershed, as described in Current Status of the Broad Water Objective for Human
Consumption of Fish®.

In the OMOECC guidelines, consumption advice is provided for each size and species of sport fish
from a specific location in order to limit human intake of contaminants below levels which may pose
a health risk. The guidelines recommend some level of restriction on sport fish consumption at all
locations in Ontario since contaminants such as mercury and PCBs are subject to long-range
transport and can accumulate in fish, even in remote areas.

Increased levels of restriction in localized areas have been used here as an indicator of
contaminant “hotspots” or source areas for contaminants, although some of the variations in the
restrictions are also influenced by the longevity or feeding habit of the fish species.

A summary of the data from the ministry’s guide indicate that many locations in the watershed
have sport fish with low levels of contaminants that compare favorably with relatively undisturbed
areas?®®. Just over half of the locations in the watershed sampled by the OMOECC (14 out of 27) do
not have restrictions above the lowest level.

Many of the restrictions at the remaining locations are for sizes or species of fish which have a high
potential to accumulate contaminants, even if they are present at low concentrations in the water
(e.g., large carp, catfish or pike). However, there are a few locations where higher levels of
restriction may be due to local sources of contaminants. For instance, high concentrations of
dioxins/furans restrict consumption of fish in Canagagigue Creek and portions of the central Grand
River, where riverbed sediments carry the legacy of past contamination by a local source. There
are also moderate to high restrictions on fish that live at least part of their life in the Great Lakes
(e.g., rainbow trout) or the river mouth where it connects to Lake Erie (e.g., channel catfish). This is
consistent with information about the distribution of contaminants in the Great Lakes that indicates
legacy sources continue to cause restrictions on the consumption of some fish.
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3.3.4 Recreational, Cultural and Tourism Uses

Three Broad Water Objectives specifically relate to recreational, cultural and tourism uses of the
river. These three Broad Water Objectives are:

e The rivers are an amenity in the communities through which they pass;

e The rivers are aesthetically pleasing to support recreational, cultural, and destination
tourism; and

¢ River flow is sufficient to reasonably support paddling where river flow is regulated.

These broad water quality objectives support the designation of the Grand River and its major
tributaries, the Conestogo, Nith, Speed, and Eramosa Rivers, as Canadian Heritage Rivers. The
heritage river designation for the rivers of the Grand River watershed was based on the
outstanding human heritage features and recreational values associated with the rivers.

3.3.4.1 Water Quality Indicators and Targets for Secondary Contact Recreation

Guidelines for recreational water quality across Canada are provided in a Health Canada report
entitled Guidelines for Canadian Recreational Water Quality, Third Edition®*. These guidelines
apply to both primary and secondary contact recreation. However, except for public beaches in the
Grand River watershed, primary contact recreation (i.e., any recreational river use where the body
is frequently immersed and where it is likely that some water will be swallowed) is not encouraged.
Most recreational use of the river is secondary contact recreation and includes activities such as
rowing, sailing, canoeing, kayaking, and fishing.

Table 3-8 has been derived from the Health Canada guidelines and refers specifically to indicators
and targets for secondary contact recreation.
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Table 3-8. Water quality indicators and targets for secondary contact recreation

Guidelines

Parameter

Considerations

Guideline

Escherichia coli

Geometric mean concentration (minimum 5
samples)

< 1,000 E. coli/100 mL

Enterococci

Geometric mean concentration (minimum 5
samples)

<175 Enterococci/100 mL

Pathogenic Microorganisms
(bacteria, viruses, protozoa)

Testing only needed when there is
epidemiological or other evidence to suggest
that this is necessary

No numerical guideline
value

Cyanobacteria

Total Cyanobacteria

< 100,000 cells/mL

Cyanobacterial toxins

Total Microcystins

<20 pg/L

Other Biological Hazards (e.g.,

schistosomes causing
swimmer’s itch; aquatic
vascular plants and algae)

Recreational activities should not be pursued
in waters where the responsible authority
deems the presence of these organisms
poses a risk to the health and safety of users

No numerical guideline
value.

pH

For waters used for primary contact
recreation

5.0t09.0

Temperature

Should not cause an appreciable increase or
decrease in the deep body temperature of
swimmers

No numerical guideline
value

Chemical Hazards

Risks associated with specific chemical
hazards will be dependent on the particular
circumstances of the area and should be
assessed on a case-by-case basis

No numerical guideline
value

Aesthetic Objectives

Parameter Considerations Aesthetic Objective
Turbidity To satisfy most recreational uses 50 NTU
Clarity Clarity should be sufficient for users to Secchi Disc visible at a
estimate depth and to see subsurface depth of 1.2 m
hazards
Colour Colour should not be so intense as to impede | No numerical value

visibility in areas used for swimming

Oil and Grease

Should not be present in concentrations that
can be detected as a visible film, sheen,
discolouration or odours or that can form
deposits on shorelines or bottom sediments
that are detectable by sight or odour.

No numerical value

Litter

Areas should be free from floating debris as
well as materials that will settle to form
objectionable deposits

No numerical value

The Grand River Conservation Authority (GRCA) monitors for pH, temperature and turbidity in
selected river reaches. Monitoring of the other parameters listed in Table 3-8 is not carried out.
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3.3.4.2 River Flows for Recreational Paddling

The Ancient Mariners Canoe Club has suggested flow thresholds that, based on their
observations, are adequate to support river paddling. These flows are shown in Table 3-9, along
with the proportion of days between May 1 and Sep 30 when these flows have been available. The
percentages also factor in the number of days when flows are too high.

Other paddling clubs and outfitters may recommend different thresholds. Note that these flows are
related to the availability of water depth to pass a canoe and do not imply a safe experience since
safety depends on many other factors.

Table 3-9. Range of flows that support recreational paddling

% Time Flow
. Reference Flow Adequate Flow SUjglars
Location Gauge Station 3y Recreational
9 (m*/s) Paddling
(May-Sep)
Fergus to Wilson Flats West Montrose 5-8 72%
Wilson Flats to Freeport
Freeport to Galt Galt 14 -21 82%
) Galt to Paris
Grand River - —
Paris to Cainsville
— : Brantford 18 - 26 91%
Cainsville to Caledonia
Caledonia to Cayuga
- York 28-41 34%
Cayuga to Dunnville
Speed River Guelph to Preston Beaverdale 6-9 31%
Glen Allan to St. Jacobs
g?”esmgo St. Jacobs 6-9 12%
Iver St. Jacobs to Conestogo
Nith River New Hamburg to Ayr
: Ayr 4-5 31%
Ayr to Canning

Indicators and targets for describing when the “amenity” objectives are fully met are difficult to
guantify. The appeal of a river, which makes it a focal point for a community, encompasses more
than the physical condition of the river. It includes the water-land interface (i.e., the cultural and
natural features which abut the river) and the associated recreational activities, both in and beside
the river. Additional work to identify and describe appropriate indicators and targets that measure
the full suite of cultural, recreational and tourism aspects associated with the two broad water
objectives is required and has been initiated by the Grand Strategy’s Heritage Working Group.
However, this additional work is beyond the scope of the Water Management Plan.
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4 Ensuring Sustainable Water Supplies

Grand River watershed residents rely heavily on groundwater sources for municipal drinking water
supplies. Over 70% of the volume of water used is from groundwater. The total (actual) water
taking (both surface and ground water) in the watershed is estimated to be about 152 million cubic
metres per year; however, the total permitted taking is about 626 million cubic metres per year®.
Although the actual water taking is about 24% of the total permitted, careful water supply planning
and permitting is needed into the future to ensure sustainable water supplies.

The largest water taking is for municipal supply (61%), which includes most industry in the
watershed. The next largest takings are for dewatering (6%), agricultural irrigation (6%), aggregate
washing (4.5%) and agricultural livestock watering/farm operations (4.4%). Rural domestic
(4.25%)°.

Future water supply needs are assessed for three water taking sectors: municipal; agriculture; and
aggregate operations as these sectors have the highest demand for water supply and account for
over 80% of the water use in the watershed. The other 20% of water taking is distributed among a
number of other sectors.

The assessment of the sustainability of future water supplies includes a number of component
pieces described in the following sections and is aimed at answering a series of questions set out
in the Steering Committee’s Project Charter:

¢ Are future municipal water supply needs identified, sourced and secured?

¢ Are other large water supply needs (i.e., agriculture, aggregate washing) identified,
sourced and secured?

¢ What river flows support healthy river processes and aquatic ecosystems? Are these
flows being met? What flows can reliably be met by the reservoirs? Can the reservoirs
do more?

e What areas have potential for water conflict or constraint, now, in the future, with
climate change?

The following sections step through each of these questions, followed by a discussion on the
need to protect key hydrologic functions of watershed features to ensure key hydrologic
processes (groundwater recharge/discharge) can continue to occur into the future.

4.1 Municipal Water Supply

Residents in the Grand River watershed receive drinking water from both private and municipal
supplies. There are 41 municipal drinking water systems and two First Nation drinking water
systems in the watershed (Table 4-1), servicing a total of over 800,000 people®. Municipal water
systems range in size from one well servicing under 100 residential customers to complex systems
servicing a population of close to 500,000 including industry, commercial and institutional
customers. Water sources include groundwater wells, artificial recharge systems, river intakes,
Great Lakes intakes and combinations of these sources.

The policies of the provincial growth strategy, Places to Grow, and the Growth Strategy for the
Greater Golden Horseshoe?, direct development up to 2031 to the currently designated urban
areas and serviced settlement areas. Servicing needs of currently unserviced communities have
not yet been factored into this Plan.
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Approximately 82% of the population of the Grand River watershed relies on groundwater for
drinking water. The Region of Waterloo, the City of Brantford and the Village of Ohsweken on the

Six Nations Reserve, use the Grand River as a source of drinking water supply.

All municipal water supplies in the watershed are sustainable, that is, they take much less water
annually than is recharged to the source?.

Table 4-1. Municipally serviced communities and sources of supply

Municipality Community Source of Supply
Grey County (Southgate) Dundalk Groundwater
Dufferin County (Grand Valley, .

Amaranth, E. Garafraxa) Grand Valley, Waldemar and Marsville Groundwater
Wellington County(Wellington .

North, Mapleton, Centre Arthur, Moorefield, Drayton, Fergus, Elora, Groundwater

Wellington, Guelph-Eramosa)

Hamilton Drive, Rockwood

City of Guelph

Guelph

Groundwater and
Eramosa River

Perth County (Perth East)

Milverton

Groundwater

Integrated Urban System (serving Waterloo,
Kitchener, Cambridge, Elmira, St. Jacobs, Hidden

Groundwater and

Valley, Wilmot Centre) Grand River
Region of Waterloo Ayr, Branchton Meadows, Roseville, Linwood, St.

Clements, Wellesley, Foxboro Green, New Groundwater

Dundee, Baden, New Hamburg, Conestogo,

Heidelberg, Maryhill, West Montrose.
Oxford County Bright, Drumbo, Plattsville Groundwater
County of Brant Paris, Airport, St. George and Mount Pleasant Groundwater
City of Hamilton Lynden Groundwater
City of Brantford Brantford (including Cainsville) Grand River

Dunnville Lake Erie

Haldimand County

Caledonia and Cayuga

City of Hamilton,
Lake Ontario

Hagersville

Nanticoke, Lake Erie

Six Nations of the Grand River

Ohsweken and parts of the Reserve

Grand River

Mississaugas of the New
Credit

Parts of the Reserve

Nanticoke, Lake Erie
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4.1.1 Future Water Supply Needs

Municipal systems in most communities in Grey, Dufferin, Wellington, Perth, Oxford, Brant and
Haldimand Counties as well as the Cities of Hamilton and Brantford and small rural centres in the
Region of Waterloo have sufficient supplies to meet long term needs?. In particular, the following
systems have sufficient supplies to meet long term needs beyond 2041:

Dundalk Branchton Meadows Heidelberg Lynden
Waldemar Roseville Maryhill Brantford
Marsville Linwood Maryhill Heights Dunnville
Arthur St. Clements West Montrose Caledonia
Moorefield Wellesly Bright Cayuga
Drayton Foxbro Green Drumbo Hagersville
Hamilton Drive New Dundee Plattsville Ohsweken
Milverton Conestogo Plains Mount Pleasant

Ayr Conestogo Golf Airport (County of Brant)

Most municipalities expecting significant growth have completed a Water Supply Master Plan that
sets out where they intend to source their long term water supply needs. These long term plans
may be documented in Water Supply Master Plans, Servicing Master Plans or Class
Environmental Assessment Reports.

For the purposes of this Water Management Plan, future demand and capacity calculations were
completed for each of the municipal water systems identified as growth areas. These calculations
were based on 20- and 40-year population growth projections®. Information in municipal long-term
water supply plans was used when available.

The projected water system capacities were based on future water supply plans. If no future plans
were found, the current capacity was assumed. System resiliency and storage for short term peaks
was not taken into account, nor have changes in water use trends and changes in industry or
commercial establishments. Although this approach is simplistic, it does highlight some municipal
systems that may need to undertake a more detailed study to ensure they have sufficient water
available over the next 20 to 40 years (IAP C.1).

Water use, both industrial and residential, has been steadily dropping over the last several years
for a combination of reasons including water efficiency and conservation programs, more
aggressive seasonal water use by-laws and changes in industrial and commercial establishments.
The Region of Waterloo and the City of Guelph expect to complete their Water Supply Master Plan
updates in 2014. Centre Wellington is in the process of developing a Water Supply Master Plan
and the County of Brant is planning to complete a Master Servicing Plan for Paris in 2015. These
updated plans will take into consideration the changing trends in water use (IAP C.1).

4.1.2 Municipal Water Demand Management

As part of the process to update the Water Management Plan, a Municipal Water Demand Working
Group was formed to provide input into a review of best practices that are currently used by
municipalities or proposed for proactive municipal water demand management (WDM).

Municipal water managers identified the following key points for consideration when evaluating
municipal WDM programs:
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o There is a trend towards declining water use by municipal customers due to the success of
existing municipal water conservation and efficiency programs, a downturn in the economy,
uptake in the manufacture and installation of water efficient fixtures and appliances in new
home construction and higher water costs associated with implementing the Clean Water Act,
2006;

e Declining water demand and aggressive water conservation programs are affecting sustainable
revenues for water utilities;

¢ Retrofitting customers with water meters is difficult to justify without large subsidies to cover the
one-time cost of new meters;

e Most municipal water supply providers are delivering Low Water Response programs to
address acute water supply shortages; and

e The provision of WDM best practice assumes that water supply operations are optimized to
address water leakage and loss situations and water managers acknowledge that reduction of
unnecessary water pumping can reduce variable costs for electricity and water treatment
consumables.

A toolkit of best practices was developed to assist water managers with developing water demand
management objectives for their municipality that could be consolidated in the Plan as an approach
to meet the goal: ‘sustainable water supplies for communities, economies and ecosystems’in the
watershed. The Municipal Water Demand Management Primers® are a series of fact sheets
describing best management practices to manage and reduce municipal water demand. The
Primers include the following best practices:

1. Securing your municipal supply for the long-term

Easing the flow: getting past water demand management barriers

Community outreach

Water metering

Outdoor water use bylaw

Rebates and capacity buy-backs

Water loss control

Conservation pricing

New technologies and next generation water demand management strategies

© ® N o g ks wDN

In addition, a Municipal Water Demand Management Matrix was developed as a tool to assist with
evaluating the merits of each of the tools described in the primer series. This information will assist
Water Mangers with incorporating proactive water demand management into water supply master
plans (IAP C2).

The information from the draft report: ‘Status Report on Municipal Long Term Water Supply
Strategies’ *° was updated to confirm the total annual use to December 31, 2011 and peak day for
2012. It was important to update peak day use for 2012 as this year was an extremely dry year.
This information was applied to 2011 population and projected growth forecasts to assess the
potential for each municipal water supply system to satisfy long term needs to 2041 using existing
and proposed WDM objectives. Table 4-2 lists the long term municipal water demand management
objectives for watershed municipalities. The projected long term municipal water use will be
compared to non-municipal water use by subwatershed to identify potential water use conflicts as
part of the Tier 3 Water Quantity Risk Assessment work being completed in 2014 for source
protection planning.
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Most of the municipal water supply constraints by the year 2041 are driven by potential peak day
water demand. Municipal water managers are encouraged to employ the water conservation
strategies identified in the WDM Primer Series to control the increase in baseline average day
demand. Water conservation experts have identified that the “low hanging fruit” of conservation
savings can be achieved through water metering and the installation of water efficient fixtures and
appliances which are now considered standard practice. These standards are applied to all new
homes and are helping to reduce the per capita demand of every new housing unit which in turn is
lowering average municipal per capita demand. In addition, control of water losses from the water
distribution network can help reduce average day demand without creating a loss in utility revenue
(IAP C.2).

Managing peak day water demand requires a combination of physical and behavioural best
practices to help control occasional spikes that govern the total water supply capacity needs of the
municipal water supply. Taking a “Water Soft Path” approach to assessing future water supply
needs can help offset the need for costly supply expansions in several communities if well
designed municipal outside water use programs are used to reduce the ratio of peak day to
average day pumping (IAP C.2).

The “water soft path” is a planning approach for water that differs fundamentally
from conventional, supply-focussed water planning.

Instead of viewing water as an end product, the soft path views water as the means
to accomplish certain tasks. The role of water management changes from building
and maintaining water supply infrastructure to managing demand and making current
practices more efficient.

www.poliswaterproject.org
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Table 4-2. Summary of long term municipal water demand management (WDM) objectives

Long Term Water Supply

Notes
Needs -
Municipality | Water System (SUf.f'(.:'en.t Suppcliy_ ajsumes OLWRd
Avg. | Peak WDM Obiecti participation and industry accepte
Day | Day jective | efforts to reduce water loss)
Southgate Dundalk OK OK Status Quo Sulfficient Supply
Amaranth Waldemar OK OK Status Quo Sulfficient Supply
East Garafraxa | Marsville OK OK Status Quo Sulfficient Supply
Grand Valley Grand Valley OK OK Status Quo Sulfficient Supply
Centre Reduce 14% by Water Supply Master Plan in progress.
. Fergus-Elora OK X 2028, 38% by Soft Path Report identified staged water
Wellington e
2040 demand management objectives.
Mapleton Drayton OK OK Status Quo Sufficient Supply
Moorefield OK OK Status Quo Sufficient Supply
North - .
wellington Arthur OK OK Status Quo Sufficient Supply (no expansion needed)
Strengthen WDM | Expansion required by 2031 to satisfy peak
CE;ueIph- Rockwood QK X program day needs could be deferred with WDM.
ramosa Hamilton Dr. OK OK Status Quo Sulfficient Supply
Perth East Milverton OK OK Status Quo Sulfficient Supply
Integrated Urban X X _ ) )
System The Reglo_n will be commencing a Water
Baden/  New N N Will review _Conservatlon and_Ef‘fnmency Study Update
Hamburg a reduction in in late 2013 to review the long term
Region of o o residential residential use target. An aggressive target
Waterloo ol & & demand could help defer the long term need for
Wellesley OK OK significant water supply expansion projects
St. Clements OK OK and help satisfy peak day needs.
Non-Growth -
Rural Systems OK OK Status Quo Sufficient Supply
Reduce 20% by Expansion and demand management
Guelph Guelph X X 2025 required to satisfy long term needs.
Hamilton Lynden OK OK Status Quo Sufficient Supply
Bright OK OK Status Quo Sufficient Supply
County of | il fici |
Oxford Plattsville OK OK Status Quo Sufficient Supply
Drumbo OK OK Status Quo Sufficient Supply
Paris OK X Status Quo Sufficient Supply
County of St. George OK OK Status Quo Sufficient Supply
Brant Mt. Pleasant OK OK Status Quo Sufficient Supply (with treatment system)
Airport OK OK Status Quo Sufficient Supply
Brantford Brantford OK OK Status Quo Sulfficient Supply
. Caledonia/ Sufficient Supply (currently connected by
CH:aIdlmand Cayuga oI oI SIEIB QU pipeline to Hamilton)
ounty Dunnville OK OK Status Quo Sufficient Supply (no expansion needed)

Note: OK implies water system can meet demand beyond 2041, X implies water system may not be able to meet average and/or peak

day demand.
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4.1.3 Future Sources

Most of the municipal water supply systems in the Grand River watershed will be able to meet
future growth with current water sources over a 30 to 40 year planning horizon based on
population projections and current peak water use alone. A number of the larger water systems
that are projecting that average day demand will exceed supply by 2051 have plans in place which
identify additional sources that are readily available. A number of smaller water systems are also
predicted to be at or near peak day capacity by 2041. The systems where future plans may meet
barriers are discussed below.

4.1.3.1 Grand Valley

The Grand Valley system was designed in 1991 with a 20 year design period. Although this plan
has come to the end of its life, the current capacity of the system should be sufficient to support the
average day growth requirements of the community to 2041. However, due to higher than average
outside water use, peak day demand may exceed supply by 2031. Since the current plan has
come to an end, the municipality is encouraged to update its water supply master plan.
Incorporating demand management strategies that target outside water use and water loss control
could allow the municipality to serve growth in the community over the next 30 years without the
need to increase the capacity of this system. It is anticipated that this community should be able to
meet future needs with groundwater sources.

4.1.3.2 Fergus-Elora

With high growth pressures on the Township of Centre Wellington (Fergus-Elora), the current water
system will not be able to handle future population growth. The municipality has identified this

issue and has initiated a Water Supply Master Plan (WSMP). Centre Wellington has initiated a
Water Supply Master Plan (WSMP) including groundwater resource investigations. The WSMP is
expected to be complete by 2015 (IAP C.1). Solutions for meeting future water supply needs have
not been established; however, the Township participated in a “Water Soft Path” Pilot Project in
2010-11 which identified aggressive Water Demand Management objectives to achieve per capita
reductions by 2041. The Township has agreed to present the Water Soft Path Pilot as an
alternative solution for consideration when the WSMP is brought forward for public consideration.

4.1.3.3 Rockwood

Rockwood, in Guelph-Eramosa Township, is expected to see high population growth that would
double the size of the community over the next 40 years. Based on current per capita trends water
demand and wastewater treatment could exceed capacity by 2041. Rockwood has relied on
groundwater for its water supply and may continue to do so, but future planning will need to be
coordinated with the City of Guelph and the Town of Halton Hills as there may be competing
interests for groundwater supplies in this area. Rockwood is also considering options to address
peak sewage flow capacity for wastewater that is pumped to and treated in Guelph. On the basis of
these limitations, the Township could consider maintaining existing outside water use, toilet rebate,
water loss control and inflow/infiltration programs to maximize their existing water and wastewater
capacity.

4.1.3.4 Guelph

The City of Guelph has a long term water supply plan with plans to 2054. Plans include expansion
to the groundwater system including sources outside of the city limits and local surface water
sources with aquifer storage/recovery (ASR). The City has chosen not to pursue a pipeline option
and instead has been focusing on alternative water sources including a ‘Water Soft Path’ approach
to maximize the use of existing water supply resources in their 2009 Water Conservation and

September 2014 4-7



Grand River Watershed Water Management Plan

Efficiency Strategy. There are increasing conflicts for groundwater resources in and around Guelph
and this could create limitations to securing additional supplies outside of the city. In 2013, the City
of Guelph is updating its Water Supply Master Plan (WSMP) to define how they will continue to
access a sustainable supply of water for residential and industrial use over the next 25 years (IAP
C1; C.2).

4.1.3.5 Region of Waterloo Integrated Urban System (IUS)

The Region of Waterloo is responsible for water supply to the Integrated Urban System servicing
the majority of the areas within Cambridge, Kitchener, Waterloo, and Woolwich. The Region’s
current Water Supply Master Plan, completed in 2007, provides direction on water supply to these
areas and broadly consists of 1) development of additional groundwater sources, 2) aquifer
storage and recovery to augment water supply until 2035 and 3) a Great Lakes based water supply
after 2035 (IAP A.3).

The Region of Waterloo has initiated a Water Supply Master Plan Update that will account for
recent trends in water demand and water supply (IAP C.1). The result of this study, expected in
2014, will be an updated, comprehensive master plan to identify preferred strategies for both the
short term (10 to 20 years) and long term (30 to 40 years). The study will also identify the individual
projects required to implement these strategies, and prioritize these projects based on need.

4.1.3.6 New Hamburg/Baden

The population is projected to increase by more than double in the area serviced by the New
Hamburg/Baden water supply system, causing the water system to be near capacity by 2041. The
Region of Waterloo completed a WSMP in 2011 for the Baden-New Hamburg water and
wastewater systems which identified sufficient water sources to the 2041 planning horizon.

4.1.3.7 Paris

The County of Brant has recognized that the high development pressures in Paris may put stress
on the water supply system. A new groundwater source in south Paris was developed and
commissioned in mid-2014. Even with the addition of the new source, the Paris water system is
projected to be near peak day capacity by 2051.

The County of Brant has recently initiated a Master Servicing Plan for the urban settlement area of
Paris and is expected to be completed by 2015 (IAP C.1). The County will need to investigate
additional sources of water to ensure demand can be met in the future.

4.1.4 Security of Supply

The question set out in the Steering Committee’s Project Charter is, “Are future municipal water
supply needs identified, sourced and secured?”

For the purposes of this Water Management Plan, “secured” means reasonable certainty (reduced
uncertainty) that the current and future sources of municipal water supplies will be available when
they are needed®. “Available” refers to both physical and regulatory availability. “Secured” from a
physical perspective means that the source will still be viable (available, sustainable, feasible, of
suitable quality) at the time it is needed. “Secured” from a regulatory perspective means that the
municipality will be able to obtain and keep provincial approval to use the water.

Water sources are secured from a water quality perspective by the implementation of policies in
the Grand River Source Protection Plan®® to reduce the risk of contamination from activities,
existing or future, that are deemed to be significant drinking water threats. The policies direct
municipal land use planning and prescribed provincial instruments, as well as establish a formal
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process to provide for risk management plans. The proposed Grand River Source Protection Plan®
is under review by the Ontario Ministry of the Environment (OMOECC) and is expected to come
into effect in 2015.

Since the Source Protection Program is a new program, it is recommended that the Water
Managers’ Working Group observe for ten years to gauge whether Source Protection Plan
implementation improves security of water sources from a water quality perspective.

Water sources are secured from a water quantity perspective by the implementation of policies in
the Grand River Source Protection Plan where a Tier 3 Water Quantity Risk Assessment has been
completed or by the Permit to Take Water (PTTW) program.

Uncertainty about the availability of water to meet long term needs can be reduced by maintaining
a long-term water supply master plan. OMOECC recommends that municipalities use the regular
Official Plan Reviews to trigger updates to Water Supply or Servicing Master Plans or addenda to
approved Environmental Assessments to meet those needs and incorporate considerations for
demand management (IAP C.1).

Water in Ontario is a common resource and permits are required on a “first come-first served”
basis to take water for most uses. Although permit renewals are required under the Ontario Water
Resources Act PTTW program, existing approvals are considered, for the purposes of this Water
Management Plan, to be secure from a regulatory perspective.

Uncertainty about the ability to obtain approvals for new or expanded supply takings can be
reduced by completing municipal Environmental Assessments (EAs) and PTTW as early as
practical.

PTTW applications are (with a few exceptions) circulated to the municipality and the conservation
authority for comment. This provides the municipalities with an opportunity to bring their interests
related to existing and planned water supplies to the OMOECC's attention and to request that
proponents be required to undertake appropriate studies (i.e., impact on planned municipal
takings, sustainability of taking). Municipalities also have the ability to make Official Plan policies
restricting new water taking in designated areas as required to secure planned sources of water
supply needed to meet their projected future needs.

The established Water Managers’ Working Group provides a forum for municipal staff to keep
provincial staff informed about municipalities’ long term water supply plans (IAP C.3).

4.2 Water Supply for Agriculture

The Dundalk and Stratford till plains in the north-west third of the watershed in Dufferin, Wellington,
Waterloo and Perth Counties are areas of highly productive livestock and mixed farming. Water
supply is sourced from groundwater. Overall water use in these areas is low.

The Norfolk Sand Plain on the south-west side of the watershed in Oxford and Brant Counties is an
area of fairly-intensive crop irrigation. Water supply is sourced from groundwater-fed creeks as well
as groundwater wells. Overall water use in these areas is moderate to high. There is currently
potential for water conflicts and constraints.

Agricultural water use includes crop irrigation, livestock watering and general farm operations.

4.2.1 Future Water Needs for Livestock and Farm Operations

Livestock watering is estimated to be approximately 7,500,000 m®year and accounts for
approximately 4.4% of water consumption in the Grand River watershed, the fifth highest user of
water®. As shown in Figure 4-1 most of the livestock production is in Wellesley, Wilmot and
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Mapleton Townships in the west-central portions of the Grand River watershed in the Conestogo
and Nith River basins.

:I Grand River Watershed Boundary
{:::} Upper/Single Tier Municipal Boundary
Livestock Water Use (mm/yr)
(by subcatch 2006 C

[ Jo2-05
[Jos-10
| E11-20
| El21-30
.1-40

Figure 4-1. Livestock water use across the watershed

Ontario Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs (OMAFRA) specialists project that
populations of livestock in the watershed are likely to increase in response to human population
increases in the coming decades®. The trends show increasing populations of chickens, a
decrease in cattle and a cyclical pattern for hogs, signalling an increase in consumption from
livestock. However, in terms of washing, new technologies in water efficiency may offset an
increase in consumption. Under the warmer conditions of climate change, more water may be
needed for livestock watering and evaporative cooling.

Population growth estimates for several livestock commodities are based on Agriculture and Agri-
food Canada’s medium term outlook which accounts for factors such as international demand for
the products, national per capita consumption of the products and also the size of breeding
herds®. Projections, in the range of 0.2-2% per year, have been extrapolated to 2031 and 2051 for
the purpose of projecting long-term agricultural water needs.

To account for climate change, the increased water intakes for drinking and additional water for
evaporative cooling have been added to the daily water needs. The increased water needs are
based on increased monthly temperatures between April and September with the number of days
with maximum daily temperature over 25°C increasing from 59 to 97 days. The details of the
methodology and projected agricultural water needs for livestock operations are documented in the
report, Livestock Water Use and Future Water Needs™.
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Livestock population growth increases the water use by one third by 2031 and half by 2051.
Climate change results show an increase in water use by half by 2031 and doubling by 2051 under
the most severe climate change scenarios. However, the largest increases in livestock populations
and demand are in subwatersheds where total water use is low.

4.2.2 Future Water Needs for Crop Irrigation

Crop irrigation is the third highest annual water use in the watershed, after municipal water taking
and dewatering. Crop irrigation is also the highest seasonal water use in the watershed, peaking in
the summer months of July through September, coinciding with the low flow season. There are
currently about 340 Permits to Take Water (PTTW) for agricultural irrigation purposes, with
approximately 205 or 60% of them being located in the Whitemans and McKenzie Creek
subwatersheds (Figure 4-2).

®  Agricultural Permit to Take Water
[] Grand River Watershed Boundary
] uppersinge e
[T Lower Tier Municipal Boundary
SURFICIAL GEOLOGY (MNDM)

sand

Major Subbasins
SUBBASIN
" Upper Grand River
[ Conestogo River
I Speed-Eramosa River
[0 Central Grand River
[ Nith River
[ Southern Grand River
I Fairchild Creek
Whitemans Creek

Map created: 18-Oct-2013

Figure 4-2. Permits to take water for crop irrigation

Five potential scenarios for future crop irrigation were investigated (Table 4-3), one low, two
moderate and two high water use scenarios®.

Current: The low agricultural water use scenario assumes that irrigated acreage remains
roughly the same as it is now, fluctuating somewhat with market trends. This is the most
likely scenario.

Scenario 2: The two moderate agricultural water use scenarios assume that irrigated
acreage increases 10% and 25% respectively, reflective of an increase in market and
specialty crop production in specialty crop areas. The moderate scenarios increase
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irrigation in the sand plains in the southern half of the watershed but do not materially
affect the remainder of the watershed.

Scenario 3: The two high water use scenarios reflect an expansion of irrigation to crops
not traditionally irrigated (e.g., corn, soybeans) and assume that a) there is a significant
increase in irrigation where 10% of cropland on sandy soils is irrigated (the soil type most
needing irrigation in dry years), and b) an extreme increase in irrigation where 5% of
cropland across the watershed is irrigated. The two high agricultural water use scenarios
are very unlikely and can be seen as representing an upper limit on the extent of irrigation
that is physically possible in the watershed.

New water for crop irrigation is assumed to be sourced from groundwater or storage and not
directly from the creeks (IAP C.4).

Table 4-3. Average annual irrigation demand

: Average annual irrigation demand (L/sec)
Scenario
4 events per year 10 events per year
Current Current 250 626
2a 10% increase 275 688
2b 25% increase 313 783
3a 10% of sandy cropland 577 1443
3b 5% of cropland 728 1820

To interpret the significance of crop irrigation relative to water availability and total water use,
percent water demand (total consumptive water use as a percentage of available water) and
percent irrigation (irrigation as a percentage of total water use) were estimated for each scenario in
each subwatershed. The methodology is based on the water quantity stress assessment
completed under the Source Protection Program.®’

Under historical climate conditions (4 irrigation events per year on average), total water demand in
most subwatersheds remains low (less than 10% of available water) in all scenarios. In the
moderate and high water use subwatersheds in the central portion of the watershed, crop irrigation
is a very small percentage (less than 3%) of total water use. The Irvine Creek subwatershed shows
moderate water use with a moderate percentage as crop irrigation in the more extreme scenarios
3a and 3b.

Under scenarios of climate change (10 irrigation events per year on average), several more
subwatersheds demonstrate conditions of moderate total water use with a moderate proportion
being crop irrigation.

All crop irrigation scenarios are sustainable on a subwatershed scale (i.e., total water use is much
less than renewable water) if sourced from groundwater and storage and not taken directly from
surface water streams.

However; as the total percent water demand increases, resiliency to deal with change is reduced
and there is more risk of local impacts and water conflicts among users.

To minimize the potential for local effects and build resiliency for climate change, efficiency in
irrigation water use is strongly encouraged (IAP C.4).

It is recommended that water use information be kept current to observe trends in total water use,
including crop irrigation, across the watershed (IAP C.4).
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Regional water management strategies are needed in the Whitemans, Mount Pleasant and
McKenzie Creek sand plain areas to deal with current and potential future agricultural water
challenges (IAP C.4).

4.3 Water Supply for Aggregate Production

The central region of the watershed is rich in aggregate resources that support local needs and are
exported out of the watershed to the Greater Toronto Area and Niagara Region.

While aggregate production varies each year, it is expected that aggregate production will increase
in response to local population growth and growth in export demand>®

Aggregate production is also expected to shift over the next 10, 20 and 30 years from Puslinch
Township to North Dumfries Township, and then to the County of Brant as accessible resources in
each are depleted.

For the purposes of water use projections in this Water Management Plan, it is assumed that there
will not be new pit dewatering operations in the planning horizon of this Plan. The most significant
water need for aggregate production considered in this Plan is for aggregate washing.

Water needs for aggregate washing have also been declining as operations have moved from
open loop water cycling to closed loop water cycling. New water is required only to top up the wash
ponds to account for evaporation and infiltration from the wash pond and water trucked out on the
aggregate.

GRCA'’s investigation of long term water supply needs and their significance in the overall water
budget is in preparation. However, a future shift in aggregate production to west County of Brant in
combination with agricultural crop irrigation in this area will need to be factored into discussions
about solutions to current water use conflicts and constraints (IAP C.12).

4.4 Environmental Flow Needs

Environmental flows describe the quantity, quality and timing of flows required to sustain healthy
river ecosystems, as well as the human livelihoods that rely on these ecosystems *

The E-Flows Working Group established a suite of flow-related natural river processes which, in
their expert opinion, are critical for maintaining healthy aquatic ecosystems in the Grand River
watershed. The environmental flow regimes include eight environmental flow thresholds in three
categories: channel maintenance and formation; nutrient management or biological functions; and
low flow considerations*’. The flow thresholds are included as flow targets in Table 4-4 for four
regulated reaches of the Grand and Speed Rivers. Low flow thresholds for two natural flow
reaches of the Eramosa River and Whitemans Creek are also included.

In general, the environmental low flow needs are less than the reservoir operational flow targets,
as shown in Table 4-4, and are only a challenge in the driest years.

These environmental low flows should inform future drought contingency planning discussions (IAP
C.9/C.13).

Further work is recommended to field verify the thresholds, particularly for the Brantford littoral
zone maintenance threshold where the threshold is currently estimated to be higher than the
operational flow target (IAP C.9).

The higher environmental maintenance flow needs (e.g., flushing flows) are poorly to moderately
met for the regulated reaches of the Grand and Speed Rivers. The GRCA plans, as a next step, to

September 2014 4-13



Grand River Watershed Water Management Plan

field verify the flow thresholds and investigate the feasibility of operating the reservoirs to meet
these flows more reliably without sacrificing the reliability of meeting the low flow requirements or

causing flooding (IAP C.9).
Table 4-4. Environmental low flows for selected river reaches

Grand Grand R. Speed R. Speed R. at Eramosa R. Whitemans
R. near above below P : above Creek near Mt
Flow Doon Brantford Guelph Hzepe e Guelph Vernon
Thresholds P P
3
(m /s)
Littoral Zone
Maintenance 8.5 19 1.1 15
Longitudinal
Connectivity 6.8 8.8 0.52 1.1 0.5 1.0
For comparison
Operational low N
T Ap— 9.9 17 1.7 0.42
Historical >95% '\e/l:rtSmMO;t_ >95% Continuously M:;; iﬂgffl Met 2 of 3
frequency met May-Oct y Y May-Oct met y Y years May-Oct
Oct Oct

90" percentile
flow — lowest 9.8 18 2.4 0.43 0.70
month
*summer flows

4.5 Reservoir Reliability

The primary operating objectives of the Shand, Conestogo, Luther and Guelph Dams are flood
damage reduction (i.e., reduction of flows during floods) and low flow augmentation (i.e., addition
of flows during low flow periods). The reservoirs are filled in the spring with the runoff from the
melting snow pack and spring rains. Water is released over the summer and fall period, to supply
sufficient flow to the rivers to dilute treated wastewater effluent, provide water for municipal water

supplies and maintain the river's ecological functions.

Figure 4-3 illustrates the regulated reaches in the Grand River watershed and the operational low

flow target locations.

The two objectives of the reservoirs (flood control and water supply) are conflicting. For instance, to
provide flood control, as much available storage as possible is desired. To provide flow
augmentation, as much water as can safely be stored in the reservoir is desired. The approved

reservoir operating policy* resolves these conflicting objectives.

4-14




Ensuring Water Supplies

@ Low Flow Target Location
- Major Reservoir
=~ Regulated Watercourse
D Grand River Watershed Boundary

‘: :: 3 Lower Tier Municipal Boundary
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Figure 4-3. Major multipurpose reservoirs and locations for the low flow operating targets

4.5.1 Reservoir Operating Policy

The existing reservoir operating ‘rule curves’ and policies for GRCA reservoirs date back to early
1978 and incorporate the recommendations of the 1974 Flood Inquiry*>. The reservoir operating
rule curves are intended to balance flood control and low flow augmentation objectives. In 1982,
the reservoir operating policy that dealt with low flow targets was changed to implement the
recommendations of the 1982 Grand River Basin Water Management Study*®. These changes
were adopted and continue to this day with a few minor revisions in 1988 and 2004.

The existing operating procedures and guidelines specify:
1. Target reservoir levels for February 15th, April 1st, May 1st, June 1st and October 15th to
balance flood control and low flow augmentation needs;
Minimum discharges from the Shand, Conestogo and Guelph Dams; and

Minimum low flow targets at Guelph (Edinburgh Road), Kitchener (Doon) and Brantford, for
water quality and water supply.

Existing low flow targets are summarized in Table 4-5, along with the reference that was used to
establish these targets.

Average augmentation since 1984 during the July to September period is approximately 50% at
Doon, 30% at Brantford and 30% below Guelph. During dry periods, augmentation has reached
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persistent levels of 80% of the flow at Doon, 50% of the flow at Brantford and 70% of the flow
below Guelph. For short periods, augmentation levels have approached 90% of the flow at Doon
on the Grand River and below Guelph on the Speed River.

