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The City of Edmonton is planning to replace a damaged boardwalk in Whitemud Ravine, adjacent to the
Whitemud Creek and within the City of Edmonton (Figure 1-1). The boardwalk is part of an extensive trail
system maintained and operated by the City. The new alignment will be located 15 m west of the existing
boardwalk, which will also be further away from Whitemud Creek.

The Whitemud Ravine is part of the North Saskatchewan River Valley and any new work in the river valley
is protected under the North Saskatchewan River Area Redevelopment Plan, Bylaw No. 7188 (City of
Edmonton 2014). tlined in Section 3.1.1, Parks and Biodiversity
determined that an Environmental Impact Assessment should be completed and accepted prior to project
construction.

The objective of this report is to assess the potential environmental impacts of the boardwalk construction
and develop strategies to avoid, minimize, or mitigate impacts. This report:

Describes the proposed project;
Characterizes the baseline environment;
Identifies the potential environmental impacts of the construction, operation, and maintenance of
the road;
Describes the mitigation strategies and procedures to avoid or reduce environmental impacts; and
Identifies any residual environmental impacts that cannot be reasonably mitigated.

In spring 2014, the boardwalk sustained damage from ice jams. Replacement of the existing boardwalk and
stairs, with the design for a boardwalk-only, will improve accessibility through an important wet area
crossing site, connecting the north and south portions of the Whitemud Ravine trail system. Existing
damage, accessibility, erosion of the north bank, and proximity to Whitemud Creek all factored into the new
alignment. Benefits of the new alignment are as follows:

Located further away from Whitemud Creek;
Avoids two mature white spruce trees (Picea glauca);
Avoids a local chipmunk (Tamias genus) burrows, which are important to local naturalists;
Improves accessibility (< 8% grade as compared to existing stairs) for diverse users (e.g., wheel
chairs, strollers, etc.);
Reduced on-ground footprint with the raised boardwalk and platform; and
Improved opportunity for wildlife viewing through the addition of a viewing platform.
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For the purpose of this report, the study area includes two designated areas: Project Footprint and Project
Area (Table 1-1).

Area Designation Definition

Project Footprint The area that will be directly disturbed within the boardwalk alignment.

Project Area The area within 100 m radius of the project footprint including Whitemud
Creek; the immediate area that may be directly affected by the project.

Whitemud Ravine provides opportunities for year-round recreation, including viewing platforms, hiking,
fishing, cross-country skiing, and equestrian trials in select areas. Whitemud Creek meanders through the
Whitemud Ravine and is part of the North Saskatchewan River Valley watershed.  It is slightly sloped
making this area highly desirable to recreationalists and naturalists of varying skill levels.  The area is also
surrounded by residential development and roadway infrastructure; increasing accessibility to these trail
systems.

The ravine provides a corridor for wildlife movement to and from the North Saskatchewan River, and
optimal refuge areas within the continuous riparian areas.

west of the damaged boardwalk and stairs, and 20m west of Whitemud Creek.

Site Description: 700 m south of Whitemud Drive
Land-legal: NW 12-52-25-4 W4M
Approximate GPS Location: 53.476363, -113.555448
Nearest watercourses: Whitemud Creek 20 m west; within the oxbow of Whitemud Creek.
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Preliminary designs of the new boardwalk are provided Appendix A and summarized in Table 2-1.  In
general, it will have the following features:

A new gravel approach, connecting to the existing gravel trail, with a 3% gradient at the trail
connections and an 8% gradient along the boardwalk over the oxbow.
Rip rap armoring on the west embankment of the trail, consisting of Class I and Class II rock (50
300 mm).
A new boardwalk and rails, with a height of 2.6 m from the oxbow surface.
36 cast in place concrete piles.
Restoration of the areas surrounding the trail and boardwalk.

Component Details Area

Boardwalk

Instream Concrete Piles (x 10) 400 mm diameter, 6 m depth 3 m2

Non-instream Concrete Piles (x 22) 400 mm diameter, 6 m depth 6 m2

Deck 2.6 m above water level, 3 x 6 153 m2

Viewing platform 150 m2

Gravel Approach (north and south
connection)

18 m x 3.4 m 62 m2

Riprap armoring (north embankment) Class I and Class II  100/200 mm to
500 mm; 25 m x 4 m

100 m2

The concrete piles will be installed using a cast-in-place method. A sub-set of the piles will be installed
within the oxbow (instream piles). For the instream piles, the work area will need to be isolated from the
remaining water column, to protect fish within the oxbow and water quality. Isolation measures may include
caissons driven into the oxbow at pile installation locations, but the exact isolation technique will be
determined by the contractor. The isolation will contain turbid water within the construction area and allow
the sediments to settle out of the water column before demobilization. In addition, it should be designed to
ensure the concrete will not leave the isolation area, impact the surrounding water by altering pH levels and
impacting resident fish.
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Staging for the project area will be located approximately 1 km north of the project area, in the parking area
off Rainbow Valley Road.  Two other areas have been identified for the contractor to use as laydown areas:
1) an area next to the viewing platform on the north bank (~ 25 m2); and 2) a 100 m2 (5 m by 20 m) area
adjacent to the trail on the south side.

The laydown area on the south side of the trail will require significant vegetation removal.

Construction is anticipated to start in July 2017, and will require approximately 10 weeks for construction of
the new boardwalk. Demolition of the damaged boardwalk (and stairs) and site restoration will be
completed following the installation of the new boardwalk.

Anticipated construction sequence, with associated timelines is as follows:

Grubbing of the trail areas (~ 1 week).
Pilings installation (~ 2 weeks).
Timber piers and deck beam installation (~ 1.5 week).
Decking  placement of the bridge planks on the beams (~ 1 week).
Handrail installation (this will take place alongside decking work (~1 to 2 weeks).
Final site grading (~1 week).
Demolition of the remaining damaged boardwalk structure and restoration of surrounding area.

Please note that construction timelines will likely increase depending on the ability to implement trail
closures.

An initial public consultation will be completed prior to the start of construction. The City will present the
proposed alignment and design to the public for their input and comments.

Key findings from this report could be used to support various communication activities or other
engagement approaches for public consultation. The key findings would expand the public understanding of
the project and the mitigation measures that will be undertaken during construction to protect both the
public and the environment.

A summary of the environmental regulations and legislation that has been considered for this project are
included below. Table 3-1 further outlines a specific summary of the permit/approval applications that are
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required for construction of the boardwalk. A comprehensive list of all permits/approvals, as well as
applicable legisla 1.

All development in the North Saskatchewan River Valley (including this project) must have specific approval
under Bylaw 7188. The following timeline outlines the Bylaw 7188 review process that has taken place so
far:

An Initial Project Review was submitted to Parks and Biodiversity on August 8, 2014 (File No.
GB14-57). City review comments, consolidated by Parks and Biodiversity were received on
September 9, 2014 (Posse: 159136708-001).
responded to both comments on September 10, 2014, to complete the IPR file.
Two IPRs were filed for the geotechnical investigations complete at the project site, but are
considered closed (GB15-14).
A Biophysical Assessment was submitted on October 14, 2014 that describes the desktop research
and field verification methods and findings of the assessment, and provides environmental
recommendations to consider in the design of the boardwalk.

This report is submitted to the Parks and Biodiversity Offices to fulfill follow-up Bylaw 7188 requirements for
File No. GB14-57.

The purpose of the Corporate Tree Management Policy C456A is to protect the tree canopy within the City
of Edmonton from destruction, loss, or damage. Where salvage of trees is not possible, the City of
Edmonton determines the financial value of the trees removed based on size and species. Vegetation
clearing is not anticipated for the boardwalk construction. Any trees marked for removal to accommodate
project work will require evaluation by the City under this policy.

The Community Standards Bylaw, Bylaw 14600 (City of Edmonton 2016) regulates noise within the City of
Edmonton. The Bylaw also restricts construction activity to between 7 a.m. and 9 p.m. on any day other
than Sunday or a holiday and between 9 a.m. and 7 p.m. on Sunday or holiday. Construction planning
should consider the timing restrictions detailed in this Bylaw.

1 As required under the 2017 ECO Plan Framework, Section 3.2.
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Work in or near a waterbody, including wetlands, is regulated under the provincial Water Act (R.S.A. 2000,
C. W-3).  A notification must be submitted to Alberta Environment and Parks under the Code of Practice for
Watercourse Crossings at least 14 days prior to the start of construction.

All Crown land, including the bed and shore of permanent and naturally occurring waterbodies, is regulated
under the provincial Public Lands Act (R.S.A. 2000, C. P-40). Occupation of Crown land requires a
disposition.

A disposition has been obtained for the occupation of the new boardwalk footprint on Crown land (bed and
shore of the oxbow): DLO150027. This Licence expires August 9, 2040.

Archaeological and paleontological resources are regulated under the provincial Historical Resources Act
(R.S.A. 2000, C. H-9). The project area is located in an area that has high potential for archaeological and
paleontological resources (Historical Resource Value: 5, archaeological and palaeontological), and as a
result requires Clearance from Alberta Culture and Tourism (ACT).

A Clearance application was submitted to ACT in 2014. During their review, ACT determined that the
project has a high potential to affect Quaternary (ice age) palaeontological resources, given the steep
sedimentary exposures on the northern side of the oxbow crossing. Therefore, ACT required a Historical
Resources Impact Assessment to be completed for the new trail by a palaeontologist qualified to hold a

Paleontology HRIA was completed on October 1, 2014 and approved by ACT with standard conditions on
February 5, 2016.

Historical resources are further discussed in Section 5.6.

The provincial Wildlife Act (R.S.A. 2000, c. W-10) prohibits the wilful molestation, disruption, or destruction
of wildlife, or a house, nest, or den of wildlife.

If bird surveys are carried out as part of construction mitigation activities, or if any animal relocation is
planned, a permit under this Act will be required (Research Permit/Collection Licence).
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Handling, capturing, relocating fish is regulated under this Act. If fish are trapped during instream work (e.g.,
following installation of isolation measures), a fish salvage may be required; prior to the fish salvage, the
fisheries biologist completing the salvage will need to obtain a Fish Research License under the Fisheries
(Alberta) Act.

The Weed Control Act (R.S.A., 2008, c. W-5.1) regulates weed species listed in Schedule 1 (prohibited
noxious) and Schedule 2 (noxious) of the Act. Project activities must destroy weeds listed in Schedule 1,
and control or prevent the spread of weeds listed in Schedule 2.

Provisions under the federal Fisheries Act (R.S.C., 1985, c. F-14) apply to activities that have the potential
to cause serious harm to fish where the focus is on commercial, recreational, or Aboriginal fishery.

 is defined as the death of fish or the permanent alteration or destruction of fish habitat.

Fisheries and Oceans Canada (DFO) determined on August 22, 2014 that this project does not require
Authorization, given that serious harm to fish can be avoided by following standard measures. The

ing construction. As per the
Measures, the instream work area must be isolated, and if trapped, a fish salvage must be completed by a
qualified professional (Government of Canada 2013). DFO should be updated prior to the start of work with
the new 2017 construction schedule and the updated design drawings/construction methods.

The federal Migratory Birds Convention Act, 1994 (S.C. 1994, c. 22) protects migratory birds, their eggs,
and their nests. Any project activities that may impact migratory birds, their eggs, or nests, should be
considered, and mitigation planned as appropriate (e.g., tree/vegetation clearing timing to avoid the nesting
season). Timing constraints are noted in Section 3.2.4 and timing mitigations are further discussed in
Section 5.4.

Activities with potential to impact a species at risk or species of concern and/or the habitat are regulated
under the federal Species at Risk Act (SARA) (S.C. 2002, c. 29).

A permit would be required if any fish or wildlife species listed in Schedule 1 of SARA may be handled
during the project; current data indicates no SARA permit will be required for project activities.
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Legislation Application details Approval No./
application
outcome

Fisheries Act Regulatory Item Request for Review DFO File No. 14-
HCAA-01127

Effective Date 22 August 2014

Expiry Date N/A

Water Act
(provincial)

Regulatory Item Code of Practice Notification (Boardwalk) Submit 14 days
prior to the start of
construction.Effective Date TBD

Expiry Date TBD

Public Lands
Act (provincial)

Regulatory Item Disposition (Boardwalk) DLO150027

Effective Date 10 August 2015

Expiry Date 9 August 2040

Historical
Resources Act
(provincial)

Regulatory Item Online clearance Historical Resources
Impact Assessment

OPaC 005786259

Effective Date 28 August 2014 5 February 2016

Expiry Date N/A N/A

North
Saskatchewan
River Valley
Area
Redevelopment
Plan; Bylaw
No. 7188

Regulatory Item Initial Project
Review (IPR)

Environmental
Impact Assessment
(EIA)

In progress

Effective Date 13 August 2014 TBD

Expiry Date N/A N/A
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A review of publicly available data and information was completed to identify potential environmental
constraints specific to the project area. Sources of information included:

Fish and Wildlife Management Information System (FWMIS) (Government of Alberta 2014a);
Alberta Conservation Information Management System (ACIMS) (Government of Alberta 2013a);
Historical Resources Act listings (ABADATA 2016);
Government of Alberta Species at Risk Database (Government of Alberta 2011);
Species at Risk Public Registry (Government of Canada 2016b); and
Agricultural Region of Alberta Soil Inventory Database (Government of Alberta 2015).