Table 4-5. Low flow operation targets for operating the large multipurpose water
management reservoirs

Operational Low Flow Target Last
Location Jan-Apr | May-Sept | Oct-Dec | Reference Confirmed/

(m®s) (m?s) (m?s) Revised
Grand Valley 0.42 0.42 0.42 1986 Reservoir Yield Study 2004
Below Shand 2.8 2.8 2.8 1982 Basin Study 2013
Dam
Doon® 2.8 9.9 7.1 1982 Basin Study 2013
Brantford 17 1982 Basin Study 2013
Below
Conestogo 2.1 2.1 2.1 1982 Basin Study 2013
Dam*
gg';‘iv Guelph 0.57 0.57 057 | 1982 Basin Study 2013
Edinburg Road .
City of Guelph3 11 1.7 11 1982 Basin Study 2004/2013
Elmira 0.3 0.3 0.3 Operations Manual Woolwich 1980

Dam

" Lessor of flow target or inflow to the dam
2HwﬂmmmmeMmeMswmwmmmemngmesDmmgmmebbwmdmwmmmmonwmg
% Summer operating season for the Speed River is June 1 to Sept 30, fall/winter season is Oct 1 to May 31
* Winter low flow target estimated based on available winter augmentation storage below gate sill at Shand Dam

4.5.2 Reliability of the Existing Operational Low Flow Targets

The reliability of meeting the existing operational low flow targets was reviewed with both observed
flow data and modeled results from the Reservoir Yield Model*. The reliabilities were then
compared against those developed for the 1982 Basin Plan. Downstream flow targets were set in
the 1982 Basin Plan based on a reliability of meeting them at least 95% of the time.

The 1984 to 2010 period is used for comparison with observed values since it coincides with the
same time period as the current operating procedure of the reservoir system, established after the
completion of the 1982 Basin Plan.

4.5.3 Grand River Flow Reliability

The reliability of meeting the Grand River flow targets downstream of the major reservoirs is
presented in Table 4-6, along with the number of years that the target was not met.
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Table 4-6. Reliability in meeting existing flow targets at Doon and Brantford

Doon Brantford

Jan-Apr May-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Apr May-Sep | Oct-Dec

Percent Reliability
1982 Basin Plan 100 98.9 94.5 NA 99.6 NA
Reservoir Yield (1950-2010) 99.8 99.5 95.2 97.7 99.9 94.3
Reservoir Yield (1984-2010) 99.6 99.6 96.6 99.1 99.9 97.0
Observed (1984-2010) 100 98.7 98.9 99.2 99.7 98.9

Number of Years with Target Violations
Reservoir Yield (1950-2010) 2/60 5/60 8/60 8/60 3/60 11/60
Reservoir Yield (1984-2010) 1/27 2/27 2127 2127 1/27 2127
Observed (1984-2010) 0/27 2127 4/27 2127 2127 2127

The reliability in meeting the Doon target for each of the seasonal periods is at or above 95% and
the observed record had greater than 98% reliability.

The Brantford flow target was originally intended to be used for the summer period only as part of
the 1982 Basin Plan, but in practice, it has become the year round operational flow target. This
target has been met with a high reliability of 99%.

While the statistics indicate the winter period has the highest reliability, this is the season that has
the highest risk of failure; the reservoir storage could be depleted and flow augmentation would no
longer be possible. Changes to winter operations in the mid-1990s, and formal adoptions of
modified rule curves in 2004 to store more water over the winter, has helped to reduce this risk;
however, long periods of drought still present risk.

4.5.4 Speed River Flow Reliability

The reliability of meeting the Speed River operational low flow target at the Below Guelph gauge
(Edinburgh Road) is given in Table 4-7. The 1982 Basin Plan presented a 93% reliability of
meeting the summer target. Based on the observed record, the target has had a 94% reliability
since 1984, but results of the Reservoir Yield Model show that a higher than 95% reliability by time
is achievable.

There have been a number of dry years since the summer flow target was increased to 1.7 m*/s in
1984. This has resulted in some changes to the rule curve to allow for more early spring storage.
Modifications were implemented in 1989 and slot gates installed in the early 1990s to allow
retention of spring storage in the reservoir into the early summer. These operational changes since
1984 may be the reason the Reservoir Yield Model shows a higher reliability and may be more
indicative of future reliability.
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Table 4-7. Reliability in meeting existing operational flow targets - Speed River

Jan-May | June-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Apr May-Sep | Oct-Dec
N Years with Violations/
Percent (%) Reliability
Total Years of record
1982 Basin Plan 100 93.0 95.5 -- -- --
Reservoir Yield (1950-2010) 100 96.8 99.3 0/60 11/60 3/60
Reservoir Yield (1984-2010) 100 96.7 99.2 0/27 5/27 2127
Observed (1984-2010) 100 93.9 100 0/27 7127 0/27

4.5.5 Considerations for Changes to Operations

Scenarios to investigate reduced spring filling levels (for enhanced flood control), increased
downstream flow targets and a longer summer operating season show that the current operating
strategy provides the best reliability of meeting downstream flow targets * (IAP C.5).

4.5.6 Reduction in Spring Water Levels

Shand and Conestogo reservoirs have spring filling targets on April 1%, May 1%, and June 1. In the
scenario where the April 1* filling target is achieved on May 1* and any additional water after May
1% is taken into storage according to the regular rule curves, the results indicate that there is some
robustness to the filling cycle. However, it is important to reach the May 1 filling targets in order to
maintain downstream flow reliabilities at or above 95%. Taking in more water after May 1
increases the reliability of meeting downstream flow targets.

4.5.7 Changes to Downstream Flow Targets

Under existing conditions, the Reservoir Yield Model uses a summer target of 9.9 m*/s at Doon
but, if there is water available, it increases the flow rate at Doon to 11 m%s. Increasing or extending
the summer flow targets will lower the reliability in meeting the fall flow targets outside of
acceptable levels; therefore, no change in flow targets is recommended. Although no change is
recommended, it is standard practice to operate above the minimum target flow if water is
available, and this is often the case in the fall season.

4.5.8 Consideration for Climate Change

A separate study was conducted that ran 10 different climate change scenarios through the
continuous stream flow model of the Grand River watershed to investigate changes to stream flow,
runoff, recharge and evapotranspiration®. The results of these climate change runs suggested that
there would be more mid-winter melts, more winter precipitation and a longer, hotter and drier low
flow season. These conditions result in a greater demand on the reservoirs for augmentation and
affect the filling cycle.

Output from the surface water model was then incorporated into different scenario runs for the
Reservoir Yield Model to investigate potential challenges to reservoir operations under a changing
climate.

Flow reliability in a regulated system is described as a percentage of time meeting or exceeding
low flow operation targets. Reliabilities are calculated using the 7-day running average and are
reported over the given multi-year period. Table 4-8 lists the reliabilities of meeting river low flow
operation targets for the historic climate run and ten climate change scenarios assuming the May
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1% storage target was met each year. Climate change scenarios are described in more detail in the
report “Climate Change Scenario Modelling” (Shifflet, 2014).

There was no significant change to the reliabilities of meeting winter flow targets. For the Grand
River, most of the scenarios suggested that meeting the summer targets would have similar
reliabilities to the historic climate data set, but there would be challenges to meeting the low flow
targets through the fall period. Two scenarios, with extremely dry summer periods, resulted in
some very low reliability values for meeting the summer and fall low flow targets. For the Speed
River, there may be challenges to meeting the summer low flow operational target, but little change
in the reliability in meeting the fall flow target.

Table 4-8. Reservoir reliabilities for meeting or exceeding low flow operation targets for ten
climate change scenarios and the historic climate record

Doon Brantford Below Guelph
Jan- May- Oct- Jan- | May- Oct- Jan- May- Oct-
Apr Sep Dec Apr Sep Dec Apr Sep Dec
Percent (%) of Time Meeting Low Flow Operation Targets (Reliability)

*Historic Climate 100 99 96 99 100 96 100 98 99
Scenario 30 100 100 99 98 100 98 100 99 100
Scenario 31 100 100 99 100 100 97 100 96 99
Scenario 34 100 98 90 100 97 86 100 93 98
Scenario 52 100 100 99 100 100 97 100 97 99
Scenario 53 100 99 96 99 99 93 100 96 98
Scenario 58 100 100 90 99 98 82 100 90 98
Scenario 65 100 93 89 100 90 79 100 88 98
Scenario 66 100 94 90 100 90 84 100 88 98
Scenario 71 100 99 95 100 99 93 100 96 99
Scenario 72 100 100 98 100 100 95 100 93 99
* modeled output based on observed climate data
**model output shows that operational flow is consistently maintained assuming May 1* fill level is achieved by May 1

The results from the reservoir yield climate change scenarios runs assumed the May 1% filling level
in each reservoir was achieved; however, there are expected to be large differences in winter
precipitation and snowpack in a changed climate that could affect the normal filling cycle of the
reservoirs. The current winter operating procedures may not be robust enough to ensure the
reservoirs are filled on a regular basis. Winter precipitation is stored on the landscape in the
snowpack and then becomes runoff during spring melts, which helps to fill the reservoirs. If winter
precipitation is not stored in the snowpack, or is released throughout the winter with mid-winter
melts, it will not be available in the spring to fill the reservoirs. Flexibility in winter operations should
be incorporated into the reservoir operating procedures to capture mid-winter melt water while
continuing to manage flood risk.

4.5.9 Summary

The existing reservoir operating procedures and flow targets gave the highest reliabilities in
meeting the low flow operation targets based on historical climate data. Increases in flow targets,
or decreases in spring filling levels, will decrease the reliability of meeting flow targets. Decreased
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reliabilities may still be above 95% under historic climate conditions, but there will be little capacity
to adapt to a changing climate. The climate change scenarios suggested that meeting low flow
targets, as well as filling the reservoirs in the spring, may be more challenging in the future.

Flexibility in the spring filling cycle may be needed to ensure adequate storage to meet fall flow
targets. Operating reservoirs in a changing climate will require more adaptive management. A
review of Flood Risk Management during the filling cycle will be conducted as part of the Strategic
Flood Review (IAP C.6).

4.5.10 Surface Water Taking Affecting River Flow Reliability

In addition to the Region of Waterloo and City of Brantford municipal water supply withdrawals, for
which the water control system is designed, there are many other water takings from the regulated
reaches of the Grand, Conestogo and Speed Rivers and the tributaries that contribute flow to these
regulated reaches. Most of these takings are for crop irrigation, golf course irrigation and aggregate
washing. All but one taking are seasonal.

The total permitted non-municipal water taking from the central Grand and tributaries below the
reservoirs, as shown in Table 4-9 is 4.2 m*/s. This potential withdrawal is significant compared with
the summer operational flow target for the Grand River at Brantford at 17.0 m®/s. However, the
reported actual water taking in 2011 was much less at 1.5 m¥s.

Table 4-9. Maximum seasonal water takings relative to operational flow targets

Total Permitted Total Actual Taking Operational Flow % of Target

Watershed Taking (reported, estimated) Target Potentially
(m*/s) (m*/s) (m°/s) Removed

Speed / Eramosa
above Guelph 0.68 0.34 1.7 40
Grand above Doon 0.57 0.03 9.9 6
Grand above Galt 13 0.37 12 11
Grand above
Brantford 4.4 15 17 25

Given that the reliability of reservoir low flow augmentation is sensitive to target changes in the
order of 1 m®s on the Grand River, care must be taken that the accumulation of new surface water
takings from the river system upstream of Brantford does not undermine the reliability of river flows.

All new surface water permits should include conditions that require the water supply system to be
designed such that the rate of withdrawal can be drastically reduced (e.g., 60%) for a period of
time when river flows drop below the operational flow target, for example, by incorporating storage
and/or variable rate pumps (IAP C.8). Almost all of the current users incorporate storage into their
water supply systems (e.g., irrigation pond, wash pond) and can reduce water withdrawal rates by
up to two thirds by pumping at a lower rate over a longer period of the day.

4.6 Areas with Potential for Water Use Conflict or Constraint

The continued refinement of information supporting Water Use and Water Budget studies in the
Grand River watershed has helped to identify areas with potential for water use conflict or
constraint. The areas requiring further refinement continue to be the municipal groundwater takings
in the central moraines in the watershed and the agricultural surface water takings in the Norfolk
Sand Plain (Figure 4-4).

Most municipalities have water supply master plans for their growth centres and have investigated
the long term sustainability of their supply sources. Trends towards reduced per capita water use
due to aggressive municipal water conservation programs, combined with technological water
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efficiency improvements that are making their way into all water use sectors, are helping to control
the growth of new water needs for municipal purposes. Tier 3 Water Budget studies to be
completed in 2014 are also confirming the sustainability of water supplies to satisfy long term
human and ecological needs as well as giving consideration to the potential for climate change to
influence existing water sources (IAP C.12).

[: Grand River Watershed Boundary
D Upper/Single Tier Municipal Boundary

| _:3 Lower Tier Municipal Boundary

- Water Use Conflict Area

Figure 4-4. Areas of conflict or constraint.

Livestock water needs, while expected to increase over the duration of this plan are focussed in
the northwest portions of the watershed, in areas of low water use that are not expecting significant
urban growth. Water needs for crop irrigation may increase, particularly in areas with coarse
textured soils; however, the projected water use is expected to be sustainable provided that water
is sourced from groundwater and/or storage and not taken directly from the creeks and rivers (IAP
C.4).

Aggregate production is expected to increase in step with population growth, with the largest
production shifting from Puslinch Township to North Dumfries Township to the County of Brant
over the next twenty years as reserves are depleted. While water taking for aggregate production
(wash operations) is not expected to increase significantly, a shift in aggregate production to west
County of Brant in combination with agricultural crop irrigation in this area will need to be factored
into discussions about solutions to current water supply challenges there (IAP C.12).

The regions where there are potential water use conflicts or constraints include the Eramosa River
subwatershed and the lower Nith, Whitemans, Mount Pleasant Creek and McKenzie Creek
subwatersheds. Further information on constraints and/or conflicts in these regions is documented
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in the Drought Contingency Plan report*®. Further detail on the Whitemans, Mount Pleasant and
McKenzie Creek region is below.

4.6.1 Whitemans, Mount Pleasant, McKenzie Creeks

Whitemans Creek is located in west County of Brant and north-east Oxford County and enters the
Grand River just upstream of Brantford. The flows in Whitemans Creek are largely dependent on
groundwater from the high water table. The shallow sand aquifer that feeds Whitemans Creek
provides sustained coldwater baseflows and supports a good coldwater fishery.

The portion of the Whitemans Creek watershed in the Norfolk Sand Plain has some of the largest
cash crop operations in Southern Ontario, with a heavy demand for water for irrigation, particularly
in July and August. There are 130 permits to take water in the Whitemans Creek watershed, 124 of
which are for agricultural irrigation, two for golf course irrigation, one other commercial use and
three municipal wells. Of the crop irrigation permits, 91 are from groundwater and 33 are from
surface water. The maximum permitted water taking represents 57% of the average summer low
flow of 1.6 m3/s (1600 I/s).

Field studies in Whitemans Creek show that a flow of 0.8 m3/s (800 I/s) is required in the creek at
Cleaver Road to maintain connection between the riffles to sustain the fish population. Flows in
Whitemans Creek drop below 0.5 m3/s one year out of three on average. The neighbouring
McKenzie and Mount Pleasant Creeks have similar conditions.

While there are currently water management challenges in dry years, a preliminary look at the
water budget using the Tier 2 Water Quantity Stress Assessment methodology developed under
the Source Protection Program shows that overall water use is relatively low in comparison to
water availability in this area®. The water management challenges seem to be related to the
reliance on direct withdrawals from the creeks during low flow periods, rather than an overuse of
water in general.

The Grand River Low Water Response Team has recommended the following pro-active
measures: less reliance on the creek for water needs, more efficient irrigation systems and
practices, and an irrigation scheduling program among neighbours (IAP C.4).

In 2013, Federal and Provincial funding administered by Farm and Food Care Ontario helped
establish a pilot project to develop pro-active drought contingency strategies for irrigators who draw
directly from Whitemans Creek. The study has looked at ways to better inform irrigators of soil
moisture conditions as it applies to watering requirements, identify potential alternative surface
water sources and enable the community to share alternate resources in a drought condition (IAP
C.4).

The Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry and GRCA are discussing the development of an
integrated water budget model to look in more detail at the carrying capacity of the area for
agricultural, municipal and other takings, and the measures most likely to ensure sustainable water
supplies. (IAP C.12).

4.7 Protection of Key Hydrologic Functions

Ensuring water supplies for communities, ecosystems and economies requires the balancing of
key hydrologic processes and protecting the key hydrologic functions of critical landscape features.
Key landscape features include the large multipurpose reservoirs, provincially significant wetlands
and moraine complexes within the watershed.

Maintaining water storage on the landscape through the continued upkeep and operation of the
seven multipurpose reservoirs is required to ensure water supplies for communities, ecosystems
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and economies (IAP C5; E1). The seven multipurpose reservoirs retain water within the watershed
and thereby reduces the risk of flooding further downstream. The water stored in the reservoirs
also helps to augment river flows during periods of low flow. Base flow augmentation effectively
ensures that downstream water supplies are maintained and helps to improve water quality by
diluting wastewater effluents and stormwater runoff from point and non-point sources.

Wetlands are considered fundamentally important for flood control and help regulate water quantity
and improve water quality. Prominent wetland areas that currently provide a water storage function
on the landscape include the Luther Marsh Provincially Significant Wetland (PSW) Complex, which
is managed as a reservoir in part, and the Puslinch Lake - Irish Creek PSW Complex, a naturally
occurring and unmanaged wetland (see Figure 2-8). Coastal wetlands in the Dunnville area also
help mitigate flooding during high water events on Lake Erie.

In addition to flood control, many other provincially and locally significant wetlands provide
important hydrologic processes such as groundwater recharge and discharge. Wetlands that help
to recharge local and regional aquifers include the Spongy Lake PSW Complex — a rare bog
community that typically occurs in more northern climates. Other wetlands that provide critical
recharge and discharge functions, which in turn support extensive coldwater creek systems in the
watershed, include the Speed-Lutteral-Swan Creek PSW, Eramosa River - Blue Springs Creek
PSW, Roseville Swamp — Cedar Creek PSW, Mill Creek Puslinch PSW, Whitemans Creek - Kenny
Creek PSW, Fairchild Creek Headwater PSW, Oakland Swamp PSW, and Brantford Northwest
PSW. Brantford Northwest PSW supports a rare perched fen community. Protection of these and
other provincially significant wetlands in the watershed, as well as the smaller and more isolated
locally significant wetlands, should continue through diligent land use and subwatershed planning
(IAP D6; E3), stewardship, and education (IAP D7). Further, there is a need to update regional
groundwater-surface water models and mapping to better reflect the key hydrologic processes
such as groundwater recharge and discharge that supports significant wetland features in the
watershed (IAP C11).

In addition to retaining water on the landscape in reservoirs and wetlands, there are numerous
watershed features that facilitate the movement of surface water into the groundwater system.
These features include:

¢ The permeable deposits and hummocky topography associated with the moraines;
¢ Glacial outwash sands and gravels;

e Gravel terraces;

¢ Sand plains; and

o Exposed fractured and/or karstified bedrock

The quality and quantity of surface water entering these significant recharge features impacts the
groundwater aquifers that support drinking water supplies, wetlands, and river baseflows. Further,
these closed drainage areas also help to reduce downstream flooding.

Approximately 40% of the land area that covers the watershed is considered to have a high
recharge potential (see Figure 2-10). The largest areas for potential recharge are located
throughout the central portion of the watershed, within the moraine systems and the Norfolk Sand
Plain. Although recharge within the Paris/Galt and Waterloo moraines contributes to the
groundwater within the overburden aquifers, the Orangeville moraine is a major recharge area that
contributes to the bedrock aquifers. Areas with thin overburden cover, or exposed fractured or
karstified bedrock also facilitate recharge to the groundwater system. These areas have yet to be
reflected on the groundwater recharge map; however, work will continue to best describe this key
hydrologic process associated with karst topography (IAP C.10).
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A significant portion (about 60%) of the moraine systems in the watershed is urbanized.
Groundwater recharge is most affected by activities, such as drainage and paving that intercept
precipitation and facilitate the movement of water off the land in surface runoff.

Land use within these significant recharge areas can have a major influence on both groundwater
guality and quantity. Intensive cropping practices with repeated manure and fertilizer applications
have the potential to impact groundwater quality while paving, drainage and intensive activity
associated with urban development can interrupt groundwater recharge and impact both
groundwater quantity and quality. Since these areas have ecological, sociological, and economical
significance within the watershed, they are important features on which the sustainability of both
groundwater and surface water supplies depends. Strategic planning is needed to protect these
recharge areas that support critical groundwater recharge processes in the watershed (IAP C.10).
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5 Improving Water Quality

A goal of the Plan is to improve water quality to improve river health and reduce its impact on Lake
Erie. There are many uses, needs and values for surface and ground water in the watershed that
desire high quality water including the health of the river and the aquatic ecosystem; aesthetics,
recreation, municipal and private drinking water supplies; commercial fisheries; and agricultural
production. Although the background or natural water quality across the watershed varies
considerably due to geology, land use and land management practices such as runoff from urban
and rural areas, and waste assimilation from 30 wastewater treatment plants heavily influence the
water quality issues seen in both surface and ground water. Further, a changing climate will
undoubtedly influence water quality into the future. Consequently, the need for long term datasets
becomes critical to evaluate trends over time and evaluate progress toward achieving the goals of
the Plan.

5.1 Ground Water

The Province of Ontario initiated source protection planning for municipal drinking water sources in
2005. An extensive description of the groundwater systems and quality issues is described in the
Grand River Characterization report*® and the Grand River Assessment Report*’. The following
briefly describes the general groundwater quality across the watershed as well as highlights some
of the key water quality issues.

5.1.1 Natural Groundwater Quality

The geochemical composition of groundwater is a result of many processes, including interaction
with atmospheric gases, reaction with minerals, bacteriological processes, and anthropogenic
effects among others. Although there is a public perception that all instances of undesired
compounds in groundwater are a result of anthropogenic contamination, groundwater may be
rendered unusable due entirely to natural geochemical processes. For instance, some
groundwater is very hard and therefore not usable for some industrial processes. Groundwater
may naturally have high concentrations of arsenic or total dissolved solids which makes it a poor or
unsuitable source of potable water. Consequently, it is important to understand the natural or
ambient quality of groundwater and the processes controlling it. This in turn allows for a stronger
understanding of the impacts other contaminants may have on groundwater and provides insight
into pollution trends and their effects on the aquifer system.

Ambient groundwater geochemistry generally evolves as it moves along its flow path. Typically,
groundwater originates as precipitation and is generally low in total dissolved solids, is slightly
acidic, and somewhat oxidizing*®. As the groundwater moves along its flow path, it can collect
different anions. This results in a change in the quality of the groundwater spatially as well as over
time.

Although there have been no regional, long-term groundwater quality monitoring programs within
the Grand River watershed, some inferences can be made with observations collected at the time
of drilling or through the results of sampling of ambient groundwater conducted through the
Provincial Groundwater Monitoring Network (PGMN).

Some basic observations of groundwater type are made by drillers at the time of drilling and
submitted to the Ministry of the Environment (OMOECC) water well information system.
Groundwater type is classified through odour and taste as fresh, salty, sulphur or mineral. This
method of classification provides a crude indication of groundwater quality at the time the well is
drilled and, when mapped, can provide insight into the general geochemical conditions in a
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particular location and within a particular hydrogeologic unit. Figure 5-1 and Figure 5-2 show the
spatial distribution of these observations in the overburden and bedrock, respectively.

Water Quality Issue
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Surficial Geology (primary material)
| K
I Organic deposits
Clay
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[] Grand River Watershed Boundary
:] Upper/Single Tier Municipal Boundary
[ 1 Lower Tier Municipal Boundary
I Lake/Reservoir

Figure 5-1. Natural water quality issues in overburden wells

Examination of the distribution of the water types reported indicates that there is a general bias
towards the sulphur classification in bedrock wells, likely because the sulphur odour is such a
strong distinguishing feature.

A regional groundwater study illustrated that ambient water quality ranges from good to poor
across the watershed®. High sulphur content was the most common water quality problem and
was associated with bedrock throughout the watershed. The Guelph, the Salina, and the
Onondaga—Ambherstburg Formations are the bedrock formations with most of the wells with high
sulphur. Within these formations, the wells classified as having high sulphur content were
clustered, indicating that there might be some other control on the water quality in addition to the
bedrock geology. These clusters did not correspond to any known sub-members, however the
elevated sulphur content may be related to the presence of common sulphur bearing minerals such
as gypsum or pyrite.

Several bedrock wells were also reported as having a high salt content. Of these, almost half were
located in the Guelph Formation. High salt content is also reported in wells drilled in the Salina
Formation. Wells with high concentrations of salt could be indicative of groundwater discharge from
deeper, more regional groundwater flow systems. Generally, the longer groundwater remains in
the subsurface the greater the concentration of dissolved ions.

Water quality problems associated with overburden aquifers can be found throughout the
watershed. However, no obvious geographic patterns could be deciphered. One exception to this
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is a small cluster of wells with a mineral water quality problem found to the west of Elmira in
Waterloo Region. Little explanation for this grouping is obvious as some wells have been drilled
into tills while others have been drilled into sands and gravels.
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Figure 5-2. Natural groundwater quality issues in bedrock wells

5.1.2 Groundwater Quality Issues

Groundwater, because it is generally a non-visible resource is often ‘out of sight, out of mind’, and
not as well understood as many surface water resources.

Although some groundwater quality issues can be from natural conditions, many ground water
quality issues are the result of historic land use and management activities. Groundwater quality
issues in municipal drinking water supplies are described extensively in the Grand River
Characterization report “° and the Grand River Assessment Report *'. The following highlights
some of the water quality issues found in municipal drinking water supplies:

- Presence of pesticides;

- High nitrates;

- Elevated levels if chlorides, sodium, and sulphates; and

- Presence of industrial contaminants (e.g. chlorinated organics, VOCs, TCE, and Benzene).

Groundwater quality concerns can also be related to naturally occurring chemicals such as
fluoride, hardness, iron and manganese, which are often derived from geologic sources.

Groundwater contamination can fall into two categories: contamination originating from point
sources, such as chemical spills and leaking storage tanks and non-point sources where
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contaminants enter the groundwater system over a broad area. An example of non-point sources
are when agricultural fertilizers and pesticides are applied to fields and migrate into the local
groundwater system.

The movement of groundwater is often much slower than that of surface water, and it generally
takes considerably more time for groundwater to respond to environmental changes. As a
consequence, the residence time of persistent contaminants tends to be much longer in
groundwater when compared to surface waters. Additionally, many groundwater contamination
issues are recognized for decades, and contaminants can be detected in groundwater at significant
distances from their sources.

Historic land use practices from both point and non-point sources such as the use of road de-icers,
fertilizer and pesticide use, and leaking storage tanks containing petroleum products, for example,
and have a slow but progressive impact on regional groundwater quality. This can lead to both
degraded drinking water supplies and ecological health.

Once groundwater becomes contaminated, it can be difficult and costly to remediate. Best
practices to promote the reduction or prevention of contaminants into groundwater should be
encouraged (IAP D7).

Recent river surveys are showing very high nitrate levels in the Grand River during the winter. The
nitrate is thought to be from shallow groundwater. Research is required to confirm the source and
pathways of the nitrate in the central Grand River region however; it is recommended that nutrient
management practices be implemented in areas of high groundwater recharge to help facilitate the
reduction of nitrate in shallow groundwater (IAP D7 & D8).

In addition to the above ‘legacy’ contaminants, there are also ‘contaminants of emerging concern’
such as pharmaceutical residues, personal care products, and perchlorate, among others. Less is
known about the occurrence and effects of these emerging contaminants in the ecosystem, and
research is currently underway to determine the prevalence and fate of such compounds in the
environment.

5.1.3 Protection of Key Hydrologic Functions

Many aquifers used for groundwater supply, including municipal supply, are afforded a certain
degree of protection by the overlying geologic units. Aquitards, which have a much lower
permeability than aquifers, control groundwater recharge and contaminant transport to adjacent
aquifers, and are of sufficiently low hydraulic conductivity, areal extent, thickness and geometry to
impede groundwater flow between aquifers®. Aquifers that are not overlain by aquitards
(unconfined aquifers) are substantially more prone to contamination.

Important aquitards within the Grand River watershed include the Eramosa bedrock formation and
clay-rich overburden till units.

The Eramosa Formation, which averages about 15m in thickness, is a particularly important
bedrock aquitard in protecting the City of Guelph’s groundwater supplies. The City draws most of
its water from the Gasport Formation, which in this area is heavily karsted and often referred to as
the ‘production zone’. The Eramosa Formation, which directly overlies the Gasport Formation,
forms an important barrier to protect the City’s water supply from surface contamination. Aquitards
protecting important groundwater sources can be breached by quarry operations, unsealed
abandoned wells and wells that are constructed with screens through the aquitard. All efforts
should be made to protect this important aquitard from being breached to ensure the safety and
cleanliness of the City’s water supply.

5-4



Improving Water Quality

The numerous till units present across the watershed are often high in silt and clay content,
allowing for them to behave as aquitards, thus impeding groundwater flow from the surface to
deeper, confined aquifers. Of particular note are the Tavistock and Mornington tills on the
northwest side of the watershed and the Mary Hill, Tavistock and Port Stanley tills within the
Waterloo Moraine. As aquitards, till units can protect both underlying overburden and bedrock
aquifers from contamination from surficial sources. The protection that till units provide to water
supply aquifers can be improved by sealing old and abandoned wells that create conduits for
surface water to access the underlying aquifers. The Ontario Drinking Water Stewardship program
offered funding support to rural properties in high vulnerable areas however funding for this
program has concluded. The rural water quality program continues to provide funding to rural
landowners, mostly farmers, for the proper decommissioning of wells. It is recommended that
funding for well decommissioning be offered watershed wide (IAP D.7).

In addition to the protection of aquitards and active well abandonment programs, municipalities
across the watershed have created Wellhead Protection Areas (WHPAS) for all municipal wells
through the Source Water Protection program. WHPAs are extensively documented in the Grand
River Assessment Report. The purpose of WHPAs is to characterize time-related groundwater
capture zones for each municipal well, such that within the Source Protection Act, land uses can
be regulated within these areas to limit negative impacts to municipal groundwater quality.

5.2 Surface Water

Surface water quality in the Grand River and its tributaries is heavily influenced by land use
however, geology does play a role. The northern till plains, drained by the Nith, upper Conestogo
and upper Grand Rivers, support livestock operations and general cash crop production. The lack
of permanent vegetative cover results in higher water temperatures and higher nutrient
concentrations from runoff in this area.

The central portion of the Grand River, including the Canagagigue Creek, Conestogo River and
lower Speed River, tends to be the area within the watershed where water quality is most impaired.
A high concentration of phosphorus and nitrogen contributes to prolific aquatic plant growth which
can lead to low dissolved oxygen. The impact stormwater and wastewater discharges from the
urban areas is reflected by the significant increase in the concentration of phosphorus, total
ammonia and chloride as the river flows through the Region of Waterloo from Bridgeport to Blair.

Similar impacts are also found within the Speed River below Guelph; however, the effects of high
phosphorus concentrations are not as pronounced in the Speed River as they are in the Grand
River. In addition, nitrate and chloride concentration tend to be higher in the Speed River,
especially downstream of the Guelph wastewater treatment plant.

A steeper longitudinal gradient in the Grand River between Cambridge and Brantford and the
significant groundwater discharge in this area contribute to the partial ‘recovery’ or improvement in
river water quality above Brantford.

Water quality in the lower reaches of the Grand River reflects the cumulative impact of the
upstream watershed, the lake-like conditions due to a very slow flowing river that is constrained by
multiple on-line dams and the underlying local geology — the Haldimand Clay plain. This is
reflected in the very high phosphorus concentrations seen in the Grand River throughout the lower
reach from Brantford to Dunnville. The influence of the Haldimand Clay Plain is readily apparent as
the river becomes more turbid, carrying a lot of suspended sediments and clay particles but the
turbidity may also be influenced by higher concentrations of phytoplankton due to the nutrient-rich
lake-like conditions.
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Overall, high total phosphorus and suspended sediment concentrations in the Grand River in
Dunnville are the major water quality concerns as the river discharges to Lake Erie. The high
phosphorus concentrations have been hypothesized to be one of the many causative factors in the
observed increased Cladophora (algae) growth and distribution that fouls large portions of the
north shore on the eastern basin of Lake Erie.

The nutrient index shown in Figure 5-3 provides an illustration of the relative water quality at
different locations in the watershed, as affected by enrichment of phosphorus and different forms of
nitrogen. Degraded water quality resulting from consistently high concentrations of nutrients is a
concern, particularly in the central reaches of the Grand River, Canagagigue Creek and in the
southern Grand River near the Dunnville Dam.

The following sections highlight some of the key water quality issues currently experienced in the
watershed, the most important sources of the problem and some solutions.
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Figure 5-3. Water quality index for nutrient concentrations (2008-2012).

5.2.1 Surface Water Quality Issues

5.2.1.1 River Eutrophication (Nutrient Enrichment)

A high concentration of phosphorus in most rivers and streams in the Grand River watershed has
long been recognized as an issue as it is the primary nutrient that promotes nuisance growth of
aquatic plants and algae in the rivers. Dissolved oxygen concentration fluctuates from oxygen
super-saturation resulting from daytime photosynthesis to oxygen depletion due to overnight plant
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respiration. The overnight decrease in dissolved oxygen can result in conditions that are harmful or
even lethal to sensitive aquatic organisms, such as fish.

Recent assessments of the ambient conditions in the Grand River watershed have illustrated high
phosphorus concentrations in many of the larger reaches of the Grand River and its tributaries, but
concentrations are particularly high in central reaches of the Grand River, Canagagigue Creek and
in the southern Grand River near the Dunnville dam (Figure 5-4).
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Figure 5-4. Summer phosphorus concentrations along the Grand River from the Shand dam
to Dunnville
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Figure 5-5. Sources of phosphorus in the central Grand River region in the summer

The central portion of the Grand River from Bridgeport to Glen Morris and the Speed River
downstream of Guelph receive phosphorus loading from many large wastewater treatment plants.
The wastewater treatment plants have been shown to be a major source of total phosphorus in the
central Grand River under summer conditions and triple the concentration of total phosphorus in
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the river®® (Figure 5-5). These sources have a profound effect on the river. The high phosphorus
levels result in substantive aquatic vegetation growth, which can impact dissolved oxygen levels in
the river. Low dissolved oxygen concentrations are particularly apparent in the central Grand River
region during the summer; the daily minimum dissolved oxygen in the river falls well below the
threshold for target concentrations (>4.0 mg/L for warm water communities) frequently and for long
periods of time.

Wastewater discharges of dissolved phosphorus, the form of phosphorus that is readily available to
aqguatic plants, directly contribute to the eutrophication of the rivers in the central region of the
watershed during the summer. Although phosphorus concentrations in the rivers below wastewater
treatment plants have decreased substantially since the 1970’s, they remain high enough to
support prolific aquatic plant growth that subsequently influence the dissolved oxygen regimes.

Planned wastewater treatment plant upgrades,

as set out in municipal Wastewater Treatment

Master Plans, are underway and will improve Wastewater Treatment Plant

surface water quality into the future (2031) (IAP Optimization is a continuous

D.l). A study of future water quality conditions in improvement process that invests in
the Grand and Speed rivers, using the Grand people — operators, managers and
River Simulation Model,ests that summer administrators, to make effective use of
phosphorus concentrations can be reduced by existing resources and infrastructure to
as much as 25% by implementing planned manage wastewater treatment
wastewater treatment plant upgrades®?. The processes more effectively.

study also suggests that an additional 19% Optimization is considered a best
reduction in summer river phosphorus practice in the Grand River watershed.
concentrations can be realized with the adoption

of enhanced process control through the

Composite Correction Program (CCP) to achieve

effluent quality performace targets (IAP D.2). The CCP has also demonstrated the ability to reduce
the frequency and severity of spills and bypasses from WWTPs. Through Source Protection
Planning, spills have been identified as a concern by watershed municipalities who own and
operate drinking water intakes*’. Watershed municipalities using the CCP include Guelph,
Haldimand, and Brantford and they have successfully demonstrated appreciable improvements in
effluent quality as a result.

Wastewater treatment plant upgrades and optimzation will go a long way toward achieving a
reduction of in-river phosphorus concentrations that contribut to the eutrophication of the rivers.
Milestones have been developed for total phosphorus, ammonia and dissolved oxygen at specific
monitoring sites in the central Grand River and lower Speed River that focus on summer
conditions.

A data collection plan will have to be developed over the near-term to determine if the milestones
for total phosphorus and ammonia concentrations are being met in the future (IAP D.15). The data
collection plan will need to consider the variability of total phosphorus and ammonia concentrations
under low flow summer conditions; this will impact the timing and frequency of sampling.

Water quality surveys in the southern Grand River above the Dunnville Dam have documented
high concentrations of phosphorus and suspended sediment and periodic anoxic (low-oxygen)
conditions in the lake-like, slow moving reaches of the Grand River near Cayuga®. In this region,
the river flows over the Haldimand Clay Plain which makes the water naturally turbid. The high
nutrient concentrations and the slow flowing, warm waters in this region also lead to hyper-
eutrophic conditions.
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Investigations continue by Plan partners to further understand the interconnections between the
lake-like conditions and static water level regime caused by the Dunnville Dam, as well as the high
phosphorus and sediment concentrations that contribute to the current hyper-eutrophic state of the
southern Grand River and the poor health of the Dunnville Marsh and other coastal marsh
complexes (IAP D.13).

5.2.1.2 Algal Blooms in Reservoirs and Along the Nearshore of Lake Erie

Springtime is generally characterized by high runoff events due to snow melt and heavy rainfall
which mobilize nutrients and sediment from the land and transport them downstream. Significant
rainfall during the summer can also mobilize nutrients and sediments. It is during these times that
the highest concentrations of total phosphorus and sediment are typically seen in the Grand River
system and the greatest loads (e.g., kilograms) are delivered to reservoirs and Lake Erie. The
loads from nonpoint sources are significant and act as a reservoir of food’ for aquatic plants and
algae to grow once water temperatures and light availability increase °*. These loads contribute to
the annual blooms of algae in the reservoirs; likely contribute to the in-river reserve of nutrients;
and also likely contribute to the growth of Cladophora (algae) that fouls the nearshore in the
eastern basin of Lake Erie.

Nonpoint sources have a substantive effect on downstream water bodies such as reservoirs or
Lake Erie. Agricultural areas that have a surplus of nutrients from manure or inorganic fertilizers,
and are well drained or hydrologically connected to streams and rivers, contribute to the high levels
of phosphorus and sediment in the river observed in the springtime. During the high flows in the
springtime (.e.g., March — April), the largest portion of the total phosphorus load (approximately
94%) is estimated to come from rural, agricultural and urban nonpoint sources in the upper middle
region of the watershed. Conversely, it is estimated that point sources only account for 3% of the
phosphorus load (Figure 5-6).

Undertaking subwatershed plans for priority areas of the watershed, including the upper
Conestogo, upper Grand and upper Nith River will assist with understanding the relative
contributions of point and nonpoint sources in order for improved water management planning and
to identify best value solutions for the smaller, rural municipalities (IAP D.6).
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Figure 5-6. Phosphorus loads in the upper-middle Grand River region, above Blair during
spring high flows
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A full range of rural best management practices (BMPs), including both structural solutions and
conservation practices, as promoted through the Rural Water Quality Program, will continue to
address rural nonpoint sources in the Grand River watershed. Enhanced assistance of BMPs in
priority subwatersheds for nonpoint source management of phosphorus and sediment include the
upper Grand River, Conestogo River, Nith River, Canagagigue Creek, and Fairchild Creek (IAP
D.7).

5.2.1.3 Erosion and Sedimentation

Sediment delivery is a natural river process. However, high concentrations of suspended
sediments can impact aquatic life and their habitat and disrupt drinking water treatment processes
if it they persist or elevate above critical thresholds. Although periodically high suspended sediment
levels are natural due to seasonal variations in hydrology, extreme, prolonged events are a
concern. Improved data collection is required to characterize extreme events and better
understand their effects on the aquatic organisms (IAP D.15).

Suspended sediment concentrations tend to correlate well with total phosphorus concentrations as
much of the total phosphorus tends to be in the particulate form. A regional assessment of total
phosphorus loads suggest that almost one-third of the total spring loading to the upper-middle
Grand River region was delivered from urban areas while the remaining load was delivered from
rural areas®. Only a small portion (3%) of the total load was contributed by point sources. Historic
studies in the Grand River watershed have documented the significance of urban and rural
nonpoint sources of sediment; however, suspended sediments sourced from in-stream erosion
remains unknown yet studies elsewhere suggest this source to be significant.

5.2.1.3.1 Rural Stormwater

Preliminary estimates of Grand River tributary sediment loads suggest that some tributaries deliver
greater sediment loads than others. Greater sediment loads are exported from Fairchild, Nith and
McKenzie Creek subwatersheds. Phosphorus and sediment management strategies should be
focussed for greater uptake in the Conestogo and upper Nith Rivers and Canagagigue, Irvine,
Fairchild and McKenzie subwatersheds. (IAP D8)

The Grand River watershed has a well-established agricultural nonpoint source management
program (Rural Water Quality Program) in the Region of Waterloo and the counties of Wellington,
Oxford, Brant, and Haldimand. The municipalities provide financial assistance to farmers to
promote the adoption of best management practices to improve and protect water quality. The
Grand River Conservation Authority provides technical assistance and delivers the program.

Through the RWQP, farmers and rural landowners have completed about 4000 projects to address
sources of agricultural pollution in the Grand River watershed. The capital costs of these projects
exceed $34 million. RWQP funding programs have provided over $13.5 million dollars in grant,
while in-kind contributions to these projects from the farming community are valued at about $3.5
million.

As a result of RWQP projects completed as of August 2013 that address phosphorus, it is
estimated that 94,000 kg of phosphorus annually are being kept on the land*. Work will continue
to continually improve a phosphorus accounting methodology to track the progress of BMP
implementation (IAP D.7).

While best practices will benefit landowners and communities everywhere, the program could
provide enhanced incentives in priority subwatersheds to reduce phosphorus, nitrate and sediment
movement from hydrologically connected source areas. Work is underway to illustrate the
hydrologically connected areas in smaller subwatersheds of the upper Nith River to assist
extension staff in focusing phosphorus and sediment management strategies (IAP D.7).
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5.2.1.3.2 Urban Stormwater

Urban stormwater is considered an important source of sediment and total phosphorus in the
central Grand River region in the springtime and after significant rainfall events.

In Ontario, stormwater management emerged in the 1970s and was focused on flood control.
Requirements to address the quality of stormwater discharged into the receiving rivers were not in
place until the early 1990s. Most urban areas built prior to the 1980’s within the watershed predate
this requirement and have no stormwater management controls.

Currently, the Ontario Ministry of the Environment provides guidance on stormwater facility design
and performance criteria (water balance, water quality, erosion and water quantity) through its
Stormwater Management Planning and Design Manual®. Additional requirements are defined in
municipal stormwater management master plans, drainage policies and through the development
of master drainage and subwatershed plans.

Through the Stormwater Managers Working Group, Grand River Conservation Authority (GRCA)
and urban watershed municipalities (County of Brant, Brantford, Cambridge, Centre Wellington,
Guelph, Kitchener and Waterloo) are collaborating to compose a list of best practices for
stormwater control for both new and existing developments that they all agree their municipality
should pursue to reduce sediment and nutrient loads to the receiving rivers (IAP D.10).

Further monitoring and evaluation is required to characterize the impact that urban stormwater may
have regionally and at the watershed scale (IAP D.10).

5.2.1.3.3 In-river Sources

Turbidity, a surogate measure of particulate matter which includes suspended sediment among
other materials, measures the penetration of light through the water column. High turbidity causes
shading of benthos and a reduction in light available for growth of submergent macrophytes. The
southern Grand River is highly turbid, in part due to the local geology as the river flows over the
Haldimand Clay Plain, but also from impaired sediment delivery processes resulting from a
modified water level regime due to the Dunnville
Dam. These conditions likely contribute to the

highly eutrophic state of the southern river. Table 5-1. Ownership of dams and in-
Although a significant amount of research and river weirs in the Grand River watershed
monitoring has already been done on the (numbers based on GRCA database (2013))
Dunnville Dam, work is required to evaluate the Number of
mter_rglatlons_hlps between water levels, Ownership Ty
turbidity, sediment delivery and phosphorus river weirs*
levels. Partners will continue to work to confirm : :

the role of in-river sediment and water levels in grar?d River Conservation 29

the overall state of the southern Grand River LISy

(IAP D.13). Municipal 9
There are over 150 run-of-the-river dams or Private 65
weirs on streams or rivers in the Grand River O — 50
watershed. These structures have been

constructed over the last 175 years for a variety
of purposes, mainly to power mills and for crop
irrigation. Ownership of dams in the Grand River watershed is listed in Table 5-1.

The dams/weirs in the Grand River watershed have a variety of water management functions.
Seven dams (Luther, Shand, Conestogo, Woolwich, Guelph, Laurel Creek, and Shade’s Mill) are
multi-purpose water control structures operated by GRCA for flood control and/or low river flow
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augmentation. Four in-river weirs (e.g. Hidden Valley, Arkell, Wilkes, and Caledonia) support
municipal/Six Nations water supply by ensuring sufficient in-river levels for the intakes to operate
properly. Several in-river weirs (e.g. Caledonia, Paris, and Parkhill) provide desired barriers to
invasive/non-native species (e.g. rainbow trout, sea lamprey) and for fisheries management
objectives56. Several dams/in-river weirs (e.g. Shand, Bissell, Drimmie, Conestogo, Guelph,
Parkhill, Paris, and Caledonia) support or have potential to support water power generation as a
secondary benefit of river flow. Most dams/in-river weirs have heritage value and are considered
community amenities. GRCA continues to update the inventory of dams in the watershed (IAP
D.14).

All dams or weirs affect the physical and geomorphic condition of the river and alter the hydrologic
regime in both upstream and downstream reaches. However, the extent to which any one
impoundment contributes to water quality and ecosystem health issues is variable. A number of
factors can influence the effects of a dam or weir, including natural channel structure (e.g.,
gradient, depth), water retention time, sediment accumulation and composition, exchange between
the water column and accumulated sediments, and the aquatic and riparian plant/algal community.

Run-of-the-river dams or weirs can affect sediment transport, nutrient cycling, and thermal regimes
and block fish passage®. The Grand River Fisheries Management Plan®® provides guidance
regarding existing run-of-the-river dams from a fishery management perspective. Some existing
run-of-the-river dams are a benefit for fisheries management by limiting the movement of
introduced species that may be detrimental to native species. Other run-of-the-river dams are a
barrier to sediment movement and impede the river’'s ability to process nutrients. An inventory of
run-of-the-river in the Grand River watershed is needed to: 1) summarize the functions of existing
dams, along with a gqualitative assessment of their impacts from a sediment transport, nutrient
processing and fisheries perspective, and 2) provide context and identify opportunities to improve
or enhance the resiliency of the river to pass sediment, process nutrients and allow fish migration
in the Grand River watershed. Studies of these factors at each of the dams or in-river weirs would
support and help scope further discussions about in-river improvements as an option for improving
water quality (IAP D.14). These studies would complement those which investigate other aspects
of run-of-the-river dams/weirs (e.g., reductions in connectivity or barriers to movement of fish and
other aquatic organisms) and further, prioritize removal/modification as recommended by the
Grand River Fisheries Management Plan®®. Specific attention should be paid to those structures on
coldwater streams or streams/rivers with coldwater potential.

5.2.1.4 Nitrogen Toxicity

Nitrate and ammonia are forms of nitrogen that are important for aquatic plant growth however,
they also can have direct toxic effects on aquatic organisms at high concentrations.

5.2.1.4.1 Ammonia Toxicity

High levels of un-ionized ammonia occur in the Grand River watershed in reaches downstream of
wastewater treatment plants. In addition to the potential effects from toxicity, high levels of
ammonia can cause conditions that are harmful to aquatic organisms as it acts as an oxygen
scavenger and reduces in-river dissolved oxygen levels. The effects of ammonia tend to be located
relatively close to the source of input, since it is rapidly converted to nitrate in the presence of
oxygen. Ammonia can persist in the river where there is ice cover that limits oxygenation of the
water. High ammonia levels can interfere with drinking water treatment processes.

The assessment of future water quality conditions suggests that un-inonized ammonia levels can
be reduced by as much as 97% by implementing planned wastewater treatment plant upgrades,
thereby achieving the target for un-ionized ammonia through the middle Grand River®” (IAP D.1).
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5.2.1.4.2 Elevated Nitrate Levels in Surface and Ground Water

Nitrate is a required nutrient for growth of plants and algae but, at elevated concentrations, it can
have harmful effects on sensitive aquatic life. Very high nitrate concentrations can also cause
human health concerns if present in sources of drinking water. The increasing trend over time in
nitrate concentrations in both surface water®® and groundwater®® at some sampling sites in the
watershed is a cause for concern. Some river sites already exceed the Canadian guideline® to
protect aquatic life (3.0 mg/L as N) during some times of the year.

Although nitrate levels in the the central Grand River do not usually exceed the Ontario Drinking
Water Quality Standard (< 10 mg/L as N), periodic sampling for nitrate during the winter months in
the central Grand River above Bridgeport has shown levels approaching this guideline. Surface
water nitrate levels are particuarly high during the winter months in some of the streams and rivers
that drain coarse textured sediments like the Waterloo Moraine (e.g., Alder Creek), the gravel
terraces in the central Grand River (e.g., Cox and Carroll Creeks) and the Norfolk Sand Plain (e.g.,
Whitemans Creek). In this season, biological uptake of nitrate is low and groundwater accounts for
a relatively large proportion of river flow. The nitrate concentration in the groundwater of
unconfined overburden aquifers in these watershed areas also tends to be high, such that it poses
a risk to private and municipal drinking water supplies.
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Figure 5-7. Sources of nitrate in the Grand River above Bridgeport during the winter (Dec-
April)

Regional assessment of winter nitrate loading to the Grand River above Bridgeport illustrates that
most (98%) of the loads to surface water along this reach in the winter come from nonpoint
sources ** (Figure 5-7). Investigation is underway to identify the landscape activities that are
contributing to elevated nitrate concentrations, the pathways by which nitrate enters the river, and
the management approaches that can be applied to address the issue. Some recent studies in the
watershed have documented elevated nitrate levels in shallow groundwater that resulted from the
leaching of nitrate from commercial fertilizer and manure applied in areas of coarse textured
sediments®®. Where this nitrate-rich shallow groundwater discharges to surface water, it can
elevate nitrate levels in rivers and streams (e.g., Alder Creek, Whitemans Creek). The role of tile
drains in moving nitrogen from the land to surface water streams may also be a factor. Nutrient
management plans will be an important activity in these high priority subwatersheds (IAP D8).
Additional monitoring of winter nitrate levels will help to determine the pathway by which nitrate is
transported from sources to these reaches (IAP D.15).
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In contrast to the seasonal trend in the Grand River, nitrate concentrations remain elevated in the
Speed River below Guelph throughout most seasons. Treated effluent from the Guelph wastewater
treatment plant (WWTP) is high in nitrate since the plant nitrifies. Inputs from the Guelph WWTP
can account for a large proportion of the river flow, particularly during low fllows, so the plant has a
large effect on nitrate concentrations in the river. To address this issue, efforts are underway to
implement new technologies at the Guelph WWTP that may help to reduce nitrate levels in the final
effluent and subsequently, in the Speed River (IAP D.1).

It is important to note that upgrades to wastewater treatment plants that reduce nitrate
concentrations in effluent (i.e., denitrification) are not an effective means to reduce nitrate
concentrations in the Grand River. The dominant source of nitrate in the Grand River during the
winter will continue to be nonpoint sources into the future, even as future upgrades to wastewater
treatment plants in the watershed are implemented. To improve nitrate conditions in the Grand
River, emphasis should be placed on understanding the nonpoint sources of nitrate in the central
Grand River region, and rural BMPs like nutrient management planning should be promoted in
areas of coarse textured soils (e.g., Waterloo Moraine, Norfolk Sand Plain and central gravel
terraces) (IAP D.8/D.15).

5.2.1.5 Chloride Toxicity

Chloride is the ionic form of the element chlorine and in sufficient quantities, can pose a risk to
plants, animals and the aquatic environment. According to Canadian guidelines®, very high
concentrations (> 640 mg/L) can be acutely toxic to aquatic life while moderately high levels (> 120
mg/L) can cause harm over longer periods of exposure. High concentrations of chloride can also
impair the use of the water for raw drinking water supplies and for irrigation. Sources include salt
used for de-icing of roads and pavements and water softener salt as it appears in wastewater
effluents.

There is an increasing trend in chloride concentrations in rivers and streams in the Grand River
watershed, particularly downstream from urban areas where levels are approaching the guideline
for chronic, long term exposure. This is of particular concern as these levels may affect the
endangered and ‘of special concern’ freshwater mussels indigenous to the watershed as they are
particularly sensitive to high chloride concentrations. Chloride concentrations exceeding the
guideline for short term exposure have also been documented in urban or urbanizing streams in
the watershed, particularly during snow melt events. It is important that these trends continue to be
monitored and new tools be developed to better characterize transient conditions such as melt
events (IAP D.15)

Since chloride is readily dissolved in water, it can migrate to groundwater relatively easily. Many
studies in the central region of the watershed have documented chloride contamination of
municipal drinking water wells due to the infiltration of chloride from salt applied on roadways and
other paved surfaces. Where chloride-contamined groundwater discharges, it may also contribute
to elevated chloride levels in the river system.

In areas where chloride is a significant threat to sources of municipal drinking water, policies in the
Grand River Source Protection Plan direct actions to limit risk of contamination®. Effective
strategies to reduce sources of chloride associated with de-icing activities are also outlined in
Environment Canada’s Code of Practice® and Transportation Association of Canada’s Synthesis
of Best Practices®®. Adoption and education about such practices for de-icing activities (e.g., the
Smart About Salt Program) as well as similar efforts to reduce salt use associated with water
softeners are important to try to mitigate the increasing trend seen in urban streams and rivers (IAP
D.11).
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5.2.1.6 Pathogens

Waterborne pathogens are a public health concern. They are also a concern to municipalities who
use the Grand River as a supply of drinking water. Sources of pathogens include improperly
treated sewage or sewage spills, fecal matter from pets, livestock and wildlife. Other than at
drinking water intakes and at public beaches, bacteria such as E. coli, or other pathogens are not
routinely monitored in the Grand River watershed and therefore people who swim or recreate in the
river do so at their own risk.

To reduce the threat of pathogens in drinking water, municipal water treatment plants have highly
sophisticated water treatment including disinfection, shut down of the intakes during high flows
when turbidity and pathogen loads are high, and maintain a robust warning system for upstream
spills and by-passes.

Studies have shown that concentrations of various pathogens are highly variable and causal
relationships to identify sources or transport mechanisms are difficult to determine. The causes of
spikes in pathogen loads (beyond high flow periods and upstream bypasses noted above) remain
a concern for municipal water treatment plant operators.

Given that municipalities monitor for pathogens, a study to associate pathogen spike events with
watershed events (e.g., local storms) may shed some light (IAP D.12). Source tracking research
may also be able to identify whether sources for certain types of pathogen spike events are
predominantly wildlife, livestock (rural), pets (urban) or human (IAP D.12).

To reduce the frequency and severity of spills and bypasses in the Grand River watershed on
downstream drinking water intakes, watershed municipalities who own and operate wastewater
treatment plants will continue to implement best practices as outlined in the report “Best Practices:
Municipal Wastewater Treatment Plant Bypass And Spill Prevention And Reporting In The Grand
River Watershed”®* (IAP D.4).

5.2.1.7 Trace Contaminants and Chemicals of Emerging Concern

A number of trace contaminants have been detected in surface and ground water in the Grand
River watershed. Many of these contaminants that occur at very low concentrations and the risks to
aqguatic organisms or people are not fully known.

Trace contaminants can include pharmaceuticals and personal care products, pesticides and
industrial chemicals. Personal care products and pharmaceuticals refer to substances used by
individuals for personal health or cosmetic reasons or used in agriculture to enhance growth or
health of livestock.

Recent research has suggested that the combination of many trace contaminants in the central
region of the watershed contribute to the feminization of fish. Research is ongoing in the river
system to determine the scope and magnitude of the issue in the river. Other research is aimed at
understanding how water and wastewater treatment processes can remove these trace
contaminants.

Historic contamination by trace contaminants from industrial manufacturing continues to contribute
to localized groundwater contamination. Some industrial trace contaminants include PCBs, TCE,
dioxin, and 1,4-dioxane. Other trace contaminants of household or commercial origins may enter
the waste stream and be directed to wastewater treatment systems, where they may be treatable
or only partly treatable. Source control, accomplished through municipal sewer use bylaws can be
an effective means of preventing or limiting introduction of these substances into the environment
that occurs via the waste stream (IAP D. 3).
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5.2.2 Protection of Key Hydrologic Functions

Water quality is intrinsically linked to flows in river systems. Streams and rivers and their
associated floodplains and riparian areas provide for key hydrologic functions by conveying water,
transporting sediments and assimilating nutrients. In the Grand River watershed, the flow and
sediment regimes were historically altered when much of the forestland was converted to
agricultural production and much of the wetland areas were drained. Large reservoirs were built in
the watershed to put water storage back on the landscape — an important hydrologic function, and
shifted the altered flow regime back to a more natural state. This allows for improved sediment
delivery and nutrient processing in downstream river reaches.

Improving river flows and water quality can also be attained through the protection/stabilization of
stream banks and ensuring the connection of the river with its floodplain. Stable streambanks
erode less while floodplains can help to trap sediment and sediment-bound nutrients. The Rural
Water Quality program continues to work with landowners to naturalize streams and rivers through
fencing and planting riparian buffers to reduce erosion, minimize soil and nutrient loss. These
activities assist with reducing phosphorus and sediment loads and it is recommended that these
activities continue watershed-wide (IAP D.7).

Run-of-the-river dams or weirs alter the natural hydrologic regime which fundamentally changes
sediment delivery and impedes the river’s ability to process nutrients often resulting in impaired
water quality. To improve water quality into the future, it is recommended that further studies be
undertaken to prioritize and evaluate opportunities for water quality improvement at priority run-of-
the-river dams/weirs (IAP D14).

Maintaining water storage on the landscape through the continued maintenance and operation of
the seven multipurpose reservoirs is required to ensure water supplies for communities,
ecosystems and economies (IAP C5; E1) as well as improve water quality. The water stored in the
reservoirs helps to augment river flows during periods of low flow. Base flow augmentation helps to
improve water quality by diluting wastewater effluents and rural and urban stormwater runoff.

All wetlands are considered fundamentally important for flood control but also help regulate water
guantity and improve water quality. Provincially and locally significant wetlands, especially in the
central region of the watershed provide important hydrologic processes such as groundwater
recharge and subsequent groundwater discharge that supports the extensive coldwater creek
systems in the watershed (see Figure 2-8) and helps to maintain water quality. Some complexes
include the Speed-Lutteral-Swan Creek PSW, Eramosa River - Blue Springs Creek PSW, Roseville
Swamp — Cedar Creek PSW, Mill Creek Puslinch PSW, Whitemans Creek - Kenny Creek PSW,
Fairchild Creek Headwater PSW, Oakland Swamp PSW, and Brantford Northwest PSW. Brantford
Northwest PSW supports a rare perched fen type community. The Spongy Lake PSW complex is
unique and helps to recharge local and regional aquifers.

Protection of these and other provincially significant wetlands in the watershed, as well as the
smaller and more isolated locally significant wetlands, should continue through diligent land use
and subwatershed planning (IAP D6; E3), stewardship and education (IAP D7). Further, there is a
need to update regional groundwater-surface water models and mapping to better reflect the key
hydrologic processes such as groundwater recharge and discharge that supports significant
wetland features and important coldwater creeks in the watershed (IAP C11).

5.3 Consideration for Climate Change

Climate change is expected to result in warmer air temperatures and reduced flows during the
summer growing season®. Such changes suggest shifts in a variety of factors affecting water
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guality. Reduced flows can increase water temperatures and the light available for the growth of
nuisance algae increases the risk of water quality problems associated with low dissolved oxygen.

It can also be expected that water levels in aquifers will be affected by climate change. Timing
however, is an important aspect with the groundwater system; while surface waters typically see a
rapid response to climate variability, the response of groundwater systems is often difficult to
detect because of the magnitude of the response is lower and delayed®®. As an integral part of the
hydrologic cycle, it is predicted that changes in climate will affect groundwater resources by altering
the recharge to aquifers, the nature of interactions between groundwater and surface water
systems, and changes in water use (i.e. increased demand on groundwater resources).

The effect of warmer air temperatures and changes in precipitation patterns can be reduced by
actions to maintain the groundwater discharge that moderates surface water temperatures by
protecting the important recharge areas in the watershed (IAP C.11).

Decreases in dissolved oxygen are currently an issue in the central Grand River and may worsen
with climate change. Future scenarios during low flow summer conditions were modelled to assess
the sensitivity of the Grand River Simulation Model (GRSM) to predict changes in dissolved oxygen
resulting from reductions in flow or increases in water temperature®’. Further work is required to
refine the algorithms in the model to adequately reflect the relationships between aquatic plants,
water temperature and flow (IAP D.5).

Other anticipated changes to climate, such as increased frequency of extreme events and less
frozen ground, could increase water quality issues caused by the erosion of sediments, nutrients
and other pollutants from the landscape into the river system. Actions to keep soil on the land and
reduce sediment and erosion will reduce the effects of an increased frequency of storms (IAP
D.8/D.9).

If management actions to improve water quality are to consider the expected effects of climate
change, it is important that they are guided by information about long-term trends and
supplemented with ongoing data collection (IAP D15).

5.4 Future Considerations

The continuing advances in wastewater treatment technology and in operational control of
treatment processes present a continuing challenge to municipalities. The decision of the Province
of Ontario to foster the growth of water/wastewater treatment technologies as a special strength of
the provincial industrial economy offers good prospects for provincial assistance in the adoption of
new and improved technologies by municipalities in their wastewater treatment plants.

To inform future wastewater master planning in the watershed, considerations must be made to
evaluate both point and nonpoint sources of pollution to identify the best value solutions to reduce
nutrients in the Grand River and its tributaries. However, there is a lack of decision support tools
and data to assist with evaluating nonpoint sources. Therefore, a predictive landscape/nonpoint
source model, coupled with the existing in-river model (GRSM), is needed to evaluate the
effectiveness of both point and nonpoint source management strategies (IAP D.16).

However, the current watershed monitoring program is not sufficient to quantify loads or
characterize trends in phosphorus, sediment or nitrate levels, particularly in response to
implementing nonpoint source best management practices. Currently, there is no monitoring of
dissolved phosphorus, which is an important form of phosphorus being identified for specific
management strategies in other jurisdictions (e.g., Ohio). Investigations are also needed on the
key processes (e.g., flow regimes) responsible for in-stream release of phosphorus from sediment
behind on-line dams and weirs, as this may be an important source contributing to in-river levels of
phosphorus (IAP D.14).
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Further, to identify “best value” solutions, it will be necessary to evaluate the economics of
implementing expensive wastewater treatment plant upgrades versus nonpoint source
management strategies. The data to carry out such an analysis is not available or included in the
current data collection programs (IAP D.16).
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6 Reducing Flood Damage Potential

The flood risk reduction program is relatively mature and includes structural and non- structural
methods of reducing flood damages. Structural methods include dams, dykes, flood proofing and
channelization. Non-structural methods include flood forecasting, flood warning, emergency
preparedness and regulation of development in floodplains.

It is estimated that the works to date have reduced average annual damages by 80%. In addition,
municipal zoning and Grand River Conservation Authority (GRCA) floodplain regulations have
controlled new development in floodplain areas since the mid-1970s.

While efforts have been made to reduce the flood risk, several communities still remain vulnerable.
In addition, it is speculated that flood damage potential has been increasing over the last 30 years
because of increased use of basements and more recognition of the health impacts of mold.

The 1982 Basin Study recommended dykes and/or channelization in Kitchener (Bridgeport),
Cambridge (Galt), Brantford, Paris, Caledonia, Dunnville and New Hamburg. Of these, works have
been completed in Kitchener (Bridgeport), Cambridge (Galt), Brantford, and Caledonia.

Since the dyke construction projects were completed or locally resolved and provincial cost-share
funding for these types of mitigation measures ceased in the mid-1990s, GRCA has shifted focus
to dam safety studies and implementation. Among the major works recommended by the dam
safety studies, dam stilling basins have been extended at Shand Dam and Conestogo Dam.
Several other dam safety recommendations have been implemented including gate refurbishments
and embankment works at Conestogo Dam and gate control system upgrades at Shand Dam, to
name a few. GRCA is currently evaluating the need for an emergency spillway at Conestogo Dam.

The current flood management system follows recommendations from the Provincial Inquiry into
the 1974 Flood®. The 21 recommendations from the 1974 flood inquiry are discussed in detail in
the support technical document, Flood Management in the Grand River Watershed®.

An overview of the flood management system in the Grand River watershed is followed by an
update on those communities that are still vulnerable to flooding.

6.1 Events that Cause Flooding

The factors that result in flooding vary among flood damage centres throughout the Grand River
watershed. The common factors that result in flooding include:

e high river flows due to rapid snowmelt, snowmelt combined with rainfall, wide spread heavy
rainfall and localized intense rainfall (urban and rural flash flooding);

o surge flooding from Lake Erie (Lake Erie shoreline and Grand River downstream of the
Dunnville Dam); and

e ice jam floods.

6.1.1 Snowmelt Floods

Most maximum annual flood peaks have historically occurred in the March to April period of the
year when the combination of snowmelt and rainfall on frozen ground often generates the highest
river flows of the year. In recent years, floods due to snowmelt have been observed during the
December through to February months. Figure 6-1 illustrates the annual maximum flood by day of
the year. Since the early 1990’s, there appears to be a trend towards more variability in the time of
year that the annual flood occurs. A flood in December 2008 resulted in high flows throughout the
watershed and the second highest flow on the Nith River through New Hamburg for the period of
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1951 to 2008. The December 2008 flood would have resulted in flows similar to May 1974 along
the Grand River if not for the flood reduction provided by the major reservoirs. The December 2008
flood was followed by another large flood in February of 2009.

Grand River at Marsville Annual Maximum Flow by Year and Day of Year
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Figure 6-1. Annual maximum floods by month of the year. Grand River at Marsville flow
gauge.

6.1.2 Rainfall Based Floods

Widespread rainfall on wet or saturated ground can also produce large floods. The highest risk for
floods resulting from wide spread rainfall exists during the late spring and early summer and during
the fall hurricane season. Floods in May 1974, June 1976, May 2000 and June 2000 are examples
of late spring floods. Potential for runoff from the land is higher during this time of year since crops
have not fully established. Also there is limited flood control storage in the large water
management reservoirs to manage floods during this time of year.

Wide spread flooding can also occur during the late summer and fall as a result of wide spread
weather systems fueled by tropical moisture. Runoff potential from the landscape increases as
crops mature and are harvested and as air temperatures drop, reducing evaporation causing soils
to stay wet or saturated.

The hurricane season runs from July 1% through the end of October. The highest frequency of
hurricanes crossing through southern Ontario occurs from late August through to October. The
most notable hurricane to affect southern Ontario was Hurricane Hazel in 1954. While totals in the
Snells Grove area reached 212 mm over a 12 hour period, wide spread accumulations of 100 mm
occurred over the Grand River watershed.
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Localized heavy rainfall has a higher potential to occur during the summer months when large
temperature differentials between weather systems spawn convective events along the interface of
the two weather systems.

Another factor influencing significant weather and rainfall events in the western region of Grand
River watershed is a phenomenon known as the ‘Lake Breeze Front Effect’ (Figure 6-2). This
phenomenon occurs when lake breezes from Lake Erie and Lake Huron that are high in moisture
converge along the London-Kitchener corridor in southern Ontario. These breezes combine with
warm air over the landscape and develop severe weather events and thunderstorms’.

Several Lake Breeze Front flood events have occurred in the Grand River watershed, the most
notable occurring in August 1975, June 1976, July 1997, and June 2004. These events generate
high volumes of rain over a short period of time and cause flash flooding. The June 2004 event
resulted in 160 mm of rainfall in a 4-hour period; 200 mm was recorded over a 24-hour period. The
July 1997 event was centred over the hamlet of Punkeydoodles Corners, located to the west of
New Hamburg. Rainfall totals of 120 mm over a 6-hour period were recorded by the GRCA rain
gauge located in New Hamburg and rainfall totals of 200 mm were estimated to have occurred
over a 5-hour period over the hamlet itself. Runoff from this event resulted in washouts of Highway
7/8 between New Hamburg and Stratford.

Figure 6-2. Lake breeze frontal zones

(Source: http://www.islandnet.com/~see/weather/elements/lakebreezewx.htm )

The Lake Breeze Effect raises a serious concern for both rural and urban flash flooding. If a lake
breeze event were to occur over an urban area such as Kitchener or Waterloo, serious flooding
would result, potentially exceeding the limits of the regulatory floodplain. The potential for urban
flash flooding highlights the need to design urban drainage systems to function in a passive
manner with no manual interventions being required to pass flood flows. Municipalities are
encouraged to complete comprehensive assessments of municipal urban drainage systems to
identify and reduce vulnerability to sever weather events (IAP E.2).
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6.1.3 Lake Erie Flooding

The Grand River downstream of Cayuga to Port Maitland and the Lake Erie shoreline are subject
to flooding from Lake Erie. Strong winds from the southwest can affect lake elevations in the
eastern end of Lake Erie, causing them to rise by several metres and flood riverine and lake
shorelines. Wind direction, speed and duration influence the magnitude of the event. The risk of
flooding is affected by the static level (non-wind affected elevation) of Lake Erie — the higher the
static level, the more chance that lake setup will cause flooding.

One of the highest lake setups occurred on December 2, 1985. The Port Colborne elevation
reached 176.6 metres and resulted in flooding of lakeshore cottages and residences along the
Grand River downstream of the Dunnville dam. Beyond the flooding associated with this event, the
spray from the waves caused ice accumulation on many structures and ice damage compounded
the flooding and erosion damage. The second highest event since 1961 occurred on January 30,
2008. This event reached an elevation of 176.3 metres. Both of these events resulted in water
elevations that exceeded the crest of the main weir at Dunnville dam, backing water upstream of
the dam. Figure 6-3 illustrates the cyclic nature of Lake Erie levels, highs occurred in the 1970’s,
1980’s and early 1990’s. Lows occurred in the 1930’s and 1960’s.

Lake Erie at Port Colborne
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Figure 6-3. Daily maximum Lake Erie elevation at Port Colborne.

6.1.4 Ice Jams

Ice jams are another potential source of flooding at several flood damage centres and along some
rural reaches of river. Ice jams can form during freeze-up or break-up.
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Freeze-up ice jams result from the formation of frazil ice during or after initial freeze up. Flooding
caused by freeze-up ice jams is common in the Grand River at West Montrose and through the
Kitchener-Waterloo and Paris-Brantford reaches. Frazil ice jams can also follow mid-winter melts if
cold temperatures follow the melt and river flows are high. Large frazil ice jams in Paris occurred in
1979 and 2004. During 2004, frazil ice filled the river channel from upstream of the Paris dam to
downstream of Brantford. Frazil ice has the potential to compromise the capacity of the dyke
through Brantford. This situation will be assessed as part of future dyke safety studies for the
Brantford dykes (IAP E.1). The backwater areas upstream of low head weirs or run-of-the-river
dams throughout the watershed reduce the potential for frazil ice generation and act as storage
areas for ice.

Break-up ice jams occur when flows increase during spring or mid-winter melts. Increased flow
raises and breaks ice sheets that have been formed in the river over the winter. The dislodged ice
flows downstream until it encounters a restriction (e.g., intact ice sheet, break in slope). Common
locations for break-up ice jams are in the Grand River above the river oxbow in Brantford and
through Cayuga above the leading edge of the ice sheet upstream of the Dunnville Dam.

Other communities with a history of ice jam flooding include Grand Valley, Bridgeport, Doon, Blair,
Caledonia, Eden Mills, New Hamburg, Haysville and Plattsville. A full description of ice jams
flooding is provided an unpublished GRCA report, Ice Jams in the Grand River Basin’.

6.2 Areas of the Watershed that Contribute to Flooding

Hydrologic studies show that the majority of the runoff contributing to the flood peaks in the flood
damage centres along the major rivers (Grand, Conestogo, Speed, Nith) originates from the till
plains in the northern region of the watershed’®. Shand and Conestogo dams have been located in
or on the fringe of the till plain area to help regulate flood flows from these areas. Figure 6-4
highlight the areas of the watershed that are controlled by the large dams and reservoirs.

The runoff potential across the watershed is illustrated in Figure 2-5 with the red areas
representing the areas with highest runoff potential. The runoff potential is influenced primarily by
the underlying geology and the land use.

The red areas in the northern region of the watershed are associated with the till plains where the
fine-textured, tight soils promote rapid storm runoff. The northern till plains are also an area of the
watershed with extensive agricultural activity. Percent forest and wetland cover is low and drainage
has generally been improved under the municipal drainage program to increase agricultural
productivity. Evolving best practice in municipal drain design and maintenance may provide new
solutions for reducing or slowing storm runoff from these areas while maintaining agricultural
productivity (IAP D.9).

Wetlands and forests help retain water on the landscape which can aid in reducing the magnitude
or frequency of flooding. Increasing the area of wetland and forest cover is one of the available
options to increase the resiliency of the landscape to reduce floods. Subwatershed studies are
recommended in the headwater areas (upper Grand, Conestogo, and Nith) to assess the relative
role of wetland, forest and riparian zone restoration, along with alternative municipal drainage
designs, for reducing flood frequency as well as sediment and erosion control (IAP D.6).

The central region of the watershed has less runoff potential due to the granular outwash soils and
the closed drainage systems associated with the Waterloo, Paris and Orangeville moraines. The
characteristics of the closed drainage systems and more pervious soils in the central portion of the
watershed provide natural flood reduction and groundwater recharge functions. Further work is
needed to fully understand the groundwater recharge, discharge and flood mitigation functions
provided by the central moraines in the watershed (IAP C.10).
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The high runoff areas in the southern region of the watershed do not generally contribute to the
flood peaks on the large rivers (Grand, Nith and Speed) as the runoff from these areas reaches the
Grand River well before the accumulated runoff from the northern till plain reaches the river.

There is potential for flooding along the urban water courses from local urban drainage.
Subwatershed plans and urban drainage master plans focus on management options to reduce
flooding along urban water courses. The integrity of the urban major drainage system (the planned
course for water that exceeds storm sewer capacity) is also important in reducing flood damage
particularly for the high intensity local storms that we expect to see more frequently in the future
(IAP E.2).

6.3 Current Flood Damage Reduction Program

6.3.1 Flood Control Reservoirs

Reservoirs are used to collect runoff and store water to regulate flood flows that will help to reduce
the risk of flooding in downstream areas.

The locations of major flood control reservoirs are illustrated in Figure 6-4. These major reservoirs
are dual-purpose reservoirs serving both a (1) flood control and (2) flow augmentation function.
This dual function results in fluctuating amounts of flood control storage throughout the year. The
three largest reservoirs, Shand, Conestogo and Guelph, are filled with runoff from spring snowmelt
and rainfall. This stored water is released during summer low flow periods to assist with
downstream wastewater assimilation. During dry years, there is just enough water to fill these
reservoirs. During wet years there is excess water.

The characteristics of the major dams are presented in Table 6-1. In total, the drainage area
upstream of reservoirs accounts for 27% of the total watershed area (Figure 6-4).

Table 6-1. Major flood control dams/reservoirs

Upstream
Year DENT Drainage ST
Reservoir Name | Primary Reservoir Function . Height 9 Capacity
Built (m) Area (m3)
(km?)

Shand Dam Flood Control, Flow 1942 225 802 | 63,874,000
Augmentation

Conestogo Dam | 100d Control, Flow 1958 23.1 563 | 59,457,000
Augmentation,

Guelph Dam Flood Control, Flow 1976 14.3 242 | 22,387,000
Augmentation, Recreation
Flood Control, Flow

Luther Dam Augmentation, Wildlife 1952 5.0 51.6 28,075,000
Management

Woolwich Dam | Flood Control, Flow 1974 11.7 62.43 5,491,000
Augmentation

Shade’s Mil Flood Control, Induced 1973 0.8 97.7 3,240,000
Infiltration, Recreation

Laurel Creek Flood Control, Recreation 1968 5.6 31.3 2,450,000

Damascus Dam | 100d Control, Flow 1978 6.8 4.3 1,540,000
Augmentation
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The level of flood reduction that can be provided by the reservoirs varies depending on the
available storage in the reservoir and the magnitude of the flood. The reservoirs have limited
storage capacity available in May, June and July to regulate floods. The 1974 flood of the Grand
River occurred in May.

An analysis of the regulated versus natural annual instantaneous flows at Cambridge and
Brantford on the Grand River was completed to estimate the average flood reduction provided by
the large dams. The results suggest that, over the long term, the 2-year flood is reduced on
average by 41% and 33%, respectively. A 100-year flood would be reduced by 30% and 18%,
respectively. However, for any given event, the flow reduction may be much less or more
depending on the available reservoir storage and the magnitude of the event. For instance, in
December 2008, flood flows were reduced by 57% and 37% at Cambridge and Brantford
respectively due to the large amount of flood control storage available at that time of year.

A Flood Control Dam
. Dyke Protection
‘ Channelization

Controlled by Reservoirs
D Grand River Watershed Boundary

Dl gle Tier

| Lower Tier Municipal Boundary

Map created: 05-Nov-2013

Figure 6-4. Location of flood management structures in the Grand River watershed.

6.3.2 Dykes and Channelization Works

Dykes reduce the risk of flooding for specific flood damage areas. Channelization works increase
the rivers’ capacity to pass flood flows and may include increasing bridge capacities, deepening or
widening the river or implementing by-pass structures. By-pass structures have not been used to
date in the Grand River watershed. A bypass channel was investigated in the early 1970’s for the
Village of Grand Valley’® however, it was found to be not financially feasible at the time. A new by-
pass proposal has been suggested recently and the feasibility of a by-pass channel is being
evaluated.
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While dykes reduce the risk of flooding, they do not eliminate the possibility of flooding. Every dyke
has a design capacity and an associated risk of the design capacity being exceeded. A false sense
of security can affect floodplain management behind dykes and is to be avoided.

Communities in the Grand River watershed with major dykes and the characteristics of these dykes
are summarized in Table 6-2.

Dykes can be a very effective means of reducing flood damages. Cost benefit analyses are used to
assess the practicality of implementing structural measures. Often there are several different
alternatives and conflicting demands to consider when defining a program of structural measures.

The assessment of structural measures to reduce flood damages in the Grand River watershed
was a component of the 1982 Grand River Basin Water Management Study”™. A thorough
economic analysis was completed at that time. Table 6-3 describes the reduction in average
annual flood damage at key flood damage centres in the watershed.

Table 6-2. Grand River dykes — locations and design standards.

. : Dyke : Average Height of
ommunity Protection Design Standard For Dyke Dyke (m)
Bridgeport Full Regional Flood® 3to4
Cambridge(Galt) Full Regional Flood plus 0.3 m 2t03
Paris Partial 100-year Flood 2t03
Brantford Full Regional Flood plus 1 m? 4t05
Caledonia Partial Regulatory 2t025
Dunnville Partial Regulatory 1to2
Drayton Full 100-year Flood 0.5t01.5
New Hamburg Partial 100-year Flood 1.0to 1.4
Guelph Partial 100-year Flood Oto1l
Hespeler Partial 100-year Flood 3to4

The Regional Flood in the Grand River watershed is based on the 1954 Hurricane Hazel storm, the largest
storm that has occurred in the geographical area. The Regional Flood is the regulatory flood in the Grand
River watershed. It has an estimated recurrence interval of once in 500 to once in 1000 years.

*The Brantford dykes are designed for the Regional Flood without the Regulatory effect of the upstream flood

control reservoirs.

Where community support was sufficient, the most cost beneficial dykes and channel works were
completed. These works reduced most of the potential average annual flood damages. Major
dykes were completed in Kitchener (Bridgeport), Cambridge (Galt) and Brantford. Table 6-3 also
shows the reduction in average annual flood damage accomplished with the completion of dyke
systems in 1996 (the current situation). Note that the average annual damage amounts are

reported in 1979 dollars.

Dyke works remain partially completed or not started in other areas of the watershed.

The GRCA has commenced dyke safety studies for the Bridgeport and Brantford dykes, a dyke
safety study is being initiated for the Cambridge dykes in 2013. The dyke safety studies generally
have four components which include hydrotechnical, geotechnical, vegetation and general
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assessments. The general assessment summarizes the dyke safety assessment and recommends
necessary works. A capital forecast is created to forecast capital works.

The Bridgeport dyke safety study has confirmed the capacity of the Bridgeport dyke to be 1500

m°/s. The geotechnical analysis is ongoing. From a geotechnical perspective, the Bridgeport dyke
is stable. The Bridgeport dyke is founded pervious material. A seepage analysis is being refined to
determine the period of time flood waters can be active against the dyke before seepage under the

dyke becomes a concern. The seepage analysis will identify what, if any, remedial measures are
required. Vegetation management plans have been developed and will be implemented over the

five year time frame (IAP E.1).

Vegetation and general assessments of the Brantford dykes have been completed. Geotechnical
and structural assessments are being planned for the two year time frame. The hydrotechnical
assessment of the Brantford dykes will focus on the potential risk posed by ice jams. It is important
to better understand the risk posed by ice jams in the vicinity of the dyke reach. The existing
hydraulics model was updated in the mid -1990’s and does not require additional refinement. The
dyke capacity of the Brantford dyke has been confirmed to be 3400 m®s and corresponds to the

unregulated Regulatory Flood flow.