Previous studies completed within the project area and reviewed as part of the EIA include:

Geotechnical Investigation by Golder Associates dated October 6, 2014 and May 12, 2016
(Appendix B);
Paleontological Historical Resource Impact Assessment by Nautilus Paleontology dated October 1,
2014 (Appendix C); and,
A Biophysical Assessment by Associated Engineering Ltd. dated July 29, 2014 (Appendix D).

and Jöel Gervais, B.Sc., QAES., conducted a field assessment and rare plant survey on July 29, 2014 to
inspect the existing damaged boardwalk and the proposed new boardwalk location; the surrounding area
was also surveyed for wildlife and vegetation.

A follow up field verification was completed by Michael Paulsen, P. Eng. (Lead Bridge Designer) and
Sandra Meidinger, P. Biol. (AE Project Manager and Lead Biologist) on November 2, 2106 to confirm the
new boardwalk alignment.

Field photographs are included in Appendix E.
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The project area is located within the North Saskatchewan River valley, in the City of Edmonton. Whitemud
Ravine contains a network of existing trails and boardwalks. Per City of Edmonton Bylaw 7188, the
protection of the River Valley environment is important in order to provide Edmontonians with a contiguous
recreation and open space system as well as to retain the existing designated residential areas (City of
Edmonton 2014).

The neighbouring areas are generally residential, and nearby features include the Derrick Golf and Winter
Club, and parking for access to the trails and river valley.

The project area lies within the aspen parkland region of Alberta and is characterized by Black
Chernozemic soils with Glysolic soils present in low lying areas (Government of Alberta 2013b). Golder
Associates conducted a geotechnical survey on September 2, 2014 (Appendix B). The methods included
drilling four test holes using a 50mm auger at depth ranging from 1.5 to 3.4m below the soil surface.

The results of Golder Associates geotechnical survey showed that on the north embankment mainly
consisted of a clayshale bedrock and sand with some gravel. This sand was uniform in the grade. Within
the floodplain the bedrock remained the same, however, the subsurface conditions shifted from sand to silty
clay. Topsoil depths ranged in depth from the soil surface to 0.1 to 0.2m.

The slope on the north side of the oxbow crossing poses significant erosion potential particularly where the
existing stairs and boardwalk are located. Restoration plans should include erosion protection measures for
this slope to prevent slope failure and sedimentation to both the oxbow and Whitemud Creek.

Vegetation within the project area is generally riparian, with some upland terrestrial vegetation. During the
field survey, shrubs and aquatic vegetation were observed (Table 5-1). None of the plant species observed
on site have conservation listings under the Species at Risk Act or provincial Wildlife Act, Schedule 6
(Government of Alberta 2011, Government of Canada 2014).

A mature spruce tree was noted during the field visit at the edge of the slope along the existing trail, with a
 The tree was observed as a potentially

unstable safety hazard; however, removal of this tree is not within the project footprint.

Minimal vegetation will be disturbed under the project footprint as shown in Figure 5-1.  The proposed
alignment was chosen to avoid mature vegetation.
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Common
Name

Scientific Name Habitat Species at
Risk Act
Status1

COSEWIC
Status1

Wildlife Act
Schedule 6

Listing2

2010 General
Status of

Wild Species3

Trees and Shrubs (riparian, transitional, and upland2)

White spruce Picea gluaca Upland Not listed Not listed Not listed Secure

Prickly rose Rosa acicularis Upland Not listed Not listed Not listed Secure

Green alder Alnus crispa Transitional Not listed Not listed Not listed Secure

Manitoba
maple

Acer negundo Transitional Not listed Not listed Not listed Undetermined

Red-osier
dogwood

Cornus
stolonifera

Upland Not listed Not listed Not listed Secure

Saskatoon Amelanchier
alnifolia

Upland Not listed Not listed Not listed Secure

Wild red
raspberry

Rubus idaeus Upland Not listed Not listed Not listed Secure

Snowberry Symphoricarpos
albus

Upland Not listed Not listed Not listed Secure

High bush
cranberry

Epilobium
angustifolium

Transitional Not listed Not listed Not listed Secure

Mountain ash Sorbus species Upland Not listed Not listed Not listed Secure

Sandbar
willow

Salix exigua Riparian Not listed Not listed Not listed Secure

Wolf willow Elaeagnus
commutata

Upland Not listed Not listed Not listed Secure

Salix bebbiana Riparian Not listed Not listed Not listed Secure

Forbes and Graminoids3

Cattail Typha latifolia Riparian Not listed Not listed Not listed Secure

Reed canary
grass

Phalaris
arundinacea

Riparian Not listed Not listed Not listed Secure

2 Wilkinson, K.1990. Trees and Shrubs of Alberta. Lone Pine Publishing. Edmonton (AB).
3 Lahring, H. 2003. Water and Wetland Plants of the Prairie Provinces. University of Regina; Canadian
Plains Research Centre. Regina (SK).
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Common
Name

Scientific Name Habitat Species at
Risk Act
Status1

COSEWIC
Status1

Wildlife Act
Schedule 6

Listing2

2010 General
Status of

Wild Species3

Water
hemlock

Cicuta maculata Riparian Not listed Not listed Not listed Secure

Stinging
nettle

Urtica dioica Riparian Not listed Not listed Not listed Secure

Marsh
skullcap

Scutellaria
galericulata

Riparian Not listed Not listed Not listed Secure

Rare Species

Lance-leaved
loosestrife

Lysimachia
lanceolata

Riparian Not listed Not listed Not listed Exotic

1Government of Canada. 2016b. Species at Risk Public Registry. A to Z Species Index.
http://www.sararegistry.gc.ca/sar/index/default_e.cfm. Accessed February 17, 2017.
2 Wildlife Regulation, Alberta Regulation 143/1997, Schedule 6.
http://www.qp.alberta.ca/documents/Regs/1997_143.pdf. Accessed February 17, 2017.
3 Government of Alberta. 2011. Wild Species Status Search. http://aep.alberta.ca/fish-wildlife/species-at-risk/wild-
species-status-search.aspx. Accessed February 17, 2017.
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A search of Alberta Conservation Information Management System (ACIMS) revealed five non-sensitive
element occurrences, no protected areas, and no Crown reservations/notations within ATS Section 12-52-
25-W4M (Government of Alberta 2013a). These non-sensitive species and their statuses are provided in
Table 5-2 below.

None of the species from the ACIMS desktop search were incidentally observed in the project area during
the field visit. However, lance-leaved loosestrife (Lysimachia lanceolata) was detected more than 50 m from
the site along the west edge of the oxbow (Figure 5-4). This plant is listed as an exotic species in Alberta
(Government of Alberta 2011) with an ACIMS ecological community ranking of S3 (21  80 occurrences;
may be rare and local throughout its range, or found locally in a restricted range) and a global ranking of G5
(community is demonstrably widespread and abundant); but is not currently listed under the Species-at-
Risk Act.
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Several noxious weeds were observed in the project area during the field visit; non-listed weed species
were also noted in the project area (Table 5-3).

Common
Name

Scientific Name Habitat ACIMS
Type1

Weed Control
Act Scheduled

listing2

Scheduled (Noxious) Weeds

Field bindweed Convolvulus arvensis Riparian/Disturbed sites Exotic Noxious

Canada thistle Cirsium arvense Disturbed areas Exotic Noxious

Common tansy Tanacetum vulgare Disturbed areas Exotic Noxious

White cockle Lychnis alba Upland Exotic Noxious

Perennial sow
thistle

Sonchus arvensis Disturbed areas Exotic Noxious

Dalmatian
toadflax

Linaria dalmatica Disturbed areas Exotic Noxious

Tall buttercup Ranunculus acris Riparian/Disturbed areas Exotic Noxious

Non-listed Weeds

Sweet clover Genus Melilotus Disturbed areas Exotic Not listed

Lambs quarters Chenopodium album Riparian/Upland Exotic Not listed

Flixweed Descurainia sophia Disturbed areas Exotic Not listed

1 List of Elements in Alberta  Vascular Plants. 2015. ACIMS. http://www.albertaparks.ca/media/6493459/acims-list-of-
elements-in-alberta-vascular-plants.xlsx. February 17, 2017.
2 Weed Control Regulation. Alberta Regulation 19/2010, Part 4 Schedule.
www.qp.alberta.ca/documents/Regs/1997_143.pdf. February 17, 2017.
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The -
for bald eagles, Haliaeetus leucocephalus (Government of Alberta 2014a). It is

located south and outside of the Key Wildlife Biodiversity Zone (Figure 5-3). There are also four
documented occurrences of wildlife within a 2 km radius of the boardwalk based on a desktop search
(Government of Alberta 2014a); summarized in Table 5-4, and further discussed below. Species that were
observed during the site visit are discussed in Section 5.4.3 and summarized in Table 5-5.

Common
Name

Scientific
Name

Habitat Species at
Risk Act
Status1

COSEWIC
status1

Wildlife Act
Schedule 6

Listing2

2010
General
Status
of Wild

Species3

Barred
Owl

Strix varia Coniferous forests
near water sources

Not listed Not listed Not listed Sensitive

Peregrine
Falcon

Flaco
peregrinus

Wetlands/grasslands
Dry forests

Special
concern
Schedule 1

Special
concern

Endangered At Risk

Canadian
Toad

Anaxyrus
hemiophrys

Various types:
Wetlands/pastures/
Forests/grasslands

Not listed Not at risk Not listed May be
at Risk

Northern
Leopard
Frog

Rana
pipiens

Forests/grasslands
Riparian areas

Special
concern
Schedule 1

Special
concern

Not listed At Risk

1 Government of Canada. 2016b. Species at Risk Public Registry. A to Z Species Index.
http://www.sararegistry.gc.ca/sar/index/default_e.cfm. Accessed February 17, 2017.
2 Wildlife Regulation, Alberta Regulation 143/1997, Schedule 6.
http://www.qp.alberta.ca/documents/Regs/1997_143.pdf. Accessed February 17, 2017.
3 Government of Alberta. 2011. Wild Species Status Search. http://aep.alberta.ca/fish-wildlife/species-at-risk/wild-
species-status-search.aspx. Accessed February 17, 2017.
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Based the desktop search noted above, Barred owls (Strix varia) and Peregrine falcons (Flaco peregrinus)
have been previously documented within 2km of the project area. Barred owls are generally found in
swamps and dense forest. They may move into open areas for nocturnal hunting. This species is a resident
of Alberta year round, and it may begin nesting activities in the early spring (Government of Alberta 2016).
Peregrine falcons are generally found nesting close to riparian habitat or marsh habitats. They are active
from mid-to-late April until they migrate south for the winter, anytime from late August to October
(Government of Alberta 2009b).

The project area is located within the migratory nesting zone of B4, which has a nesting period from April 15
to August 31 (Government of Canada 2016a). The nesting period for owls and other birds of prey in this
area is from March 1 to August 15 (Government of Alberta 2013). Table 5-5 further summarizes the
guidelines for sensitive timing windows for these species, with setback distances from nesting sites or leks
based on the level of disturbance required to complete construction works.

As previously mentioned, the project area is located within the Sharp-tailed grouse survey zone. However, it
does not support preferred habitat for Sharp-tailed grouse or their leks, which generally is within brush
areas near agricultural fields (Government of Alberta 2009b).

Species Location Time of Year Level of Disturbance

Low Medium High

Sensitive Raptor Species
Peregrine falcon, Bald
eagle, Golden eagle, Prairie
falcon, Ferruginous hawk

Nesting
sites

March 15th

July 15th

1000m 1000m 1000m

July 16th

March 14th

50m 100m 1000m

Sharp-tailed grouse
(Pedioecetes phasianellus)

Leks March 15th

July 15th

500m 500m 500m

July 16th

March 14th

100m 100m 500m

Barred Owl
(Strix varia)

Nesting
sites

March 1st

August 15th

100m 400m 500m

August 16th

February 28th

N/A N/A 500m
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Documented occurrences of amphibians within 2 km of the project area include the Canadian toad (Bufo
hemiophrys), active April to September (Government of Alberta 2009a), and the Northern leopard frog
(Rana pipiens), active April to October (Government of Alberta 2013d). During active periods, the Canadian
toad is generally mobile during the day and burrows into the ground at night. The Northern leopard frog is
generally active at night, resting during the day in shallow pockets in the soil to absorb moisture and avoid
predators.

Given the abundance of riparian habitat, there is a high likelihood of amphibians being present in the project
area during the active periods.

A chipmunk (Tamias genus) nesting area was observed during the field visit, northwest of the existing
boardwalk and stairs (Figure 5-4). Chipmunks are active in Alberta from spring to autumn. In winter, they
spend the majority of their time in solitary burrows, alternating between bouts of activity and torpor
(Government of Alberta 2010). Additional species noted during the field visit are included in Table 5-6.

Common
Name

Scientific Name Observation
Type

Species
at Risk

Act
Status1

COSEWIC
status1

Wildlife
Act

Schedule
6 Listing2

2010 General
Status of

Wild
Species3

Garter snake Thamnophis
(Genus)

One
individual

Unknown Unknown Not listed Sensitive

Chipmunk Tamias genus Three
individuals

Unknown Unknown Not listed Unknown

Red squirrel Tamiasciurus
hudsonicus

Two
individuals

Not listed  Not listed Not listed Secure

Gadwall
duck

Anas strepera 12
individuals

Not listed  Not listed Not listed Secure

Mallard duck Anas
platyrhynchos

Three
individuals

Not listed  Not listed Not listed Secure

Various
songbirds

Various species Individuals Unknown Unknown Not listed Unknown
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Common
Name

Scientific Name Observation
Type

Species
at Risk

Act
Status1

COSEWIC
status1

Wildlife
Act

Schedule
6 Listing2

2010 General
Status of

Wild
Species3

Western
screech owl

Megascops
kennicottii

One
individual

Not listed Not listed Not listed Accidental

Black hornet Vespa (Genus) Nest Unknown Unknown Not listed Unknown

Coyote Canis latrans Tracks Not listed Not listed Not listed Secure

Weasel Mustela (Genus) Tracks Unknown Unknown Not listed Unknown

Beaver Castor
Canadensis

Activity Not listed Not listed Not listed Secure

1 Government of Canada. 2016b. Species at Risk Public Registry. A to Z Species Index.
http://www.sararegistry.gc.ca/sar/index/default_e.cfm. Accessed February 17, 2017.
2 Wildlife Regulation, Alberta Regulation 143/1997, Schedule 6.
http://www.qp.alberta.ca/documents/Regs/1997_143.pdf. Accessed February 17, 2017.
3 Government of Alberta. 2011. Wild Species Status Search. http://aep.alberta.ca/fish-wildlife/species-at-risk/wild-
species-status-search.aspx. Accessed February 17, 2017.
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The new boardwalk alignment will cross an oxbow, about 20 m west of the Whitemud Creek channel (see
Figure 5-4). Although the oxbow is not currently connected to Whitemud Creek, it was noted by a local
resident that it has historically been connected during periods of extremely high water (flood events)4 . This
oxbow is approximately 350 m in length (U-bend shape) and about 10 m in width. Whitemud Creek is a
tributary to the North Saskatchewan River and spans a length of approximately 11 km. Whitemud Creek
and the oxbow are both located on the south side of the North Saskatchewan River.

The oxbow is considered a Class D waterbody because it is not hydrologically connected to Whitemud
Creek. Several small fish were visually observed in the oxbow during the 2014 field assessment. The
species could not be confirmed but appeared to be fry, cyprinid (family Cyprinidae), stickleback (family
Gasterosteidae), or northern pikeminnow (Ptychocheilus oregonensis).

While the boardwalk will not be constructed within the bed and banks of Whitemud Creek, the creek is
within close proximity to the project footprint (within 20 m).  Whitemud Creek is a Class B watercourse in
the Alberta Water Act Code of Practice Maps, with a restricted activity period (RAP) from April 16 to June
30. It is known to contains important walleye (Sander vitreus) spawning habitat (Government of Alberta
2012).

No species at risk for fish were identified in the FWMIS search, either provincially or federally (Table 5-5)
(Wildlife Regulation, A.R. 143/1997, Government of Canada 2014). An aquatic habitat assessment of
Whitemud Creek in 2010 specified fine material as the predominant substrate (<2 mm; 36%), followed by
small gravel (2 - 16 mm; 28%), large gravel (20%), and cobble (4%) (Government of Alberta 2014a).

4 According to local knowledge, the oxbow was last connected to Whitemud Creek ~ 4 years ago (J.
Gervais personal communication with local residents, 2014).
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Common
Name

Scientific
Name

Species at
Risk Act
Status1

COSEWIC
Status1

Wildlife Act
Schedule 6

Listing2

2010 General
Status of Wild

Species3

Burbot Lota lota Not listed Not listed Not listed Secure

Brook
Stickleback

Culaea
inconstans

Not listed Not listed Not listed Secure

Fathead
minnow

Pimephales
promelas

Not listed Not listed Not listed Secure

Lake chub Couesius
plumbeus

Not listed Not listed Not listed Secure

Longnose dace Rhinichthys
cataractae

Not listed Not listed Not listed Secure

Longnose
sucker

Catostomus
catostomus

Not listed Not listed Not listed Secure

Northern
crayfish

Orconectes
virilis

Not listed Not listed Not listed Not assessed

Pearl dace Margariscus
margarita

Not listed Not listed Not listed Undetermined

River shiner Notropis
blennius

Not listed Not listed Not listed Undetermined

Spottail shiner Notropis
hudsonius

Not listed Not listed Not listed Secure

White sucker Catostomus
commersoni

Not listed Not listed Not listed Secure

1 Government of Canada. 2016b. Species at Risk Public Registry. A to Z Species Index.
http://www.sararegistry.gc.ca/sar/index/default_e.cfm. Accessed February 17, 2017.
2 Wildlife Regulation, Alberta Regulation 143/1997, Schedule 6.
http://www.qp.alberta.ca/documents/Regs/1997_143.pdf. Accessed February 17, 2017.
3 Government of Alberta. 2011. Wild Species Status Search. http://aep.alberta.ca/fish-wildlife/species-at-risk/wild-
species-status-search.aspx. Accessed February 17, 2017.
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The Whitemud Ravine is part of the North Saskatchewan River Valley, a protected area under Bylaw 7188
as part of
Edmonton Nature Club, a non-
(Edmonton Nature Club 2017).

The Whitemud Boardwalk provides access for recreational users to the river valley trails off the Rainbow
Valley Road, to various neighborhoods, including Aspen Gardens. The new boardwalk will allow for the trail
system to be more accessible to a variety of recreational users by replacing the existing stairs with a sloped
gravel trail, connecting to the new boardwalk.

As mentioned in Section 3, the project is in an area with high potential for archaeological and
paleontological resources (Historical Resource Value: 5, archaeological and palaeontological).

The HRIA completed in 2014 determined that the risk of encountering fossil resources during Project
construction is minimal. As a result, project Clearance was obtained from ACT. However, if any fossiliferous
material is encountered during the project work, contractors must immediately contact the City Project
Manager.
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Observations made during the literature review and field verification guided the assessment of
environmental impacts related to the project. The assessment considered:

the baseline environmental conditions (Section 5);
planned construction activities;
the proposed boardwalk upgrade concept; and
operation of the boardwalk.

Impacts were assessed by comparing the baseline site conditions with the expected final site conditions.
Where impacts on the baseline conditions are expected, consideration is given to minimize impacts through
mitigation strategies and best management practices (BMPs). Changes expected to have minor impacts or
deemed to be easily mitigated were considered negligible impacts.

The boardwalk replacement has been designed to avoid short and long-term impacts on the surrounding
environment and such that impacts can be easily mitigated. The new alignment will avoid mature trees and
will be located further away from Whitemud Creek, minimizing its influence on the main channel. Removal
of the existing boardwalk will also allow for establishment of erosion and sediment control where the bank is
eroding.

The key concerns addressed in this EIA include:

Loss of instream and upland vegetation within the project footprint;
Spread of invasive species;
Wildlife and fish encounters during construction; and
Indirect impacts on nearby fish habitat in Whitemud creek.

Loss of vegetation is anticipated within the project footprint. Aquatic vegetation loss will be limited to the
area of the instream piles (~3 m2) and clearing a 1 m wide across the channel (~ 10 m2) to enable access to
the piles.
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Disturbance to vegetation should be minimized wherever possible and be limited to the construction area.
Delineating the construction area using flagging or fencing prior to construction starting will prevent any
unnecessary loss to vegetation.

Vegetation within the proposed laydown areas will primarily be Manitoba maple (Acer negundo), alder
(Alnus spp.) and red-osier dogwood (Cornus stolonifera).  However, Urban Forestry Department should be
consulted on all vegetation disturbance and protection measures as they directly relate to the project work;
the Urban Forestry Department will perform all tree/vegetation removal and maintenance activities. Section
7.1.3 provides mitigation measures relating to the timing of vegetation disturbance, to minimize impact on
migratory birds and sensitive owl species.

Lance-leaved loosestrife (rare plant) was observed during the field visit more than 50 m away from the
project area. A qualified professional should confirm that this species (and no other rare species) is not
present within the project area (particularly the laydown areas) prior to construction. If it is not present,
mitigations are not anticipated to be required.

Under the Weed Control Act, the project must Section 3.2.6). Weed
species on site should be re-assessed by a qualified environmental professional prior to construction, and
their approximate locations considered for further management and equipment siting. Additionally, the
contractor should provide as part of the project ECO Plan, a procedure for the control of Noxious weed
species on site.

Additionally, during construction, spread prevention actions should be implemented. For example, all
equipment should be cleaned prior to arriving on site and prior to leaving to prevent introduction of weed
species from other sites, and to prevent the spread of the weed species known to be present on this site.

5 should be kept on site
for reference by construction personnel. If any prohibited noxious weeds are identified they must be
destroyed.

The boardwalk replacement is not expected to change or obstruct the movement of wildlife through the
Whitemud Ravine.  There are minor changes to the landscape from the existing state and post-construction
alignment and wildlife will be able to continue to pass on the west side of the oxbow.

5 Wheatland County. 2013. Alberta Invasive Plant Identification Guide.
http://open.alberta.ca/dataset/8bb61884-bbfb-4640-bd5d-96f6e633d4ee/resource/275f7dbe-8116-4d81-
ba95-329df950be7e/download/6740590-2013-Alberta-Invasive-Plant-Identification-Guide-2013-06-13.pdf
(accessed 26 October 2016).
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The presence of wildlife should be considered during construction planning to avoid harassing or disturbing
in accordance with the Wildlife Act.  Riparian habitat comprises much of the project area. While larger
mammals and ungulates will be easily observed within the construction areas, amphibians may go
unnoticed.  They are most likely to be present within the project footprint during their active periods.

To reduce the impacts on amphibians in the area, the quality of habitat should be protected from the risks of
contamination and sedimentation while working near Whitemud Creek and the oxbow. Woody debris should
be left alone wherever possible as these are common basking sites for amphibians. During construction,
the area should be inspected each morning to ensure wildlife is not trapped within the isolation area or by
the ESC measures. Silt fencing, if installed to the correct depth or weighted down at the base, may also
work as amphibian exclusion fencing to deter them from entering the project work area. This is generally
more effective when implemented prior to the end of hibernation periods (OMNR 2013).

Vegetation clearing should be targeted to occur outside of sensitive wildlife breeding/nesting periods,
March 1 to August 31 (in other words, clear between September 1 and February 28), where possible. The
construction schedule as proposed will likely require some clearing and grubbing to occur during this
period. Therefore, a qualified environmental professional should be consulted prior to vegetation removal to
determine if preferred nesting habitat is present in the project area and, if required, complete a nesting
survey 7 days prior to clearing.

Table 7-1 outlines the restricted periods and setbacks for sensitive raptors and sharp-tailed grouse
(Government of Alberta 2013c).

It is expected that the total instream footprint will be 3 m2 (or 10 piles) and will have minimal impacts to the
aquatic environment within the oxbow.  In addition, the height of the boardwalk is expected to be 2.6 m
above the substrate; therefore, it is anticipated that there will be no effect on the movement of water and
fish within the oxbow.  Aquatic vegetation will continue to grow beneath the structure and regulate water
temperature and provide nutrients for fish.

During all concrete work for the installation of the piles, compressed CO2 should be kept nearby, to use in
case of spills of liquid concrete into the oxbow. CO2 may be used immediately following a spill to neutralize
alkalinity caused by the spill. Additionally, in the event of a spill, the pH of the oxbow should be monitored to
determine when the alkalinity is neutralized by the CO2. Samples from other parts of the oxbow should be
used as a baseline for pH.