Table 6-3. Reduction in flood damages as a result of flood control / protection works

: . With Reservoirs
" With Reservoirs
Natural Condition With Dykes
. No Dykes
Location No Dykes . With
. No Channelization L

No Reservoirs . Channelization
(1979 Condition) (1996 Condition)
Grand Valley $28,000 $28,000 $28,000
Cambridge $1,500,000 $505,000 $36,900
Paris $200,000 $64,000 $64,000
New Hamburg $25,000 $25,000 $25,000
Plattsville $2,202 $2,202 $2,202
Ayr $8,972 $8,972 $8,972
Brantford $625,000 $360,000 $10,500
Caledonia $10,000 $8,000 $8,000
Dunnville $35,000 $20,000 $20,000
TOTAL $2,406,174 $993,174 $175,574
% Reduction over Natural 59% 93%
% Reduction over 1979 Condition 82%

Note: Damages expressed in 1979 Dollars

Assessment of the Cambridge dykes is starting in 2013. The Cambridge dyke safety assessment
will focus on confirming the capacity of the dykes and three bridges, Parkhill Road, Main Street and
Concession Street (IAP E.1). It will also address the structural stability of the flood walls; a section
of floodwall is schedule for replacement in 2014, and a second section of floodwall that may need
replacement will be assessed in 2013. Vegetation assessments will be completed to guide

vegetation management.
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Dyke assessments will be planned for the Drayton and New Hamburg dykes in the five year time
frame (IAP E.1).

6.3.3 Floodplain Regulation

Regulating floodplains is the most effective means of avoiding new flood damages or putting
people at risk and, over time, reducing the risk and damages associated with existing development
located in floodplains.

The GRCA, through the implementation of the Fill, Construction and Alteration to Waterways
Regulation (until May 4, 2006) and the Development, Interference with Wetlands and Alterations to
Shorelines and Watercourses Regulation (Ontario Regulation 150/06), regulates development in
floodplains. The GRCA updated and consolidated its policies for implementing Ontario Regulation
150/06 in 2007, amended to January 2013. These policies complement the Ontario Provincial
Policy Statement.

In 1995, the Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry (OMNRF) delegated responsibility for
municipal plan input and review for natural hazards to the GRCA. Currently, GRCA staff review and
comment on municipal policy documents and development proposals to ensure they are consistent
with the Ontario Provincial Policy Statement.

New development is generally directed to areas outside of the floodplain, unless the area is
designated as a two-zone or special policy area.

Two-zone policy areas have been identified through agreement with the GRCA and the
municipality where the application of a one-zone policy area would affect community viability.
Development and redevelopment is allowed in the flood fringe provided that flood-proofing to the
elevation of the Regulatory Flood is undertaken, safe access and egress is available, and no
basement is proposed. There are two-zone policy areas in most urban communities throughout the
Grand River watershed.

In urban areas that have historically existed within the floodplain and where the application of a
two-zone policy area is too restrictive to allow for the continued viability of existing uses, a special
policy area may be designated, provided that it is approved jointly by the municipality, the GRCA,
the Ministries of Natural Resources and Forestry and Municipal Affairs and Housing. Policies within
a special policy area accept a higher risk and are less restrictive, although structural flood-proofing
and safe access and egress are still required.

Special policy areas have been approved for Brantford, Cambridge (Galt), Drayton, Dunnville,
Guelph, New Hamburg, Paris and Waterloo (Laurel Creek). The constraints to development are
outlined in each special policy area agreement.

Most floodplain mapping in the watershed was completed between 1975 and 1985. The availability
of continuous, engineered digital floodplain mapping along the large rivers (Grand, Nith,
Conestogo, Speed and Eramosa) is a gap that would facilitate improved floodplain management,
flood risk assessment, emergency preparedness and maintenance. Costs to develop engineered
digital floodplain mapping have significantly declined due to advancements in mapping technology.
It is recommended that digital floodplain mapping be pursued along the large rivers focussing on
areas at risk including flood damage centres, trailer parks and rural properties in the floodplain (IAP
E.3).

A digital elevation model is being developed for the overall watershed based on the 2010 OMNRF
SWOORP aerial photography. Areas of the watershed currently completed included the upper Nith
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subwatershed and Dufferin County. It is recommended that a digital elevation model be completed
for the entire watershed based on the OMNRF 2010 SWOOP aerial photography (IAP E.3). The
watershed wide digital elevation model would act as a base for engineered floodlines where they
exist, facilitate the creation of engineered floodplain mapping in areas where estimated floodlines
exist and provide a base for refinement of hydrology and nonpoint source pollution models.

In urban areas, two dimensional hydraulic modelling should be considered where complex
hydraulics exist and several structures are located in the floodplain. Two dimensional models
provide a better technical representation and understanding of the hydraulics of flood flows that
can be used to improve flood warning accuracy and identify means and opportunities to reduce
flood risk (IAP E.3).

As better technical and digital floodplain mapping becomes available, floodplain policies should be
updated in Special Policy and Two Zone areas (IAP E.3).

6.3.4 Flood Forecasting and Warning

The GRCA operates a flood forecasting and warning system to support effective operation of
reservoirs to reduce downstream flood damages and timely flood warning to municipal officials
throughout the watershed. The GRCA'’s role is to forecast floods, operate reservoirs to reduce
flood damages and issue flood warnings to municipal flood co-ordinators.

Based on the above purposes, a system has evolved based on experience and contributions from
several individuals who have played a role in this system over several years. The main
components of the system can be summarized into the following categories;

¢ \Weather Forecasts;
¢ Real-time Hydrologic Monitoring Network and Data Collection System;
e Forecasting and Decision Support Models and Techniques; and

e Flood Warning Dissemination System.
6.3.4.1 Weather Forecasts

Weather forecasts are the first alert to a potential flooding situation. Weather information and
weather warnings are obtained from Environment Canada, the OMNRF, private vendors and online
American and Canadian sources. Typically these forecasts provide a synopsis of the 24 hour and
daily outlooks up to five days into the future.

6.3.4.2 Hydrologic Monitoring Network and Data Collection System

The Grand River Conservation Authority operates a hydrologic monitoring network to collect the
information needed to provide flood forecasts. The network operated by the GRCA monitors air
temperature, precipitation, reservoir information, stream level, stream flow, wind speed and wind
direction. In addition to the real-time monitoring network, daily climate observations are collected at
seven major dams.

Information from individual stream gauge or rain gauge sites is telemetered to the closest reservoir
or the flood control centre using phone lines or wireless technology. Monitoring information is
organized in a database that is used to supply information to decision support tools and models.

Monitoring data is posted to the GRCA website on an hourly basis to communicate watershed
conditions to municipal officials and the general public in near real-time.
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The current monitoring network is mature and provides a good level of redundancy such that if
information from a few gauges is unavailable, sufficient information would still be available to make
operational decisions and prepare flood forecasts.

The largest uncertainty is in the spatial extent of precipitation, both rainfall and snowfall. Given that
climate experts suggest there will be more frequent extreme rainfall events and more frequent
winter snow melts, better spatial estimates to quantify precipitation are needed to improve flood
forecasts and to adapt to climate change.

GRCA collects and organizes weather radar data and modelled snow pack information available
from the US National Oceanographic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA). While this
information provides qualitative estimates of spatial rainfall and snow pack information, additional
refinement is needed to improve the accuracy of this information in Canada.

Environment Canada is developing a new precipitation analysis production system (CaPA) with the
goal to provide the best possible estimates of precipitation accumulation on a spatial grid of 10 km
currently and 2.5 km by 2016. The CaPA product uses a range of weather models, radar and
satellite sources along with ground based precipitation gauges. A barrier to the success of CaPA is
real-time sharing of automated precipitation and manual observed precipitation information. GRCA
is working with Environment Canada and the OMNREF to facilitate real-time sharing of automated
precipitation information and to expand the network of manual climate observers in the Grand
River watershed. It is recommended that the GRCA continue to work with Environment Canada
and other partner agencies to facilitate the real-time sharing of precipitation information to enhance
the CaPA product in the Grand River watershed. The CaPA product will help improve near real-
time flood forecasts and improve documentation of precipitation events (IAP E.6).

6.3.4.3 Streamflow and Runoff Forecasting Techniques

GRCA maintains the Grand River Integrated Flood Forecast Model (GRIFFS), a sophisticated
deterministic model, to forecast flood flow to support reservoir operations and flood warning. In
addition, GRCA maintains an auxiliary suite of simple (manual, empirical) forecasting tools for early
assessment, back-up and training.

6.3.4.4 Flood Warning

Dissemination of the flood-warning message is a vital component of any flood warning system. In
the Grand River watershed, a combination of police, media, internet and social media is used to
get the message out to the general public, residents and business located in the floodplain.

The current system follows recommendations from the Provincial Inquiry into the 1974 Flood”® and
the Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry Provincial Flood Forecasting and Warning
Guidelines’.

Standard provincial flood message terminology has been established to provide consistency in
message terminology across the Province. Flood messages include Watershed Conditions
Statements, Flood Watches and Flood Warnings. The flood warning messages are designed to
alert municipal officials to expected flooding in a municipality in support of the municipal response
to a flood emergency.

With the exception of urban Waterloo and Kitchener, which are subject to flash flooding, sufficient
warning times (4-12 hours) are available to flood damage centres along the larger rivers and
watercourses to warn affected residents and businesses and take action.

Each municipality has a flood co-ordinator responsible for co-ordinating the municipal response to
a flood. An annual meeting is held with municipal flood co-ordinators and Police Services to review
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the role of each agency during a flood emergency. Hosting an annual meeting is a
recommendation from the 1974 Flood Inquiry and will continue to be held annually (IAP E.7).

The GRCA has established 12 river watch areas, with specific field staff assignments, across the
watershed. The river watch are the eyes in the field to monitor vulnerable reaches of river, provide
manual confirmation of monitoring station information liaison with Municipal Flood Co-ordinators
during flood emergencies to enhance two-way communications.

Flood inundation mapping helps to support municipal response to flood emergencies. The flood
inundation mapping products identify, in zones, the extent of areas that flood during specific flood
flows as well as the properties and infrastructure that would be flooded. Flood messages refer to
zones of expected flooding (e.g., warn residents to the level 1 zone in New Hamburg). Warning
lists (addresses) help organize the municipal response to a flood, improve business continuity,
expedite recovery after the emergency and support succession planning (IAP E.4).

Both data and voice communications are used during a flood. Lessons learned from many previous
disasters show that normal channels of communications often fail during a disaster; cellular and
phone line networks can become overwhelmed. As a back-up, the GRCA operates a watershed
wide low band radio system. This radio system is currently being replaced and the GRCA is
investigating public safety radio grade solutions (IAP E.5).

Cost effective satellite data communication is now available on an hourly basis through the GOES
satellite system. Given the increasing vulnerability of wireless and landline connectivity during
emergency events, it is recommended that the GRCA implement GOES satellite communications
as a secondary means of transmitting data collected at monitoring stations (IAP E.6).

6.4 Existing Flood Damage Centre Vulnerabilities

A flood damage centres are communities that have several structures located within the floodplain
(see Figure 6-5). The following flood damage centres (communities) have an annual probability of
flooding homes and businesses greater than 1:25 or a risk of urban flash flooding:

- New Hamburg - Grand Valley

- Ayr - Waldemar

- Plattsville - Elora

- Wolverton - West Montrose

- Peacehaven - Waterloo (Laurel Creek)

- Paris - Kitchener (Schneider Creek)
- Caledonia - Cambridge (Preston)

- Cayuga - Drayton

- Dunnville
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Figure 6-5. Location of flood damage centres in the Grand River watershed.

The relative risk of flooding at flood damage centres in the Grand River watershed is summarized
in Table 6-4. This table qualitatively ranks the risk of floods, taking into account how frequently
structures are flooded and whether or not mitigation works are in place to help reduce the risk of
flood damage. Mechanisms that can result in flooding at a particular damage centre are identified.
The estimated frequency of flooding is provided to indicate, on average, how often flood damage
centres experience flooding. Frequency of flooding is based on flow events; flood damage centres
that experience ice jam events have a higher frequency of flooding. This is reflected in the
qualitative ranking. Also included in the ranking is consideration of whether the risk of flooding is
reduced by upstream reservoirs or mitigation works such as dykes.

Estimates of flood damages available from previous studies are listed. While this information is
dated, it does provide a means of estimating differences in potential flood damages from one
damage centre to another.

Information in Table 6-4 differentiates between nuisance flooding and flooding of structures. Some
damage centres, including New Hamburg and Ayr, experience frequent nuisance flooding. While
flood protection may not be feasible, mitigation works to reduce the frequency of very frequent
nuisance flooding may be worth investigating.

Table 6-4 also summarizes whether flood inundation mapping is available for the flood damage
centre to support effective municipal flood preparedness and emergency response. Efforts to
develop digital floodplain information have been on-going, particularly in high-risk flood damage
centres that frequently flood.
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The flood risk to trailer parks is significant and is summarized in Table 6-5. Trailer parks are mostly
seasonal and trailers can be moved either outside the floodplain or to higher, less frequently
flooded portions of the floodplain during the non-active trailer season from October 30" to May 1%,
Trailer parks experience the most frequent risk of flooding since some sites are located
immediately adjacent to the banks of the river. Also, some trailer parks have more permanent sites.
Occupancy of trailer sites in the floodplain needs to be confirmed; currently, it is understand or
assumed that trailer parks are seasonally occupied.

6.5 Next Steps to Reducing Flood Damage

The information in Table 6-4 helps identify vulnerabilities and next steps that could be taken to
further reduce flood risk in the Grand River watershed. The following general steps apply to all
flood damage centres:

e Continue to implement dam and dyke safety assessments to ensure their ability to safely
manage floods and comply with dam safety and dyke safety guidelines;

e Continue to restrict floodplain development through municipal policies/zoning and GRCA
regulations;

e Prepare and maintain emergency preparedness plans for dams and dyke structures where
they do not exist;

e Update and maintain dyke maintenance agreements with municipal partners;

e Prepare and implement flood inundation mapping where it does not yet exist, first at a flood
damage centre scale, then by municipality along the large rivers.

e Investigate options to retain more water on the landscape to increase resiliency for a more
variable climate and the increasing frequency of severe storms.

The following outlines next steps for some of the communities in the Grand River Watershed

6.5.1 Town of New Hamburg

An initial review of flooding in New Hamburg suggests that, due to physical constraints, it is not

practical to provide Regulatory Flood protection through New Hamburg. Next steps would be to

investigate with the municipality the feasibility to increase the protection provided by the existing
partial dyke. Options should also be investigated to reduce flood damage potential for the most

frequently flooded properties and roads in the Level 1 flood zone (IAP E.8).

6.5.2 Village of Ayr

An initial review of flooding in Ayr suggests that there are few practical options to reduce flooding
to the most frequently flooded properties along Tanner Street. Next steps will focus on flood
preparedness, implementing flood inundation mapping and increasing awareness of those
residents located in the floodplain (IAP E.4).

6.5.3 Town of Cayuga

Portions of the Town of Cayuga have flooded several times in recent years as a result of high river
flows and ice jam flooding. Currently there are no proposed plans to implement flood mitigation
works. The next steps for this flood damage centre would include:

o Completion of a technical investigation into the cause of ice jam flooding and what, if any,
remedial options might be available to reduce the potential for ice jam flooding (IAP E.9).

¢ Installation of a monitoring gauge to detect ice jams (IAP E.9).
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6.5.4 Village of Drayton

Partial dyking and channel works exist in the Village of Drayton and provide a level of flood
protection. The completed dyke provides protection to the 100 year flood; however, flooding of the
village occurs about once every 15 to 20 years. Additional channelization would not reduce the
frequency of large flooding events since the capacity of the bridge governs flood elevations for
larger floods. Next steps in the Village of Drayton would include:

¢ Working with the municipality to clear accumulated sediment in the channel from just
downstream of the Main Street bridge to just upstream of the Wellington Street bridge. This
work is intended to restore lost channel capacity to reduce nuisance flooding from frequent
flow events (IAP E.8).

e At the request of the municipality, investigate alternatives to enhance the level of protection
provided by existing dykes, building on work from previous studies (IAP E.8).

6.5.5 Villages of Grand Valley and Waldemar

Currently, there are no flood mitigation measures proposed for the villages of Grand Valley or
Waldemar. The focus in the short term is to develop and implement flood inundation mapping to
improve flood preparedness. This is important given the limited lead time for flood warnings to
Grand Valley and Waldemar.

The next steps with respect to reducing the potential for flooding in Grand Valley include:

e Assess the technical and financial feasibility of a flood by-pass option currently proposed as
part of a gravel pit rehabilitation proposal (IAP E.8).

e Complete a detailed baseline survey of the sediment delta at the outlet of Boyne Creek.
Monitor the development of the delta and establish a dredging plan to reduce the potential
for ice jams. This delta was last dredged in the mid 1980’s. That action proved to be
effective in reducing the frequency of ice jam floods through Grand Valley (IAP E.9).

6.5.6 Town of Paris

Flood inundation mapping has been completed for the Town of Paris. The focus in the short term
will be to work with municipal staff to implement the flood inundation mapping information into
emergency response plans.

Next steps to reduce the potential for flooding in the Town of Paris would be to:
¢ Reuvisit previous flood mitigation options with new flood inundation information (IAP E.4).

¢ Investigate the need for 2-D hydraulic analysis to improve confidence in flood elevation
estimates for large flood events (IAP E.4).

e Encourage the municipality to complete a dyke safety study.
o Investigate the mechanism for ice jam flooding and what, if any, options exist to better
anticipate or reduce the potential for ice jam floods through this reach of river.
6.5.7 City of Brantford

The dykes and channel works implemented through the City of Brantford provide a high level of
protection. The dykes are designed to convey the unregulated regulatory flow of 3400 m*/s.
Additional freeboard was included in the design of the Brantford dykes to account for ice jams. A
major ice jam flood occurred in 1996 that came within 0.3 metres of overtopping the dykes. An
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investigation was completed after the 1996 ice jam and remedial works were completed to remove
a remnant dyke.

The next steps in the City of Brantford reach will be to complete a dyke safety study. A component
of this study will investigate the mechanisms of ice jam flooding through this reach. A better
understanding of the risk of ice jam floods is needed to assess the capacity of the dykes to
manage ice jam floods (IAP E.1).

6.5.8 Urban Waterloo and Kitchener

Flooding from urban runoff is a potentially increasing risk associated with climate change. As the
climate warms, there is potential for more frequent and more intense localized rainfall events. This
potential is compounded by the area of Lake Breeze effect west of Kitchener and Waterloo.

The next steps with respect to urban flash flooding are:

¢ Investigate the effect that the July 1997 and June 2004 Lake Breeze storms that occurred
west of Kitchener and Waterloo would have had if they were transposed over the Laurel
Creek and Schneider Creek watersheds; suggest remedial actions.

o Work with Environment Canada to implement the CaPA product to provide better
documentation of storm extent and volume in an effort to better document storms and
assess risk (IAP E.2).

¢ Work with Environment Canada to provide updated Intensity Duration Frequency design
information (IAP E.2).

o Encourage municipalities to use the July 1997 and June 2004 events as part of their
assessment of major overland flow system capacities (IAP E.2).

¢ Encourage the province to review the urban drainage guidelines major overland flow
system drainage design standards (IAP E.2).

6.6 Protection of Key Hydrologic Functions

Reducing flood damage potential in the Grand River Watershed requires managing surface runoff
and protecting the key hydrologic functions of important landscape features (IAP E3).
Consequently, the large multipurpose reservoirs are vital watershed infrastructure assets however,
other green infrastructure such as provincially significant wetlands and moraine complexes are just
as important.

Maintaining water storage on the landscape through the continued maintenance and operation of
the seven multipurpose reservoirs is required to reduce flood damage potential (IAP E1). The
seven multipurpose reservoirs hold onto runoff in the upper portions of the watershed which then
reduces the risk of flooding further downstream. The water stored in the reservoirs also helps to
augment river flows during periods of low flow. Base flow augmentation effectively ensures that
downstream water supplies are maintained and helps to improve water quality by diluting
wastewater effluents and stormwater runoff from point and non-point sources.

Wetlands are considered fundamentally important for flood control and help regulate water quantity
and quality throughout the watershed. Prominent wetland areas that currently provide a water
storage function on the landscape include the Luther Marsh Provincially Significant Wetland (PSW)
Complex, which is managed as a reservoir in part, and the Puslinch Lake - Irish Creek PSW
Complex, a naturally occurring and unmanaged wetland. In addition, the coastal wetlands in the
Dunnville area also help mitigate flooding during high water events on Lake Erie. Protection of
these and other provincially significant wetlands in the watershed, as well as the smaller and more
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isolated locally significant wetlands, should continue through diligent land use planning,
stewardship, and education.

In addition to retaining water on the landscape in reservoirs and wetlands, there are numerous
watershed features that facilitate the movement of surface water into the groundwater system.
These features include:

¢ the permeable deposits and hummocky topography associated with the moraines;
e glacial outwash sands and gravels;

e gravel terraces;

¢ sand plains; and

o exposed fractured and/or karstified bedrock

The quality and quantity of surface water entering these significant recharge features impacts the
groundwater aquifers that support drinking water supplies, wetlands, and river baseflows. Further,
these closed drainage areas also help to reduce downstream flooding.

Approximately 40% of the watershed area is considered to have a high recharge potential (see
Figure 2-10). The largest areas for potential recharge are located throughout the central portion of
the watershed within the moraine systems and the Norfolk Sand Plain. Although recharge within
the Paris/Galt and Waterloo moraines contributes to the groundwater within the overburden
aquifers, the Orangeville moraine is a major recharge area that contributes to the bedrock aquifers.
Areas with thin overburden cover, or exposed fractured or karstified bedrock also facilitate
recharge to the groundwater system. These areas have yet to be reflected on the groundwater
recharge map; however, the GRCA will continue to work with others to best describe this key
hydrologic process associated with karst topography (IAP C.10).

About 60% of the moraine systems in the watershed are urbanized. Groundwater recharge is most
affected by activities that intercept precipitation such as drainage and paving, and facilitate the
movement of water off the land in surface runoff. The shift in the dominant hydrologic process
from recharge to runoff can result in local flooding. Furthermore, the increase in the frequency and
magnitude of severe events from a changing climate may contribute to the increased frequency of
localized flooding. Consequently, it is recommended that municipalities’ undertake stormwater
major system assessments to identify and reduce the vulnerability to severe storm events (IAP E2).
Alternatively, actively managing urban development in sensitive recharge areas to ensure that
these important hydrologic processes are protected may also assist with reducing localized
flooding (IAP C11). Subwatershed planning (IAP D6) provides for a broad approach to managing
key hydrologic processes of important watershed features so that land use planning can be
implemented to assist with flood reduction among other objectives (i.e. improve/maintain water

quality).
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Table 6-4. Flood damage centres - flood risk vulnerability.

Estimated Estimated Estimated ES;:::::" Estimated EI::;:n
Flow Return Flow Return o Period of Number of o Flood Risk Flood Coreml Flood
. Threshold | Period of | Threshold | Period of Structures Reduced Flood Protection . B
Damage Centre Fll_md Mechanism of Flooding Assoﬂate.d MNuisance Nuisance | Structures | Structure " .D{ . .F!oo&! at Risk in o by Protection Waorks o Inunda.tmn
Risk Gauge Station . . . Mitigation | Mitigation Dramages . Support Mapping
Flooding Flooding Flood Flooding the Upstream Works Previously .
[mjfs} Threshold [msfs} Threshold w","‘s WOrIEs Regulatory (19795) Reservoirs Proposed Flood. RrasaEi
(years) (years) (m/sh Capacity Floodplain Inunda.tmn
{years) Mapping
New Hamburg High High Flows and Ice Jams New Hamburg 142 2 250 4 120 25,000 Yes Yes Yes
Ayr High High Flows canning 142 1 240 3 21 10,000 Yes Yes
Cayuga High High Flows and Ice Jams York 300 <1 600 2 116 Yes No
Drayton High High Flows and Ice Jams | Above Drayton 200 5 290 17 17 74 Partial Yes Yes Yes
Grand Valley High High Flows and Ice Jams Leggatt 135 4 200 20 155 21-4,0001 Yes Yes (old In Progress
Map Base)
Plattsville High High Flows and Ice Jams New Hamburg 250 2-5 350 10 a0 2,000 No
Wolverton High High Flows Canning 200 2 350 10 -20 25 Yes Yes
Waldemar High High Flows Marsville 186 2 290 8 27 No In Progress
West Montrose High High Flows and Ice Jams | West Montrose 108 1 283 4 4 17 Yes Yes
Paris High High Flows and Ice Jams | Galt/Brantford 850,500 14 1000 25 (Grand) 25 (Nith) 217 65,000 Yes Partial Yes Yes In Progress
100
{Grand)
Paris-Nith River High High Flows and Ice Jams Canning 350 10 400 100 (Nith) =100 0 Yes Yes In Progress
25 (Grand)

Schneider Cr. Kitchener High Urban Flash Flooding Ottawa 5t. 30 3 [:00] 10 Partial 100 Hundreds Partial Partial
Laurel Cr. Waterloo High Urban Flash Flooding Weber 5t. 50 45 55 73 55 Partial 73 63 uptown 221,000° Yes Partial Yes No
Uptown
Dunnville High High Flows and Ice Jams | York/Dunnville 200 5 1250 16 16 700 92,0003 Yes Partial Yes Yes
Elora High High Flows Below Shand 108 2 600 >100 15 Yes Yes
Peace Haven Scout High High Flows canning 140 1 300 10-20 5 No
Camp
Caledonia Medium High Flows Brantford/York 585 2 1141 11 11 120 8000 Yes Partial Yes No
Elmira Medium High Flows Below Elmira =60 50-100 75 50-100 15 Yes Yes In Progress
Fergus Medium High Flows Below Shand =300 10 540 100 37 Yes Yes
St. Jacobs Medium High Flows 5t. Jacobs 35 1 566 26 3 Yes Yes In Progress
Lake Erie Port Maitland Medium High Lake Erie Levels Port Colborne n/a nfa n/a n/a 36 Yes
Cambridge (Preston) Medium | High Flows and Ice Jams Beaverdale 50 2 153 >100 103 15,000 Yes Yes No
City of Guelph Medium High Flows Edinburgh Road 80/127 20/>100 200 >500 =500 600 30,000 Yes Partial Yes
Lake Erie Lake Shore Medium High Lake Erie Levels Port Colborne n/a n/a n/a n/a Yes
Haysville Medium High Flows New Hamburg 400 24 550 =100 3 No
Cambridge (Galt) Low High Flows Galt 573 4 1100 42 2300 1000 503 <1000 Yes Complete Complete No
Kitchener (Bridgeport) Low High Flows Bridgeport 1250 100 1250 100 1500 100 a5 <1000 Yes Complete Complete Yes
Brantford Low High Flows and Ice Jams Brantford 300/600 1 608 2 3400 1000 2700 <1000 Yes Complete Complete Yes
Cambridge (Hespeler) Low High Flows Beaverdale 50 2 255 >500 255 >500 Yes Partial No
Rockwood Low High Flows nfa 40 100 40 100 22 No
Eden Mills Low High Flows and Ice Jams n/a 41 No
Village of Conestogo Low High Flows and Ice Jams Bridgeport 1500 >100 1500 >100 11 Yes Partial
Glen Allan Low High Flows Glen Allan 175 10 800 100-500 Yes Yes In Progress
1:1976 Dollars, 2: 1989 Dollars, 3: 1985 Dollars
Note: Frequency of Flood Based on Flow Events Exclusive of Ice Jams
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Table 6-5. Trailer parks - flood risk vulnerabilities

Estimated Estimated Digital
Flow Return Flow Return Flood Risk | Elevation
Flood Mechanism of Associated Threshold Period of Threshold Period of Reduced Model to
Damage Centre Risk Floodin Gauge Station Trailer Park Trailer Park Structures Structure by Support
9 9 Flooding Flooding Flood Flooding Upstream Flood
(m?s) Threshold (m®s) Threshold Reservoirs | Inundation
(years) (years) Mapping
Conway Park High ;‘r%g flows and ice York 300 <1 Yes No
Grand River RV Resort High ;‘r%g flows and ice York 300 <1 Yes No
West Montrose High High flows, ice jams West Montrose | 125 <1 Yes No
Campground and flash flooding
Camp Real Grande High ;Ir%r; flows and ice Brantford 200 <1 Yes No
Lafortune Park High E\Ir%g flows and ice Brantford 200 <1 Yes No
Brown’s Campground High ;Ir%r; flows and ice Brantford 250 <1 Yes No
Bruce’s Landing High E\Ir%g flows and ice York 280 <1 Yes No
Byng Island Park High ;Ir%t; flows and ice Dunnville 300 <1 Yes Yes
Grand Oaks Trailer Park High E\Ir%r; flows and ice York 300 <1 Yes No
Grove’s Campground High E\Ir%z flows and ice Brantford 425 <1l Yes No
Brant Park High ;E]g flows and ice Brantford 550 2 Yes No
Bingeman’s Park High High flows Bridgeport 400 3 1400 >100 Yes No
Everglades Trailer Park High High flows Galt 565 4 Yes No
Pioneer Sportsmen’s Club | High High flows Doon 710 11 Yes No
Riverbend Trailer Park High ;Ir%rs] flows and ice Edinburg Rd | 60 2 Yes No
Sunny Bank Trailer Park High ;E]rsl flows and ice York 350 <1 Yes No
Willoway Park High ;Ir%rs] flows and ice York 400 <1 Yes No
Grand Valley Trailer Park | Medium | High flows Leggatt 270 100 Yes No
SUTEr PEse TElE Medium | High flows Legogatt 280 100 Yes No

Park

Note: Frequency of flood based on flow events exclusive of ice jams
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7 Integrated Action Plan

The Grand River Conservation Authority (GRCA) is working with municipalities, the federal and
provincial governments, First Nations and others to update the Grand River Water Management
Plan. Based on the assembly of existing data and knowledge, this update reflects the
considerable knowledge, tools and networks that have been developed since 1982 when the
Water Management Plan was last revisited.

The Plan is looking ahead 20-30 years to ensure that the Grand River watershed can be healthy
and sustainable as the population grows. It is a joint plan by the municipalities, First Nations,
conservation authority, provincial ministries and federal departments to align our efforts and
identify those practical actions that will make the biggest difference. It is a voluntary plan, not a
legal requirement, so a spirit of cooperation and shared responsibility is critical to its success.

The Plan is an integrated water management plan with goals to:
1. Ensure sustainable water supplies for communities, economies and ecosystems;
2. Improve water quality to improve river health and reduce the river’s impact on Lake Erie;
3. Reduce flood damage potential; and
4. Increase resiliency to deal with climate change.

The integration of the Plan is achieved by building strong working partnerships of the many
agencies whose mandate include water management; aligning partner workplans, sharing
approaches and lessons learned; and identifying actions that, when implemented, will achieve
more than one goal. For example, maintaining flows in the river through the operation of the
large water management reservoirs will not only support downstream municipal water supplies
but also assist with assimilating wastewater effluent.

The Grand River Water Management Plan is a collaborative process that brings water
management agencies together as partners. Regular meetings of Project Team members
facilitated the sharing of information and aligning of workplans. By working together, Plan
partners have set out a strategy, based on agreed-upon local objectives and targets, to meet the
needs of the ecosystem and watershed communities. The strategy will assist each partner to
fulfill their role and to support each other throughout the process.

Throughout the process, municipal councils, the agricultural community, aggregate producers,
urban development organizations, environmental non-government organizations, groups that
undertake collaborative projects under the broader Grand Strategy umbrella and the interested
public, have participated and provided input to the Plan using a variety of communication and
engagement techniques of their choosing.

The following outlines the key aspects for an integrated action plan for water management in the
Grand River watershed.

A. Maintain a Process for Reporting, Updating and Continuous Improvement

The success of the water management plan will depend on maintaining a mechanism for regular
communication to update the partners as to the progress in implementing actions; share
information on the evaluations of the effectiveness of the actions (i.e. are we achieving our
goals?); identification of information/data gaps or barriers to implementing actions; developing
plans and actions to address the information/data gaps; working together to remove barriers; and
reporting on and celebrating the collective successes of our actions to achieve the goals of the
plan.
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Al.

A2.

7-2

The implementation structure of the Water Management Plan is recommended to be as
follows:

Leadership

a) An Implementation Committee, comprised of Director/Commissioner/General Manager
level staff from the partner organizations, be established to champion the Plan, remove
barriers to implementation and advocate for continuous improvement.

b) The Implementation Committee will hold an annual meeting/forum to review progress in
Plan implementation.

Project Management

c) The Water Managers’ Working Group, with representatives from the partner
organizations, will assume the role of the Project Team. Water Managers’ Working Group
meetings provide an important venue for enhanced communication that builds strong
working relationships among partners to develop best value solutions to water
management issues. Reporting to the Implementation Committee, the Water Managers’
Working Group integrates workplans; oversees and implements actions; reports on
implementation; and evaluates the effectiveness of the actions for the watershed.

Action:

v' The Water Management Plan partners (the Counties of Brant and Haldimand,
Township of Centre Wellington, Regional Municipality of Waterloo, the Cities of
Brantford, Cambridge, Guelph, Kitchener and Waterloo, Six Nations of the Grand
River, Grand River Conservation Authority (GRCA), Ontario Ministry of Environment
and Climate Change (OMOECC), Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry
(OMNREF), Ontario Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs (OMAFRA), and
Environment Canada (EC) will name senior representatives to an Implementation
Committee. The Implementation Committee will prepare a terms of reference and 5-
year project charter to be signed by participating agencies.

v" The Water Managers’ Working Group will include representatives from the Plan
partners and will update its terms of reference to reflect its responsibility to the
Implementation Committee for project management related to the joint implementation
and continuous improvement of the Water Management Plan.

v' The GRCA will provide administrative support to the Implementation Committee and
the Water Managers’ Working Group and will assign a staff role responsible for taking
the lead in keeping the Water Management Plan implementation, reporting and review
moving forward.

Regular communication and reporting mechanisms are important for accountability;
communicating progress and celebrating success or set-backs, toward achieving the vision
and goals for the watershed. It is a key aspect of the Plan’s guiding principle of continuous
improvement. Communication and reporting mechanisms include annual progress reports on
plan implementation and 5-year technical monitoring reports.

Action:

v" The GRCA will call an annual meeting of the Implementation Committee. Additional
meetings of the Implementation Committee can be called at the request of any partner
organizations to deal with watershed issues: changes to the assumptions made in the
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Watershed Management Plan; gaps in information or knowledge; or barriers to
implementing actions.

v" The GRCA will host quarterly Water Managers Meetings to facilitate regular updates
and to share information on the progress toward implementing the Plan, and discuss
watershed management issues. Additional meetings may be called at the request of
any partner organization.

v" The GRCA will assist the Water Managers’ Working Group in assembling annual
progress reports on the implementation of actions, starting in 2015 (see the chapter:
Reporting on the Integrated Action Plan).

v' The GRCA will assist the Water Managers’ Working Group in assembling a technical
watershed report on the progress toward achieving the resource condition milestones
(interim targets (see the chapter: Reporting on the Integrated Action Plan)) every five
years beginning in 2019.

A3. As part of the principle of continuous improvement, the Water Management Plan should be
reviewed and updated regularly. If there are major changes to the three underlying
assumptions in the Water Management Plan, the Project Team recommends that the Plan be
reviewed and updated. The major assumptions include:

I. that future population growth to 2041 will be accommodated within the currently
designated urban areas. The watershed scale impacts of significant area expansions of
the urban footprint in the watershed have not been considered in developing this Plan.

Il. that the need for a Great Lakes pipeline to meet municipal water supply needs is beyond
the planning horizon for this Plan. Consequently, the consideration of watershed-scale
implications of a Great Lakes water supply pipeline has been deferred.

lll. that there will be no new municipal wastewater treatment plants discharging to the
regulated reaches of the Grand, Conestogo or Speed Rivers. The possibility of a new
wastewater treatment plant has not been considered in projecting future water quality
conditions.

Action:

v Beginning in 2019, the GRCA will assist the Implementation Committee in completing
a review and update, if necessary, of the Water Management Plan.

B. Maintaining a Framework for Integrated Water Management

Integrated water management requires the coordinated management of water, land and related
natural resources. Because of the linkages between land and water, the watershed is the most
appropriate geographical unit for managing water.

B1.To ensure sustainable water supplies, improve water quality and reduce flood damages, key
hydrologic processes such as groundwater recharge, groundwater discharge, and surface
runoff must continue to be maintained or managed in the watershed. It is critical to identify
and protect important watershed features that provide these hydrologic functions so that they
can be considered in subwatershed plans and regional-scale municipal planning documents.

Cross-referencing important watershed features and their hydrologic functions they provide in
other watershed management plans will underscore their importance and help to ensure they
continue to function in the future. Therefore, the Project Team recommends that key
hydrologic processes of watershed features as outlined in the water management plan be
cross-referenced and integrated with other watershed or regional resource plans or
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strategies. Such plans include the Fisheries Management Plan; Source Protection Plan;
GRCA Land Acquisition Policy (2003); Luther and Dunnville Marsh Management Plans;

Natural Heritage Strategy; and other local watershed restoration strategies. Further, the
Water Management Plan should be an integral part of the Watershed Plan.

Action:

v" GRCA will update its Land Acquisition Policy and Natural Heritage Strategy by 2016
to identify priority lands that include watershed features providing important hydrologic
processes like significant recharge areas and significant wetlands that help store
water on the landscape.

v" GRCA will work with partners to update the Luther Marsh Management Plan by 2020.

v" GRCA will continue to protect existing lands and acquire new lands, where
appropriate, for future water management options near West Montrose and Everton.

Managing water resources is a shared responsibility of many agencies whose mandate includes
water management. Consequently, all decision-making by Plan partners for the management of
water in the watershed should consider the wide-ranging uses, needs and values for water in the
watershed as expressed in the Broad Water Objectives. The preliminary list of indicators and
targets identified in the Plan should be used to evaluate the water resource conditions required to
meet the Broad Water Objectives.

B2. The identification of Indicators and targets that are quantifiable and measurable enable the
monitoring and reporting of water resource conditions. It is this information that allows water
resource managers to learn, evaluate and adapt in a continuous improvement process and
evaluate whether the goals of the water management plan are met. Therefore, the Project
Team recommends that work continue to complete the suite of resource condition indicators
and targets for the watershed so that progress toward achieving the Broad Water Objectives
and the Water Management Plan goals can be measured.

Action:

v GRCA, OMOECC, OMNRF, EC, OMAFRA and Region of Waterloo staff will continue
to work together as the Water Quality Working Group and task teams;

v' Water Quality Working Group will adapt the ecosystem assessment framework
developed by the Grand River — Lake Erie Working Group to identify resource
condition indicators and targets for other ecologically significant areas;

v' Water Quality Working Group will work on developing quantifiable targets for
suspended sediments, turbidity and nutrients; and

v' Environment Canada (EC), under the Great Lakes Nutrient Initiative (2013-2016), will
undertake the development of science-based nutrient loading targets for the Grand
River that are supportive of the Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement.

C. Ensuring Water Supply

Future water supply needs of communities, economies and ecosystems can be sustainably met.
However, as water use increases, the resiliency of the watershed to deal with increasing
population growth, shifts in agricultural production, climate variability (i.e., floods and droughts)
and climate change is reduced. Efficiency in water use is strongly encouraged across all sectors
including municipal supply, crop irrigation and other commercial, industrial and domestic uses.
The following recommendations and actions are intended to ensure sustainable water supplies
by improving security, reliability and resiliency to deal with variability and change.
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C1.Water Supply/Servicing Master Plans assist with identifying future water supply needs and
sources to meet those needs. Therefore, to reduce uncertainty around the availability of water
supplies to meet long term needs, the Project Team recommends that municipalities,
especially those with growth centres, maintain long term Water Supply Master Plans.
Municipal Official Plan reviews should trigger updates to Water Supply or Servicing Master
Plans or addenda to approved Environmental Assessments for meeting identified future water
supply needs.

Action:

v

v

Centre Wellington has initiated a Water Supply Master Plan with groundwater
resource investigations underway and completion expected in 2015.

The Region of Waterloo has initiated a Water Supply Master Plan Update for the
Integrated Urban System that is expected to be completed in 2014.

The City of Guelph has initiated a Water Supply Master Plan Update that is expected
to be completed in 2014.

The County of Brant has initiated a Master Servicing Plan for the urban settlement
area of Paris that is expected to be completed in 2015.

Six Nations of the Grand River plans to improve the capacity and reliability of their
Ohsweken water supply system by completing construction of the new water
treatment plant by 2015.

C2.Proactive water demand management is an approach that Municipalities can take to find
additional supply. Therefore, the Project Team recommends that municipalities, particularly
those in growth centres, incorporate considerations for demand management into water
supply master plans; establish proactive demand management objectives; and continue to
promote water conservation best practices that help to control average- and peak-day water
demand as well as reduce the ratio of peak-day to average-day demand.