The oxbow is considered a Class D waterbody and has been identified as containing fish. Work in this
waterbody (specifically, any below the high water mark) will require appropriate regulatory permits and
mitigation measures such as the use of isolation. Due to the proximity of Whitemud Creek, extra caution
when working near the creek should be taken during the Restricted Activity Period for this Class B
waterbody (April 16 to June 30).
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The Fisheries and Oceans Canada (DFO) guidelines for Measures to Avoid Causing Harm to Fish or Fish
Habitat must also be followed (Government of Canada 2013).

Other key mitigation strategies and best management practices for this project will include:

1. Minimizing the potential for workers and equipment entering the site to introduce or spread weeds.
Ensure all equipment is clean and free of debris, and remove existing noxious weed species if
encountered on site.

2. Implementing
and reclamation: soil stabilization through planting water-tolerant native seeds, live willow staking,
and use of wattle lines and native shrubs. Consider also the potential impact of intense weather
events on re-seeding plans.

3. All ESC measures should be free of hay and straw to prevent the spread of non-native seeds and
to prevent attracting wildlife;

4. Completing clearing work outside of March 1 and August 31, taking into consideration the nesting
periods for migratory birds, sensitive raptors, and barred owls. If any raptor nests are detected on
site, specific disturbance buffers may need to be established, as identified in Table 7-1.

5. Isolating the work area in the oxbow using caisson or a silt curtain, any trapped fish must be
removed from the within the isolation area before proceeding;

6. Removing the isolation curtain in the oxbow once sediment has settled out of the water column;
7. Restoring the site to its original condition upon project completion and seeding disturbed areas with

a native seed mix .
8. All areas disturbed during construction will be cleared of construction waste and re-contoured to

original conditions;
9. Completing an Environmental Construction Operation (ECO) Plan which details any environmental

sensitivities, erosion and sediment control, mitigation strategies and regulatory framework. The plan
will include the following details:

 All machinery will be clean and free of oil and grease and will not be allowed to enter to
wetted perimeter of the oxbow or Whitemud Creek;

 Refuelling of equipment will occur at least 30 m from any surface water feature or at such a
distance that petroleum products will not be released into surface drainages;

 Spill kits, equipped with river booms and absorbent pads, will be kept near the water at all
times.

 All spills will be immediately contained and reported to the appropriate authority; and
 No construction waste is to be left on-site and the site must be clean of debris upon

completion.

A Qualified Aquatic Environmental Specialist (QAES) should be retained as an environmental monitor to
provide periodic monitoring during the installation of the concrete piles. The monitor will have the authority
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to halt or modify construction activities if some aspect of the work is creating or will result in environmental
damage.

There are no foreseeable operation and maintenance issues once the boardwalk is installed.
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The replacement of the Whitemud Boardwalk, is expected to have minor environmental impacts provided
the mitigation strategies described above are implemented. Any concerns can be managed by following
best management practices and minimizing disturbance where possible as summarized in

City personnel should be notified immediately of any wildlife encounters or other environmental concerns
relating to this project. Environmental permits and approvals, the project ECO Plan, and ESC Plan should
be adhered to and available on site during all project work. A site inspection is recommended following
project completion.



Abacus Datagraphics (ABADATA). 2016. Available online at: http://www.abacusdatagraphics.com/.
Accessed February 15, 2017.

British Columbia Ministry of Water, Land, and Air Protection. 2004. Best Management Practices for
Amphibians and Reptiles in Urban and Rural Environments in British Columbia. Available online at:
http://www.env.gov.bc.ca/wld/BMP/herptile/HerptileBMP_final.pdf. Accessed February 14, 2017.

Brodo, I.M., S.D. Sharnoff, S. Sharnoff. 2001. Lichens of North America.

Bryophyte Flora of North America. 2007. Available online at:
http://www.efloras.org/florataxon.aspx?flora_id=50&taxon_id=250062096

City of Edmonton. 2014. North Saskatchewan River Valley Area Redevelopment Plan Bylaw 7188. Adopted
on February 26, 1985, Office Consolidation, September 2014. Available online at:
https://www.edmonton.ca/residential_neighbourhoods/documents/plans_in_effect/North_Saskatche
wan_River_ARP_Consolidation.pdf. Accessed January 27, 2017.

City of Edmonton. 2016a. Community Standards Bylaw. Available online at:
http://www.edmonton.ca/bylaws_licences/C14600.pdf. Accessed January 26, 2017.

Edmonton Nature Club. 2017. Whitemud Ravine. Available online at:
http://edmontonnatureclub.org/whitemud-ravine.html. Accessed February 14, 2017.

E.H. Moss, John G. Packer. 1983. Flora of Alberta 2nd Edition. University of Toronto Press.

Fisheries Act, R.S.C. 1985, c. F-14. Available online at: http://laws-lois.justice.gc.ca/eng/acts/F-14/.
Accessed October 28, 2016.

Government of Alberta. 2009a. Wild Species: Canadian Toad (Bufo hemiophrys). Available online at:
http://aep.alberta.ca/fish-wildlife/wild-species/amphibians/toads/canadian-toad.aspx. Accessed
February 21, 2017.

Government of Alberta. 2009b. Wild Species: Peregrine Falcon (Falco peregrinus). Available online at:
http://aep.alberta.ca/fish-wildlife/wild-species/birds/falcons-woodland-hawks/peregrine-falcon.aspx.
Accessed on February 16, 2017.

Government of Alberta 2010. Wild Species: Red-tailed Chipmunk (Tamia ruficaudus). Available online at:
http://aep.alberta.ca/fish-wildlife/wild-species/mammals/rabbits-rodents/red-tailed-chipmunk.aspx.
Accessed February 16, 2017.



City of Edmonton

Government of Alberta. 2011. Wild Species Status Search. Alberta Environment and Parks. Available
online at: http://aep.alberta.ca/fish-wildlife/species-at-risk/wild-species-status-search.aspx.
Accessed February 17, 2017.

Government of Alberta. 2013a. Alberta Parks: Search ACIMS Data. Alberta Environment and Parks.
Available online at: http://www.albertaparks.ca/acims-data#. Accessed October 9, 2014.

Government of Alberta. 2013b. The Aspen Parkland Region. Alberta Environment and Sustainable
Resource Development. Available online at:
http://www1.agric.gov.ab.ca/$department/deptdocs.nsf/all/sag1497. Accessed October 10, 2014.

Government of Alberta. 2013c. Enhanced Approval Process Integrated Standards and Guidelines.
Available online at: http://aep.alberta.ca/forms-maps-services/enhanced-approval-process/eap-
manuals-guides/documents/EAP-IntegratedStandardsGuide-Dec01-2013.pdf

Government of Alberta 2013d. Wild Species: Northern Leopard Frog (Rana pipiens). Available online at:
http://aep.alberta.ca/fish-wildlife/wild-species/amphibians/frogs/northern-leopard-frog.aspx.
Accessed February 21, 2017.

Government of Alberta. 2014a. Fish and wildlife management information system. Alberta Environment and
Sustainable Resource Development. Available online at:
https://maps.srd.alberta.ca/FWIMT_Pub/default.aspx?Viewer=FWIMT_Pub. Accessed October 10,
2014.

Government of Alberta. 2015. Agricultural Region of Alberta Soil Inventory Database. Available online at:
https://soil.agric.gov.ab.ca/agrasidviewer/.

Government of Alberta 2016. Wild Species: Barred Owl (Strix varia). Available online at:
http://aep.alberta.ca/fish-wildlife/wild-species/birds/owls/barred-owl.aspx. Accessed February 16,
2017.

Government of Canada. 2016a. General Nesting Periods of Migratory Birds in Canada. Available online at:
http://www.ec.gc.ca/paom-itmb/default.asp?lang=En&n=4f39a78f-1#_03. Accessed February 22,
2017.

Government of Canada. 2016b. Species at Risk Public Registry. A to Z Species Index.
http://www.sararegistry.gc.ca/sar/index/default_e.cfm. Accessed February 17, 2017.

Historical Resources Act, R.S.A. 2000, C. H-9. Available online at:
http://www.qp.alberta.ca/documents/Acts/h09.pdf

Kershaw, L., J. Gould, D. Johnson, J. Lancaster. 2001. Rare Vascular Plants of Alberta. University of
Alberta Press.



References

Lady Bird Johnson Wildflower Center. 2013. Lysimachia lanceolate. Available online at
https://www.wildflower.org/plants/result.php?id_plant=LYLA. Accessed February 21, 2017.

Migratory Birds Convention Act, 1994, S.C. 1994, c. 22. Available online at: http://laws-
lois.justice.gc.ca/eng/acts/M-7.01/. Accessed January 26, 2017.

Mohlenbrock, R.H. 2001. Grasses: Panicum to Danthonia Volume 1.

NatureServe. Conservation Rank Calculator. Conservation Tools. Available online at:
http://www.natureserve.org/conservation-tools/conservation-rank-calculator. Accessed October 9,
2014.

Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources. 2013. Reptile and Amphibian Exclusion Fencing: Best Practices,
Version 1.0. Species at Risk Branch Technical Note. Prepared for the Ontario Ministry of Natural
Resources, Peterborough, Ontario. 11 pp.

Species at Risk Act, S.C. 2002, c. 29. Available online at: http://laws-lois.justice.gc.ca/eng/acts/s-15.3/
Accessed January 26, 2017.

Water Act, R.S.A. 2000, C. W-3. Available online at: http://www.qp.alberta.ca/documents/Acts/w03.pdf
Accessed Janaury 26, 2017.

Weed Control Act. S.A. 2008, c. W-5.1. Available online at: www.qp.alberta.ca/documents/Acts/W05P1.pdf.
Accessed January 30, 2017.

Wheatland County. 2013. Alberta Invasive Plant Identification Guide.
http://open.alberta.ca/dataset/8bb61884-bbfb-4640-bd5d-96f6e633d4ee/resource/275f7dbe-8116-
4d81-ba95-329df950be7e/download/6740590-2013-Alberta-Invasive-Plant-Identification-Guide-
2013-06-13.pdf (accessed 26 October 2016).

Wildlife Act, R.S.A. 2000, C. W-10. Available online at: http://www.qp.alberta.ca/documents/Acts/W10.pdf
Accessed January 26, 2017.

Wildlife Regulation, Alberta Regulation 143/1997, Schedule 6.
http://www.qp.alberta.ca/documents/Regs/1997_143.pdf. Accessed February 17, 2017.







B
O

A
R

D
W

A
LK

R
E

P
LA

C
E

M
E

N
T

P
R

O
JE

C
T

N
o.

20
14

-3
17

7

O
P

EN
S

PA
C

E
IN

FR
AS

TR
U

C
TU

R
E

D
EL

IV
ER

Y

S
O

U
TH

W
H

IT
E

M
U

D
C

R
E

E
K



\\s-edm-fs-01\projects\20143177\00_S_Whitemud_Ck_Brd\Working_Dwgs\300_Structural\02_detaildesign\3177-00-S-002.dwg
DATE:2017-03-20,AdamRees

A
20

17
FE

B1
7

M
.P

AU
LS

EN
A.

R
EE

S
IS

S
UE

D
FO

R
60

%
R

EV
IE

W

PR
EL

IM
IN

AR
Y/

FO
R

D
IS

C
U

SS
IO

N
NO

T
FO

R
C

O
NS

TR
U

CT
IO

N

D
R

A
W

IN
G

R
E

V
IS

IO
N

D
E

S
C

R
IP

TI
O

N
D

R
A

W
N

D
ES

IG
N

D
A

TE
R

EV
S

H
E

ET

IF
N

O
T

50
m

m
A

DJ
U

ST
SC

AL
ES

50
m

m
SC

AL
E

(S
)S

H
O

W
N

AR
E

IN
TE

ND
ED

FO
R

AN
SI

D
(2

2X
34

)S
IZ

E
D

R
AW

IN
G

S,
TA

B
LO

ID
(1

1X
17

)S
IZ

E
DR

AW
IN

G
S

AR
E

1/
2

O
F

SC
AL

E(
S)

S
HO

W
N

U
NL

E
SS

NO
TE

D
O

TH
ER

W
IS

E

S
C

AL
E:

C
IT

Y
O

F
E

D
M

O
N

TO
N

C
O

M
M

U
N

IT
Y

S
ER

V
IC

E
S

W
H

IT
E

M
U

D
C

R
E

E
K

R
A

V
IN

E
S

O
U

TH
O

XB
O

W
SI

TE
B

O
AR

D
W

A
LK

R
E

P
LA

C
E

M
E

N
T

20
14

31
77

-0
0

9

S
TR

U
C

TU
R

ES
B

O
AR

D
W

A
LK

G
EN

E
R

A
L

N
O

TE
S

31
77

-0
0-

S-
00

2
B

2
AS

S
H

O
W

N

1.
AL

L
D

IM
E

N
S

IO
N

S
A

R
E

IN
M

IL
LI

M
ET

E
R

S
U

NL
ES

S
N

O
TE

D
O

TH
E

R
W

IS
E

2.
AL

L
S

TA
TI

O
N

S
AN

D
EL

EV
AT

IO
N

S
AR

E
IN

M
E

TE
R

S

3.
TH

E
C

O
N

T
R

A
C

TO
R

IS
R

E
S

P
O

N
S

IB
LE

FO
R

LO
C

AT
IN

G
AL

L
U

N
D

E
R

G
R

O
U

N
D

AN
D

AB
O

V
E

G
R

O
U

N
D

U
TI

LI
TI

E
S

IN
TH

E

F
IE

LD
P

R
IO

R
T

O
C

O
M

M
EN

C
IN

G
A

N
Y

W
O

R
K.