Action:

v

Centre Wellington will incorporate a “soft path” approach as one of the options to be
evaluated in their public consultation for their Water Supply Master Plan, expected to
be completed in early 2015.

The Region of Waterloo plans to develop proactive water demand management
objectives as part of its Water Supply Master Plan update in 2014 and then update its
Water Efficiency Master Plan in 2015 to set out its plan for meeting the WDM
objectives.

The City of Guelph plans to update its water demand management objectives as part
of its 2013-14 Water Supply Master Plan update.

The City of Brantford will discuss water demand management as part of the Master
Servicing Plan that is currently in development (2013-2014).

C3.Municipalities require water supplies to be both secure and available, with reasonable
certainty, from both a regulatory and physical perspective for long term municipal water
supply planning. Therefore, to reduce regulatory uncertainty, the Project Team recommends
that the Water Managers' Working Group continue to provide a forum for sharing information
and building strong working relationships among municipal, provincial and conservation
authority staff. To ensure the security of water sources from a water quantity perspective, the
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Project Team recommends that the Grand River Water Budget be maintained as a valuable
tool to inform decision making around Permits to take water applications and amendments.

Action:

v" GRCA will continue to host and facilitate the Water Managers’ Working Group to
share information on long term water supply planning

v" GRCA will continue to use the OMOECC PTTW database to maintain a current
understanding of subwatershed stress as a result of cumulative water takings

v" GRCA will continue to review large PTTW applications (>1M L/day) throughout the
Grand River watershed that could potentially affect the stress assessments of
subwatersheds and the sustainability of all water takings especially municipal PTTWs

v" GRCA will work with watershed municipalities to develop a process for coordinating a
review of large PTTW using more advanced tools developed for the Tier Three Risk
Assessments.

C4. Agricultural water use is important in the Whitemans, Mount Pleasant and McKenzie creek
areas of the watershed. With considerations for a changing climate, permitted water users are
encouraged to continue water conservation best practices to reduce water demand.
Therefore, to maintain the sustainability of these water supplies, the Project Team
recommends that:

a) irrigation water be sourced from off-line storage ponds and/or groundwater to avoid
direct withdrawal from surface water streams during low flow periods;

b) water use efficiency advice be available to irrigators to ensure that gun irrigation is
timed to minimize evaporation and overspray, piping systems are maintained to
minimize losses; soil moisture is assessed prior to irrigation events; and ponds are
maintained and sized to satisfy the needs of summer irrigation; and

c) water use information be kept current for all sectors to observe trends in total water
use across the watershed.

Action:

v OMAFRA will make sure that irrigators and livestock farmers have access to good
information and advice on agricultural water use efficiency.

v" OMOECC will maintain an inventory of water taking permits and actual water use
across the watershed.

v' GRCA will report on trends in water use (permitted and reported actual) as part of the
Implementation Committee’s five-year watershed report.

v' GRCA will continue to facilitate the Low Water Response Team and recommend that
member organizations promote industry water efficiency standards and best practices
within their sectors.

C5.The seven major reservoirs were built to facilitate the augmentation of river flows to meet
downstream flow requirements of waste assimilation and water supply. Therefore, the
Project Team recommends that the operational river low flow targets (see Table A) set out in
the current operating policy be maintained.
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Action:

v" GRCA will review their Reservoir Operating Policy (2004) every five years, starting in

2019, and update the policy if warranted.

v" GRCA will review winter reservoir operational constraints to determine feasibility of

increasing the winter flow target at Doon.
Table A. Low flow operation targets for the water management reservoirs.

Operational Low Flow Target

Last Confirmed/

Location Jan-Apr | May-Sept Oct-Dec Basis Revised
(md/s) (m3/s) (md/s)

Grand Valley 0.42 0.42 0.42 1986 Reservoir Yield Study 2004

Below Shand Dam! 2.8 2.8 2.8 1982 Basin Study 2013

Doon? 2.84 9.9 7.1 1982 Basin Study 2013

Brantford 17 1982 Basin Study 2013

Selory Gz 21 21 21 1982 Basin Study 2013

Dam!

Below Guelph Dam! 0.57 0.57 0.57 1982 Basin Study 2013

Sdllatry e Gty 14 17 14 1982 Basin Study 2004/2013

of Guelph?

Elmira 0.3 0.3 0.3 Operations Manual Woolwich Dam 1980

1 Lessor of flow target or inflow to the dam

2 Flow before the Mannheim surface water taking of 0.9 m3/s, Doon gauge is located downstream of taking

3 Summer operating season for the Speed River is June 1 to Sept 30, fall/winter season is Oct 1 to May 31

4 Winter low flow target estimated based on available winter augmentation storage below gate sill at Shand Dam

C6.Climate change studies indicate that there will be a shift in the timing and type of precipitation
the watershed receives as there is a higher likelihood of warmer winters in the future.
Therefore, the Project Team recommends that GRCA investigate a means to incorporate

more flexibility into the reservoir operating policy for the spring filling cycle.

Action:

v" GRCA will review their Reservoir Operating Policy (2004) for the spring filling period.

C7.In addition to flood control, another primary function of the water management reservoirs is to
augment river flows during low-flow periods to assist with the assimilation of wastewater
effluent in the regulated reaches. The following river flows termed ‘7Q,, equivalent flows’
(Table B) are for the design of wastewater treatment plant upgrades or expansions in the
regulated reaches of the Grand, Conestogo and Speed Rivers.

Action:

v" GRCA and OMOECC will review the 7Q,, equivalent flows every five years starting in

20109.

v" When planning assimilative capacity studies, watershed municipalities (Region of
Waterloo; City of Guelph, Haldimand County, County of Brant, City of Brantford,
Centre Wellington, Grand Valley) will consult with the OMOECC and GRCA to
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determine whether the 7Q20 equivalents for the regulated reaches have changed
significantly from those presented in the Water Management Plan.

Table B. Design 7Q, equivalent flows for wastewater treatment plants (WWTP)
discharging to the regulated river system. Note that seasons coincide with reservoir
operations.

Winter/ Summer Fall

Spring (June- (Oct-
WWTP (Jan-May) Sept) Dec)  Appropriate Stream Flow Gauge

md/sec

Grand River
Grand Valley 04 04 04 Leggatt gauge
Fergus 14 2.7 1.5 Below Shand gauge
Elora 1.7 2.8 1.6 Below Shand plus 7Qzo from Irvine River
Waterloo 3.2 84 4.9 Doon after the Region of Waterloo Municipal taking
Kitchener 3.2 8.4 49 Doon after the Region of Waterloo Municipal taking
Preston 6.7 10.5 8.6 Galt gauge
Galt 6.7 10.5 8.6 Galt gauge
Paris 124 14.9 124 | Brantford gauge minus 7Qzo from Whitemans Creek
Brantford 13.8 15.4 13.2 | After City of Brantford municipal taking
Caledonia 13.8 15.4 13.2 | Brantford gauge 7Q2o for York
Cayuga 14.3 15.5 134 | Same as Caledonia plus 7Qzo from McKenzie Creek
Dunnville 14.3 15.5 13.4 Same as Caledonia plus 7Qzo from McKenzie Creek
Speed River
Guelph 1.0 1.3 1.0 Below Guelph gauge
Hespeler 1.7 25 1.9 Speed at Cambridge gauge
Conestogo River
St. Jacobs 2.0 2.7 1.3 St. Jacobs gauge
Canagagigue Creek
Elmira 0.2 0.3 0.3 Near Elmira gauge

C8.In the future, Permits to Take Water on regulated river reaches may have a direct influence
on the reliability of the major water management reservoirs to meet downstream flow
requirements. Therefore, the Project Team recommends that Permits to Take Water for new
water takings from the regulated reaches of the Grand, Conestogo and Speed rivers have
requirements to reduce the rate of taking when river flows drop below the operational low flow
targets. Off-line storage or variable rate pumps could be considered.
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Action:

v" The GRCA will continue to review and provide input to the OMOECC for new Permits
to Take Water, amendments or renewals with a direct influence on a regulated river
reaches of the Grand, Conestogo and Speed rivers, and Permits to Take Water for
large (>1M L/day) groundwater users within high water use areas.

v" OMOECC will consider including conditions on Surface Water Permits to Take Water
to manage consumptive water takings during low flow conditions in the regulated
reaches of the Grand, Conestogo and Speed Rivers based on input from GRCA for
applications for new Permits to Take Water or amendments or renewal of existing
Permits to Take Water.

C9. Aquatic communities require certain river flows and river flow processes to remain healthy.
Therefore, the Project Team recommends that the environmental low flow thresholds
identified in the Plan be field verified and used to inform reservoir operations and drought
management planning.

Action:

v" GRCA plans to field verify the flow thresholds, particularly the flows required to
maintain the littoral zone at Brantford, which is currently estimated to be higher than
the operational flow target.

v" GRCA plans to investigate the feasibility of meeting higher environmental flow
thresholds more reliably without sacrificing low flow reliability or cause flooding.

C10. Groundwater in the central Grand River region is valued as a municipal supply, for
sustaining baseflows in small streams and larger rivers and for maintaining important
coldwater aquatic habitat. To protect the sustainability of, and cumulative impacts on, these
regionally important groundwater resources, the Project Team recommends that a better
(shared) understanding about the linkages between the significant regional recharge areas,
water supply sources and important groundwater discharge areas is needed by Water
Managers.

Action:

v" GRCA will facilitate the Hydrology — Groundwater Working Group and engage key
partners including the Ontario Geologic Survey, Environment Canada (EC), City of
Guelph, Region of Waterloo, County of Brant, researchers and others provide a forum
to discuss and share technical information on regional groundwater-surface water
issues, research and projects.

v" GRCA will work researchers and the Hydrology - Groundwater Working Group to
undertake technical studies to better understand the regional recharge areas that are
supporting important groundwater discharge areas such as the middle Grand River,
the lower Nith River, the lower Speed River, and the Eramosa River.

v" GRCA will continue chair the joint committee on cumulative effects assessment on
below-water aggregate operations and encourage the use of the best practices paper
“Cumulative effects assessment (water quality and quantity) Best Practices Paper for
Below-Water Sand and Gravel Extraction Operations in Priority Subwatersheds in the
Grand River Watershed” by aggregate operators within high priority subwatersheds.
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Cl1l1. The maintenance of critical groundwater recharge processes is important to the
sustainability of municipal groundwater supplies but also to the groundwater discharges that
help maintain water quality and support valued aquatic habitat. Therefore, the Project Team
recommends that municipalities with urban areas consider important groundwater recharge
areas in developing their growth strategies.

Action:

v

Region of Waterloo intends to manage the western ‘countryside line’ set out in the
Regional Official Plan to protect the groundwater recharge areas of the Waterloo
Moraine.

GRCA will update groundwater recharge mapping to add consideration of exposed,
fractured or karsted bedrock as areas allowing for significant recharge, and make this
information available to municipalities.

GRCA will update models and mapping to reflect key hydrologic processes (e.g.
groundwater recharge and discharge) that support significant wetland features in the
watershed.

GRCA will analyze and report on trends in baseflows in selected unregulated,
groundwater-fed streams

GRCA and watershed municipalities with Tier Three Risk Assessments will
collaborate to refine recharge areas and hydrologic processes identified through these
projects

C12. Local water management plans can help facilitate discussions and resolve potential
conflict among users. Therefore, local water management plans for are recommended for
water users in the Whitemans, Mount Pleasant, and McKenzie creek subwatersheds (Norfolk
Sand Plan area of Brant and Oxford counties) to reduce the potential for water use conflicts
and constraints.

Action:

v

v

GRCA, OMNRF and OMAFRA will work together on a water budget study for
Whitemans, Mount Pleasant and McKenzie Creeks.

OMAFRA, with assistance from OMOECC, OMNRF and GRCA will continue to work
with farmers and farm organizations to find permanent, pro-active water quantity
solutions to the water management challenges in the Whitemans, Mt Pleasant, and
McKenzie Creek areas in Brant and Oxford Counties.

C13. Current climate models are predicting a greater variability in weather patterns which can
result in an increase in both intense storms and prolonged droughts. Therefore, the Project
Team recommends that a proactive drought contingency plan be developed among water
users to deal with low water conditions.

Action:

v
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D. Improving Water Quality

Water quality issues in surface and ground water vary across the watershed and are influenced
by geology, land cover, and land management practices. Water quality issues include nutrients,
sediment, chloride, and pathogens among others. Surface water quality issues tend to be
season-specific and driven by large hydrologic events such as spring runoff or conditions such as
summer low water flows. The various geologic settings in the watershed influence groundwater
guality; however, land management practices (e.g., fertilizer use) and historic land use (e.qg.,
industry) play an important role in local groundwater quality issues.

The water quality of the surface and ground water resources in the Grand River watershed will
continue to be a concern for water managers as population continues to increase; agricultural
production intensifies and climate becomes more variable. Consequently, to achieve the goal of
improving water quality to improve river health and reduce the Grand River’s impact on Lake
Erie, the Project Team recommends that the focus now and into the future be on both point and
non-point source management strategies to ensure that the best value solutions are in place to
achieve the goal. The following recommendations and actions will improve water quality.

Point Source Pollution Strategy

Most of the point source discharges in the watershed are wastewater treatment plants although
there are a few direct discharges from industry. Point sources tend to significantly influence water
quality in the river during summer low flows and therefore minimum flows are required in the
regulated river reaches to assist with wastewater assimilation (see IAP C7.).

D1.River water quality conditions will improve considerably in the future with planned upgrades to
wastewater treatment plants in the watershed. The following plants are planned to be
upgraded over the next 10 years:

Action:

v' Centre Wellington will upgrade the Elora WWTP to include nitrification and tertiary
filtration by mid-2014.

v Region of Waterloo plans to continue to upgrade to the Kitchener WWTP to include
nitrification and tertiary filtration by 2018.

v" Region of Waterloo plans to continue to upgrade the Waterloo WWTP to include
nitrification by 2014 and plans to expand the Waterloo WWTP and include tertiary
filtration by 2030.

v" Region of Waterloo plans to upgrade the Hespeler WWTP to include nitrification in a
future expansion.

v" Region of Waterloo plans to initiate a Wastewater Master Plan in 2015 to revise
population growth estimates and WWTP requirements for their 13 wastewater
treatment plants.

v The City of Guelph plans to implement the Anammox® process for sidestream
treatment of high strength dewatered filtrate, with anticipated completion in 2015. It is
anticipated that nitrate loading from the Guelph WWTP to the Speed River may be
reduced following the implementation of this process.

v" The County of Brant intends to carry out studies with plans to upgrade the Paris and
St. George WWTP by 2021.

v" Oxford County is currently pursuing upgrades and improvements to the Drumbo
WWTP to increase capacity while maintaining effluent mass loadings
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D2. The Composite Correction Program (CCP) helps wastewater treatment plant operators and
managers identify performance limitations which may impact final effluent quality. A study
modelling future river water quality conditions suggest that water quality will incrementally
improve with the adoption of effluent quality performance targets achieved through enhanced
process control techniques as set out in the CCP. These performance targets are not to be
confused or interpreted as being in any way related to Environmental Compliance Approval
(ECA) limits or performance objectives.

To achieve the goal of improved water quality in the watershed, the Project Team
recommends that watershed municipalities who own WWTPs adopt voluntary effluent quality
performance targets that go beyond the compliance objectives as stated in ECAs. Although
performance targets should be established for each plant based on its own capability, the
following are proposed as general performance targets:

Voluntary Proposed effluent quality performance targets for phosphorus:

a) Secondary WWTPs (e.g., Waterloo, Hespeler, Preston, Paris and Brantford) could
aim for a monthly average total phosphorus concentration of 0.4 mg/L until tertiary
filtration is implemented.

b) WWTPs equipped with tertiary filtration (e.g., Guelph, Galt and Fergus. Elora is
expected to commission tertiary filtration in 2014) could aim for a monthly average
total phosphorus concentration of 0.2 mg/L.

c) As the implementation of CCP matures, secondary WWTPs could aim to meet a
monthly average performance target of 0.3 mg/L and WWTPs equipped with tertiary
filtration should establish an optimized treatment target of 0.15 mg/l total phosphorus.

Voluntary Proposed effluent quality performance targets for ammonia:

a) Plants that are currently nitrifying could aim for an interim performance target of 2 mg-
N/L total ammonia-nitrogen in the summer and 4 mg-N/L in the winter.

b) As the implementation of CCP matures, plants could aim to achieve performance
targets of 1 mg-N/L in summer and 2 mg-N/L in winter.

c) Plants that are currently not nitrifying could investigate the capability of the plant to
achieve stable nitrifying conditions.

Action:

v' The City of Guelph will continue to apply the CCP and maintain their focus on WWTP
performance to meet the voluntary performance targets for total phosphorus of 0.15
mg/L and total ammonia of 1 mg/L.

v' The City of Brantford will continue its optimization efforts by applying the CCP to
establish stable nitrifying conditions and reduce total phosphorus concentrations in the
final effluent. Once these conditions have been achieved, the City will adopt voluntary
performance targets for total phosphorus of 0.4 mg/L and total ammonia of 2.0 mg-
N/L (May — Nov) and 4.0 mg-N/L (Dec — April).

v" Haldimand County will continue its optimization efforts by applying the CCP to the
following plants:

e Caledonia voluntary targets (tertiary treatment): total phosphorus target of
0.15 mg/L and total ammonia target of 0.75 mg/L (May — Nov) and 1.5
mg/L (Dec — Apr);
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¢ Cayuga voluntary targets (secondary treatment): total phosphorus target of
0.5 mg/L and total ammonia target of 3.0 mg/L (May — Nov) and 5.0 mg/L
(Dec — Apr); and

¢ Dunnville voluntary targets (secondary treatment): total phosphorus target
of 0.5 mg/L and total ammonia target of 3.0 mg/L (May — Nov) and 5.0
mg/L (Dec — Apr).

v Although the County of Brant already achieves a significant reduction in phosphorus,
the County intends to continue to optimize treatment processes at the Paris WWTP to
reduce effluent phosphorus concentrations and intends to incorporate the goal of
reducing final effluent total phosphorus concentrations as part of a future Class
Environmental Assessment for plant expansion. The plant expansion is currently
scheduled for approximately 2021.

v Centre Wellington will consider adopting the CCP approach to optimizing the
operation of WWTPs discharging into the Grand River with the goal of meeting the
recommended voluntary performance targets described above.

v" The Region of Waterloo will consider adopting the CPP approach to optimizing the
operation of WWTP’s discharging into the central Grand and lower Speed Rivers with
the goal of meeting the recommended voluntary performance targets described
above.

v Municipalities implementing CPP will share their successes and benefits with the
Water Managers’ Working Group.

v' GRCA will assemble information on optimization successes and effluent performance
to update water quality projections for the Grand River Implementation Committee’s 5-
year review of the Plan.

v' Grand River Conservation Authority and the OMOECC will continue to facilitate a
watershed community of practice for wastewater optimization to share lessons
learned.

v' The OMOECC will, where appropriate, use the wastewater treatment plant composite
correction program as a viable approach for capacity re-ratings and effluent quality
improvement

D3.An important aspect of achieving effective wastewater treatment is having a good
understanding of the waste stream being collected by the sewer system. Therefore, the
Project Team recommends that all municipalities who own wastewater treatment plants have
and enforce an effective sewer use bylaw.

Action:

v" Municipal members of the Water Managers’ Working Group will share information on
sewer use bylaws for proactive maintenance and enforcement to ensure effective
wastewater treatment.

D4.To reduce the frequency and severity of sewage spills and bypasses from municipal
wastewater treatment plants in the Grand River watershed, the Project Team recommends
that the watershed municipalities, GRCA and the OMOECC continue to implement the
actions identified in the report “Best Practices: Municipal Wastewater treatment plant Bypass
and Spill Prevention & Reporting in the Grand River Watershed”.
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Action:

v' Watershed municipalities who own wastewater treatment plants and sewage
collection systems, GRCA and the OMOECC will provide an annual update at a Water
Managers’ Working Group meeting on the implementation of the actions to reduce the
frequency and severity of sewage spills and bypasses including:

e spills reporting procedures and information management;
¢ infiltration and inflow reduction programs;

¢ implementation of backup power at pumping stations and wastewater treatment
plants;

e wastewater master planning;
e continuous improvements in the time of travel model for spill notification; and

e wastewater treatment plant performance and the watershed community of practice
for wastewater optimization (as recommended in IAP D.2).

D5.A regional approach is needed to evaluate the cumulative effects of the ten wastewater
treatment plants discharging to the central portion of the Grand River and the lower Speed
River. Consequently, the Project Team recommends that the Grand River Simulation Model
(GRSM) — an effective assimilative capacity planning tool — be maintained which includes
on-going data collection for calibration and validation and to continually improve the model to
reflect the current science of in-river nutrient, sediment and dissolved oxygen processes.

Action:

v" GRCA will remain the custodian for the Grand River Simulation Model (GRSM) for
watershed wastewater planning.

v" GRCA will continue to work with watershed municipalities (Region of Waterloo, City of
Guelph, City of Brantford, Centre Wellington, and County of Brant) to continually
improve the Grand River Simulation Model through ongoing data collection for model
calibration/validation for effective long-term watershed wastewater planning.

v" OMOECC will provide advice on the Grand River Simulation Model (GRSM) to GRCA
and watershed municipalities for assessing assimilative capacity

v" GRCA will work with EC, and OMNRF to evaluate approaches for extending the
Grand River Simulation Model (GRSM) or coupling the GRSM with a fluvial lake
model in the southern Grand River.

v' GRCA will maintain the network of nine continuous monitoring stations for dissolved
oxygen, temperature, pH, conductivity and turbidity to validate and calibrate the Grand
River Simulation Model for municipal wastewater management planning processes.

D6.A broader approach is needed to evaluate the effects of small municipal wastewater
treatment plants in those areas where the Grand River Simulation Model does not apply. A
broader subwatershed study may help to identify additional opportunities for addressing
water quality and quantity issues. Consequently, the Project Team recommends that
subwatershed studies be updated or completed for the upper Grand, upper Conestogo and
upper Nith rivers and Fairchild and Canagagigue creeks to evaluate the best value solutions
for broad scale water quality, quantity and flood reduction measures. A broader approach
may provide additional options for future wastewater treatment plant upgrades/expansions.
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Action:

v

GRCA will work with watershed municipalities (Dundalk, Grand Valley, Mapleton,
Arthur, Region of Waterloo, Oxford County, and County of Brant) to undertake
subwatershed studies to evaluate the best value solutions for managing water
quantity and water quality.

Nonpoint Source Pollution Strategies

Nonpoint sources of pollution are generated from the landscape and facilitated by key hydrologic
processes such as overland runoff and groundwater recharge. Nonpoint sources are influenced
by the type of land use and land management practices.

Rural Nonpoint Source Pollution Strategy

The rural nonpoint source pollution strategy is aimed at rural/agricultural and non-municipal

lands.

D7.Nonpoint sources of nutrients and sediment are significant, especially during the spring. To
reduce nutrients and sediments in surface waters and protect the integrity of groundwater
aquifers, is recommended that the Rural Water Quality Program be continued and be
enhanced to:

a)
b)
c)
d)

e)

f)

expand the range of best management practices (BMPs) eligible for grants in some
areas of the watershed to provide a well-rounded program watershed wide;

promote the adoption of conservation practices in addition to the current grants for
capital projects;

enhance assistance in priority areas or subwatersheds;

extend the program to rural non-farm properties;

include funding for well decommissioning across the watershed to protect
groundwater aquifers; and

Include a monitoring program to measure the effectiveness of BMP implementation at
the subwatershed scale.

Action:

v

Wellington County, City of Guelph, Region of Waterloo, County of Brant, City of
Brantford and Haldimand County intend to continue supporting the Rural Water
Quality Program.

Oxford County intends to continue to support the Clean Water Program, administered
by the Upper Thames River Conservation Authority and delivered by the GRCA, to
implement best management practices in the Grand River watershed.

GRCA will continue to deliver the Rural Water Quality Program watershed-wide on
behalf of the municipalities.

The Grand River Implementation Committee will seek to identify funding and funding
opportunities to match municipal contributions to the Rural Water Quality Program.

GRCA, on behalf of watershed municipalities, will maintain a phosphorus accounting
methodology and estimate the amount of phosphorus kept on the land with the
implementation of BMPs.

GRCA, on behalf of watershed municipalities, will report on the kilograms of
phosphorus kept on the land as a result of BMP implementation as part of the five
year reporting cycle of the Water Management Plan, starting in 2015.
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v" GRCA will work with OMAFRA, watershed municipalities and researchers to develop
a monitoring, modeling and research project for priority subwatersheds including the
upper Nith River subwatershed to evaluate the effectiveness of BMP’s over time.

D8.River nitrate levels tend to be high during the winter months. A modelling study of future
water gquality conditions suggests that river nitrate levels will continue to increase. The study
demonstrated that most of the nitrate in the river will be from nonpoint sources rather than
from wastewater treatment plant upgrades. It is thought that the nitrate may be coming from
shallow groundwater; however, research is required to confirm this. To reduce nitrate
concentrations in the river in the future, the Project Team recommends that nitrogen
application to the land in areas of high groundwater recharge be optimized to maintain
productivity while minimizing environmental losses in priority subwatersheds including the
central Grand River, lower Nith River, and Whitemans Creek.

Action:

v" GRCA, on behalf of watershed municipalities, will continue to promote nutrient
management strategies and plans in priority subwatersheds through the Rural Water
Quality Program.

v' Water Managers’ Working Group will work together to synthesize recent and
upcoming studies to support continued discussion on further action to reduce nitrate
levels from nonpoint sources.

D9.Municipal drains are designed to remove excess water from the land. For effective
management of sediment loads, soil erosion and flooding downstream, the Project Team
recommends that municipalities pursue best practices for municipal drain design and
maintenance.

Action:

v OMAFRA will continue to support the municipal use of the Drainage Act in an
environmentally sustainable manner. This includes:

= On-going training for Drainage Superintendents
¢ Revision of Drainage Engineers’ “Design and Construction Guidelines,
Second Edition” by 2016

v' Headwater municipalities (the townships of Southgate, Melancthon, Grand Valley,
Amaranth, East Garafraxa, Wellington North, Mapleton, Wellesley, North Perth and
Perth East) will continue to work with their drainage superintendents and drainage
engineers to pursue best practices for drain design and maintenance.

Urban Nonpoint Source Pollution Strategy

D10. Urban stormwater contributes significantly to the phosphorus and sediment levels in the
central Grand River. To reduce sediment and phosphorus loads and associated pathogens
from urban stormwater in the middle Grand River, the Project Team recommends that the
central Grand River watershed municipalities implement best practices as listed in the ‘Best
Practice Guide for Reducing Urban Non-point Source Pollution of the Grand and Speed
Rivers’. Best practices focus on:

e Sustainable funding to support an appropriate stormwater management program;
e Development and implementation of stormwater management master plans ;

e Improvements to sediment and erosion control implementation and enforcement for
developing sites;
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¢ Enhanced communication and education programs;
o Opportunities to retrofit existing uncontrolled areas; and
e Maintenance and operations of facilities.

Action:

v" GRCA will continue to facilitate a watershed Stormwater Management Working Group
(Cities of Waterloo, Kitchener, Cambridge, Guelph, Brantford, Centre Wellington and
County of Brant) and host biannual meetings to share information and identify roles
and responsibilities among watershed urban municipalities.

v' The Cities of Waterloo, Kitchener, Cambridge, Guelph, Brantford, Centre Wellington
(Fergus, Elora) and County of Brant (Paris) plan to pursue stormwater management
best practices as listed in the ‘Best Practice Guide for Reducing Urban Non-point
Source Pollution of the Grand and Speed Rivers’.

v" GRCA, municipalities (Cities of Waterloo, Kitchener, Cambridge, Guelph, Region of
Waterloo, Central Wellington, County of Brant, and Brantford) will work together to
optimize current stormwater monitoring programs to characterize the effects of
stormwater on the central Grand River.

D11. Chloride levels are increasing in both ground and surface water across the watershed but
are of particular concern in the central urban areas of the watershed and in areas of high
groundwater recharge. Further, source protection planning has identified chloride as an issue
in many municipal groundwater wells. Sources of salt in the watershed include the use of salt
for de-icing and for softening water.

Although municipalities are required to develop risk management plans for chloride in
identified vulnerable areas for Source Protection Planning, the Project Team recommends
that municipalities continue to proactively manage the use of chloride in the watershed by
following Environment Canada’s Code of Practice for the Environmental Management of
Road Salt, participating in programs like “Smart about Salt’ and promoting salt and water
efficient water softeners.

Action:

v' The Region of Waterloo, City of Waterloo and City of Guelph plan to continue
activities and programs to promote reduced salt use for de-icing, both public and
private.

v' The Region of Waterloo and City of Guelph plan to continue activities and awareness
regarding the use of water and salt efficient water softeners.

D12. Pathogens (e.g., E. coli, Cryptosporidium and Giardia) are a concern to surface water
treatment plants in the Grand River watershed. Consequently, the Project Team
recommends that studies be carried out to characterize conditions when pathogens are a
concern so that appropriate actions can be identified to mitigate these conditions.

Action:

v The City of Brantford will continue to monitor pathogens in their raw water and
document pathogen spike events.

v The City of Brantford and GRCA will continue to work together to look for
opportunities to engage the research community to undertake research on identifying
the sources of pathogens in the watershed.
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In-river Improvement Strateqy

D13. Water quality in the southern Grand River is poor, in part due to the cumulative inputs
from the upstream watershed but also due to the lake-like conditions created by the
Dunnville Dam. The river is highly turbid, experiences periods of low dissolved oxygen, and
has very high phosphorus levels that impact the health of the river; the Dunnville Marshes;
river/coastal wetlands; the Lake Erie nearshore; and impacts the operation of the river intake
for emergency water supplies for the town of Dunnville. The Project Team recommends that
the effects of the Dunnville dam be mitigated to improve the conditions of the southern
Grand River and improve the health of the Dunnville Marshes and other river/coastal
wetlands.

Action:

v" The Southern Grand River Ecosystem Rehabilitation Working Group, including
Environment Canada (EC), OMNRF, Six Nations, GRCA, Haldimand County and
others (e.g. Department of Fisheries and Oceans) will continue to oversee and
support studies to investigate the role of altered hydrology on water quality and
sediment delivery.

v" OMNRF and EC will co-lead facilitated workshops and consultations with multiple
stakeholders to consider water quality collectively with hydrology, fisheries and
connectivity issues. A Strategic Decision Making (SDM) approach is being used to
determine comprehensive remediation solutions for the southern Grand River.

v' Once the investigations are complete, the GRCA, with support from the Southern
Grand River Ecosystem Rehabilitation Working Group, will plan to undertake a
feasibility study for modifying the Dunnville Dam.

v" GRCA will review and update the Dunnville Marsh Management Plan starting in 2017.

v OMOECC will establish and maintain a long term monitoring site below the Dunnville
Dam (proposed as part of the Great Lakes Index Station monitoring) to support
continued assessment of the conditions of the southern Grand River.

D14. Weirs and in-river structures alter the hydrology and sediment delivery of a river system
causing sediment to accumulate behind them. In-river sediment is closely associated with
phosphorus so in-river sediment is likely a source of phosphorus to the river. To account for
and determine the relative role of in-river sediment-bound phosphorus on in-river summer
phosphorus levels, the Project Team recommends that studies be carried out on priority run-
of-the-river dams to assess the relative likelihood that modifications or removal of these
weirs will improve water quality and important natural river flows/processes needed by river
ecosystems.

The Grand River Fisheries Management Plan identified small dam removal as a way to
improve water quality, water temperatures and improve connectivity for fish. Consequently,
the Project Team recommends that Water Managers work with the Fisheries Management
Implementation Committee to prioritize in-river structures for study and/or removal to
improve water quality. In addition to studies related to the Dunnville Dam (IAP D.13), priority
for studies should be given to the dams on the Speed River in Guelph and Cambridge, the
lower Conestogo River, the lower Nith River and the coldwater streams throughout the
watershed.
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Action:

v" GRCA will work with the OMNRF and the Grand River Fisheries Management Plan
Implementation Committee to evaluate and prioritize in-river weirs and investigate the
effect that dam modifications or removal will have on water quality and in-river
processes.

v' Water Managers’ Working Group and the Grand River Fisheries Management Plan
Implementation Committee will work together to identify priority river reaches and
facilitate studies on the benefits of structural channel modifications to improve natural
river processes and nutrient assimilation.

v" GRCA will continue to update the dam inventory of the watershed.

Data Collection and Monitoring

D15. Additional data/information is needed to make more informed water management
decisions in the future. Many of the current monitoring programs are insufficient to
characterize seasonal and hydrologic conditions adequately to have a high degree of
confidence with which to make decisions. Addressing these gaps through a coordinated
approach will ensure that information is generated in a strategic manner and is useful for
addressing water issues now and into the future.

Coordination and Optimization of Monitoring and Data Management

To evaluate further options, measure the effectiveness of actions and answer outstanding
guestions, the Project Team recommends that water quality data collection and
management be coordinated and optimized as follows:

Action:

v" Members of the Water Quality Working Group (e.g. GRCA, Region of Waterloo,
OMOECC and others) who collect water quality information as part of ongoing
programs or research projects plan to continue to collaborate to review and optimize
monitoring efforts to ensure there is sufficient water quality data (e.g., nutrient,
oxygen, temperature, chloride and sediment data) to provide the necessary
information with which to measure current conditions, monitor trends and report on
progress toward achieving the milestones and targets.

v Beginning in 2015, the Water Quality Working Group will work with researchers and
other partners to identify appropriate biological indicators and to design a
biomonitoring program that will detect change in management actions (e.qg.,
wastewater treatment plant upgrades) and assess the health of the aquatic
ecosystem. The design of the program will incorporate the outcomes and
recommendations of the Canadian Water Network’s Aquatic Cumulative Effects
Assessment project in the Grand River. Environmental flow needs will also be
considered. Plan partners will collaborate to implement the biomonitoring program
starting in 2016.

v" GRCA will implement a data management framework for hydrometric data, including
flow, quality, precipitation, groundwater wells etc., (e.g., WISKI) using open data
standards (e.g., WaterML2.0) that will support Web-based tools for sharing data.

Existing Programs

To evaluate the effectiveness of rural and urban nonpoint source controls for future
watershed wastewater treatment planning and Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement
objectives it is essential that sufficient long term data be available. Evaluation of
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improvements in response to management actions will require adequate data to detect
trends in water quality conditions. The Project Team recommends that existing programs
address this need as follows:

Action:
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v

The Region of Waterloo will continue their long-term river monitoring program to
measure resource condition trends above and below their wastewater treatment
plants on the Grand, Nith and Speed Rivers as a result of planned WWTP upgrades.
River water quality data will be shared with Plan partners.

GRCA will maintain the network of nine continuous monitoring stations for dissolved
oxygen, temperature, pH, conductivity and turbidity to validate and calibrate the Grand
River Simulation Model for watershed municipality’s wastewater management
planning processes (IAP D.5). Through regular strategic reviews, GRCA will update
the water quality monitoring instrumentation (e.g., data sondes) and SCADA systems
using updated technologies and will consider including additional parameters (e.g.,
phosphorus) once the technologies become more accurate and reliable.

Monitoring ambient groundwater conditions in the watershed through the Provincial
Groundwater Monitoring Network (PGMN) provides regionally significant data to support
such issues as drought response, trends in climate change, and provides a basis of support
for informed resource management decisions.

Action:

v

GRCA to maintain a monitoring network of 27 PGMN wells within the watershed.
These wells are equipped to measure water levels hourly, and are sampled yearly for
a suite of inorganic water quality parameters.

GRCA to complete a review of the monitoring network to ensure its effectiveness in
monitoring regionally significant ambient groundwater levels and quality.

GRCA will facilitate discussion among partners to explore developing a tiered
approach to groundwater condition monitoring including important areas of
groundwater and surface water interaction

Data Collection and Focused Studies

Additional data are needed to evaluate the effectiveness of rural and urban nonpoint source
controls to support future watershed wastewater treatment planning and Great Lakes Water
Quiality Agreement objectives.

a)

b)

c)

d)

Additional phosphorus and sediment data are required from rural and urban priority
subwatersheds during high flows to estimate loads. Priority areas for nonpoint source
controls include the upper Nith, upper Conestogo, Canagagigue and Fairchild
subwatersheds.

Additional turbidity and sediment data are required from high priority urban
subwatersheds to determine aquatic health thresholds/targets and loads.

Although limited, preliminary survey data indicate that nitrate levels are an issue in
some parts of the watershed. To increase confidence in the characterization of nitrate
concentrations; determine long term trends; and determine the relative importance of
nitrate sources, data are required during the winter above drinking water intakes.

Temperature and flow data are required on sentinel coldwater streams to characterize
conditions and monitor trends given a changing climate.
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The Project Team recommends that these and other data and information needs are
addressed as follows:

Action:

v

v

GRCA will install continuous nitrate monitor in the Grand River at Bridgeport and
partner with the City of Brantford to install a monitor at the Brantford station.

GRCA will instrument the Phillipsburg water level station with automatic sampling
equipment for characterizing phosphorus and sediment loads and concentrations from
the upper Nith subwatershed, a priority subwatershed for nonpoint source pollution.

GRCA will develop relationships with continuous monitors (e.g. turbidity, conductivity)
and standard laboratory parameters (e.g. total phosphorus, total suspended solids,
chloride) to better quantitatively describe loads and trends over time. Further, ISCO
automatic samplers will be employed at existing stations to build relationships
between phosphorus, suspended sediments and other parameters during event flows.

GRCA and the OMNRF will work together to identify and fill information gaps
concerning the characterization of priority cool and coldwater creeks in the watershed
recognizing a changing climate and the importance of groundwater recharge and
discharge functions to sustain coldwater creeks that help to moderate in-river
temperatures, (see also IAP C.10).

OMOECC will undertake studies to determine the importance of dissolved phosphorus
in Ontario agricultural streams.

OMOECC will collaborate with Plan partners to undertake studies on small,
agricultural watersheds to assess the role of land use and land management on
stream nutrient and sediment loading.

Geospatial Data

Data needs also extend to land cover, land use, terrain and soils data. Landscape data are
fundamentally important to explore relationships between water quality and management
actions. This information serves as the foundation for developing models for identifying
priority nutrient/sediment source areas for rural best management practices. Consequently,
routinely updated land cover, land use, soils and terrain data are required for building
approaches to inform future watershed water management decisions.

Action:

v

v

v

OMNREF will continue to update land cover data for the province, including the Grand
River watershed, as appropriate.

OMAFRA will work toward updating soils data and collecting agricultural land use
information for the Grand River watershed as resources would allow.

GRCA, with support from OMAFRA and other Plan partners, will continue to update
the stream hydrology network using 3D Softcopy and GIS technology to produce high
resolution digital elevation models.

E. Reducing Flood Damage

The flood risk reduction program is relatively mature and the combination of structural and non-
structural methods is effective. It is estimated that structural measures implemented to this date
have reduced average annual flood damages by 80%. Floodplain regulation has avoided the
creation of any new flood damage potential and is critical to reduce future flood damage
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potential. However, the potential for large floods still exist. Climate change may increase the
frequency and time of year that floods occur. The following recommendations are intended to
enhance flood preparedness, adapt to a changing climate and continue to reduce the flood
damage potential over time.

E1l. The seven multipurpose dams/reservoirs and extensive dyke system are significant
watershed infrastructure assets that require ongoing investment, maintenance and
operation. Therefore, the Project Team recommends that GRCA continue to complete or
update dam and dyke safety studies for major reservoirs and dykes to maintain flood control
infrastructure that is safe and ready to respond to floods.

Action:

v

GRCA will inventory the status of dam and dyke safety studies and budget in the
capital forecast the necessary funds to complete safety studies and implement
recommendations from these studies.

GRCA will encourage OMNRF to continue providing matching funds for capital
maintenance and studies through the Water Erosion Control Infrastructure program.

GRCA will work with the local municipalities to update dyke maintenance agreements
to confirm the responsibilities of each agency.

Municipalities with large dykes (City of Kitchener, City of Cambridge and City of
Brantford) or small Dams (e.g. City of Waterloo, Columbia Lake) will maintain
operational plans and train municipal staff to carry out operational actions (e.g.,
installing stop logs at bridges) and surveillance of dykes during a flood.

E2. An increase in the frequency and magnitude of severe storms will put stress on urban
stormwater systems. Therefore, the Project Team recommends that municipalities
undertake a stormwater major system assessment to identify and reduce vulnerability to
severe storm events. Considerations should be made for climate change.

Action:

7-22

v

The cities of Cambridge, Kitchener and Waterloo have completed stormwater major
system assessments or master plans and plan to take action to reduce vulnerability to
severe storm events.

City of Guelph completed a stormwater management master plan in 2012. Major
system assessments were undertaken and plans to take action to reduce the
vulnerability to severe storm events were part of the Master Plan work. A stormwater
Funding Study commenced in 2013 to review the funding requirements of the
Stormwater Management Master plan and to sustainably fund City stormwater assets.