TH
E

C
O

N
TR

A
C

TO
R

IS
R

E
SP

O
N

S
IB

LE
FO

R
AN

Y
TE

M
P

O
R

A
R

Y
P

R
O

TE
C

TI
O

N

O
F

E
XI

ST
IN

G
U

TI
LI

TI
ES

D
U

R
IN

G
C

O
N

ST
R

U
C

TI
O

N

4.
A

LL
EX

IS
TI

N
G

TR
EE

S
,S

H
R

U
B

S
A

N
D

PL
AN

TI
N

G
S,

N
O

T
ID

E
NT

IF
IE

D
FO

R
R

EM
O

V
A

L
A

R
E

TO
B

E
P

R
O

TE
C

TE
D.

A
N

Y
TR

E
ES

,

S
H

R
U

B
S

O
R

P
LA

N
TI

N
G

S
D

AM
A

G
E

D
B

Y
TH

E
C

O
N

TR
A

C
TO

R
S

O
P

E
R

AT
IO

N
S

S
H

AL
L

BE
RE

PL
A

C
ED

AT
TH

E
C

O
N

TR
A

C
TO

R

E
X

P
EN

S
E

5.
S

TR
U

C
TU

R
AL

D
R

A
W

IN
G

S
AR

E
TO

BE
R

E
A

D
IN

C
O

N
JU

N
C

TI
O

N
W

IT
H

AL
L

O
TH

ER
C

O
N

TR
AC

T
D

O
C

U
M

E
N

TS

6.
R

EV
IE

W
A

LL
D

R
A

W
IN

G
S

A
N

D
C

H
E

C
K

D
IM

E
N

SI
O

N
S

PR
IO

R
TO

IM
P

LE
M

EN
TI

N
G

TH
E

W
O

R
K

.R
EP

O
R

T
AN

Y

D
IS

C
R

E
P

AN
C

IE
S

TO
TH

E
C

O
N

SU
LT

A
N

T
FO

R
C

LA
R

IF
IC

A
TI

O
N

BE
FO

R
E

P
R

O
C

EE
D

IN
G

7.
N

O
TI

F
Y

TH
E

E
N

G
IN

E
ER

A
M

IN
IM

U
M

O
F

48
H

O
U

R
S

PR
IO

R
TO

A
N

Y
R

E
Q

U
IR

E
D

S
IT

E
R

EV
IE

W
S

8.
AL

L
R

E
FE

R
E

N
C

E
S

TO
C

O
D

ES
A

N
D

S
TA

N
D

AR
D

S
AR

E
TO

TH
E

LA
TE

S
T

IS
SU

E

9.
S

EE
D

R
A

W
IN

G
S

FO
R

D
E

SI
G

N
LO

AD
S.

D
O

N
O

T
E

XC
E

ED
D

U
R

IN
G

C
O

N
ST

R
U

C
TI

O
N

1.
C

A
N

A
D

IA
N

H
IG

H
W

AY
B

R
ID

G
E

D
ES

IG
N

C
O

D
E

(C
H

B
D

C
)C

SA
S6

-1
4

2.
A

LB
ER

TA
B

U
IL

D
IN

G
C

O
D

E
(A

B
C

)

1.
D

EA
D

LO
A

D
S

A
S

P
ER

C
SA

S
6-

06

2.
P

E
D

ES
TR

IA
N

LI
V

E
LO

AD
A

S
P

ER
C

S
A

S
6-

14

3.
D

ES
IG

N
M

A
IN

TE
N

A
NC

E
V

EH
IC

LE
IS

15
85

Kg
W

IT
H

D
Y

N
A

M
IC

LO
AD

A
LL

O
W

AN
C

E
=

0.
25

4.
W

IN
D

,S
N

O
W

A
N

D
R

A
IN

LO
A

D
A

S
P

ER
A

BC
C

LI
M

A
TI

C
D

AT
A

F
O

R
E

D
M

O
N

TO
N

:

S
s

=
1.

7
kP

a
(a

sn
ow

=
1.

0
IN

C
O

M
B

IN
AT

IO
N

W
IT

H
a

LL
=

1.
5)

S
r
=

0.
1

kP
a

Q
(1

/5
0)

=
0.

50
kP

a

5.
S

EI
S

M
IC

LO
A

D
IN

G
A

S
P

ER
A

BC
D

A
TA

FO
R

E
D

M
O

N
TO

N
:

S
A(

0.
2)

=
0.

09
5

S
A(

0.
5)

=
0.

05
7

S
A(

1.
0)

=
0.

02
6

S
A(

2.
0)

=
0.

00
8

P
G

A
=

0.
03

6

1.
AL

L
ST

E
EL

W
O

R
K

S
H

A
LL

C
O

N
FO

R
M

TO
C

S
A

G
40

.2
1M

(G
R

A
D

E
35

0M
Pa

)

2.
AL

L
S

TE
EL

W
O

R
K

TO
BE

H
O

T
D

IP
P

ED
G

A
LV

AN
IZ

E
D

IN
A

C
C

O
R

D
A

N
C

E
W

IT
H

A
ST

M
A1

23

3.
AN

Y
G

A
LV

A
N

IZ
IN

G
D

A
M

A
G

E
D

D
U

R
IN

G
C

O
N

ST
R

U
C

TI
O

N
(I

N
C

LU
D

IN
G

D
AM

A
G

E
D

U
E

TO
FI

EL
D

W
EL

D
IN

G
)S

H
AL

L
B

E

R
EP

AI
R

E
D

BY
M

ET
A

LI
Z

IN
G

A
S

P
ER

A
ST

M
A7

80
M

ET
H

O
D

3

4.
AL

L
W

EL
D

IN
G

SH
A

LL
C

O
N

FO
R

M
TO

TH
E

R
E

Q
U

IR
E

M
EN

TS
O

F
C

SA
W

59

5.
AL

L
AN

C
H

O
R

BO
LT

S
TO

C
O

N
FO

R
M

T
O

A
ST

M
F1

55
4

6.
AL

L
W

EL
D

S
TO

B
E

6
m

m
FI

LL
E

T
W

EL
D

S
U

.N
.O

.

7.
H

IG
H

S
TR

E
N

G
TH

B
O

LT
S

,N
U

TS
AN

D
W

A
S

H
E

R
S

A
ST

M
S

TA
N

D
A

R
D

A3
25

,S
TA

N
D

A
R

D
SP

E
C

IF
IC

AT
IO

N
FO

R
S

TR
U

C
TU

R
AL

BO
LT

S,
ST

E
EL

8.
JO

IS
T

H
A

N
G

E
R

S
A

N
D

P
O

ST
C

A
P

S
TO

BE
SP

EC
IF

IE
D

S
IM

P
S

O
N

ST
R

IN
G

TI
E

O
R

E
Q

U
IV

AL
E

N
T

1.
W

O
O

D
C

O
M

P
O

N
E

N
TS

S
H

A
LL

C
O

N
FO

R
M

TO
C

S
A

O
14

1

2.
W

O
O

D
PR

ES
SU

R
E

TR
E

AT
M

E
N

T
S

H
A

LL
C

O
N

FO
R

M
T

O
C

SA
O

80

3.
TR

EA
TE

D
W

O
O

D
M

E
M

BE
R

S
S

H
A

LL
BE

SP
F

N
o.

1
G

R
A

D
E

A
C

Q
TR

EA
TE

D

4.
TO

P
R

A
IL

AN
D

H
A

N
D

R
A

IL
W

O
O

D
S

H
A

LL
B

E
A

LA
S

KA
N

Y
E

LL
O

W
C

ED
A

R
G

R
A

D
E

20
f-

E
BE

N
D

IN
G

G
R

AD
E,

AP
P

EA
R

AN
C

E

G
R

A
D

E
:C

O
M

M
ER

C
IA

L

5.
D

EC
K

M
E

M
B

E
R

S
TO

B
E

S4
S

6.
M

EM
B

E
R

S
TO

B
E

FA
S

TE
N

E
D

IN
AC

C
O

R
D

AN
C

E
W

IT
H

C
S

A
O

86

7.
D

IM
EN

SI
O

N
S

SH
O

W
N

AR
E

N
O

M
IN

AL
FI

N
IS

H
E

D
D

IM
EN

SI
O

N
S

8.
JO

IS
T

H
A

N
G

E
R

S
TO

B
E

G
AL

V
AN

IZ
ED

SA
D

D
LE

TY
PE

O
N

LY
,N

AI
LE

D
PE

R
TH

E
M

AN
U

FA
C

TU
R

E
R

'S
R

E
C

O
M

M
EN

D
AT

IO
N

S

TO
D

E
V

EL
O

P
FU

LL
C

AP
AC

IT
Y

O
F

H
A

N
G

ER

1.
A

LL
C

O
N

C
R

ET
E

SH
A

LL
H

A
VE

28
D

A
Y

ST
R

EN
G

TH
O

F
35

M
P

a

2.
C

O
N

C
R

E
TE

S
H

AL
L

H
AV

E
A

SL
U

M
P

O
D

80
m

m
+/

-2
0

m
m

3.
M

AX
IM

U
M

A
G

G
R

E
G

A
TE

SH
AL

L
B

E
19

.0
m

m

4.
W

AT
E

R
F

O
R

C
O

N
C

R
ET

E
S

H
A

LL
B

E
A

C
C

O
R

D
IN

G
TO

C
S

A
A

23
.1

C
LA

U
S

E
4.

2.
2

5.
T

H
E

C
O

N
TR

A
C

TO
R

S
H

A
LL

U
S

E
O

N
LY

C
H

EM
IC

AL
AD

M
IX

TU
R

ES
S

PE
C

IF
IE

D
IN

TH
E

C
O

N
TR

A
C

T
D

O
C

U
M

EN
TS

.

S
P

EC
IA

LT
Y

C
H

E
M

IC
A

L
A

D
M

IX
TU

R
E

S
M

A
Y

B
E

U
S

ED
W

H
EN

AP
PR

O
V

ED
B

Y
TH

E
O

W
N

ER

1.
C

O
N

C
R

E
TE

M
A

TE
R

IA
LS

,Q
U

A
LI

TY
,M

IX
IN

G
,P

LA
C

IN
G

,F
O

R
M

W
O

R
K

AN
D

O
TH

E
R

C
O

N
S

TR
U

C
TI

O
N

P
RA

C
TI

C
E

S
TO

C
O

N
FO

R
M

TO
C

SA
-A

23
.1

2.
N

O
TI

FY
C

O
N

SU
LT

A
N

T
24

H
O

U
R

S
P

R
IO

R
TO

C
O

N
C

R
ET

E
PO

U
R

S
TO

A
LL

O
W

FO
R

R
E

VI
E

W
O

F
R

EI
N

FO
R

C
E

M
EN

T

3.
FI

EL
D

A
N

D
LA

B
O

R
AT

O
R

Y
TE

ST
IN

G
O

F
C

O
N

C
R

ET
E

TO
B

E
CO

M
PL

E
TE

D
BY

A
TH

IR
D

P
AR

TY
TE

ST
IN

G
A

N
D

IN
SP

E
C

TI
O

N

A
G

EN
C

Y
A

PP
R

O
V

ED
BY

A
N

D
R

E
SP

O
N

SI
B

LE
TO

TH
E

E
N

G
IN

E
ER

.T
E

ST
IN

G
AG

EN
C

Y
SH

A
LL

BE
C

ER
TI

FI
E

D
TO

C
SA

-

A
28

3
A

N
D

TE
S

TI
N

G
TO

B
E

C
O

M
PL

E
TE

D
IN

A
C

C
O

R
D

AN
C

E
W

IT
H

C
SA

-A
23

.2
.T

E
ST

IN
G

PA
ID

B
Y

C
O

N
TR

AC
TO

R

4.
S

IT
E

B
A

TC
H

ED
C

O
N

C
R

E
TE

IN
S

TA
LL

E
D

A
S

PE
R

M
A

N
U

FA
C

TU
R

ER
S

R
E

Q
U

IR
E

M
E

N
TS

IS
A

CC
EP

TA
BL

E.

1.
R

E
M

O
V

E
AL

L
LO

O
S

E
O

R
S

AT
U

R
A

TE
D

M
A

TE
R

IA
L

AN
D

G
R

O
U

N
D

W
AT

E
R

FR
O

M
TH

E
BA

S
E

O
F

FO
O

TI
N

G
EX

C
A

VA
TI

O
N

B
Y

A
PP

R
O

V
ED

M
E

TH
O

D
S

P
R

IO
R

TO
P

LA
CI

N
G

FO
U

N
D

A
TI

O
N

S

2.
P

R
O

TE
C

T
E

XC
AV

AT
IO

N
S

FO
R

FO
O

TI
N

G
FR

O
M

R
A

IN
,S

N
O

W
,F

R
EE

ZI
N

G
TE

M
PE

R
A

TU
R

E
S,

ST
A

N
D

IN
G

W
A

TE
R

,L
O

SS
O

F

M
O

IS
TU

R
E

A
N

D
D

E
G

R
A

D
A

TI
O

N
B

Y
AP

PR
O

VE
D

M
E

TH
O

D
S

1.
A

LL
G

EO
TE

C
H

N
IC

AL
W

O
R

K
TO

BE
C

A
R

R
IE

D
O

U
T

IN
A

C
C

O
R

D
AN

C
E

W
IT

H
G

O
LD

E
R

A
SS

O
C

IA
TE

S
G

EO
TE

C
H

N
IC

A
L

IN
V

E
ST

IG
A

TI
O

N
R

EP
O

R
T

N
U

M
B

ER
14

04
54

1
"O

XF
O

R
D

B
O

A
R

D
W

A
LK

W
H

IT
EM

U
D

C
R

EE
K

W
A

LK
IN

G
TR

AI
L

ED
M

O
N

TO
N

,

AL
B

E
R

TA
"D

A
TE

D
M

A
Y

12
,2

01
6

1.
C

O
N

TR
AC

TO
R

SH
AL

L
PR

O
V

ID
E

A
D

EM
O

LI
TI

O
N

P
LA

N
S

TA
M

P
ED

B
Y

A
P

R
O

FE
SS

IO
N

A
L

EN
G

IN
EE

R
P

R
IO

R
TO

S
TA

R
T

O
F

D
E

M
O

LI
TI

O
N

2.
A

LL
M

A
TE

R
IA

L
S

A
LV

AG
E

D
SH

A
LL

B
E

D
IS

PO
SE

D
O

F
IN

AN
E

N
VI

R
O

N
M

E
N

TA
LL

Y
FR

IE
N

D
LY

M
AN

N
E

R

B
20

17
M

AR
17

M
.P

AU
LS

EN
A.

R
EE

S
IS

S
UE

D
FO

R
90

%
R

EV
IE

W



\\s-edm-fs-01\projects\20143177\00_S_Whitemud_Ck_Brd\Working_Dwgs\300_Structural\02_detaildesign\3177-00-S-101.dwg
DATE:2017-03-20,AdamRees

A
20

17
FE

B1
7

M
.P

AU
LS

EN
A.

R
EE

S
IS

S
UE

D
FO

R
60

%
R

EV
IE

W

PR
EL

IM
IN

AR
Y/

FO
R

D
IS

C
U

SS
IO

N
NO

T
FO

R
C

O
NS

TR
U

CT
IO

N

D
R

A
W

IN
G

R
E

V
IS

IO
N

D
E

S
C

R
IP

TI
O

N
D

R
A

W
N

D
ES

IG
N

D
A

TE
R

EV
S

H
E

ET

IF
N

O
T

50
m

m
A

DJ
U

ST
SC

AL
ES

50
m

m
SC

AL
E

(S
)S

H
O

W
N

AR
E

IN
TE

ND
ED

FO
R

AN
SI

D
(2

2X
34

)S
IZ

E
D

R
AW

IN
G

S,
TA

B
LO

ID
(1

1X
17

)S
IZ

E
DR

AW
IN

G
S

AR
E

1/
2

O
F

SC
AL

E(
S)

S
HO

W
N

U
NL

E
SS

NO
TE

D
O

TH
ER

W
IS

E

S
C

AL
E:

C
IT

Y
O

F
E

D
M

O
N

TO
N

C
O

M
M

U
N

IT
Y

S
ER

V
IC

E
S

W
H

IT
E

M
U

D
C

R
E

E
K

R
A

V
IN

E
S

O
U

TH
O

XB
O

W
SI

TE
B

O
AR

D
W

A
LK

R
E

P
LA

C
E

M
E

N
T

20
14

31
77

-0
0

9

S
TR

U
C

TU
R

ES
B

O
AR

D
W

A
LK

G
EN

E
R

A
L

LA
Y

O
U

T

31
77

-0
0-

S-
10

1
B

3
AS

S
H

O
W

N

P
LA

N
G

E
N

E
R

AL
LA

Y
O

U
T

1:
15

0

N
E

W
BO

A
R

D
W

AL
K

S
TR

U
C

TU
R

E

R
E

M
O

V
E

EX
IS

TI
N

G
B

O
A

R
D

W
A

LK
S

TR
U

C
TU

R
E

TI
E

-IN
PO

IN
T

W
IT

H
E

XI
ST

IN
G

TR
A

IL

EX
IS

TI
N

G
LO

O
K

O
U

T
TO

R
E

M
AI

N

E
N

D
O

F
B

O
AR

D
W

AL
K

S
TR

U
C

TU
R

E

TI
E

-IN
P

O
IN

T
W

IT
H

E
X

IS
TI

N
G

TR
AI

L

C
IV

IL
G

R
AD

IN
G

A
T

N
O

R
TH

A
B

U
TM

E
N

T

H
E

A
V

Y
R

O
C

K
R

IP
-R

AP

B
AN

K
R

E
ST

O
R

A
TI

O
N

E
XI

ST
IN

G
TR

E
E

S
TO

R
E

M
A

IN

FLOODAREA

(O
LD OXBOW)

W
H

IT
E

M
U

D
C

R
E

EK

E
N

D
O

F
BO

A
R

D
W

AL
K

S
TR

U
C

TU
R

E

P
LA

N
S

IT
E

LO
C

A
TI

O
N

N
TS

E
LE

V
A

TI
O

N
LO

O
KI

N
G

W
ES

T

1:
15

0

W
H

IT
E

M
U

D
D

R

SI
TE

LO
C

AT
IO

N

EX
IS

TI
N

G
TR

AI
L

O
LD

O
XB

O
W

S
N

O
W

VA
LL

E
Y

R
D

W
H

IT
E

M
U

D
CR

EE
K

BUTTERWORTH DR

BUTTERWORTHDR

M
AR

LB
O

RO
RD FAI

RW
AY

DR

39
AV

E

FA
IR

W
AY

D
R

ASPEN DR W

40
AV

E

126 ST

125 ST

39
A

A
VE

42
A VE12

3 ST

ASPENDRW

45
00

0

8%
LE

V
E

L

30
00

S
O

U
TH

AB
U

T
N

O
R

TH
A

BU
T

ST
A

0+
02

7.
28

1
ST

A
0+

07
2.

28
1

8
S

PA
C

E
S

A
T

30
00

=
24

00
0

6
SP

AC
ES

AT
30

00
=

18
00

0

8%

64
x

14
0

TI
M

B
ER

D
E

C
K

IN
G

T
YP

18
4

x
28

6
TI

M
B

ER
C

R
O

S
SH

EA
D

TY
P

40
0

Ø
C

O
N

C
R

ET
E

PI
LE

D
EP

TH
AP

PR
O

X
60

00
T

YP

18
4

x
18

4
TI

M
B

ER
C

O
LU

M
N

S
TY

P

64
x

23
5

TI
M

B
ER

LO
N

G
IT

U
D

IN
AL

B
EA

M
S

A
T

30
0

TY
P

B
20

17
M

AR
17

M
.P

AU
LS

EN
A.

R
EE

S
IS

S
UE

D
FO

R
90

%
R

EV
IE

W

O
BS

ER
VA

TI
O

N
P

LA
TF

O
R

M

N
E

W
G

R
A

VE
L

TR
A

IL
TR

A
N

S
IT

IO
N

FR
O

M
N

E
W

B
O

A
R

D
W

A
LK

TO
E

XI
S

TI
N

G
TR

A
IL

S
E

E
LA

N
D

SC
A

PE

N
E

W
G

R
A

VE
L

TR
A

IL
TR

AN
SI

TI
O

N
FR

O
M

N
EW

B
O

A
R

D
W

A
LK

TO
EX

IS
TI

N
G

TR
A

IL
S

EE
LA

N
D

SC
A

PE

62
7.

5
62

7.
0

62
6.

5

628.0

62
8.

5

628.5

62
9.

0

628.5

627.5
628.0

628.5

629.0

630.0

631.0

632.0

62
9.

0

30
0

30
0

E
XI

ST
IN

G
G

R
O

U
N

D

PR
O

P
O

S
E

D
C

O
N

TR
AC

TO
R

LA
Y

D
O

W
N

AR
EA

T
O

B
E

C
O

N
FI

R
M

ED
PE

N
D

IN
G

E
N

VI
R

O
N

M
EN

TA
L

R
E

V
IE

W



N
E

W
T

R
A

IL
S

E
E

LA
N

D
S

C
A

P
E

B
O

A
R

D
W

A
LK

=
~

19
00

0
N

E
W

TR
A

IL
S

EE
LA

N
D

S
C

AP
E

62
4

62
6

62
8

63
0

63
2

63
4

63
6

0+
02

0
0+

03
0

0+
04

0
0+

05
0

0+
06

0
0+

07
0

0+
08

0
0+

09
0

B
O

A
R

D
W

A
LK

=
~

22
00

0
~

40
00

8.
00

%
0.

00
%

(L
E

V
EL

)
8.

00
%

E
N

D
O

F
B

R
ID

G
E

TI
E

-IN
P

O
IN

T
W

IT
H

E
X

IS
TI

N
G

TR
A

IL

T
IE

-IN
PO

IN
T

W
IT

H
E

X
IS

T
IN

G
TR

A
IL

E
N

D
O

F
BR

ID
G

E

0+
01

0

TO
P

O
F

D
EC

K

40
0

Ø

70
C

O
VE

R

D
ET

AI
L

3 -
TY

P
IC

AL
PI

LE

1:
10

6-
20

M
V

E
R

T
C

/W
10

M
TI

E
S

A
T

30
0

G
A

LV
A

N
IZ

E
D

200MIN
400MAX

E
X

IS
TI

N
G

G
R

O
U

N
D

50

3-10MTIESAT50

T
IM

BE
R

C
O

LU
M

N

\\s-edm-fs-01\projects\20143177\00_S_Whitemud_Ck_Brd\Working_Dwgs\300_Structural\02_detaildesign\3177-00-S-102.dwg
DATE:2017-03-20,AdamRees

PR
EL

IM
IN

AR
Y/

FO
R

D
IS

C
U

SS
IO

N
NO

T
FO

R
C

O
NS

TR
U

CT
IO

N

D
R

A
W

IN
G

R
E

V
IS

IO
N

D
E

S
C

R
IP

TI
O

N
D

R
A

W
N

D
ES

IG
N

D
A

TE
R

EV
S

H
E

ET

IF
N

O
T

50
m

m
A

DJ
U

ST
SC

AL
ES

50
m

m
SC

AL
E

(S
)S

H
O

W
N

AR
E

IN
TE

ND
ED

FO
R

AN
SI

D
(2

2X
34

)S
IZ

E
D

R
AW

IN
G

S,
TA

B
LO

ID
(1

1X
17

)S
IZ

E
DR

AW
IN

G
S

AR
E

1/
2

O
F

SC
AL

E(
S)

S
HO

W
N

U
NL

E
SS

NO
TE

D
O

TH
ER

W
IS

E

S
C

AL
E:

C
IT

Y
O

F
E

D
M

O
N

TO
N

C
O

M
M

U
N

IT
Y

S
ER

V
IC

E
S

W
H

IT
E

M
U

D
C

R
E

E
K

R
A

V
IN

E
S

O
U

TH
O

XB
O

W
SI

TE
B

O
AR

D
W

A
LK

R
E

P
LA

C
E

M
E

N
T

20
14

31
77

-0
0

9

S
TR

U
C

TU
R

ES
B

O
AR

D
W

A
LK

P
IL

E
LA

YO
U

T
A

N
D

PR
O

FI
LE

31
77

-0
0-

S-
10

2
B

4
AS

S
H

O
W

N

P
R

O
FI

LE
2 -

A
LO

N
G

C
EN

TE
R

LI
N

E1:
15

0

A
20

17
FE

B1
7

M
.P

AU
LS

EN
A.