The City of Brantford plans to include stormwater major system assessment in the
Servicing Master Plan studies currently underway. Completion is expected by 2014.

Township of Centre Wellington and the County of Brant (Paris) intends to undertake
stormwater major system assessments in the future to identify potential impacts from
and reduce vulnerability of severe wet weather events.

GRCA will work with Environment Canada Meteorological Services Branch to
incorporate evolving technology such as the Canadian Precipitation Analysis (CaPA)
spatial precipitation information into processes and methods used to develop the
intensity duration frequency statistics that are used for design purposes across the
Grand River watershed.
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4

GRCA will encourage the Province of Ontario to review the urban drainage standards
with respect to major overland flow systems to reduce the potential for flooding of new
urban development given the implications of climate change.

E3. Floodplain mapping is the foundation for floodplain management, emergency preparedness
planning and flood damage assessment. Therefore, the Project Team recommends that
GRCA complete digital floodplain mapping in flood damage centres, along the large rivers,
and urban water courses throughout the watershed.

Action:

v

v

v

GRCA will prepare an inventory of digital floodplain mapping focusing on areas at risk
including flood damage centres, trailer parks and rural properties in the floodplain
along large river systems.

GRCA will continue to work with partners to complete the watershed-wide digital
elevation model that would act as a base for engineered floodline determination as
well as assist to refine hydrology and nonpoint source pollution models.

GRCA will undertake two dimensional hydraulic modelling in complex urban areas to
improve flood warning and accuracy and identify means and opportunities to reduce
flood risk.

GRCA will incorporate the cost to update or create digital floodplain mapping in their
capital forecast. The time frame for implementation will be based on availability of
funding.

GRCA will work with Conservation Ontario to encourage the Federal and Provincial
governments to restore funding to the Floodplain Damage Reduction Program as a
means to finance the development or updating of digital floodplain mapping.

GRCA will update the mapping for Special Policy and Two Zone areas as better
technical and digital floodplain mapping becomes available and work with
municipalities and the province to update the policies.

GRCA will continue to work with municipal partners to incorporate floodplain
information, updated mapping, and policies into municipal planning

GRCA will continue to implement floodplain regulations to reduce flood damage
potential.

E4. Emergency preparedness provides a mechanism with which to respond to floods in a timely
and effective manner. Therefore, the Project Team recommends that flood inundation
mapping and a flood vulnerable structures databases be developed to improve
preparedness and support municipal emergency response plans.

Action:

v

v

GRCA plans to complete flood inundation mapping in flood damage centres, as digital
floodplain mapping becomes available.

As inundation mapping becomes available, GRCA will assist municipalities to develop
flood vulnerable structures databases and flood warning lists (addresses) that
correspond to flood warning zones.

E5. Reliable communication is essential to effectively respond to flood emergencies and severe
weather events. Therefore, the Project Team recommends that GRCA maintain a
watershed wide voice radio system for operational purposes so that voice communications
can be maintained during severe weather events.
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Action:

v" GRCA will maintain and test a watershed wide means of voice communications
separate from landline and cellular based phone communication systems.

v" As technology evolves, GRCA plans to explore implementing a voice radio system
with public safety communications capabilities to allow seamless communications with
fire, police and other emergency services staff.

E6. Flood forecasting using up-to-date monitoring information on precipitation, streamflow and
streamflow routing models such as the GAWSER model are essential for enabling timely
and effective response to flood events. Therefore, the Project Team recommends that
GRCA continue to improve forecasting and decision support tools as new data and
technologies become available.

Action:

v" GRCA will continue to integrate improved weather forecast information into
operational decisions, decision support tools and forecast models as improved
information becomes available.

v" GRCA will continue to collaborate with EC, OMNRF and other Conservation
Authorities to enable EC’s implementation of the new precipitation analysis production
system (CaPA) to provide better spatial estimates of observed and forecasted
precipitation.

v" GRCA will continue to maintain and adapt the local monitoring system to provide
reliable, timely delivery of information to forecast floods and support reservoir
operations decisions.

v" To improve the reliability of data communications, GRCA will implement GOES
satellite communications capabilities for monitoring data collected at monitoring
stations and dams as existing monitoring equipment is upgraded.

E7.Regular communication with emergency response agencies, municipalities and government
agencies is crucial for effective response to flood events. Therefore, the Project Team
recommends that GRCA continue to refine the delivery of flood warning messages and
annually confirm the role of various agencies to continually improve flood warning.

Action:

v" GRCA will continue to hold annual flood co-ordinators meetings to confirm
expectations of different agencies and to receive input of how to further improve the
flood warning system.

v" GRCA will continue to refine and improve the delivery of flood messages as
technology and media evolve.

E8. Damages to property and a risk to life can occur during significant flood events. Therefore,
the Project Team recommends that additional ways to reduce the flood damage potential in
the communities of Drayton, Grand Valley, Paris, New Hamburg, Ayr, Caledonia, Cayuga
and Dunnville be investigated.

Action:
v" GRCA will work with municipalities to investigate means to reduce the flood damage
potential at their request.
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E9.Ice jams in the river have the potential to cause significant flooding. Some areas are more
prone to ice jams including the communities of Grand Valley, West Montrose, Paris,
Brantford, Cayuga and Dunnville. Therefore, the Project Team recommends that the
technical report titled “Ice Jams in the Grand River Basin”’* be updated and that site specific
ice jam investigations be carried out for these communities.

Action:

v" GRCA will plan to update the technical report titled “Ice Jams in the Grand River
Basin” "* describing the ice jam flooding vulnerabilities in the Grand River watershed.

v" GRCA will work with the municipality to investigate means to reduce the risk of ice jam
flooding, at the request of the municipality.

v" GRCA will consider implementing a water level gauge in the Town of Cayuga to better
detect and document ice jam flooding.

v" GRCA plans to monitor the delta at the confluence of Boyne Creek and the Grand
River downstream of Grand Valley and establish thresholds to trigger dredging of the
delta to reduce the potential for ice jam flooding through Grand Valley.

F. Next Steps

For innovative, best value solutions to manage water beyond 2030, Water Managers must keep
local, regional and watershed-scale water planning a priority in their workplans. Population
growth, agricultural production and a changing climate will continue to challenge water managers
into the future. Persistence by all water managers is needed to achieve a resilient watershed
that can deal with these challenges.

Steps need to be taken now to update, improve and evolve our decision support tools. For
instance, improved information and tools are needed to evaluate the costs, benefits and
predicted outcomes of options for future wastewater management planning for overall water
guality improvement. Most of the physical upgrades to the wastewater treatment plants will be
implemented by approximately 2022. Improving the performance of these plants to achieve
higher quality effluent is ongoing. However, there is a need to look broader and incorporate
strategies to manage both point and nonpoint sources together and allow water managers to
identify the combination of options that provides the best value solutions. To accomplish this,
long-term data collection and tool development is needed now to inform decision making in the
future.

In addition to maintaining a commitment to evaluating all options to improve water quality, Water
Managers must be innovative to ensure future water supplies for communities, economies and
ecosystems. Global trends include the integration of municipal water and wastewater
management systems. Wiser use through conservation and demand management should
continue to be encouraged; however, municipal funding models for water infrastructure will likely
require updating. Further, reuse of water/wastewater within municipalities and industries must be
investigated and uses that could be satisfied by water reuse identified. Policies and best
practices need to be developed to support a wider adoption of reuse approaches.

Given the importance of groundwater within the watershed, water managers must also move
toward managing surface and ground water as a single, integrated resource. Consequently, our
knowledge of groundwater - surface water interactions must continue to improve with local (e.g.
municipal), regional and watershed scale studies.
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With a goal to achieving a healthy river system that is resilient, the Project Team recommends
that the Water Managers Working Group maintain the following elements as part of an ongoing

workplan.

Action:

v

v

v

Water Managers Working group members will continue to share updates on recent
water management activities which can assist with aligning workplans and priorities

Water Managers Working Group will reinforce the urgency of implementing actions in
D.13, D.14, and D.15 as the foundation for making future best value solution decisions

Water Managers’ Working Group will continue to promote the integration of
data/information through web-based tools, and common data management protocols
to maximize benefits across programs, studies and projects.

Water Managers Working Group will encourage studies to evaluate the effectiveness
of best management practices in priority nonpoint source subwatersheds

Water Managers’ Working Group will sponsor a study to evaluate the economics of
implementing wastewater treatment plant upgrades versus additional rural nonpoint
source management strategies to identify best value solutions

Water Managers’ Working Group will investigate the feasibility of nutrient recovery
technologies for watershed wastewater treatment plants.

Water Managers Working Group will investigate the feasibility for producer-municipal
partnerships for jointly run manure/municipal organic waste (source separated
organics, septage) biogas technology for nutrient management and energy
production.

Water Managers Working Group will continue to discuss climate change and support
watershed scale studies to inform future reservoir and river management.

Water Managers Working Group will continue to discuss tile drainage to determine
best management practices to reduce their influence on water quantity and quality

Water Mangers Working Group will explore the feasibility for integrating water and
wastewater systems to encourage reuse or repurposing wastewater.

The Water Managers Working Group is a community of practice for managing water in the Grand
River watershed. The success of the Water Management Plan will be in maintaining the process
of sharing information and experiences among members which helps to elicit action toward
achieving the goals of the Plan. It also fosters continuous improvement.
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8 Reporting on the Integrated Action Plan

Reporting on both the implementation of actions (output) and resource conditions (outcomes) are
required to track the success of the Integrated Action Plan. The following outlines the monitoring
and reporting components for the Plan over the next 10 years.

8.1 Implementation - Reporting on Actions

Reporting on the actions that the Plan partners have taken to ensure water supplies, improve
water quality, reduce flood damages and build resiliency to deal with climate change is a
fundamental mechanism to monitor the success of the plan. The actions included in the plan are
not recommendations but are activities that are in progress, planned or committed to by Plan
partners. In order to report on progress the progress of the Plan and evaluate the success of
implementation, data and information should be gathered on a regular basis, compiled and
reported on in annual implementation reports.

Each Plan partner will provide regular updates to the Water Managers Working Group on the
progress of their actions and any additional activities that have since been started (IAP A2).
Actions can include the progress of projects underway to upgrade wastewater treatment plants;
the status of water supply master plans and conservation efforts; and the number of rural water
guality program projects completed in priority subwatersheds. GRCA will assist the Water
Managers Working Group to compile and assemble an annual progress report on the
implementation of actions by all Partners, starting in 2015.

8.2 Resource Condition - Reporting on Milestones (Interim Targets)

Although a target is a quantitative measure of a resource condition that will cause the broad
water objectives to be met (i.e. healthy aquatic ecosystem), a milestone, or interim target, refers
to a quantitative description of the expected or anticipated water quality conditions that will be
observed in the future as a result of the implementation of management actions within a given
timeframe. Reporting on the resource condition milestones is a mechanism to gauge the
progress of the integrated action plan to achieve the stated goals of the plan — to ensure water
supplies, improve water quality, reduce flood damages and build resiliency to deal with climate
change. A review and rationalization of the collective monitoring undertaken by Plan partners is
required to determine whether there is sufficient data and information to report on the stated
milestones (IAP D15). The GRCA will assist the Water Managers Working Group to assemble a
technical watershed report on the progress toward achieving the resource condition milestones
and targets every five years (IAP A2).

Water quality milestones are considered to be the water quality that is reasonably achievable,
balancing the needs of the aquatic ecosystem and local communities taking into consideration
sustainable economic development, population growth, efficient use of public resources, etc.
They have been considered for indicators that are expected to change in response to
management actions in the Plan. Milestones include dissolved oxygen, un-ionized ammonia,
nitrate, phosphorus and flow.

The approach to identify milestones for issue-specific indicators related to river eutrophication,
nitrogen toxicity and algal blooms in reservoirs and along the nearshore of Lake Erie is described
in the technical memorandum, Development of Water Quality Milestones for the Water
Management Plan’’. The milestones are based largely on water quality modeling’® that
describes how water quality is expected to improve as a result of point source management
actions. Further work is needed to develop approaches to evaluate nonpoint source management
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actions and develop associated milestones to measure the effectiveness of these actions (IAP
D7; D15).

Table 8-1 summarizes the water quality milestones that have been developed for specific
reaches of the river and it is expected that these milestones will be reached within the timeframe
associated with management actions in the Plan such as wastewater treatment plant upgrades.
A summary of the operational targets for river flows is in Table 8-2.

Milestones could not be identified for winter nitrate and springtime phosphorus loads at this time.
Most of the nitrate and phosphorus loads appear to be coming from nonpoint sources in
subwatersheds that are dominated by agricultural activity. An approach needs to be developed
to evaluate the effectiveness of nonpoint source management actions that will support future
decision making for best value solutions for managing nutrients from both point and nonpoint
sources (IAP D6; D7; D15).

References:

" Development of Water Quality Milestones for the Water Management Plan, M. Anderson, July 2013.

8 Assessment of Future Water Quiality Conditions in the Grand and Speed Rivers, Report from the
Assimilative Capacity Working Group, January 2012.
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Table 8-1. Summary of milestones for water quality.

Acute effects of

Sampling site low dissolved Chronic effects of low | Un-ionized Summer Total Proposed Management Actions
piing oxygen dissolved oxygen Ammonia Phosphorus and Implementation Schedule

Grand River at Daily minimum DO | 30 day average Un-ionized Median TP less Upgrade Elora WWTP, optimize

Bridgeport > 4 mg/L, 95% of minimum DO > 4.5 ammonia than 0.027 mg/L Fergus WWTP; expect to maintain

time Jun 1-Sep 30

mg/L, 95% of time Jun

concentrations

and 75" percentile

existing conditions

1-Sep 30 <0.016 mg-N/L | <0.029 mg/L
Grand River at Daily minimum DO | 30 day average n/a n/a Upgrade Elora & Waterloo WWTPs,
Victoria Road >4 mg/L, 95% of minimum DO > 4.5 optimize Fergus WWTP; expect to
time Jun 1-Sep 30 | mg/L, 95% of time Jun achieve milestones after 2015
1-Sep 30
Grand River at Daily minimum DO | 30 day average Un-ionized Median TP less Upgrade & optimize Elora, Waterloo
Blair >4 mg/L, 95% of minimum DO > 4.5 ammonia than 0.035 mg/L & Kitchener WWTPs, optimize

time Jun 1-Sep 30

mg/L, 95% of time Jun
1-Sep 30

concentrations
< 0.016 mg-N/L

and 75" percentile
< 0.049 mg/L

Fergus WWTP; expect to achieve
milestones after 2018

Grand River at Daily minimum DO | 30 day average Un-ionized Median TP less Upgrade & optimize Elora,
Glen Morris >4 mg/L, 95% of minimum DO > 4.5 ammonia than 0.029 mg/L Waterloo, Kitchener & Hespeler
time Jun 1-Sep 30 | mg/L, 95% of time Jun concentrations | and 75th percentile | WWTPs, optimize Fergus, Preston
1-Sep 30 < 0.016 mg-N/L | <0.046 mg/L & Galt WWTP, maintain optimized
performance of Guelph WWTP;
expect to achieve milestone after
2018
Brantford Daily minimum DO | 30 day average n/a n/a Upgrade & optimize Elora,
>4 mg/L, 95% of minimum DO > 4.5 Waterloo, Kitchener, Hespeler &
time Jun 1-Sep 30 | mg/L, 95% of time Jun Paris WWTPs, optimize Fergus,
1-Sep 30 Preston & Galt WWTP, maintain
optimized performance of Guelph
WWTP; expect to achieve
milestone after 2021
Speed River at Daily minimum DO | 30 day average Un-ionized Median TP less Maintain optimized performance of
Wellington Road | >4 mg/L, 95% of minimum DO > 4.5 ammonia than 0.036 mg/L Guelph WTP to maintain existing

32

time Jun 1-Sep 30

mg/L, 95% of time Jun
1-Sep 30

concentrations
< 0.016 mg-N/L

and 75th percentile
<0.039 mg/L

conditions
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Table 8-2. Summary of operational targets for river flows.

Operational Targets

Wastewater Assimilation

Environmental Low Flow
Needs

Design 7Q20 equivalent flows

Littoral Zone

Longitudinal

Location Average daily flow exceeds Notes
threshold >95% of the time for_wastew_ater TEEIIE (FUEME Maintenance | Connectivity
3 discharging to the regulated 3 3
(m~/sec) river system (m3/sec) (m*/sec) (m~/sec)
Jan-Apr | May-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Apr | May-Sep | Oct-Dec May-Sep Jan-Dec
S;TIIQS River, Grand 0.42 0.42 0.42 0.40 0.4 0.4 Leggatt gauge
Grand River Shand
Dam/ Fergus 2.8 2.8 2.8 14 2.7 15 Below Shand gauge
Grand River, Elora 1.7 2.8 1.6 Below Shand plus 7Qzo from
Irvine River

. Doon after the Region of
Grand River, Waterloo 3.2 8.4 4.9 Waterloo Municipal taking
Grand River, Doon / Doon after the Region of
Kitchener 28 9.9 71 32 8.4 4.9 8.5 6.8 Waterloo Municipal taking
g;alltnd River, Preston/ 6.7 105 8.6 Galt gauge

. . Brantford gauge minus the
Grand River, Paris 12.4 14.9 12.4 7Qs0 from Whitemans Creek
Grand River, Brantford 17 13.8 15.4 13.2 19 8.8 After City of Brantford

municipal taking

Grand R_lver, 13.8 15.4 13.2 Brantford gauge 7Q2o for
Caledonia York
Grand River, Cayuga/ Same as Caledonia plus
Dunnville 14.3 15.5 13.4 7Q20 from McKenzie Creek
Speed River, Below
Guelph Dam 0.57 0.57 0.57
Speed River, Below Guelph gauge
Edinburgh Rd, Guelph 11 L7 11 1.0 1.3 1.0 11 0.52 (Edinburgh Rd)
Speed River, Hespeler 1.7 25 1.9 15 11 Speed at Cambridge gauge
Conestogo River, 21 21 21
below Dam
Conestogo River, St. 2.0 2.7 1.3 St. Jacobs gauge
Jacobs
Eﬁ‘;‘ifgag'g”e Creek, 0.3 0.3 03 0.2 03 03 Near Elmira gauge
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10 Appendix B: Glossary and Acronyms
BMP — Best Management Practice

Best Solutions or Best Value Solutions — a suite of structural and non-structural management
options that address driving issues in the watershed, make effective and efficient use of existing
water infrastructure, incorporate cutting-edge technologies and staff training to optimize
efficiencies, and consider ‘soft’ approaches like water demand management to reduce water use
and consumption and avoid unnecessary capital expenses.

Broad Water Objective: a qualitative description of a desired state or system condition in the
Grand River watershed that meets the current uses, needs and values of ecosystems,
communities, and economies.

Comprehensive Technical Assistance (CTA) — means a component of the Composite
Correction Program that involved an independent, external facilitator working with the wastewater
operators and management to identify and address performance limiting factors that prevent the
WWTP from achieving the optimized effluent quality target without substantial capital investment.

Composite Correction Program (CPP) — means a systematic approach to identifying and
eliminating the factors that limit waste water treatment plant performance. Its major benefit is that
it optimizes the capability of existing facilities to perform better and or treat more wastewater

DEM - Digital Elevation Model
DSS - Decision Support System
EC — Environment Canada

Eutrophic: Is a term used to describe a high level of biological productivity in a water body,
usually as a result of high levels of nutrients such as nitrogen and phosphorus that promote the
excessive growth of aquatic plants and algae.

GRCA - Grand River Conservation Authority

GRSM - Grand River Simulation Model - a dynamic, one-dimensional water quality simulation
model that enables users to study the impacts of alternative water management strategies on
nutrients and dissolved oxygen concentrations in a river.

Implementers — Key decision makers working for watershed agencies responsible for managing
water. E.g. senior municipal water services staff, senior government agency staff,

Indicator: is a variable, typically measurable, that reflects a quantitative or qualitative
characteristic; that is important for making judgments about resource conditions; and relates back
to the Broad Water Objectives.

Mesotrophic Is a term used to describe a moderate level of biological productivity in a water
body, usually as a result of the presence of a moderate amount of nutrients such as nitrogen and
phosphorus that enable the growth of aquatic plants, usually not at levels considered ‘nuisance’.

Milestone (Interim Target): a quantitative description of a system condition that is expected to
be achieved as a result of implementing the specific actions set out in the Water Management
Plan. A milestone has a specific timeline, against which achievement is measured and represents
a step toward achieving the Target.

OMAFRA - Ontario Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs
OMNREF — Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry
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OMOECC - Ontario Ministry of Environment and Climate Change

Resiliency is the long-term capacity of a natural system, or watershed, to deal with change —
either gradual or sudden, such as a large storm event, and continue to function as expected.
Increasing the resiliency of the watershed is to implement practices or (green) infrastructure, to
maintain its ability to function as expected.

Target: a quantitative description of a system condition that will cause the Broad Water
Objectives to be met. They are science-based and reference the ecological requirements of
aguatic species.

SWM - Stormwater Management

SWOOP - South-western Ontario Ortho-imagery Project

Threshold: a level beyond which a system undergoes significant change.
WMP — Water Management Plan

WWTP - Wastewater Treatment Plant

10-2



11 Appendix C: Working Groups

The following lists a number of working groups either formed for specific tasks identified by the
Water Management Plan or engaged to provide specific input.

Objectives Working Group

Group members were tasked with the development of a set of broad water objectives that
express the aspirations for resource conditions meeting the range of uses, needs and values of
water in the watershed. The group considered how water supports biodiversity, ecosystem
integrity, and hydrologic function of the watershed, as well as the role of the river system in
supporting water supply, river services, culture, recreation and tourism.

Organizations Represented: Grand River Conservation Authority, Ontario Ministry of Environment
and Climate Change, Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry, Ontario Ministry of
Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs, Environment Canada, Six Nations of the Grand River.

Lake Erie-Grand River Working Group

With a focus on the Lake Effect Zone that connects the Grand River and Lake Erie, the group
developed a framework to identify indicators for the water quality conditions that will support
healthy aquatic ecosystems.

Organizations Represented: Grand River Conservation Authority, Ontario Ministry of Natural
Resources, Ontario Ministry of Environment and Climate Change, Ontario Ministry of Agriculture,
Food and Rural Affairs, Environment Canada.

Water Quality Working Group

The Water Quality Working Group included members with a broad range of expertise and
perspective, including wastewater and agricultural nutrient management and fisheries ecology
and management. Reflecting on existing management directives, current science and knowledge
of conditions in the Grand River system, the group produced a set of recommended targets for
water quality conditions that meet the broad water objectives for healthy aquatic ecosystems. In
addition, the group provided a synthesis of current state of science and knowledge about the
relative importance of nutrient and sediment sources in the Grand River watershed.

Organizations Represented: Grand River Conservation Authority, Region of Waterloo, Ontario
Ministry of Natural Resources, Ontario Ministry of Environment and Climate Change, Ontario
Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs, Environment Canada, Agriculture and Agri-food
Canada and City of Brantford.

Water Supply and Demand Management Working Group

The majority of the group’s efforts centered on discussions with municipal water supply managers
from across the watershed with water resources staff from the Grand River Conservation
Authority (GRCA) and the Ministry of Environment and Climate Change. These discussions
established the Terms of Reference for the development of a demand management framework
within which to identify best management practices in the creation of individual municipal demand
management strategies to be assembled in the Water Management Plan. Input on the status of
municipal water demand and the identification of best practices that could be shared across the
watershed was solicited at two workshops facilitated by LURA Consulting.

With respect to non-municipal water demand management, the GRCA consulted with the Grand
River Low Water Response Team to solicit input on non-municipal water use. The Low Water
Response Team, which also included municipal and provincial representatives, consult regularly
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during periods of summer low flow to identify the water conservation activities in their sector that
can help reduce water use conflicts.

Organizations Represented: Grand River Conservation Authority, Region of Waterloo, City of
Brantford, City of Guelph, County of Brant, Guelph/Eramosa Township, Bridgewater Research

Low Water Response Team

The Grand River Water Response Team (WRT) is established to coordinate local short-term
activities in response to low water conditions, to balance efficient use, protection of the resource
and equity among users. The Grand River WRT is responsible for (1) active promotion of
voluntary local response under Level | and Il low water conditions, and (2) making
recommendation for water restrictions and water allocation to the Ontario Resource Directors
Committee under Level Il and Il low water conditions.

The WRT membership consists of local water users and local and provincial water managers.
The standing Water Managers Working Group will form the WRT base membership, and
members representing major user sectors will be added. Membership will ideally reflect a
balance among the sectors within the watershed. The WRT Chair and Secretary will be elected
from and by the membership.

E-flows Working Group

Comprised of local experts in the fields of hydrology/hydraulics, water resources engineering,
biology/ecology of freshwater systems, geomorphology and water quality the E-flows Warking
Group established e-flows for the Grand River watershed that support healthy natural aquatic
ecosystems.

Organizations Represented: Grand River Conservation Authority, University of Guelph — School
of Engineering, Trout Unlimited Canada, Parish Geomorphic Ltd.

Hydrology-Groundwater Working Group

The ad-hoc working group brought together key local experts in geology, hydrogeology and
hydrology to discuss specific topics, including groundwater-surface water interactions at the
broader scale. A specific meeting was held to discuss the groundwater-surface water interactions
in the reach of the Grand River between Cambridge and Paris. Future meetings will be held to
discuss components of the Water Management Plan such as the protection of aquitards and the
link between local groundwater recharge and discharge.

Organizations Represented: Ontario Geological Survey, Universities of Waterloo and Guelph,
Trout Unlimited, Region of Waterloo, City of Guelph, County of Brant, Ministry of the
Environment, Matrix Solutions, Waterloo Numerical Modelling Corp., Blackport Hydrogeology,
Ontario Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs, Toronto Region Conservation Authority,
Oak Ridges Moraine Coalition, and Grand River Conservation Authority.

Stormwater Managers’ Working Group

The Stormwater Management Working Group developed a set of best practices to reduce loading
from urban non-point sources of pollution to the Grand River. The group also assisted with the
development and peer review of protocols for stormwater facility and river system monitoring to
support further characterization and quantification of loadings from urban nonpoint sources of
pollution to the Grand River.
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Organizations Represented: Grand River Conservation Authority, City of Waterloo, City of
Kitchener, County of Brant, City of Cambridge, City of Brantford, Township of Centre Wellington,
RAIN Program, Reep Green Solutions

Assimilative Capacity Working Group

The purpose of the Assimilative Capacity Working Group is to provide input into the development
of future scenarios to be run through the Grand River Simulation Model to evaluate sensitivity of
the model to changes in flow and temperature and assess potential impact of population growth,
planned upgrades, optimization, and NPS reduction.

Organizations Represented: Grand River Conservation Authority, Region of Waterloo, City of
Guelph, County of Brant, City of Brantford, Township of Centre Wellington, Ontario Ministry of
Environment and Climate Change.

Grand River Fisheries Management Plan Implementation Committee

The Grand River Fisheries Management Plan Implementation Committee formed in 1998 and has
since worked to prioritize and complete high priority fisheries management projects including
large cover placement for fish habitat, improvements to the Dunnville fishway and the creation of
the Grand River Tailwater Fishery.

The implementation committee was engaged through the development of indicators and targets
for the Water Management Plan. They provided a key role in identifying valued aquatic species
in the watershed.

Heritage Working Group

The Heritage Working Group was formed in 1995 to help increase community involvement and
commitment to the celebration and management of human heritage resources in the Grand River
watershed which was declared a Canadian Heritage River in 1994. Membership of the Heritage
Working Group is drawn from all areas of the Grand River watershed and includes representation
from government agencies, universities, heritage groups, national historic sites, museums, the
Grand River Conservation Authority and interested individuals.
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12 Appendix D: Science Advisory Committee

Dr. Isobel Heathcote is a retired professor of Environmental Engineering and
Environmental Sciences at the University of Guelph, where she was also
Dean of Graduate Studies from 1999 to 2008.

Relocated now to Muskoka, she is currently President of Wyndham Research
Inc., a consulting company specializing in water resources policy,
environmental management, and watershed restoration.

Isobel has served on the boards of directors for a number of non-profit
organizations, including the Canadian Environmental Law Association, the
Canadian Institute for Environmental Law and Policy, and the Canadian
Centre for Pollution Prevention. She has also served on many science advisory committees,
including the (Canada-US) International Joint Commission's Science Advisory Board (which she
chaired from 2001 to 2006). Her volunteer experience includes work with the Girl Guides of
Canada; Action Read, Guelph (adult literacy tutoring); and the Muskoka Watershed Council. She
holds a B.Sc. from the University of Toronto and an M.S. and Ph.D. from Yale University.

Dr. Rob de Loé holds the University Research Chair in Water Policy and
Governance at the University of Waterloo, and is Director of the multi-
university Water Policy and Group (www.wpgg.ca). Previously, he held the
Canada Research Chair in Water Management at the University of Guelph.

During the past two decades, Rob has written extensively about water
security and related concerns such as source water protection, water
allocation and climate change adaptation. His advice on water policy and
governance concerns is widely sought by government and non-government
organizations. He is a frequent speaker about water to audiences that include school children, the
general public, and leaders in business and government.

In 2008, Rob was named Chair of the Advisory Panel for the Royal Bank of Canada’s Blue Water
project, a $50 million, 10-year charitable grant program to support fresh water conservation,
protection and accessibility. In 2010, in recognition of his contributions to graduate education, he
was awarded the Award of Excellence in Graduate Supervision at the University of Waterloo.

Dr. David Rudolph is a Professor in the Department of Earth and
Environmental Sciences at the University of Waterloo specializing in physical
hydrogeology and groundwater protection and management. He has over 25
years of experience as a practitioner and academic in the field of physical
hydrogeology. His specific areas of research activity include field investigation
and numerical modeling related to regional groundwater flow, groundwater-
surface water interaction and contaminant transport with a special interest in
fractured sediment and unsaturated porous media.

David has worked extensively in the development and application of field data
collection techniques for application to groundwater resource management problems and
unsaturated zone flow and transport investigations. He has been involved in the investigation of
groundwater seepage and subsurface contaminant mobility from oil sands tailings facilities over
the last eight years. He also participates with municipal authorities both nationally and
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internationally in the development of groundwater protection and management strategies. David
is currently a member of the Peer Review Committee for the Grand River water budget studies
under the Source Protection Program.

Dr. Mark Servos is a Professor of Biology at the University of Waterloo and
holds a Canada Research Chair in Water Quality Protection. Mark specializes
in the broad areas of ecotoxicology and integrated water resources
management. Current research activities are evaluating the environmental
exposure and effects of emerging contaminants such as pharmaceuticals and
personal care products in the environment. The development and application of
new approaches for risk assessment and risk management of priority
substances and effluents, including municipal and industrial contributions, are
an area of ongoing interest.

In addition to evaluating urban-based impacts on water quality, Dr. Servos is interested in the
evaluation and development of best management practices for controlling pollution from intensive
agricultural practices. From 2003-2011, Mark was Scientific Director of the Canadian Water
Network (CWN), a national Network of Centres of Excellence. In this role, he led the development
of an innovation network focused on providing clean, safe water across Canada and
internationally. Mark is the lead Principle Investigator for the Grand River Watershed Consortium
research project sponsored by the Canadian Water Network.

Dr. Hugh Whiteley is an adjunct Professor of Water Resources Engineering at
the University of Guelph. His areas of expertise include investigation and
modeling of the hydrological processes that determine watershed water
balance, govern generation of streamflow, and control the transport of
pollutants. These processes include evapotranspiration, snowmelt, infiltration,
groundwater recharge and discharge, and streamflow routing. In addition he
has expert knowledge and experience in issues of watershed governance and
development of water management protocols for stormwater in both rural and
urban settings. Hugh is currently a member of the Peer Review Committee for
the Grand River water budget studies under the Source Protection Program.

12-2



13 Appendix E: Technical Reports

Broad Water Objectives for the Grand River Watershed, Report from the Objectives
Working Group, April 2012.

This report describes the process through which Water Management Plan partners compiled the
implicitly and explicitly stated broad water objectives for the Grand River watershed. Broad
water objectives are qualitative descriptions of a desired state or system condition in the Grand
River watershed that meets the current uses, needs and values of ecosystems, communities and
economies. In developing the broad water objectives, key water uses, ecological needs and
social and cultural values of water across the watershed were identified and compiled from
various participatory planning processes including municipal Official Plans, The Grand Strategy
for the Grand River as a Canadian heritage River, Grand River Watershed Fisheries
Management Plan, Lake Erie Lake-wide Management Plan and Species at Risk Recovery
Strategies. Water Management Plan partners and Grand River Conservation Authority staff also
provided direct input. Twenty-three draft broad water objectives were developed and grouped
under five themes: a healthy, resilient natural system; community services; a strong economy;
culture, recreation and tourism; and river services. This report also outlines the approach through
which various watershed stakeholders were consulted to ensure that the broad water objectives
were complete and reflective of the goals of the Water Management Plan. The development of
the broad water objectives was a fundamental process with which to build a common
understanding and collective approach to water management in the Grand River watershed.

Available online at http://www.grandriver.ca/waterplan/Report WaterObjectives 2012 V2.pdf

Water Quality in the Grand River Watershed: Current Conditions & Trends (2003-2008).
H.A. Loomer and S.E. Cooke, Grand River Conservation Authority, October 2011.

This report summarizes the general chemical and physical characteristics of water quality in the
six major subbasins of the Grand River watershed. Data are from the 37 long-term water quality
monitoring sites that are sampled in partnership with the Ministry of the Environment, from 2003
to 2008, and the Grand River Conservation Authority’s continuous water quality stations.
Highlighted watershed water quality issues include nutrients (phosphorus and nitrogen), chloride,
suspended sediments, temperature, and dissolved oxygen levels. In addition, spatial longitudinal
trends, for example evaluating how water quality changes from the head waters to the river mouth
where it discharges to Lake Erie are summarized. Conditions in the river are compared to existing
guidelines and thresholds such as the Provincial Water Quality Objectives, the federal
environmental quality guidelines or established basin-specific benchmarks. Investigation into the
relationship between variables (e.g., total suspended sediment and total phosphorus; total
phosphorus and flow) is also described. A number of recommendations were made with respect
to evaluating the state of water quality in the watershed including, among others, the need for
biological monitoring that best integrates with the chemical and physical monitoring programs that
best describes the health of the Grand River system; a more detailed analysis of the relationships
between watershed stressors (land use/cover) and water quality; and the need for increased
sampling frequency to characterize the inherent variability of chemical and physical parameters
across seasons.

Available online at http://www.grandriver.ca/water/2011 WaterQualityReport.pdf

September 2014 13-1


http://www.grandriver.ca/waterplan/Report_WaterObjectives_2012_V2.pdf
http://www.grandriver.ca/water/2011_WaterQualityReport.pdf

Grand River Watershed Water Management Plan

A Framework for Identifying Indicators of Water Resource Conditions: Support of
Ecological Health by Water Resources in the Grand River-Lake Erie Interface, Report from
the Grand River-Lake Erie Working Group, July 2012.

Water resource conditions are evaluated guantitatively using indicators while desired resource
conditions are quantified by targets. This report describes a framework that was developed by the
Grand River-Lake Erie working group to identify water resource condition indicators that can be
used to describe conditions supportive of healthy aquatic ecosystems. Initial focus was on the
Grand River — Lake Erie interface, or Lake Effect Zone and the framework reflected on the water
resource conditions needed by aquatic species which were ecologically important;
underperforming and had the potential for rehabilitation or reintroduction; or were highlighted as
important by the scientific literature or recent agency initiatives. The aquatic species identified in
this framework were used as a tool to help identify some of the critical water quality needs of the
aguatic community and not to function as indicators themselves. Parameters that convey
information specific to the processes by which water quality directly or indirectly affects the health
of aguatic communities were chosen as indicators and include phosphorus; turbidity (or total
suspended sediments/solids); temperature; dissolved oxygen; flow regime; and macrophyte
community. These indicators quantify some of the most critical resource conditions required by
the aquatic communities in the Lake Effect Zone. Information compiled as part of the
development of the framework for indicator identification points to the coastal wetlands of the
Grand River as a sensitive and ecologically important area.

Available online at

http://www.grandriver.ca/waterplan/WaterResourcelndicatorFramework V2.pdf

Water Quality Targets to Support Healthy and Resilient Aquatic Ecosystems in the Grand
River Watershed, Report from the Water Quality Working Group, February 2013

This report details the targets for the water resource condition indicators identified in a companion
report “A Framework for Identifying Indicators of Water Resource Conditions: Support of
Ecological Health by Water Resources in the Grand River-Lake Erie Interface”. A target was
defined as a quantitative description of a water resource or system condition that will cause the
broad water objectives to be met. Existing guidance and supporting scientific information from
other jurisdictions (e.g., other provinces, Canadian or United States, etc.) was synthesized and
evaluated to identify a quantitative measure, or target appropriate for the Grand River watershed
for the following indicators: dissolved oxygen, suspended particulate matter (turbidity, suspended
solids), toxic forms of nitrogen (nitrate and ammonia), temperature, and nutrients (i.e., biological
productivity). Some of the targets take the form of a single threshold value separating a desired
range of conditions from an undesirable range while other targets include multiple criteria, to
account for a broader range of conditions. Where it was not feasible or information was lacking to
specify numeric criteria, a narrative description of indicator conditions was given. The targets
recommended in this report complement the existing set of water management tools in Ontario;
they are not intended to replace existing objectives (e.g., Provincial Water Quality Objectives) or
policies, etc. Work will continue into the future to identify targets for other resource condition
indicators (e.g., macrophyte community, flow, chloride). Targets will be used to gauge whether
water resource conditions are able to support the desired features of healthy and resilient aquatic
ecosystems as stated in the broad water objectives now and into the future.

Available online at http://www.grandriver.ca/waterplan/waterQualityTargetsFeb192013.pdf
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Environmental Flow Requirements in the Grand River Watershed, Report from the E-Flows
Working Group, Grand River Conservation Authority, August 2013.

Environmental flows (e-flows) describe the quantity, quality and timing of flows required to sustain
healthy river ecosystems, as well as the human livelihoods that rely on these ecosystems. This
report summarizes the findings of past work to identify environmental flow requirements in the
Grand River watershed and was prepared by the E-Flows Working Group. The report establishes
high and low flow thresholds for maintaining healthy aquatic ecosystems in the Grand and Speed
Rivers. The e-flows regime includes eight e-flows thresholds in three categories: channel
maintenance and formation; nutrient management or biological functions; and low flow
considerations. Flow values were established for each threshold in four reaches in the Grand and
Speed Rivers. This report examines their historic occurrences and whether these occurrences
have been sufficient to perform environmental flow functions. In addition, low flow thresholds on
Whitemans Creek and the Eramosa River, both unregulated watercourses, were determined for
the protection of longitudinal connectivity flows for coldwater fisheries. Findings show that, in
general, the environmental low flow needs are less than the flow targets established for reservoir
operations, but there is a challenge to meet e-flow requirements during extremely dry periods. In
Whitemans Creek, findings suggest that water taking in the summer months is not sustainable
from an ecological perspective and a potential for conflict and constraint exists. The higher
environmental maintenance flow needs (e.g., flushing flows) are poorly to moderately met.
Further investigation and field verification of the e-flows thresholds are recommended. In addition,
the feasibility of operating the reservoirs to satisfy e-flow needs more consistently without
sacrificing their reliability to meet low flow requirements or endangering recreational users should
be explored.

Available online at www.grandriver.ca/wmp

Grand River, Long Point Region, Catfish Creek and Kettle Creek Watershed Areas
Population Forecasts. GSP Group Inc., January 2010.

This report provides an updated consolidation of existing population and employment forecasts
for the municipalities in the jurisdictions of the Lake Erie Source Protection Region (i.e., the
Grand River Conservation Authority, the Long Point Region Conservation Authority, the Catfish
Creek Conservation Authority and the Kettle Creek Conservation Authority). The forecasts
represent the available information as of August 2009, and the methodologies for calculating
population forecasts are described in the report. In addition to consolidating the available
forecasts, updated population and employment growth trends have been extrapolated to provide
estimates of population at 5-year intervals to 2056. This report identifies on-going growth
management strategies, population and employment forecast exercises, Official Plan reviews and
similar studies that should be monitored by the Conservation Authorities as these studies may
update the information consolidated by this project. It is anticipated that the work consolidated
through this exercise will be continually up-dated as new population forecasts are developed
through planning studies undertaken by the various levels of government. Information gaps are
also identified in the report.

Available online at http://www.sourcewater.ca/swp watersheds Grand/PopReport Jan2010.pdf

Climate Change Scenario Modeling in the Grand River Watershed. S. Shifflett, Grand River
Conservation Authority, August 2014.