R
EE

S
IS

S
UE

D
FO

R
60

%
R

EV
IE

W

P
LA

N
1 -

PI
LE

LO
C

AT
IO

N
S

1:
15

0

40
0

Ø
C

O
N

C
R

E
TE

P
IL

E
S

S
E

E
D

E
TA

IL
3

TH
IS

D
R

A
W

IN
G

TY
P

10
SP

AC
ES

@
30

00
=

30
00

0

1300

30
00

P
1

P2
P3

P4
P

5
P6

P
7

P8
P9

P
10

P1
1

P1
2

P
13

P
14

P
15

P
16

P
IL

E
S

C
H

E
D

U
LE

N
O

.
N

O
R

TH
IN

G
EA

S
TI

N
G

C
U

T
O

FF
EL

TI
P

EL

P1
59

27
10

35
44

.4
54

8
29

49
50

67
.9

28
8

62
8.

75
1

62
2.

75
1

P2
59

27
10

59
73

.0
32

4
29

49
68

29
.1

81
5

62
8.

99
1

62
2.

89
9

P3
59

27
10

84
01

.6
09

9
29

49
85

90
.4

34
2

62
9.

23
1

62
2.

76
7

P4
59

27
11

08
30

.1
87

5
29

50
03

51
.6

86
9

62
9.

00
5

62
2.

60
4

P5
59

27
11

32
58

.7
65

0
29

50
21

12
.9

39
6

62
9.

09
5

62
2.

69
5

P6
59

27
11

56
87

.3
42

6
29

50
38

74
.1

92
3

62
9.

02
4

62
2.

62
4

P7
59

27
11

81
15

.9
20

1
29

50
56

35
.4

45
0

62
8.

58
7

62
2.

18
7

P8
59

27
12

05
44

.4
97

7
29

50
73

96
.6

97
7

62
8.

36
7

62
1.

96
7

P9
59

27
12

33
38

.4
61

4
29

50
86

54
.1

22
3

62
8.

45
2

62
2.

05
2

P
10

59
27

12
57

67
.0

38
9

29
51

04
15

.3
75

0
62

8.
63

3
62

2.
23

3

P
11

59
27

12
78

05
.9

60
3

29
51

24
89

.1
79

2
62

8.
72

0
62

2.
32

0

P
12

59
27

13
03

52
.2

92
6

29
51

38
16

.4
69

2
62

8.
74

5
62

2.
34

5

P
13

59
27

13
30

16
.2

34
2

29
51

48
88

.3
46

8
62

9.
37

2
62

2.
97

2

P
14

59
27

13
57

72
.2

40
3

29
51

56
94

.5
33

7
63

1.
22

8
62

4.
82

8

P
15

59
27

13
85

93
.8

83
0

29
51

62
27

.2
99

3
63

1.
87

1
62

5.
87

1

P
16

59
27

14
14

54
.1

05
2

29
51

64
81

.5
34

7
63

2.
11

1
62

6.
11

1

P
17

59
27

10
20

18
.0

35
8

29
49

71
72

.6
96

0
62

8.
75

1
62

2.
75

1

P
18

59
27

10
44

46
.6

13
4

29
49

89
33

.9
48

7
62

8.
99

1
62

2.
89

9

P
19

59
27

10
68

75
.1

90
9

29
50

06
95

.2
01

4
62

9.
23

1
62

2.
76

7

P
20

59
27

10
93

03
.7

68
5

29
50

24
56

.4
54

1
62

9.
00

5
62

2.
60

4

P
21

59
27

11
17

32
.3

46
0

29
50

42
17

.7
06

8
62

9.
09

5
62

2.
69

5

P
22

59
27

11
41

60
.9

23
6

29
50

59
78

.9
59

5
62

9.
02

4
62

2.
62

4

P
23

59
27

11
65

89
.5

01
1

29
50

77
40

.2
12

2
62

8.
58

7
62

2.
18

7

P
24

59
27

11
90

18
.0

78
6

29
50

95
01

.4
64

9
62

8.
36

7
62

1.
96

7

P
25

59
27

12
10

81
.2

70
0

29
51

17
66

.5
45

8
62

8.
45

2
62

2.
05

2

P
26

59
27

12
35

09
.8

47
5

29
51

35
27

.7
98

5
62

8.
63

3
62

2.
23

3

P
27

59
27

12
64

92
.7

20
5

29
51

47
33

.1
49

1
62

8.
72

0
62

2.
32

0

P
28

59
27

12
92

64
.8

24
6

29
51

61
78

.1
24

0
62

8.
74

5
62

2.
34

5

P
29

59
27

13
21

64
.9

66
1

29
51

73
45

.0
40

2
62

9.
37

2
62

2.
97

2

P
30

59
27

13
51

65
.3

34
9

29
51

82
22

.7
08

1
63

1.
22

8
62

4.
82

8

P
31

59
27

13
82

37
.1

60
0

29
51

88
02

.7
11

6
63

1.
87

1
62

5.
87

1

P
32

59
27

14
13

50
.9

85
4

29
51

90
79

.4
88

9
63

2.
11

1
62

6.
11

1

P
33

59
27

12
40

75
.3

36
7

29
50

85
09

.4
72

5
62

8.
50

4
62

2.
10

4

P
34

59
27

12
56

75
.6

10
7

29
50

96
70

.0
23

0
62

8.
58

3
62

2.
18

3

P
35

59
27

12
11

72
.6

98
3

29
51

25
11

.8
97

8
62

8.
09

5
62

2.
10

4

P
36

59
27

12
27

72
.9

72
2

29
51

36
72

.4
48

3
62

8.
58

3
62

2.
18

3

P
17

P1
8

P
19

P2
0

P
21

P2
2

P
23

P2
4

P
25

P
26

P
27

P2
8

P2
9

P3
0

P3
1

P
32

P
33

P3
4

P3
5

P
36

B
20

17
M

AR
17

M
.P

AU
LS

EN
A.

R
EE

S
IS

S
UE

D
FO

R
90

%
R

EV
IE

W

·
R

E
FE

R
TO

P
IL

E
SC

H
ED

U
LE

FO
R

PI
LE

LE
N

G
TH

A
N

D
LO

C
A

TI
O

N

1300
TYP TYP

6
S

P
A

C
E

S
@

3
0

0
0

=
18

0
0

0

E
XI

ST
IN

G
G

R
O

U
N

D

C
E

N
TE

R
LI

N
E

O
F

BO
AR

D
W

AL
K

STA0+027.281

STA0+072.281



38
x

23
5

TI
M

B
ER

C
A

P
R

A
IL

,T
YP

10
0

LG
G

A
LV

C
O

M
M

O
N

N
A

IL
S

,T
YP

C
O

N
N

E
C

T
W

IT
H

S
IM

P
SO

N
ST

R
O

N
G

-T
IE

C
C

88
C

/W
19

Ø
G

A
LV

.A
S

TM
A

30
7

B
O

LT
S

C
/W

W
A

S
H

E
R

&
N

U
T,

TY
P

64
x

14
0

x
31

30
LG

TI
M

B
E

R
D

EC
K

PL
A

N
K

,T
Y

P
N

A
IL

W
IT

H
2

-
15

0
LG

G
A

LV
C

O
M

M
O

N
N

A
IL

S
P

ER
JO

IS
T

FO
R

E
AC

H

14
0

x
14

0
x

17
00

LG
TI

M
BE

R
P

O
S

T,
TY

P
(B

E
VE

LE
D

@
TO

P
&

BO
T

TO
M

)

64
x

14
0

TI
M

B
E

R
R

AI
L,

FA
S

TE
N

R
A

IL
S

TO
P

O
S

T
W

IT
H

2
-#

10
x

15
0

LG
W

O
O

D
S

C
R

EW
S

A
T

E
A

C
H

C
O

N
N

E
C

TO
R

,T
Y

P

64
x

14
0

TI
M

B
ER

R
A

IL
,F

A
S

TE
N

R
A

IL
S

TO
P

O
ST

W
IT

H
2

-
#1

0
x

15
0

LG
W

O
O

D
S

C
R

E
W

S
AT

E
AC

H
C

O
N

N
E

C
T

O
R

,T
Y

P

18
4

x
18

4
TI

M
B

E
R

C
O

LU
M

N
,T

Y
P

40
0

Ø
C

O
N

C
R

E
TE

P
IL

E
C

/W
R

E
IN

FO
R

C
IN

G
TY

P

G
A

LV
A

N
IZ

E
D

S
TE

E
L

W
IR

E
P

A
N

E
L

IN
S

E
R

T
-

SE
E

D
E

TA
IL

S
S

H
E

E
T

8
T

YP

30
00

C
LE

AR

1370

300 880 190

26
00

VARIES

11
-6

4
x

23
5

TI
M

B
E

R
JO

IS
TS

LA
P

A
T

PI
E

R
C

R
O

SS
B

E
AM

S
TY

P

2
-

19
Ø

G
A

C
.A

S
TM

A
30

7
BO

LT
S

C
/W

N
U

T
A

N
D

W
A

S
H

E
R

B/
E

N
D

S
A

T
E

A
C

H
PO

ST
TY

P

616

C
O

N
N

E
C

T
W

IT
H

S
IM

P
S

O
N

S
T

R
O

N
G

-T
IE

C
BS

Q
88

C
/W

19
Ø

G
A

LV
.A

S
TM

A
30

7
B

O
LT

S
C

/W
W

AS
H

E
R

&
N

U
T,

TY
P

1370

300

1070

190

15
00

M
A

X
75

0
TY

P
75

0
TY

P

T
/O

D
E

C
K

E
L

V
A

R
IE

S

880

E
Q

U
AL

E
Q

U
A

L

TI
M

B
E

R
B

LO
C

KI
N

G
TY

P

50
G

AP
TY

P

\\s-edm-fs-01\projects\20143177\00_S_Whitemud_Ck_Brd\Working_Dwgs\300_Structural\02_detaildesign\3177-00-S-301.dwg
DATE:2017-03-20,AdamRees

PR
EL

IM
IN

AR
Y/

FO
R

D
IS

C
U

SS
IO

N
NO

T
FO

R
C

O
NS

TR
U

CT
IO

N

D
R

A
W

IN
G

R
E

V
IS

IO
N

D
E

S
C

R
IP

TI
O

N
D

R
A

W
N

D
ES

IG
N

D
A

TE
R

EV
S

H
E

ET

IF
N

O
T

50
m

m
A

DJ
U

ST
SC

AL
ES

50
m

m
SC

AL
E

(S
)S

H
O

W
N

AR
E

IN
TE

ND
ED

FO
R

AN
SI

D
(2

2X
34

)S
IZ

E
D

R
AW

IN
G

S,
TA

B
LO

ID
(1

1X
17

)S
IZ

E
DR

AW
IN

G
S

AR
E

1/
2

O
F

SC
AL

E(
S)

S
HO

W
N

U
NL

E
SS

NO
TE

D
O

TH
ER

W
IS

E

S
C

AL
E:

C
IT

Y
O

F
E

D
M

O
N

TO
N

C
O

M
M

U
N

IT
Y

S
ER

V
IC

E
S

W
H

IT
E

M
U

D
C

R
E

E
K

R
A

V
IN

E
S

O
U

TH
O

XB
O

W
SI

TE
B

O
AR

D
W

A
LK

R
E

P
LA

C
E

M
E

N
T

20
14

31
77

-0
0

9

S
TR

U
C

TU
R

ES
B

O
AR

D
W

A
LK

TY
PI

C
AL

SE
C

TI
O

N
S

31
77

-0
0-

S-
30

1
B

5
AS

S
H

O
W

N

A
20

17
FE

B1
7

M
.P

AU
LS

EN
A.

R
EE

S
IS

S
UE

D
FO

R
60

%
R

EV
IE

W

S
EC

TI
O

N
1 -

TY
P

IC
AL

O
B

SE
R

VA
TI

O
N

PL
AT

FO
R

M
(S

IM
IL

AR
)1:

20
S

EC
TI

O
N

2 -
TY

P
IC

AL

1:
15

B
20

17
M

AR
17

M
.P

AU
LS

EN
A.