The Climate Change Modeling Project was initiated in 2011 under both the Water Budget
Program and as part of the Water Management Plan Update. The study used existing watershed
models, including hydrologic, groundwater and reservoir models, and future climate data sets to
study possible effects of climate change on water availability and movement in the Grand River
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watershed. Most of the scenarios investigated were provided by the Ministry of Natural
Resources and Forestry and were produced by applying a change factor to past observed climate
data. Change factors were based on monthly average change of the parameter from Global
Circulation Models running emission scenarios from the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change Fourth Assessment Report. Using this method limits analysis to average monthly
changes in parameters and results cannot be used to describe changes to intensity or frequency
of storm events. Analysis in this study includes: annual and seasonal changes to temperature,
precipitation, runoff, recharge, evapotranspiration, stream flow and key watershed processes;
annual changes to groundwater discharge; and effects to reservoir operations. Additional work is
planned on transient groundwater modeling to look at seasonal changes in groundwater
discharge.

Available online at www.grandriver.ca/wmp

Water Use Inventory Report for the Grand River Watershed. Amanda Wong, Grand River
Conservation Authority, February 2011.

This report is a summary of the water demand in the Grand River watershed, and describes the
methodology used for conducting a comprehensive assessment of water takings. Water use is
categorized into subgroups of: municipal water supply systems, rural domestic water demand,
agricultural water uses and permitted water takings. Water demand estimates for this report have
vastly improved since the previous report published in 2005. The inclusion of actual water taking
records from over half of the almost 1200 sources of water (80% are sourced in groundwater),
were submitted by permitted water takers. The remaining uses were estimated using the best
available information. The total assessment of all water takings for the Grand River watershed
amounts to 152 million m*/year. The municipal demand, comprised entirely from actual reports,
accounts for approximately 60% of the total water use and is ten times greater than the next
highest water using sector. Finally, this report addresses the concept of consumptive use ratios.
The relative influence of each type of water taking as well as the source of supply, factors into the
consumptive nature of the taking. An assessment of the consumptive nature of each use is
provided in brief.

Available online at http://www.grandriver.ca/Water/2011 GRCA WaterUse.pdf

Tier 2 Water Quantity Stress Assessment Report: Grand River Watershed, AquaResources
Inc., December 2009.

In addition to the development of a subwatershed-based water budget, the Clean Water Act,
2006 requires the completion of a Water Quantity Stress Assessment to estimate potential
subwatershed stress. This assessment estimates a Percent Water Demand for each
subwatershed in the Grand River watershed by calculating the ratio of estimated water demands
to available surface and groundwater supply and then assigns a level of stress to the watershed
based on the Percent Water Demand. The Stress Assessment is a two-tiered process whereby
subwatershed areas identified to have higher water demands are studied in greater detail than
those subwatersheds that have lower water demand. The assessment areas classified by this
Subwatershed Stress Assessment may be under a Moderate or a Significant potential for stress.
This classification is important for municipalities having water supplies located in those areas,
because those municipalities may be required to complete a Tier 3 Water Quantity Risk
Assessment. The methodology followed in this report is consistent with the Technical Rules
prepared by the Ministry of Environment and Climate Change for the preparation of Assessment
Reports under the Clean Water Act, 2006.

Available online at http://www.sourcewater.ca

13-4


http://www.grandriver.ca/Water/2011_GRCA_WaterUse.pdf
http://www.sourcewater.ca/

Integrated Water Budget Report — Grand River Watershed, AquaResource Inc., June 2009.

The population in the Grand River watershed is expected to grow by 300,000 people in the next
20 years, and with this growth, there will be increased demands on the water resources of the
watershed. Recognizing the hydrologic stresses that current and future water demands place on
the watershed, the Grand River Conservation Authority (GRCA) initiated the Water Budget
Project in the mid 90’s to quantify the significant components of the hydrologic cycle, including
anthropogenic water takings. This document summarizes the current status and application of a
water budget framework for the Grand River watershed. This framework is based on the
integration of a continuous streamflow-generation model (GAWSER) and a three-dimensional
steady-state groundwater-flow model (FEFLOW) to represent the conceptual hydrology and
hydrogeology conditions at a scale appropriate for subwatershed assessment. With these models
in place, the GRCA is able to better characterize hydrological processes throughout the
watershed and quantify key water budget parameters. Historically, hydrologic investigations
focused on either the surface water or the groundwater perspective, with limited recognition of the
inter-connectedness of the systems. In this report, modelling tools that represent both the surface
water system and the groundwater system were coupled to help visualize the complete
hydrologic system. Groundwater recharge values predicted by the regional continuous
streamflow-generation model were used as input for the three-dimensional groundwater flow
model. The groundwater flow model was then calibrated to ensure results of both models were
consistent with observed conditions and consistent with one another. This resulted in a
streamflow-generation model and groundwater flow model that are consistent with one another;
the coupling also allowed a regional understanding of the complete hydrologic cycle to be
developed.

Available online at http://www.sourcewater.ca

Status of Future Municipal Water Supplies. DRAFT. S. Shifflet, J. Etienne, Grand River
Conservation Authority, July 2013.

One of the goals of the integrated Grand River Water Management Plan is to ensure sustainable
water supplies for communities and ecosystems. This report outlines the status of future
municipal water supplies, and exists as a technical brief to support the recommendations/actions
of the Water Management Plan. There are forty municipal and one First Nations drinking water
systems in the Grand River watershed servicing a total of approximately 800,000 people. Water
sources include groundwater wells, artificial recharge systems, river intakes, Great Lakes intakes
and combinations of these sources. There is high population growth projected for the Grand River
watershed, which will put strain on some of the current water sources over the next 20 to 40
years. This report provides an update to the 2011 summary of various municipal water systems
and an analysis of whether future water supply needs are identified, sourced and secured.
Projected population growth rates and current water usage rates were used to determine future
water use unless additional municipal information was available. Plans for Municipal Water
Systems with future water supplies not sourced and secured, or where additional information is
needed, are discussed.

Considerations for “Securing” current and planned sources of municipal water supply,
Discussion Paper from Water Managers Working Group, June 2013.

This Discussion Paper was compiled as one of the fundamental deliverables of Goal # 3 of the
WMP Project Charter, which is to “secure water supplies”. This paper provides an assessment of
the extent to which future municipal water supply needs are identified, sourced and secured, and
defines the term “secured” from both a physical and regulatory perspective. Linkages between
municipal water supply planning cycles and provincial policies/approvals influencing water supply
planning are discussed. Also considered are characteristics of a regulatory environment that
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supports security of municipal water supplies, and the challenges and opportunities for achieving
that security. Through this paper, the Water Manager’'s Working Group provide several
recommendations for ultimately increasing the security of existing and planned municipal water
supplies, including: enhanced working relationships between municipalities and the Ministry of the
Environment, improved approval processes for Permits To Take Water, and the implementation
of the Grand River Source Protection Plan.

Available online at:

http://www.grandriver.ca/waterplan/June2013 Securing Municipal Water Supplies.pdf

Assessment of Future Water Quality Conditions in the Grand and Speed Rivers, Report
from the Assimilative Capacity Working Group, January 2012.

This report details the analysis of future river water quality conditions using a 20 year planning
horizon (2031). The Grand River Simulation Model, a dynamic nutrient and dissolved oxygen river
water quality model, was used to evaluate four scenarios that included wastewater treatment
plant upgrades in current municipal wastewater master plans, wastewater treatment plant
optimized performance targets and rural / agricultural and urban nonpoint source load reductions.
The model study area includes the Grand River from the Shand Dam to Ohsweken and the
Speed River from the Guelph Dam to the confluence with the Grand River. The model includes
discharges from 10 of the 30 wastewater treatment plants in the watershed which service
approximately 92% of the watershed’s population. Within the 2031 planning horizon, planned
wastewater treatment plant upgrades will significantly improve river water quality especially
during the summer period during low river flows. Phosphorus levels are predicted to improve by
as much as 25% in some reaches while there will be a significant reduction in the severity and
frequency of low dissolved oxygen levels in the central Grand River. The optimization of
wastewater treatment plants to achieve lower total phosphorus operating targets is predicted to
achieve additional significant improvements in total phosphorus levels in the Grand River of up to
19%. A reduction in the rural nonpoint sources of phosphorus also show a benefit to river water
quality however, work remains to identify which land management practices will best improve
water quality. In contrast, nitrate levels in the Grand River will increase into the future. The
magnitude of increase resulting from wastewater treatment plant upgrades is small relative to
background levels from cumulative upstream sources. Urban nonpoint source impacts on the
Grand and Speed Rivers are not well quantified or characterized and their influence on the
physiochemical/biological processes in the large rivers is poorly understood. Further work is
needed to characterize urban nonpoint sources and to understand its relationship with in-river
dissolved oxygen levels. A number of recommendations were made to continually improve the in-
river model and to link the in-river model to a landscape model(s) for more effective evaluation of
rural/urban nonpoint sources.

Addendum to Assimilative Capacity Technical Report, M. Anderson, Grand River
Conservation Authority. January 2012.

An addendum to the technical report entitled “Assessment of Future Water Quality Conditions in
the Grand and Speed Rivers” includes additional scenarios to assess the sensitivity of the Grant
River Simulation Model to reduced boundary flows (i.e., tributaries and reservoir discharges) and
increased temperatures. Scenario 5 was based on Scenario 2 (future growth and anticipated
upgrades to 2031) using low flow summer conditions and consisted of the following:

e Scenario 5a: Reduce boundary flows by 10%

e Scenario 5b: Reduce boundary flows by 25%

e Scenario 5c: Increase water temperatures by 0.5°C

e Scenario 5d: Increase water temperatures by 1.0°C
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The reductions in boundary flows and increases in temperatures listed above were selected
arbitrarily for the purposes assessing model sensitivity but it is important to note that additional
work is being carried out to determine how climate change may impact water quality.

Reducing the boundary flow results in shallower water depths and lower channel velocity in each
reach. In turn, this influences the reaeration rate of dissolved oxygen causing model predicted
daily minimum dissolved oxygen concentrations to be somewhat lower and the daily maximum
concentrations to be higher. A 10% reduction in boundary flow has little impact on the daily
minimum dissolved oxygen levels but a 25% reduction can result in minimum dissolved oxygen
levels that are up to 0.5 mg/L lower than Scenario 2.

Increasing the temperature has a number of effects on water quality as all of the kinetic
processes included in GRSM are temperature sensitive and kinetic rates increase with
temperature. The temperature also affects the growth rate of aquatic plants, however this
relationship is not linear and increasing temperature may result in either more or less aquatic
plant growth depending on the optimum temperature range for each plant species. In general,
GRSM predicts that aquatic plant biomass will decrease in most reaches as water temperature
increases. This behaviour is related to the fact that the respiration rate of aquatic biomass is
predicted to increase more than the production rate and the net effect is that there is less
biomass produced at higher water temperatures. Model results for Scenarios 5¢ and 5d showed
that the daily minimum value is not sensitive to an increase in water temperature of 0.5 or 1.0°C.
The daily maximum dissolved oxygen concentration, on the other hand, is quite sensitive and
decreases in response to lower biomass densities at higher water temperatures. The lack of
sensitivity of the daily minimum dissolved oxygen and aquatic plant biomass to changes in
temperature should be further explored. In addition, the temperature-plant growth response
algorithm currently included in GRSM should be reviewed to ensure that the model reflects the
current state of the science.

Available online at http://www.grandriver.ca/waterplan/TechBrief AssimilativeCapacity 2012.pdf

Sources of Nutrients and Sediments in the Grand River Watershed, Report from the Water
Quality Working Group, December 2013.

This report details a synthesis of information in an effort to characterize nutrient and sediment
sources and their relative importance in the Grand River watershed. It is focused on nutrient and
sediment inputs from broadly characterized sources — point and nonpoint. Limited availability of
data and information specific to the watershed prevented a full ‘accounting’ or ‘budgeting’ of
nutrients and sediment from various areas and during specific times of the year; however, the
weight of evidence from the collective approaches synthesized in this report provides insight into
the relative importance of the sources of nutrients and sediment in the watershed. The relative
importance of a source was assessed relative to its contribution to key water quality issues: the
eutrophication of the river system; sedimentation and turbidity in river reaches; phosphorus
loading of the reservoirs and Lake Erie; and the impairment of water uses by high nitrate
concentrations. There is no single source of nutrients or sediment that prevails as being the most
important in a large complex watershed. Whereas point sources of phosphorus and nitrogen such
as municipal wastewater treatment plants that directly discharge nutrients to the central Grand
River region are very important during summer low flows, nonpoint sources dominate annual
loads to reservoirs and Lake Erie due to high contributions during high flows (e.g., spring).
Important nonpoint source areas for phosphorus include the Canagagigue, Conestogo, Nith and
Fairchild’s subwatersheds whereas Fairchild, McKenzie and Nith subwatersheds dominate
sediment export. Nitrate source areas include the tributaries in the middle Grand (e.g., Irvine,
Canagagigue) and Whitemans. A number of recommendations were made to improve the
information upon which this assessment was made, including improved monitoring of nutrient and
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sediment from key source areas to reduce the uncertainty in load estimates and predictions in the
in-river dissolved oxygen model that evaluates point and nonpoint source management
scenarios. A point/nonpoint source decision support system that links landscape and in-river
management scenarios would enable more strategic investments in stewardship practices as well
as enable a more holistic approach to nutrient management in the watershed.

Available online at http://www.grandriver.ca/waterplan/Nutrientsources Dec2013.pdf

An Assessment of Aquatic Habitat in the Southern Grand River, Ontario: Water Quality,
Lower Trophic Levels, and Fish Communities. T. MacDougall and P. Ryan, Ministry of
Natural Resources, 2012.

The lower reach of the Grand River, particularly the dynamic interface between river and lake,
constitutes a unigue environment which many lake and river species utilize and to which they are
adapted. Major alterations to the watershed since European settlement have resulted in an
ecosystem no longer able to support the full historical compliment of biota. To inform future
rehabilitation work, a detailed assessment of the aquatic ecosystem downstream of the City of
Brantford was conducted between 2003 and 2005. Subsequent findings, as outlined in this report,
provide a comprehensive picture of the state of the southern Grand River, depicting a nutrient rich
environment where a high biomass of planktonic algae occurs and benthic invertebrate and fish
communities are dominated by species tolerant of organic pollution and low oxygen conditions.
The purpose of the report is to assess aquatic habitat (based on water quality, lower trophic
levels, and fish community), infer ecological connections where possible, help to inform
rehabilitation targets, and guide future monitoring to detect change.

Available online at http://www.grandriver.ca/waterplan/MNR SouthernGrandHabitat.pdf

Water Quality in the Lower Grand River in 2001: Data Summary prepared for the Water
Quality Working Group. T. Howell, K. Chomicki, and S. Carpenter, draft June 2012.

This data report provides information collected in the lower Grand River as part of the 2001 study
in support of the efforts of the Grand River Conservation Authority's Nutrient Working Group to
develop water quality objectives and indicators for the lower Grand River as part of the broader
update of the Grand River Water Management Plan. The 2001 study, conducted by the Great
Lakes unit of the Environmental Monitoring and Reporting Branch (EMRB) involved a series of
surveys of nearshore water quality in the eastern basin of Lake Erie as part of a recently initiated
program of spatially detailed surveys of coastal water quality in the Great Lakes. A design feature
of the study was to include data collection in the downstream reaches of tributaries discharging to
study areas concurrent with nearshore surveys. The 2001 study areas included the nearshore
adjacent to the mouth of the Grand River and the segment of the Grand River extending from
below the Dunnville Bridge to the mouth of the river at Port Maitland).

Grand River Source Protection Area Assessment Report, Report prepared by the Lake Erie
Region Source Protection Committee, August 2012.

This Assessment Report summarizes the technical studies undertaken in the Grand River Source
Protection Area (watershed) to delineate areas around municipal drinking water sources that are
most vulnerable to contamination and overuse. Within these vulnerable areas, historical, existing
and possible future land use activities were identified that could pose a threat to municipal water
sources. Technical studies include a characterization of the human and physical geography of the
watershed, a water budget and water quantity stress assessment, an assessment of groundwater
and surface water vulnerability, a land use activity inventory, and an evaluation of existing water
guality contamination threats and issues. The results of these technical studies were used to
develop policies to protect sources of municipal drinking water contained in the Grand River
Source Protection Plan.
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Available online at http://www.sourcewater.ca/index/document.cim?Sec=7&Sub1=8&Sub?2

Flow Reliability in Regulated Reaches of the Grand River Watershed. D. Boyd and S.
Shifflett, Grand River Conservation Authority, (DRAFT) August 2012.

Knowledge of flow reliability is required along reaches of the Grand River and its tributaries to
support design and management decisions. This report provides a seasonal analysis of flow
reliabilities for the regulated reaches of the Grand River watershed, to support a range of
disciplines that use flow reliability information to make informed decisions, carry out analysis and
complete assessments. The primary operating objectives of several of the large dams in the
Grand River watershed are flood damage reduction (reduction of flows during floods) and low
flow augmentation (addition of flows during low flow periods); two functions with conflicting
objectives and various challenges throughout fluctuating seasonal conditions. The approved
reservoir operating policy resolves these conflicting objectives. The operating policy is expressed
on the rule curves for each of the seven multi-purpose reservoirs and by the downstream low flow
operating targets and flooding constraints, as outlined in this report. These operational low flow
targets are used to guide operational decisions regarding the required discharge from the large
dams to meet the established low flow targets.

Agricultural Irrigation: Forecasts for Future Water Needs. Stephanie Shifflett, Hajnal
Kovacs and Amanda Wong, Grand River Conservation Authority, 2014

Agricultural water use is the highest seasonal water use in the Grand River watershed, peaking in
the summer months of July through September. Annually, irrigation is estimated to be the third
(3" highest water use in the Grand River watershed, following municipal and dewatering (Wong,
2011). The current and future water needs for agricultural irrigation are being investigated as part
of the Water Management Plan update to ensure that the future water needs can be sustainably
met and to highlight, for future action, any areas that, from a regional perspective, have potential
for conflict or water use constraint, now or in the future, as a result of the combined water
demands by municipalities, the agricultural sector, the aggregate sector and other water users in
the watershed. The peak use months coincide with low flow season and the potential for water
use conflicts amongst agricultural irrigators or other water using sectors including the
environment could be a concern. With the uncertainty of climate change affecting both the
availability of water and the demand by agricultural irrigation in the watershed, a better
understanding is needed to determine how much water is required. The purpose of this report is
to refine water use information available about water needs for agricultural irrigation.

Livestock Water Use and Future Water Needs. DRAFT. Amanda Wong, Grand River
Conservation Authority, July 2013.

Agricultural water use is the highest seasonal water use in the Grand River watershed, peaking in
the summer months of July through September. These months also coincide with low flow season
and the potential for water use conflicts amongst water-using sectors, including the environment,
could be a concern. With the uncertainty of climate change affecting both the availability of water
and the demand by agricultural irrigation in the watershed, a better understanding is needed to
determine how much water is removed — or consumed — from the environment to get a more
complete assessment of whether the future water needs of the agricultural sector can be
sustainably met. The purpose of this report is to refine water use information available about
water needs for livestock watering and general farm operations. With consultation with specialists
and the forecasting group at the Ontario Ministry of Agriculture and Food and Rural Affairs
(OMAFRA), and the information gathered from Statistics Canada, a more detailed estimate of
livestock water needs can be completed.

Available online at http://www.grandriver.ca/waterplan/LivestockWaterNeeds.pdf
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Water Quality in the Grand River: A Summary of Current Conditions (2000-2004) and Long
Term Trends. S.Cooke, Grand River Conservation Authority. March 2006.

Water quality conditions for the period 2000-2004 and long term trends are summarized for the
six major subbasins in the Grand River watershed: the upper, middle and lower Grand River; and
the Conestogo, Speed and Nith River subbasins. Data are from long-term water quality
monitoring sites that are sampled in partnership with the Ministry of the Environment, and the
Grand River Conservation Authority’s continuous water quality stations. The evaluation also
included a limited amount of data on pesticides and trace organics; metals; bacteria and
pathogens. An assessment of conditions by comparison of data to provincial objectives, federal
guidelines or basin targets indicated that conditions reflect the inherent influence of the underlying
geology combined with the effect of current landuse practices. There is a progressive
deterioration in water quality towards the southern reaches of the watershed, due to the
cumulative impact of the upstream areas. Water quality is most impaired in the central portion of
the Grand River, including the major tributaries draining into this reach such as the Canagagigue
Creek, Conestogo River and lower Speed River. Key issues include widespread eutrophication
due to elevated phosphorus concentrations and more regional or local elevation of ammonium,
nitrate, suspended sediments, and chloride; likely sources of each are identified. Spills and
bypasses were highlighted as a significant source of water quality impairments, and the
development of an effective response protocol was recommended. Specific recommendations
were also made on how to improve sampling, monitoring and reporting to better identify issues
and long term trends in water quality.

Available online at http://www.grandriver.ca/\Water/2006 WaterQuality complete.pdf

Grand River Fisheries Management Plan, Report prepared by the Grand River Fisheries
Management Plan Implementation Committee, August 2005.

This document reviews the status of the fish resource within the Grand River watershed and
provides direction on how this resource and the land base which affects it can be managed. The
fish resource potential and limitations of the Grand River watershed can be attributed, in part, to
physiographic and geomorphological features of the region. Limitations imposed by these
features are that many watercourses originating in the upper and lower sections of the watershed
can be characterized as having low base flow, flashy runoff, turbid water as well as warm water
temperatures during the summer. Moraines found throughout the central portion of the watershed
provide an excellent source of water throughout the year, and as a result base flows are
maintained year round. Good water quality also exists, providing a suitable environment for
coldwater species such as trout. The Fisheries Management Plan examines seven sub-basins
within the Grand River watershed and categorizes the types of water (cold, mixed or warm) which
are found there. The Fisheries Management Plan also summarizes the fish community objectives,
issues affecting the fish resource of the watershed, management strategies and management
tactics for each sub-basin.

Available online at http://www.grandriver.ca/fisheriesmanagement/fishplan cd.pdf

Current Status of the Broad Water Objective for Human Consumption of Fish, Nigel Ward
and Claire Holeton, Grand River Conservation Authority, May 2013.

This report summarizes the current watershed status of toxic compounds in fish as it relates to
human consumption of sport fish. Ontario Ministry of Environment and Climate Change guidelines
for the consumption of sport fish have been used to assess the status of the broad water
objective that strives for high water quality, such that fish consumption is not impeded by aquatic
sources of contaminants in the watershed. Advisories based on elevated levels of
bioaccumulative toxins are predominantly due to contamination by mercury or PCBs. Since the
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distribution of these contaminants is widespread and they are known to travel large distances
through the atmosphere, it is unlikely they represent localized sources within the watershed.
Where relatively high levels of these toxins cause more stringent restrictions, they can be linked,
at least in part, to accumulation of toxins in fish through bioaccumulation due to a piscivorous diet
or greater longevity. A small number of restrictions are based on high dioxin/furan concentrations.
These restrictions have a localized distribution area, which includes Canagagigue Creek and the
adjacent reaches of the Grand River, and are likely the result of legacy contamination at a single
source. Data also suggests that additional sources of contaminants outside the watershed (e.g.,
in Lake Erie) may be transported into the watershed with fish that travel large distances, such as

rainbow trout.
Available online at http://www.qgrandriver.ca/waterplan/TechBrief FishConsumption 2013.pdf

Flood Management in the Grand River Watershed. Dwight Boyd. Grand River
Conservation Authority, draft 2014.
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14 Appendix F: Recommendations from the 1982 Grand River
Basin Study

The main investigative period of the Basin Study extended from 1977 to 1981. Its purpose was to
define the water management problems confronting the Grand River basin and to develop a
viable set of alternative water management plans. These plans were designed to meet the
following water management objectives:

e Reduce flood damages;
¢ Provide adequate water supply;
¢ Maintain adequate water quality.

This study provided a comprehensive framework to help elected representatives, officials, and
citizens resolve water management problems. The framework was flexible to accommodate
changing water management priorities and needs and provided a means to evaluate new projects
and other plans.

Large-scale water management problems were largely confined to the urban and industrial
middle portion of the basin. Over 85% of the $980,000 average annual flood damages in the
basin were experienced in Cambridge and Brantford. Water supply was a key issue in the
Kitchener-Waterloo-Cambridge area. The addition of more surface and ground water to
supplement existing industrial and domestic water supplies was considered imperative within the
next five years. Water quality in the central portion of the Grand River between Kitchener and
Glen Morris and in the Speed River downstream from Guelph was a concern where consistently
low oxygen levels during the critical summer period were experienced. This condition was caused
by organic waste discharges and nutrient inputs from six municipal sewage treatment plants and
by upstream rural non-point sources.

While water management problems were often the most apparent in the middle portion of the
basin, flooding, water shortages and water quality impairment were encountered throughout the
basin in rural as well as urban areas. However, it was also recognized that pollution control
measures implemented to maintain or improve the water quality within the river basin, particularly
measures to reduce nutrient input, would also benefit Lake Erie.

Twenty-six different water management plans, incorporating a different mix of implementation
measures were assessed. An evaluation process narrowed the alternatives down to five main
plans.

1. Plan Al proposed dyking and channelization to minimize flood damages, advanced
sewage treatment to improve water quality, and induced infiltration wells and artificial
recharge of aquifers using river water to augment ground water supplies.

2. Plan A4 was the same as plan Al, but, in addition, this plan preserved the option of using
the Montrose reservoir site for possible future water management purposes.

3. Plan B2 included the immediate construction of the Montrose multi-purpose dam and
reservoir. Also proposed were dyking and channelization to reduce flood damage,
advanced sewage treatment and low flow augmentation from the reservoir for improving
water quality, and infiltration wells and artificial recharge to supplement ground water
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supplies. Requirements for advanced sewage treatment, when compared to plan A, were
reduced or delayed.

4. Plan C1 was the same as plan Al with respect to the water quality and water supply
measures proposed. In addition, flood protection was provided through the construction of
a single-purpose or dry reservoir on the Conestogo River at St. Jacobs.

5. Plan D incorporated the same flood protection and water quality measures as plan Al, but
proposed that water supply be augmented by the construction of a Lake Erie pipeline.

During the initial review of these plans, lower rankings were assigned to plans C1 and D because
plan C1, the St. Jacobs single-purpose reservoir option, did not give provide flood protection and
plan D, the Lake Erie pipeline option, was deemed to be too expensive.

A detailed evaluation of plans Al, A4 and B2 was then carried out. Three of the four public
consultation working groups, made up of citizens from different geographical areas of the basin,
preferred plan A1 with minimal environmental and social impacts; the fourth group, representing
the southern basin, preferred plan B2. The water managers who were charged with the day-to-
day responsibility of operating major flood control, water supply and sewage treatment services
preferred plan B2 because, in their view, it offered a more reliable and secure water management
system.

The overall results of the evaluation incorporating the preferences of all those who participated
showed that plans Al, A4 and B2 were ranked very closely.

After a detailed review of the various inputs, the Grand River Implementation Committee, the
basin study’s coordinating committee, identified plan A4 as the preferred plan to meet the water
management needs of the basin. The recommendations and the status of their implementation
are outlined in the following section.

Recommendations
A. The Recommended Plan

1. It is recommended that plan A4 and the measures described in the following

recommendations be implemented.

The basin study concluded that plan A4 was cost-effective in meeting the water

management objectives. It was preferred over plan B2 (the Montrose dam option) for the

following reasons:

a) plan A4 was $25 million cheaper than plan B2

b) the environmental and social impacts of implementing plan A4 were deemed to be
moderate and public input suggested that there would be opposition to the selection of
plan B2

c) flexibility was maintained in plan A4 by preserving the option of constructing the
Montrose dam should future water quality or water supply problems be experienced

d) a high degree of flood protection for urban areas was provided

e) anticipated population growth was accommodated by fully meeting projected municipal
water demands and improving water quality in the central Grand River

f) implementation would result in improved water quality in the central Grand River,
although it was acknowledged that the dissolved oxygen levels in this reach would not
fully meet the provincial water quality objectives. While plan A4 did not provide as high a
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level of water quality as plan B2, it provided a reasonable level of protection for most
water uses at a substantially lower cost.

Plan A4 was the same as plan Al with the exception of the construction of a water supply dam
and reservoir at West Montrose. Preserving the West Montrose site increased the total plan costs
by $4 million. The additional cost was for land acquisition and increased social impacts.
However, plan A4 was preferred over plan Al, primarily because it maintained future flexibility by
preserving the Montrose reservoir lands.

In the opinion of the Grand River Implementation Committee, plan A4 represented the best
overall solution to basin water management problems. However, the recommendation of plan A4
did not necessarily preclude selection of all or part of another plan.

Plan A4, ‘The Recommended Plan’, was represented by the sum of all the implementation
recommendations. The current implementation status of each recommendation contained in plan
A4 is provided in the next section.

B. Recommendation for Reduction of Flood Damages

The basin study investigated both structural and non-structural methods of reducing flood
damages. Structural methods include dyking, channelization, reservoirs and flood proofing. Non-
structural methods include regulations, zoning and land use practices.

1. It is recommended that channelization and dyking be constructed to reduce flood
damages at the major flood damage centres.

The basin study stated that channelization and dyking could reduce the average annual
flood damages in New Hamburg, Cambridge, Brantford, Paris, Caledonia, and Dunnville by
91 percent compared to a 54-56 percent reduction by a reservoir at West Montose, the
most efficient of the eight reservoirs investigated. Channelization and dyking was
considered to be the most cost-effective structural method for reducing flood damages and
it was recommended that each project be completed as soon as possible.

Implementation Status = Partially Implemented. Dyking and channelization were
completed in Cambridge (Galt) and Brantford in 1995, partially completed in Caledonia
(Haldimand County) in 1987-1988 and in Paris during the mid-80s. A dyke demonstration
project was completed in Dunnville in the early 1990s, but the dyking system recommended
in the Basin Study was not completed. The dyking and channelization projects
recommended for Cambridge (Preston) and New Hamburg have not been completed.

Table 1 summarizes the recommended flood mitigation works. The average annual flood
damages are a measure of the flood damage potential that existed in 1982. The
implementation of mitigation works was focused on communities with the largest flood
damage potential (Table 2). While flood damage estimates have not been updated, it is
expected that revised estimates would improve the cost-benefit ratio associated with flood
mitigation works in the communities where channelization and dyking have not been
completed. However, this work is required in order to analyse the benefits and costs of new
mitigation works as funding opportunities arise.

Between 1982 and 1995, a cost-sharing formula was used to fund mitigation works; 50 per
cent provincial, 40 per cent municipal, and 10 per cent conservation authority general levy.
Provincial funding ceased in 1995.
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Table 1: Summary of Flood Mitigation Recommended in the Basin Study
(Present Value of Flood Damages and Construction Costs in 1979 Dollars at 6% Discount)
Community at Average Recommended Status Estimated
Risk Annual Flood | Mitigation Works Cost 1979%
Damages
Dykes and
Cambridge-Galt $7,720,000 Channelization Complete $8,500,000
Cambridge-
Preston $240,000 Dykes Not started $900,000
Dykes and .
Paris $1,020,000 Channelization Partially Complete | $5,300,000
Brantford $5,680,000 Dykes Complete $6,400,000
Caledonia $60,000 Dykes Partially Complete | $850,000
Dunnville $320,000 Dykes Started $1,200,000
New Hamburg $390,000 Dykes Not started $900,000
TOTAL in 1979%: | 15,430,000 TOTAL in 1979%: | 23,950,000

Source: GRIC (1982) Grand River Basin Management Study. Tables 9.1 and 10.2

Table 2: Reduction in Flood Damages As a Result of Flood Control and Protection Works
(Damages Expressed in 1979 Dollars)

Location Natural Condition | With Reservoirs With Reservoirs

No Dykes No Dykes With Dykes

No Reservoirs No Channelization | With

(1979 Condition) Channelization
(1996 Condition)

Grand Valley $28,000 $28,000 $28,000
Cambridge $1,500,000 $505,000 $36,900
Paris $200,000 $64,000 $64,000
New Hamburg $25,000 $25,000 $25,000
Plattsville $2,202 $2,202 $2,202
Ayr $8,972 $8,972 $8,972
Brantford $625,000 $360,000 $10,500
Caledonia $10,000 $8,000 $8,000
Dunnville $35,000 $20,000 $20,000
TOTAL $2,406,174 $993,174 $175,574
% Reduction over Natural 59% 93%
% Reduction over 1979 Condition 82%
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It is recommended that Grand River Conservation Authority policies for regulating
floodplain development be continued in accordance with provincial policies and
guidelines and that basin municipalities incorporate floodplain restrictions in their
official plans and zoning by-laws.

The Grand River Implementation Committee (GRIC) felt that regulating floodplain
development was the best means of reducing or eliminating future flood damages because,
while structural projects are useful in reducing flood damages, they do not guarantee
immunity from floods at all places and at all times.

Implementation Status = Implemented. The Province of Ontario released its first
provincial policy on flood plain planning under the Planning Act in 1988 (Provincial Flood
Plain Planning Policy Statement, 1988). This statement was consolidated into the Provincial
Policy Statement issued May 22, 1996. On March 1, 2005, the Provincial Policy Statement
was updated. These provincial statements require municipalities to initiate appropriate
policies to protect residents from the flooding hazard. Guidelines were developed in 1988 to
assist in this regard.

Several floodplain mapping studies were completed between 1978 and 1998. Some of
these were funded through the Federal-Provincial Floodplain Damage Reduction Program
(FDRP). The FDRP studies and other selected studies are identified in Table 3. Some of
these studies included an analysis of flood mitigation works.

Table 3: Floodplain Mapping in the Grand River Watershed
Floodplain Mapping Studies Year Flood Floodway/Flood Fringe Modelled
Mitigation
Options
Assessed

FDRP-Funded Studies

Irish Creek 1984

Mill Creek (Galt Creek) 1984

Hanlon Creek Floodplain Mapping Study 1985

Conestogo River Floodplain Mapping

Study 1985 Yes

Nith River Floodplain Mapping Study 1985

Laurel Creek Floodplain Mapping Study 1985

Speed and Eramosa River Hydrology

Study 1987

Baden Floodplain Mapping Study 1987

Speed and Eramosa River Floodplain City of Guelph, City of Cambridge
Mapping Study 1988

Grand River Hydrology Study 1988

Non-FDRP Funded Studies

Belwood to Black Creek Floodplain

Mapping 1975 Yes
Laurel Creek 1985 Yes Yes
Colonial Creek 1990
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Table 3: Floodplain Mapping in the Grand River Watershed
Floodplain Mapping Studies Year Flood Floodway/Flood Fringe Modelled
Mitigation
Options
Assessed
Forwell Creek 1985/1991
Upper Laurel Creek 1991
Schneider Creek Floodplain Mapping
Study 1992 Yes Yes
Dunnville Floodplain Mapping Study 1994
Blair Bechtel Creek Floodplain Mapping
Studies 1995
Grand River Brantford Floodplain
Mapping Study 1995
Grand River Cayuga 1995

The Belwood to Black Creek floodplain mapping report undertaken in 1975 for the upper
Grand River investigated the creation of a flood bypass channel to reduce flooding in Grand
Valley, but this option was deemed to be too expensive. A modified proposal for a flood
bypass is currently being considered as part of a development proposal and gravel pit
restoration plan.

In 1985, flood mitigation options for Laurel Creek in Waterloo between University Avenue
and Regina Street were also considered to facilitate the passage of the 100-year flood.
Channel works were completed between Erb and Regina Streets to contain the 100-year
flood. A culvert under University Avenue was twinned by the Region of Waterloo to convey
the 100-year flood. Other proposed works were not completed. The City of Waterloo
modified the outlet from Silver Lake to the culvert beneath uptown Waterloo to pass the
100-year flood in 1997. The original outlet structure was a stop log structure that required
manual intervention during floods. The new design incorporates a passive weir, requiring no
manual intervention.

The Schneider Creek floodplain mapping study recommended flood mitigation works to
reduce flooding along Schneider Creek upstream of the spur line servicing the Kitchener
business park. An Environmental Assessment (EA) was completed by the City of Kitchener
to assess options in this reach. The recommended alternative is being implemented.

The Grand River Conservation Authority has worked closely with watershed municipalities
to ensure that floodplain mapping is incorporated into official plans, accompanied by
appropriate flood plain land use designations and policies in keeping with the provincial
policies.

The province enacted a provincial floodplain policy in 1988 which was accompanied by
Floodplain Technical Guidelines (OMNRF 1988a) and Floodplain Policy Implementation
Guidelines (OMNRF 1988b) which were updated in 2002 as the Natural Hazard Guidelines
(OMNRF 2002). These guidelines lay out the protocol for how provincial policies are to be
applied and how exceptions are to be dealt with. Three floodplain policy areas have been
defined: one-zone policy area, two-zone policy area, and special policy area.



One-zone policy areas apply to the entire floodplain of the Grand River and its tributaries,
except where designated otherwise. New development is generally directed to areas
outside of the one-zone policy area. In urban areas, a two-zone policy area may be defined
where development within the flood fringe can be allowed subject to appropriate
floodproofing to the elevation of the Regulatory Flood. In urban areas that have historically
existed within the floodplain and where the application of a two-zone policy area is too
restrictive to allow for the continued viability of existing uses, a special policy area may be
applied, provided that is approved by the Ministers of Natural Resources and Municipal
Affairs and Housing. Policies within a special policy area accept a higher risk and are less
restrictive, although structural flood proofing and safe access and egress are still required.
Special policy areas have been approved for Brantford, Cambridge(Galt), Drayton,
Dunnville, Guelph, New Hamburg, Paris, and Waterloo (Laurel Creek).

In 1995, the Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry delegated responsibility for
municipal plan input and review for natural hazards to the GRCA. Currently, GRCA staff
review and comment on municipal policy documents and development proposals to ensure
they are consistent with the Ontario Provincial Policy Statement, 2005 — Section 3.0,
Protecting Public Health and Safety.

In addition, the GRCA, through the implementation of the Fill, Construction and Alteration to
Waterways Regulation (until May 4, 2006) and the Development, Interference with Wetlands
and Alterations to Shorelines and Watercourses Regulation (Ontario Regulation 150/06),
regulates development in flood hazard areas. The GRCA updated and consolidated its
policies for implementing Ontario Regulation 150/06 in 2007, amended to January 2013.
These policies complement the 2005 Provincial Policy Statement.

While existing Grand River Conservation Authority policies control the placing and
dumping of fill in defined areas, it is recommended that these policies be
strengthened by the inclusion of a registered fill line along the river valleys.

GRIC noted that Section 28 (f) of the Conservation Authorities Act enabled conservation
authorities to prohibit or control the placing or dumping of fill in defined areas. In order to
enforce this section of the Act, it was recommended that the GRCA define fill lines along
watercourses so that these areas could be protected from dumping in addition to those
sources areas that had already been delineated and protected.

Implementation Status = Implemented. At the time that the Basin Study was completed,
the GRCA administered the Fill, Construction and Alteration to Waterways Regulation
356/74. This regulation applied to construction in or on a pond or swamp or in any areas
susceptible to flooding during a regional storm, or the placing or dumping of fill in any area
defined by schedules (this area could contain wetlands and adjacent features, steep slopes,
springs, poorly drained soils and floodplains), or changing or interfering with a watercourse.
In 1974, there were 10 schedules appended to the regulation. By 2003, twenty-three
schedules delineated fill lines on maps, but with the exception of the stretch of the Grand
River through Kitchener, most of the schedules pertained to small creek systems and
source areas.

The current regulation approved in 2006 (Development, Interference with Wetlands and
Alterations to Shorelines and Watercourses Regulation, Ontario Regulation 150/06), was
broadened to permit the GRCA to prohibit development (including the placing or dumping of
fill) within any river valley within the Grand River watershed, regardless of whether or not
the area has been delineated by mapping. The GRCA has mapped most river valleys within
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the watershed. This information is available to the public through the GRCA’s website and
Geographic Information Systems (GIS) mapping tool.

It is recommended that the Eramosa valley wetlands be preserved and protected
from development by planning controls and by acquisition.

Wetlands adjacent to the river reduce flows by retarding runoff and reducing peak flows.
They also maintain high water quality by acting as buffer strips between the adjoining
agricultural lands and the river. GRIC felt that high water quality in the Speed River would
ensure a low cost supplementary water supply for Guelph and a suitable habitat for a cold-
water fishery in the Eramosa River.

Implementation Status = Partially Implemented. In 1969, the GRCA began acquiring
valleylands near Everton for a potential reservoir site. By 1980, 1,376 acres (556 ha) had
been purchased. Although considered in the Basin Study, this site was not identified for a
future reservoir site in the recommended plan. However, it was acknowledged that the
lands already acquired were valuable wetlands and an integral part of the water
management plan. The need to protect wetlands and sensitive, ecologically fragile areas in
the Eramosa watershed was reinforced in the Eramosa River—Blue Springs Creek Linear
Corridor Initiative (1995) and the Eramosa-Blue Springs Watershed Study (1999).

Between 1984 and 1987, the GRCA acquired an additional 212.3 acres (82.92 ha) at the
Everton site, bringing the total acreage to 1,588 acres (642 ha). In addition, the
Development, Interference with Wetlands and Alterations to Shorelines and Watercourses
Regulation, (Ontario Regulation 150/06) gave the GRCA the ability to regulate interference
with wetlands and development in wetlands and adjacent areas (120 metres from the
boundary of a Provincially Significant Wetland and other wetlands greater than or equal to 5
acres (2 ha) and 30 metres (100 feet) from smaller non-provincially significant wetlands).

Municipal policies have also been put into place to protect wetlands. Most wetlands in the
Eramosa watershed are located within the County of Wellington. A small portion of Blue
Springs Creek, a cold-water tributary, is located within the Region of Halton. The County of
Wellington Official Plan (dated May 6, 1999 and revised May 15, 2013) states that all
wetlands in the County of Wellington are included in the Core Greenlands designation. The
policies state that “development and site alteration will not be permitted in wetlands which
are considered in provincially significant...all other wetlands will be protected in large
measure and development that would seriously impair their future ecological functions will
not be permitted”. The Region of Halton’s Official Plan, 2006 also includes policies to
protect the area and functions of Provincially Significant Wetlands (Greenlands A) and to
recognize the ecological importance other wetlands (Greenlands B).

While planning controls and land acquisition are underway, acquisition of lands is not
complete. The GRCA recognized the Eramosa valley wetlands as a priority acquisition area
in its 2003 Board-approved Land Acquisition Policy.

It is recommended that a study be carried out to determine what land use practices
are causing an increase in flood flows and flood volumes on the Grand River and
what the effects of future land use practices upon flood flows might be.

In 1982, it was observed that at Cambridge (Galt), flood volumes had increased 18 percent
and the frequency of flood occurrences had more than doubled in the last forty years, but
the study was unable to come to a firm conclusion as to the causes.



Implementation Status = Not Implemented. A specific study has not been carried out to
determine what upstream land use practices aggravate flooding in Cambridge. The
concerns at the time of the study were based on an increasing trend towards larger floods.
During the mid-1970s and early 1980s, several large floods occurred in a cluster. There
were several moderate floods of a lower order of magnitude after this time period. Larger
floods were not experienced again until a series of floods in 2008 and 2009. Floods appear
to occur in cycles, depending on the period analysed. Land use conversion and drainage
can have the largest influence on the frequency of flooding and on the flood hydrograph
volume. A study was completed in 1998 to determine the areas of the watershed that
contribute to the peak flood flows in each of the major damage centres.

C. Recommendations for Providing Adequate Water Supply

The basin study determined that the future water needs of the major urban areas can be obtained
by:

¢ Developing new ground water sources for Cambridge and Guelph;
e Developing a new surface water source from the Grand River for Waterloo and Kitchener;
¢ Continuing withdrawal from the Grand River for Brantford.

All other basin communities except Elora and Fergus could meet future demands from existing
supplies. In order to meet future demands, Elora and Fergus would have to develop new ground
water sources.

1. Itisrecommended that the municipal ground water supplies from Kitchener-Waterloo
be supplemented by further water withdrawals from the Grand River.

GRIC felt that withdrawals from the Grand River could be accomplished by induced
infiltration wells near the river and by pumping from the river to recharge ground water at the
Mannheim well field. At the time, testing of this approach was being carried out by the
Regional Municipality of Waterloo to determine the feasibility of this scheme.

Implementation Status = Implemented. In 1989, the Region of Waterloo constructed the
Hidden Valley weir, surface water intake and low-lift pumping station in Kitchener. In 1992,
the Mannheim Water Treatment plant was commissioned.

The Mannheim Water Treatment Plant receives raw water from the Hidden Valley pumping
station. After the water is treated, it is pumped to the Mannheim Pumping Station Reservoir.
There, the treated water mixes with groundwater from seven other wells. The combined
reservoir capacity at Mannheim is 15.28 million litres. From the reservoir, the water is then
distributed through the Integrated Urban System that serves the residents of Kitchener,
Waterloo, Cambridge and other select communities in the Region.

The induced infiltration wells (3 production wells) near the Grand River at Woolner’s Flats in
Kitchener are in place. The water from these wells is treated and passed through an
Ultraviolet (UV) system, which provides primary disinfection. The Woolner's Well Supply is
part of the Region’s Urban Integrated Water System.
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2. It is recommended that prior to the final development of the above water supply
system:

a) industrial organics presently seeping from abandoned industrial waste disposal
sites at Breslube Enterprises, near Kitchener, be eliminated or prevented from
reaching the adjacent Grand River.

b) a water quality surveillance program be established to evaluate risks from
possible contamination of the water supply from any sources of synthetic organic
compounds.

GRIC concluded that the most notable potential sources of organic chemicals were the

Uniroyal Ltd. plant at Elmira on Canagagigue Creek and the Waterloo sewage treatment

plant on the Grand River. The surveillance program was recommended to protect existing

and future surface water supplies, particularly for the Cities of Kitchener, Waterloo and

Brantford.

Implementation Status = Partially Implemented. The issue of contamination, either
existing or potential, is dealt with by the Ministry of the Environment. Breslube, now Safety-
Kleen, is one of the largest used oil re-refiners in North America. A remediation action plan
for contamination on-site was approved by the Ministry in 2002 and efforts to clean up the
site are ongoing.

In 2002, the Province of Ontario passed the Safe Drinking Water Act to protect human
health through the control and regulation of drinking-water systems and drinking-water
testing. The act requires that all municipal drinking water systems be approved by the
Ministry of the Environment and provides legally binding standards for testing of drinking
water and requires that testing be done in licensed and accredited laboratories.

The Region of Waterloo and Brantford routinely monitor raw and treated surface water as
required under the act. Monitoring of Canagagigue Creek is conducted by Chemtura
(previously Crompton and Uniroyal). Remediation efforts have been effective in preventing
the migration of contaminants off the plant site and into surface water and are ongoing.

3. Itisrecommended that:

a) new ground water supplies be developed for Cambridge to meet future demands

b) the City of Guelph investigate the feasibility of developing new ground water
supplies, directing its attention toward the southeast of Guelph in order to meet
future demands past the year 2001

c) Elora and Fergus carry out test drilling in a nearby buried bedrock valley to
assess its potential for future municipal supplies.

Studies undertaken by the Regional Municipality of Waterloo in the late 1970’s indicated

that there were additional ground water supplies located in the areas east and south of

Cambridge. For Elora, Fergus and Guelph, it was estimated that existing supplies could

meet average daily demands for a 2001 medium population projection. The Grand River

basin study identified favourable locations for test drilling in these areas.

Implementation Status = Implemented. In 1995, the Cambridge East Water Supply
Project commenced with the building of three water treatment plants, a well pumping
station, two replacement wells, two new wells and two transmission mains. In 2005, the
Region of Waterloo initiated an Urban System Groundwater Optimization and Expansion
Project, for the purpose of identifying new wells across the integrated Urban System
supplying Cambridge, Kitchener and Waterloo. This project included a Class Environmental
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Assessment to assess the overall aquifer capacity, restore the capacity of existing well
fields and optimize groundwater extraction in the Cambridge East area. A number of test
wells were drilled in the area and long term pumping tests conducted on four potential
supply wells in 2007 and 2008. Evaluation of the impact of these test wells is ongoing
concurrent with a review of water demand as part of an update to the Master Water Supply
Plan being undertaken through a Class Environmental Assessment. Completion of the
Cambridge East EA is anticipated in 2014.

In 1990, the City of Guelph began a multi-phase study of its water system. Through this
project, it was recognized that the use, conservation and protection of existing groundwater
resources through the implementation of multiple initiatives was needed. Investigating
expansion of the existing water system to meet growth requirements was one aspect of the
study. In 1999, the City initiated a Class Environmental Assessment to evaluate the
groundwater potential for the Arkell Spring Grounds. Guelph has developed additional water
in the southeast quadrant of the City through the Arkell Spring Grounds Class EA which was
completed in 2006 following a protracted Class EA review process from the OMOECC.
Pumping in the Arkell Springs bedrock well field was increased by about 7,000 m*/day in
2011. Full development of the system, adding another 1,800 m®/day will be brought on line
in 2013/2014 subject to the outcome of monitoring programs.

Through Guelph’s Water Supply Master Plan (WSMP), completed in 2007 and slated for
update in 2013/2014, additional areas of potential new water supplies have been identified
in: 1) the southwest quadrant of the city as part of the Southwest Quadrant Class EA, 2) the
south end of Guelph from the South Guelph Groundwater Supply Investigation project, 3)
the northwest quadrant through the Smallfield/Sacco Wells Return to Service project and, 4)
the northeast quadrant from the Clythe Creek Well Class EA. While the WSMP update will
confirm the estimates, these projects are expected, if fully realized, to satisfy the short-term
needs of the City (i.e., next 5 to 10+ years).

Current water supply capacity is estimated at about 78,000 m®day (subject to confirmation
from the WSMP Update) while average day demands are currently in the range of 46,000
m®/day with max day demand in the range of 58,000 m®day over the last five years.

In 2012, an aquifer capacity study was initiated by the Township of Centre Wellington
(including Elora and Fergus). Following the completion of this investigation, a long-term
water supply strategy will be developed.

It is recommended that a ground water quality network be established to monitor the
major water supply aquifers within the basin.

GRIC advised that a ground water surveillance network, in conjunction with the
recommended surface water surveillance program, be established as soon as possible to
deal with existing site-specific problems of contamination or possible contamination of
usable ground water supplies. It was felt that the focus of such a network should be on
heavy metals, pesticides and other inorganic and organic compounds.

Implementation Status = Partially Implemented. In 2000, the Ministry of the Environment
revitalized the Provincial Groundwater Monitoring Network (PGMN) in partnership with the
conservation authorities. The purpose of the program is to monitor ambient groundwater
levels and quality over the long term; wells are sited away from areas where water levels
are potentially influenced by pumping or groundwater contamination. All the wells are
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equipped with data loggers which measure water levels and temperature on an hourly
basis.

New wells are sampled for a full suite of organics, pesticides, metals, and general
chemistry. Each subsequent year the wells are sampled for inorganics only. The monitoring
infrastructure is owned by the OMOECC. There are currently 28 PGMN wells at 21 locations
in the Grand River watershed. In general, the OMOECC is responsible for establishing the
monitoring network and the associated information system (PGMIS), program coordination,
data analysis and reporting, maintaining the information system and technology transfer and
training. The GRCA is responsible for the field operations including maintaining field
equipment, collecting water level data and water samples, the chemical analyses of
samples, and data analysis and reporting on a local level.

In addition to the PGMN, individual several municipalities have their own groundwater
monitoring programs (e.g., Region of Waterloo, City of Guelph).

Monitoring of heavy metals and organics is not done on a routine basis.

5. It is recommended that the water conservation program be continued in the Regional

Municipality of Waterloo, particularly in Waterloo, Kitchener and Cambridge, in order
to reduce municipal water demands. For other municipalities, the pursuit of water
conservation programs should be evaluated in relation to future needs and supply
capabilities.
GRIC noted that water conservation programs embrace a range of actions that aim at
reducing average and maximum day municipal water demands. At the time, it was believed
that a moderate conservation program could be expected to reduce average day demand in
Kitchener-Waterloo by 10 percent, and in Cambridge by 15 percent. GRIC supported and
encouraged the conservation practices adopted by Guelph in light of the potential water
supply problem that were predicted after the year 2001.

GRIC also recommended that revisions to the existing water rate structure be considered as
a part of any conservation program and noted that where appropriate, municipalities should
consider moving from a decreasing rate structure to a rate structure that encourages water
conservation.

System losses or unbilled consumption were estimated to be approximately 9 percent
higher than the provincial average for Guelph and Brantford. GRIC advised that existing
programs to trace and reduce these losses should be continued.

Implementation Status = Implemented. In 1974, the Region of Waterloo began water
conservation initiatives and created a water efficiency program, with an emphasis on
reducing residential water use. Pilot projects promoting the installation water-efficient
plumbing devices such as water-efficient showerheads and toilets and lawn watering
restrictions were established. A long-term water strategy was developed in 1991 and has
since been revised and updated. The current program actively promotes water efficiency
across residential, commercial, industrial and institutional sectors. The goal of the program
is to reduce local water consumption by 1.8 million imperial gallons per day (MIGD) by
2015. Over 70,000 toilets have been replaced and 50,000 rain barrels have been
distributed. Conservation education is an important component to the program. Between
1999 and 2011, water conservation efforts achieved a 9 percent decrease in water
consumption, even though the population increased 26 percent during this time.
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In 1990, the City of Guelph initiated a multi-phase Water Supply Study that identified water
conservation as a key strategy. In 1998, a comprehensive Water Conservation and
Efficiency Plan, although not approved as the catalyst for a ban on outside water use during
peak summer months (2001) and a toilet rebate program (2003). In 2006, a Water Supply
Master Plan was developed to establish a sustainable water supply that would continue to
serve the city’s growing needs. The overall goal is to reduce total water usage of 20 percent
before 2023. Strategies include public education and awareness, water audit programs,
rebate programs to encourage water conservation and water use bylaws. These programs
have achieved measurable success resulting in an 11% reduction of overall water-use
between 2006 and 2011.

Other municipalities in the Grand River watershed have initiated water conservation
programs, including the City of Brantford and the County of Oxford.

As a result of the Walkerton tainted water tragedy, where an unfortunate E. coli outbreak
associated with contaminated drinking water claimed the lives of 7 people in 2000, the
province passed the Sustainable Water and Sewage Systems Act to ensure full cost
recovery of operating water and waste water systems. Regulation 453/07 under the Safe
Water Drinking Act was approved in 2007, requiring all municipalities to develop a Financial
Plan for drinking water systems. As a result, municipal water rates have increased and
contributed to a general trend towards declining water demand. Some municipalities have
introduced conservation pricing. For example, the County of Oxford has introduced a new
water rate structure to encourage conservation, while also promoting commercial and
industrial development. It consists of a fixed base rate/service charge, plus a volumetric
charge.

Detection programs for determining water losses from leaks at distribution lines, service
connections and storage tanks and unauthorized uses (unaccounted for water) are now a
common practice for urban municipalities. Leak detection programs continue to be active in
the Cities of Guelph and Brantford.

Recommendations to Maintain Adequate Water Quality

The basin study concluded that water quality in the central Grand River could be improved by
increased levels of sewage treatment at Kitchener and Waterloo sewage treatment plants. Some
improvements in water quality could also be obtained by reducing upstream rural non-point
sources, particularly through the use of erosion control measures.

Water quality in the Speed River could be improved by the recently completed advanced sewage
treatment facilities at Guelph. If required, further improvement could be attained by the installation
of additional phosphorus removal facilities.

1.

In order to increase the dissolved oxygen levels and eliminate ammonia toxicity in
the central portion of the Grand River, it is recommended that advanced sewage
treatment facilities be installed at the Kitchener sewage treatment plant as soon as
possible, and at the Waterloo sewage treatment plan at a later date depending on
population growth (advanced treatment at the Waterloo plant would be needed by the
year 2001 for a medium population projection).

Technical studies carried out for the basin study predicted that an increased level of sewage
treatment at Kitchener and Waterloo would improve the water quality to a reasonable level
in the central Grand River. However, it was acknowledged that the provincial water quality
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objective for dissolved oxygen of 4 mg/L would not always be met in certain sections. Plan
B2, through the use of flow augmentation from the Montrose reservoir, would come closest
to achieving the objective.

Converting ammonia nitrogen to the nitrate form using rotating biological contactors (RBCs)
and accompanying dual-media filters at Kitchener and Waterloo was accepted as one
method of improving the quality of sewage effluent, thus increasing dissolved oxygen levels
and reducing ammonia toxicity in the rivers. The cost of this treatment was included in all
plan cost estimates.

Achieving the dissolved oxygen objective continuously in all sections of the central Grand
River was viewed as exceedingly expensive since drastic reductions of oxygen-demanding
wastes and phosphorus from all point and upstream rural non-point sources would be
required. Large reductions from non-point sources were thought to be difficult to achieve,
requiring long-term, continuing improvements in technology and land use practices.

Implementation Status = Partially Implemented. This recommendation was made when
the Ministry of the Environment owned and operated the Waterloo and Kitchener
wastewater treatment plants. In 1994, the ownership of and responsibility for operating and
maintaining these wastewater treatment plants was transferred to the Region of Waterloo.
Also in 1994, the Ontario Clean Water Agency was initially formed to assume the Ministry of
the Environment’s facility operation responsibilities. In 1995, the Region negotiated a three-
year agreement with OCWA to provide operations and maintenance services. OWCA has
been operating and maintaining all of the Region’s wastewater treatment plants since that
time.

Master Plans for wastewater treatment within the entire Region of Waterloo were completed
in 1997 and 2007. Upgrades to both the Kitchener and the Waterloo Wastewater Treatment
Plant (WWTP) were recommended.

The Kitchener Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP) is a conventional activated sludge
process with chemical phosphorus removal, anaerobic sludge digestion and sodium
hypochlorite disinfection. The treated effluent is discharged to the Grand River. The plant
was constructed in two major phases (Plants 1 and 2): Plant 1 was constructed in the 1960s
and Plant 2 was constructed in the late 1970s.

Since 2008, the Waterloo and the Kitchener WWTP upgrades are high-priority projects for
the Region to improve water quality in the Grand River. A phased approach to implement
upgrades began in 2012. These upgrades are expected to be completed by 2020. Included
in the upgrades are a standby disinfection facility, UV disinfection and effluent pumping
facilities, nitrification, decommissioning of the existing biosolids storage lagoons and
construction of a dewatering facility, and tertiary treatment for enhance phosphorus
removal. The upgrades will increase plant reliability and energy efficiency, improve effluent
quality, reduce the volume of biosolids, and lessen odours. Upgrades to the Kitchener
WWTP are expected to be completed by 2020.

The Waterloo WWTP was originally constructed in 1962. Extensive additions and
renovations were done with last major upgrade in 1987. Another upgrade was initiated in
2010 to improve effluent quality for the Grand River and maintain reliability and energy
efficiency by replacing aging equipment. Upgrades to include nitrification are expected to be
complete in 2014.
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It is recommended that the impact of the Guelph advanced sewage treatment
facilities on the water quality of the lower Speed River be evaluated throughout the
next few years to determine if additional treatment is required.

The total effluent characteristics of the sewage treatment addition (rotating biological
contactors and dual-media filtration) that had been completed just prior to the basin study
were not known. Assumed effluent characteristics were used for analyzing the basin study
water management alternatives. If, after a 2-3 year evaluation period, the Speed River
between Guelph and Cambridge (Hespeler) was experiencing very low oxygen levels, GRIC
advised that consideration be given to further reducing the levels of phosphorus in the
sewage effluent. One method of reducing phosphorus considered by the basin study was
the addition of chemical treatment and multi-media filtration at the Guelph sewage treatment
plant. The cost of this treatment was included in all the plan cost estimates.

Implementation Status = Implemented. The Guelph waste water treatment plant
discharges into the Speed River. Guelph’s original facility was constructed over 100 years
ago but components have been upgraded, expanded or replaced over time to meet effluent
quality requirements. Several of these expansions and upgrades occurred after the release
of the Basin Study recommendations, based on assessments of the water quality and
assimilative capacity in the Speed River. Beyond the conventional secondary biological
treatment (activated sludge), the plant now employs tertiary treatment, including nitrifying
biological contactors and sand filtration to reduce ammonia loads, suspended solids,
phosphorus and particulate organic matter loads in the final effluent.

In 2008, rather than committing to an expansion, the City decided to undertake an
optimization program. The program examined each treatment process looking for
bottlenecks and assessing cause-and-effect relationships to identify opportunities to
improve the performance of the facility and increase its capacity. The program focused
heavily on developing the facility’s “human infrastructure” by investing in staff training and
skills development to enable the staff to improve the facility’s process control.

As a result, the facility reduced the concentration of ammonia in its treated effluent and now
consistently meets stricter effluent limits. Lower chlorine limits were achieved by improving
the process control of the existing chlorine removal system. Latent processing capacity has
been identified and the expenditure of an estimated $20 million to expand the facility was
avoided.

In order to evaluate the effects of existing and proposed water quality improvements,
it is recommended that the Ministry of the Environment and the Grand River
Conservation Authority jointly maintain the existing six continuous water quality
monitoring stations in the central Grand River and the lower Speed River.

GRIC noted that with the addition of remote sensing, the existing gauges would also aid in
the real-time operation of existing reservoirs and sewage treatment plants.

Implementation Status = Implemented. In 1979, there were 7 continuous water quality

monitoring stations in the Grand River system — six within the central Grand River and lower
Speed River (Table 4)
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Table 4: Continuous Water Quality Monitoring Stations
Location Station | Instrument | Distance above Remarks
No. System mouth of Grand
River (km)

Grand River E2 EIL 176.8 Installed in May 1975 on east bank

at Bridgeport about 0.5 km upstream of bridge;
relocated in April 1977 on west
bank about 1km upstream of the
bridge

Grand River E6 EIL 166.4 Installed in July 1975

at Woolner

Flats

Grand River N134 NERA 150.0 Installed in September 1975

at Blair

Speed River E3 EIL 166 Installed in June 1975 with housing

at Canadian on the Canadian Gypsum property;

Gypsum housing relocated on the Guelph

Plant WPCP property during Nov 1978

Speed River N135 NERA 163.5 Installed in Sept 1975

at Glen

Christie

Speed River ES EIL 149.5 Installed in May 1975

at Preston

Grand River E4 EIL 132.8 Installed in June 1975

atGlen

Morris

Grand River E8 EIL 108.8 Installed in May 1979

upstream of

Wilkes Dam

Grand River E7 EIL 78.4 Installed in July 1978

at Newport

Bridge

EIL: records dissolved oxygen (DO) and temperature

NERA:

records DO, temperature, pH, conductivity, and oxidation—-reduction potential

When the Basin Study was completed in 1984, GRCA in partnership with the OMOECC,
took over the operation of three stations at Bridgeport and Blair on the Grand River and
Road 32 on the Speed River. The continuous water quality monitoring network has been
reviewed, modified and expanded several times since then. The GRCA now operates nine
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stations at Shand Dam, Bridgeport, Blair, Glen Morris, Brantford and York on the Grand
River, and Edinburgh Road and Road 32 on the Speed River.

It is recommended that the Ministry of Agriculture and Food, as the lead agency,
carry out studies to determine the effectiveness, type and site-specific locations of
rural non-point source controls. Initially, efforts should be concentrated in the
Canagagigue Creek, middle Grand River, Irvine Creek, Cox Creek, Conestogo and
Nith River sub-basins.

Studies should be carried out to determine:

a) those critical areas contributing the greatest loading of sediments and nutrients
to streams. Improved management practices should be concentrated in these
areas

b) the applicability and effectiveness of various rural non-point source management
practices

c) the relation between the costs of these measures and the agricultural and water
guality benefits obtained

d) priority of the areas to be treated.

Implementation Status = Not Implemented. In 1985, the Ontario Ministry of Agriculture
and Food (OMAF) and the GRCA formed the Joint Agricultural Soil and Water Conservation
Program. The main thrust of this program was to aid farmers in reducing soil erosion from
agricultural lands through the joint implementation of several programs. Tillage 2000 was a
four-year project initiated in 1985 to undertake field-sized research and on-farm
demonstrations. The Ontario Soil Conservation and Environmental Protection Assistance
Program (OSCEPAP II) provided capital grants for structural erosion control projects such
as grassed waterways and water and sediment control basins, manure storage, milkhouse
and parlor washwater disposal and pesticide handling facilities between 1986 and 2000.
The Soil and Water Environmental Enhancement Program, or SWEEP, was a five-year joint
federal-provincial agreement to improve soil and water quality in southwestern Ontario and
reduce phosphorus loading into the Lake Erie basin from cropland runoff. A three-year Land
Stewardship Program was initiated in 1987 to provide grants to farmers for the adoption of
new conservation practices to reduce soil erosion and compaction and restore soil organic
matter and structure. The Rural Beaches Program, funded by the Ministry of the
Environment (OMOECC) and delivered by the GRCA promoted good livestock and waste
management practices in rural areas to improve recreational water quality was active from
1986-1991. The successor to this program, the Clean Up Rural Beaches (CURB), was
started in 1991. Under the CURB program, provincial funds were made available for
projects such as improving manure storage, milkhouse washwater disposal systems,
fencing and crossings to restrict livestock access, and private sewage systems. The GRCA
delivered the CURB program until 1996 and focused on the Nith, Conestogo and
Canagagigue watersheds.

The Rural Water Quality Program, funded by Waterloo Region, Wellington County, Guelph,
Oxford County, Brant County and Brantford, and delivered by the GRCA, was initiated in
1998. Haldimand County and Dufferin County have recently undertaken to fund the RWQP.
This program promotes best management practices and provides financial assistance to
farmers implementing projects to improve water quality. Famers wishing to participate must
complete an Environmental Farm Plan administered by the Ontario Soil and Crop
Improvement Association and the proposed project must exhibit a potential to protect and
improve water quality prior to being accepted. Improvement projects eligible for funding
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6.

include livestock waste management, retirement of fragile agricultural land, erosion control
projects, conservation cropping practices, and well water protection.

Watershed Municipalities have provided more than $9 million to fund this program. Other
agencies and levels of government have contributed an additional $3 million to the program.
Over 4,000 best management practices have been implemented in the watershed. Seventy
percent of the projects and funding have been targeted to the Canagagigue Creek, middle
Grand River, Irvine Creek, Cox Creek, Conestogo and Nith River sub-basins.

Although on-the-ground programs continue to be implemented to reduce soil erosion and
improve rural water quality, the studies recommended in the Basin Study have not been
carried out and are still outstanding today.

It is recommended that urban areas adopt storm water management practices to
reduce local flooding and improve stream water quality.

The technical studies undertaken as part of the basin study indicated that existing urban
runoff did not affect the flood peak flows of the major rivers nor did it materially affect the
dissolved oxygen regime in the Grand or Speed Rivers. However, studies did show that
urban runoff increases bacteria levels immediately downstream of the major urban centres
on these rivers. It was acknowledged that increased levels of bacteria pose potential health
hazards for incidental contact such as children playing at the river's edge. While studies
concluded that major rivers were not significantly impacted by urban runoff, it was noted
that urban runoff causes more serious flooding and water quality problems in small
tributaries by raising stream levels rapidly and increasing concentrations of metals, bacteria
and nutrients.

Implementation Status = Implemented. The City of Kitchener incorporated storm water
management (SWM) into its Urban Drainage Policy in 1979 and others followed in 1979-
1984. The GRCA issued SWM guidelines in 1982. The Province, with input from the
Ministries of Natural Resources, Environment, Municipal Affairs, and Transportation and
Communication, the Municipal Engineers Association, Association of Conservation
Authorities of Ontario and the Urban Development Institute, issued Urban Drainage Design
Guidelines in 1987, followed by OMOECC Stormwater Quality Best Practices in 1991.
Following release of the guidelines and policies, all new urban developments were required
to implement storm water management measures. Early SWM implementation focused on
flood control whereas water quality management measures for storm water discharging
directly to the Grand River and the major tributary rivers and creeks began in the late
1980’s.

Master Drainage plans typically began as components of Floodline mapping studies in the
late 1970’s. The first watershed-based subwatershed plan was initiated by the City of
Kitchener in 1987. Subwatershed plans are typically required ahead of official plan
amendments for urban development within the Grand River watershed. Several
municipalities have conducted stormwater master plans or master drainage studies to
identify existing SWM practices and opportunities to improve stormwater quality by
retrofitting SWM facilities in existing urban areas.

In order to achieve the flow requirement of plan A4 for both water supply and water
quality, it is recommended that the Grand River Conservation Authority operating
policy for the existing reservoirs be modified to achieve the following target flows
(Table 5).
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Table 5: Flow Requirements for Basin Study Plan A4
Location Period Minimum Flow Targets Operating Range*
Present (1982) | Recommended Present Recommended

Grand R. at | Jun-Sept 2.8ms 28ms N/A N/A

Shand Bam =, Ot 2.8mYs 2.8 m3s N/A N/A
Nov-Apr None 28ms N/A N/A

Grand R. at May-Oct 11.3 m%s 9.9 m%s 11.3-12.7m%s | 9.1-10.8 m¥s

Doon Nov-Dec No Target 7.1m¥s N/A 6.2-7.9 m*/s
Jan-Apr Ice Conditions**

Grand R. at May-Oct 17.0 m¥s 17.0 m¥/s 17.0-184m%s | 15.6-18.4m°/s

Brantford Nov-Dec No Target No Target N/A N/A
Jan-Apr Ice Conditions**

Conestogo R. | May-Oct 2.1m¥s 2.1m¥s N/A N/A

:I;ta?nonestogo Jan-Apr No Target No Target N/A N/A

Speed R. at May-Oct 0.6 m¥s 0.6 m*/s N/A N/A

Guelph Dam Jan-Apr No Target No Target N/A N/A

Speed R. at | Jun-Sept 1.1m%s 1.7 m¥s N/A N/A

gi%gh May-Oct 1.1 m%s 1.1 m%s N/A N/A

(Hanlon Jan-Apr | Ice Conditions**

Expy)

* Because of the travel time from the reservoirs to the point of interest, the daily flows can vary from
the target flow. The travel time from the reservoirs to Doon and Brantford are 30 and 48 hours
respectively.

** When the river is ice covered, flows cannot be continuously measured.

N/A Not Applicable

Implementation Status = Implemented. The GRCA'’s reservoir operating procedures were
amended to incorporate the recommended flow targets in 1984. In 2004, a new reservoir
operating policy was approved, but the targets derived in 1982 remain, with minor
modifications, part of today’s approved operating procedures.

E. Recommendation to Protect the Montrose Reservoir Site

1. It is recommended that the Montrose reservoir site be protected for possible future
water management purposes.

September 2014
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GRIC concluded that protection of the Montrose reservoir site could be achieved through
land acquisition (by purchasing available land at the prevailing market price over time) and
planning controls such as land use regulations and zoning. In the future, the land could be
sold, used for the construction of a dam and reservoir, or preserved for other uses. In the
interim, the existing agricultural land use could be maintained to protect the site from
development.

Implementation Status = Implemented. Prior to 1982, the GRCA acquired about 1,293
acres (523 ha) at the Montrose reservoir site. Between 1982 and 1997, the GRCA acquired
an additional 373 acres (150 ha), bringing the current land holding to 1,666 acres (675 ha).

The County of Wellington and the Region of Waterloo have both recognized the Montrose
Reservoir site in their Official Plans. The Official Plan for the Region of Waterloo, 2006
(policy 4.5.15) states that “The Region will, in co-operation with Area Municipalities and the
Grand River Conservation Authority, not support settlement designations on lands identified
for future dykes, reservoirs or similar major water management projects until such projects
are formally abandoned or receive approval pursuant to the Environmental Assessment
Act. Area Municipalities will be requested to protect such sites through land use planning
controls.” The County of Wellington Official Plan (dated May 6, 1999 and revised May 15,
2013) identifies the Montrose Water Management Protection Area in the official plan and
indicates that this area is recognized “to ensure that present and future landowners are
aware of the proposal and that development activities will not impair the use of the potential
site for reservoir purposes. All planning authorities shall consult with the Grand River
Conservation Authority prior to approving any development application within these
protection areas. Chief Building Officials are encouraged to consult with the Grand River
Conservation Authority prior to issuing building permits within these protection areas.”

F. Recommendation to Implement the Plan and Coordinate Government Activities
1. It is recommended that the water management plan be implemented by existing

government agencies.
Traditionally, the components of plan A4 have been implemented by the following agencies:

Plan Component Agency

¢ Grand River Conservation Authority
¢ Municipalities
e Ministry of Natural Resources

Flood control, flood warning, dyking and
channelization

Flood proofing ¢ Individual landowners

e Municipalities

Water suppl rojects and sewage
PPY  Prol %, Ministry of the Environment

treatment plants

Acquisition of Montrose reservoir land * Grand River Conservation Authority

Individual landowners

Municipalities

Grand River Conservation Authority
Ontario Ministry of Agriculture and Food

Non-point source pollution control
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e Ministry of the Environment
Ministry of Natural Resources

Municipalities

Grand River Conservation Authority
Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing
Ministry of Natural Resources

Planning controls

Implementation Status = Partially Implemented. Since the Basin Study was undertaken,
existing government agencies and institutions have continued to carry out water
management activities in support of the recommendations, many of which have been fully
implemented. The success of the plan was attributed to the fact that the plan was
developed by the people in provincial ministries and senior staff from municipalities charged
with the day-to-day responsibility for addressing water issues. Most of the recommendations
were completed by the government agencies and institutions as listed.

It is recommended that a committee be established to coordinate the activities of the
existing agencies in implementing the water management plan preferred by
governments.

GRIC envisaged a committee consisting of members from implementing ministries agencies
and basin municipalities. The committee would deal with the scheduling and implementation
of measures selected to meet the water management needs of the basin.

Implementation Status = Not Implemented. After the Basin Study was completed, it did
not receive provincial status through the Cabinet Committee on Resources. A coordinating
committee was not established. However, the determined efforts of local agencies (including
local provincial offices, municipalities and the GRCA) enabled most of the recommendations
to be implemented.

It is recommended that such a coordinating committee play a lead role in carrying out
a periodic re-evaluation of the plan, coordinating investigations and recommending
new or modified alternatives to achieve the water management objectives of the
Grand River basin.

GRIC advised that the recommendations should be reviewed on an on-going basis and re-
evaluated every five years to ensure that the latest developments in water resources
management are considered and that the assumptions made in deriving the original plan
are still valid.

Implementation Status = Not Implemented. Since a coordinating committee was not
established to periodically review the status of the plan, many of co-ordinating functions for
water management were assumed by the GRCA. For example, a Water Managers Working
Group was facilitated by the GRCA to discuss watershed-wide issues and solutions, carry
out technical studies, and advance modeling for water quality (e.g., Grand River Water
Quality Simulation Model).

It is recommended that the coordinating committee be assisted in its ongoing review
by a small technical staff responsible to the coordinating committee.

GRIC felt that technical staff should aid the coordinating committee in reviewing the
management plan and undertaking specific water management studies. It was noted that
capability of staff could be expanded, as the need required, by drawing upon the expertise
of basin universities and other agencies.
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Implementation Status = Not Implemented. The recommendations for establishing a
coordinating committee supported by a small technical staff were not implemented.

Implementation of the Basin Study Recommendations Summary

A total of 22 recommendations were included in the Basin Study. Table 6 summarizes the status
of these recommendations. While no official approval of the Basin Study was given through the
Cabinet Committee on Resources, the majority of recommendations have been either fully or
partially completed.

Table 6: Implementation of the Basin Study Recommendations

1982 Recommendation 2013 Status of Implementation

Recommendations for Reduction of Flood Damage

Undertake channelization and dyking to reduce Completed in 1995 — Cambridge (Galt)
flood damages at Cambridge, Brantford, Paris,
Caledonia, Dunnville and New Hamburg

Not implemented - Cambridge (Preston)

Completed in 1995 - Brantford

Completed in mid-1980s - Paris

Partially implemented in 1988 - Caledonia

Demonstration project completed in early 1990s -
Dunnville

Not implemented - New Hamburg

Continue GRCA policies for regulating floodplain Implemented.
development in accordance with provincial policies
and guidelines.

Incorporate floodplain restrictions in municipal Implemented. After the 1988 Provincial Planning

official plans and zoning by-laws. Policy Statement, all municipalities incorporated
floodplain restrictions into their planning
documents.

Strengthen GRCA policies controlling the placing Implemented. Some river valley fill lines were

and dumping of fill in defined areas by including a registered after 1985 but changes to the Section 28

registered fill line along the river valleys. regulation under the Conservation Authorities Act in

2006 enabled the GRCA to regulate development
(including the placing and dumping of fill) in all
valleylands within the Grand River watershed.

Preserve and protect the Eramosa valley lands Partially implemented. GRCA has acquired 1,588
from development by planning controls and by acres.
acquisition.

Implemented. Municipal planning controls are
included in the County of Wellington Official Plan
and Region of Halton Official Plan.

Undertake a study to determine what land use Not implemented.
practices are causing an increase in flood flows
and flood volumes on the Grand River and the
effects of future land use practices upon flood flows
might be.
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Table 6:

Implementation of the Basin Study Recommendations

1982 Recommendation

2013 Status of Implementation

Recommendations for Providing Adequate Water

Supply

Supplement municipal groundwater supplies for
Kitchener-Waterloo from the Grand River using

Implemented. Induced infiltration wells were put
near the Grand River at Woolner’s Flats.

induced infiltration wells near the river and pumping
from the river to recharge groundwater at the
Mannheim well field.

Implemented. The Hidden Valley Intake and
Mannheim Aquifer Storage and Retrieval system
were constructed and are in operation.

Eliminate or prevent industrial organics presently

seeping from abandoned industrial waste disposal
sites at Breslube Enterprises near Kitchener from

reaching the adjacent Grand River.

Partially implemented. Remediation at both the
Uniroyal and Breslube sites is ongoing

Initiate a water quality surveillance program to
evaluate risks from possible contamination of the
water supply from any sources of synthetic organic
compounds (most notable sources — Uniroyal Ltd
plant at EImira, Waterloo sewage treatment plant).

Implemented. Monitoring is undertaken along
Canagagigue Creek by Chemtura (formerly
Uniroyal) and the Region of Waterloo monitoring
raw water and treated water according to the Safe
Drinking Water Act.

Develop new groundwater supplies for Cambridge
to meet future demands

Implemented. Investigations are ongoing.

City of Guelph - investigate the feasibility of
developing new groundwater supplies for the City
of Guelph (southeast of Guelph) to meet future
demands past 2001

Implemented. In 1990, the City of Guelph began a
multi-phase study of its water system. Investigating
expansion of the existing water system to meet
growth requirements was part of the study.

Elora and Fergus - carry out test drilling near Elora
and Fergus at a nearby buried bedrock valley to
assess its potential for future municipal supplies.

Implemented. A study to investigate aquifer
capacity was started in 2012.

Establish a groundwater surveillance network to
monitor contamination of usable groundwater
supplies.

Partially implemented. The Provincial Groundwater
Monitoring Program in the Grand River watershed
consist of 28 wells, however, monitoring of heavy
metals and organics is not done on a routine basis.

Continue water conservation programs in the
Regional Municipality of Waterloo, particularly in
Waterloo, Kitchener and Cambridge, and in
Guelph.

Implemented. Water conservation programs are
active in all noted municipalities.

Municipalities - consider moving away from a
decreasing rate structure to a rate structure that
encourages water conservation.

Implemented. All municipalities are now required to
have full cost recovery for water services.

Guelph and Brantford — trace water system losses
and find ways to reduce these losses.

Implemented. Guelph and Brantford are actively
investigating water system losses.

Recommendations to Maintain Adequate Water Q

uality

Install advanced sewage treatment facilities at the
Kitchener sewage treatment plant as soon as
possible.

Partially implemented. Completion of upgrades
planned for 2020.

Install advanced sewage treatment facilities at the
Waterloo sewage treatment plant by 2001.

Partially implemented. Completion of upgrades
planned for 2014.

Evaluate the impact of the Guelph advanced

Implemented. Additional upgrades have been
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Table 6:

Implementation of the Basin Study Recommendations

1982 Recommendation

2013 Status of Implementation

sewage treatment facilities on the water quality of
the lower Speed River

made and an optimization program initiated.

OMOECC and GRCA - jointly maintain six
continuous water quality monitoring stations.

Implemented.

OMAF - study effectiveness, type and site-specific
locations for rural non-point source controls, with
focus on Canagagigue Creek, middle Grand River,
Irvine Creek, Cox Creek, Conestogo and Nith River
sub-basins.

Not implemented. Several rural programs to assist
landowners to improve management of soil and
water resources have been implemented.

Urban areas - adopt storm water management
practices to reduce local flooding and improve
stream water quality.

Implemented.

GRCA - modify reservoir operating policies.

Implemented in 1984. Generally, these targets are
still in effect.

Recommendation to Protect the Montrose Reservoir Site

Protect the Montrose reservoir site for possible
future water management purposes by land
acquisition and planning controls.

Partially implemented. The GRCA has acquired
1,666 acres - about 30% of the required land.

Implemented. Municipal planning controls are
included in the Region of Waterloo Official Plan and
County of Wellington Official Plan.

Recommendation to Implement the Plan and Coo

rdinate Government Activities

Establish a committee to coordinate the activities of
the existing agencies in implementing the water
management plan.

Not implemented.

Establish a coordinating committee to lead periodic
re-evaluation of the plan and recommend new or
modified alternatives.

Not implemented.

Establish a small technical staff responsible to the
coordinating committee to assist in an on-going
review.

Not implemented.

14-24




	DraftWMP_coverFINAL
	WMP_Final_Rpt