R
EE

S
IS

S
UE

D
FO

R
90

%
R

EV
IE

W



\\s-edm-fs-01\projects\20143177\00_S_Whitemud_Ck_Brd\Working_Dwgs\300_Structural\02_detaildesign\3177-00-S-401.dwg
DATE:2017-03-20,AdamRees

PR
EL

IM
IN

AR
Y/

FO
R

D
IS

C
U

SS
IO

N
NO

T
FO

R
C

O
NS

TR
U

CT
IO

N

D
R

A
W

IN
G

R
E

V
IS

IO
N

D
E

S
C

R
IP

TI
O

N
D

R
A

W
N

D
ES

IG
N

D
A

TE
R

EV
S

H
E

ET

IF
N

O
T

50
m

m
A

DJ
U

ST
SC

AL
ES

50
m

m
SC

AL
E

(S
)S

H
O

W
N

AR
E

IN
TE

ND
ED

FO
R

AN
SI

D
(2

2X
34

)S
IZ

E
D

R
AW

IN
G

S,
TA

B
LO

ID
(1

1X
17

)S
IZ

E
DR

AW
IN

G
S

AR
E

1/
2

O
F

SC
AL

E(
S)

S
HO

W
N

U
NL

E
SS

NO
TE

D
O

TH
ER

W
IS

E

S
C

AL
E:

C
IT

Y
O

F
E

D
M

O
N

TO
N

C
O

M
M

U
N

IT
Y

S
ER

V
IC

E
S

W
H

IT
E

M
U

D
C

R
E

E
K

R
A

V
IN

E
S

O
U

TH
O

XB
O

W
SI

TE
B

O
AR

D
W

A
LK

R
E

P
LA

C
E

M
E

N
T

20
14

31
77

-0
0

9

S
TR

U
C

TU
R

ES
B

O
AR

D
W

A
LK

A
BU

TM
EN

T
D

ET
A

IL
S

31
77

-0
0-

S-
40

1
B

6
AS

S
H

O
W

N

A
20

17
FE

B1
7

M
.P

AU
LS

EN
A.

R
EE

S
IS

S
UE

D
FO

R
60

%
R

EV
IE

W

PL
A

N
1 -

S
O

U
TH

A
BU

TM
EN

T

1:
25

PL
A

N
3 -

N
O

R
TH

AB
U

TM
EN

T

1:
25

SE
C

TI
O

N
4 -

SO
U

TH
A

BU
TM

EN
T

1:
10

SE
C

TI
O

N
5 -

N
O

R
TH

A
BU

TM
EN

T

1:
10

64
X

23
5

LO
N

G
IT

U
D

IN
AL

B
EA

M
@

30
0

TY
P

H
A

N
D

R
A

IL
P

O
S

TS
14

0
x

14
0

10
70

m
m

H
IG

H
TY

P

81
5

3268TYP

C
R

U
S

H
E

D
R

O
C

K
TR

A
IL

S
EE

LA
N

D
S

C
A

P
E

D
R

A
W

IN
G

9
-6

4
x

14
0

@
50

0

A
P

P
R

O
X

IM
A

TE
EX

C
AV

AT
IO

N
LI

N
E

TY
PE

1
BA

C
K

FI
LL

3
-1

2
x

10
0

G
A

LV
AN

IZ
ED

LA
G

S
C

R
EW

S
C

O
N

C
R

ET
E

40
0

Ø
P

IL
E

S
TY

P

B
O

A
R

D
W

AL
K

D
E

C
KI

N
G

20
G

A
P

M
A

X

28
5

x
64

P
LA

N
K

S

18
4

x
28

6
PI

ER
C

R
O

S
SH

EA
D

C
O

N
C

R
ET

E
40

0
Ø

PI
LE

S
TY

P

BO
AR

D
W

AL
K

D
E

C
K

IN
G

28
5

x
64

PL
A

N
KS

18
4

x
28

6
PI

ER
C

R
O

S
S

H
EA

D

C
R

U
S

H
E

D
R

O
C

K
TR

AI
L

SE
E

LA
N

D
S

C
A

PE
D

R
A

W
IN

G

7
-6

4
x

14
0

@
50

0

AP
P

R
O

X
IM

A
TE

E
XC

AV
AT

IO
N

LI
N

E

TY
PE

1
BA

C
K

FI
LL

3
-

12
x

10
0

G
AL

VA
N

IZ
ED

LA
G

S
C

R
E

W
S

B
20

17
M

AR
17

M
.P

AU
LS

EN
A.

R
EE

S
IS

S
UE

D
FO

R
90

%
R

EV
IE

W

4 -
5 -

64
x

23
5

LO
N

G
IT

U
D

IN
AL

BE
A

M
@

30
0

TY
P

H
A

N
D

R
A

IL
P

O
ST

S
14

0
x

14
0

10
70

m
m

H
IG

H
TY

P

28
5

x
64

P
LA

N
KS

7
-6

4
x

14
0

@
50

0

9
-6

4
x

14
0

@
50

0

28
5

x
64

P
LA

N
K

S

C
O

N
TI

N
U

O
U

S
10

0
x

3
TH

K
U

V
R

ES
IS

TA
N

T
N

E
O

P
R

E
N

E
W

E
A

TH
E

R
S

TR
IP

.A
TT

AC
H

TO
W

IT
H

G
A

LV
AN

IZ
E

D
N

A
IL

S
@

15
0

C
/C

.W
E

AT
H

ER
S

TR
IP

TO
B

E
A

P
P

R
O

V
E

D
B

Y
TH

E
E

N
G

IN
EE

R

P
IL

E
C

U
T-

O
FF

E
L

S
EE

D
W

G
10

2
P

IL
E

C
U

T-
O

FF
E

L
S

EE
D

W
G

10
2

C
O

N
TI

N
U

O
U

S
10

0
x

3
TH

K
U

V
R

E
S

IS
TA

N
T

N
E

O
P

R
E

N
E

W
E

A
TH

E
R

S
TR

IP
.A

TT
AC

H
TO

W
IT

H
G

A
LV

AN
IZ

E
D

N
A

IL
S

@
15

0
C

/C
.W

E
AT

H
E

R
ST

R
IP

TO
BE

AP
P

R
O

V
E

D
B

Y
TH

E
EN

G
IN

EE
R

81
5

PL
A

N
2 -

1:
25

3268TYP

90
0±

73
0±

64
X

23
5

LO
N

G
IT

U
D

IN
A

L
BE

AM
@

30
0

TY
P

3268TYP

H
A

N
D

R
A

IL
P

O
ST

S
14

0
x

14
0

10
70

m
m

H
IG

H
TY

P

C
O

N
C

R
E

TE
PI

LE
S

BE
LO

W

18
4

x
28

6
P

IE
R

C
R

O
S

S
H

E
AD

T
YP

64
X

14
0

PT
SP

F
D

EC
KI

N
G

N
A

IL
E

D
TO

JO
IS

TS
W

IT
H

2-
10

0
M

M
LO

N
G

G
A

LV
N

A
IL

S
PE

R
BO

A
R

D
AT

E
AC

H
JO

IS
T

LO
C

A
TI

O
N

TY
P

64
X

14
0

P
T

S
P

F
D

EC
K

IN
G

N
AI

LE
D

TO
JO

IS
TS

W
IT

H
2-

10
0

M
M

LO
N

G
G

A
LV

N
AI

LS
P

E
R

BO
A

R
D

A
T

EA
C

H
JO

IS
T

LO
C

AT
IO

N
TY

P
64

X
14

0
PT

S
PF

D
E

C
KI

N
G

N
AI

LE
D

TO
JO

IS
TS

W
IT

H
2-

10
0

M
M

LO
N

G
G

A
LV

N
A

IL
S

P
ER

B
O

AR
D

AT
EA

C
H

JO
IS

T
LO

C
A

TI
O

N
TY

P

A
B

U
T 30

0±

A
BU

T

30
0±

64
X

18
4

PT
SP

F
BL

O
C

K
IN

G
TO

E
-N

A
IL

ED
TO

JO
IS

TS
AT

PO
S

T
LO

C
A

TI
O

N
S

TY
P

64
X

18
4

P
T

SP
F

B
LO

C
K

IN
G

TO
E

-N
A

IL
E

D
TO

JO
IS

TS
AT

P
O

S
T

LO
C

A
TI

O
N

S
TY

P

C
O

N
C

R
E

TE
PI

LE
S

B
EL

O
W

18
4

x
28

6
PI

ER
C

R
O

SS
H

EA
D

TY
P

18
4

x
28

6
PI

ER
C

R
O

S
S

H
E

AD TY
P



20
50

±

80
0

TYP

\\s-edm-fs-01\projects\20143177\00_S_Whitemud_Ck_Brd\Working_Dwgs\300_Structural\02_detaildesign\3177-00-S-402.dwg
DATE:2017-03-20,AdamRees

PR
EL

IM
IN

AR
Y/

FO
R

D
IS

C
U

SS
IO

N
NO

T
FO

R
C

O
NS

TR
U

CT
IO

N

D
R

A
W

IN
G

R
E

V
IS

IO
N

D
E

S
C

R
IP

TI
O

N
D

R
A

W
N

D
ES

IG
N

D
A

TE
R

EV
S

H
E

ET

IF
N

O
T

50
m

m
A

DJ
U

ST
SC

AL
ES

50
m

m
SC

AL
E

(S
)S

H
O

W
N

AR
E

IN
TE

ND
ED

FO
R

AN
SI

D
(2

2X
34

)S
IZ

E
D

R
AW

IN
G

S,
TA

B
LO

ID
(1

1X
17

)S
IZ

E
DR

AW
IN

G
S

AR
E

1/
2

O
F

SC
AL

E(
S)

S
HO

W
N

U
NL

E
SS

NO
TE

D
O

TH
ER

W
IS

E

S
C

AL
E:

C
IT

Y
O

F
E

D
M

O
N

TO
N

C
O

M
M

U
N

IT
Y

S
ER

V
IC

E
S

W
H

IT
E

M
U

D
C

R
E

E
K

R
A

V
IN

E
S

O
U

TH
O

XB
O

W
SI

TE
B

O
AR

D
W

A
LK

R
E

P
LA

C
E

M
E

N
T

20
14

31
77

-0
0

9

S
TR

U
C

TU
R

ES
B

O
AR

D
W

A
LK

O
BS

E
R

V
AT

IO
N

P
LA

TF
O

R
M

31
77

-0
0-

S-
40

2
B

7
AS

S
H

O
W

N

A
20

17
FE

B1
7

M
.P

AU
LS

EN
A.

R
EE

S
IS

S
UE

D
FO

R
60

%
R

EV
IE

W

PL
AN

1 -
O

BS
ER

VA
TI

O
N

P
LA

TF
O

R
M

FR
AM

IN
G1:
20

S
EC

TI
O

N
2 -

O
BS

ER
V

AT
IO

N
PL

AT
FO

R
M1:
10

B
O

A
R

D
W

A
LK

D
EC

K
IN

G

B
O

A
R

D
W

A
LK

D
EC

K
IN

G

18
4

x
28

6
P

IE
R

C
R

O
S

SH
E

AD
18

4
x

28
6

P
IE

R
C

R
O

S
SH

EA
D

18
4

x
28

6
PI

E
R

C
O

LU
M

N
18

4
x

18
4

P
IE

R
C

O
LU

M
N

64
x

23
5

LO
N

G
IT

U
D

U
N

AL
B

E
A

M
S

64
x

23
5

LO
N

G
IT

U
D

U
N

AL
B

E
A

M
S

B
20

17
M

AR
17

M
.P

AU
LS

EN
A.

R
EE

S
IS

S
UE

D
FO

R
90

%
R

EV
IE

W

2 -

18
4

x
28

6
P

IE
R

C
R

O
S

S
H

EA
D

FR
A

M
E

64
x

23
5

LO
N

G
IT

U
D

U
N

A
L

B
EA

M
S

TY
P

14
0

x
14

0
H

A
N

D
R

A
IL

P
O

S
TS

TY
P

3 -

D
E

TA
IL

3 -
C

O
N

N
E

C
TI

O
N

TY
P

1:
10

35
25

0
M

IN
11

5

6
m

m
TH

K
G

A
LV

FO
LD

ED
P

LA
TE

B
O

TH
SI

D
ES

4
x

19
Ø

B
O

LT
S

W
IT

H
M

IN
IM

U
M

V
E

R
TI

C
AL

P
IT

C
H

O
F

25
0

m
m

11
5

25
0 MIN

35

64
X

14
0

PT
SP

F
D

EC
KI

N
G

N
A

IL
E

D
TO

JO
IS

TS
W

IT
H

2-
10

0
M

M
LO

N
G

G
A

LV
N

A
IL

S
P

E
R

B
O

AR
D

AT
EA

C
H

JO
IS

T
LO

C
A

TI
O

N
TY

P

64
X1

84
PT

S
PF

BL
O

C
KI

N
G

TO
E

-N
AI

LE
D

TO
JO

IS
TS

AT
PO

S
T

LO
C

A
TI

O
N

S
TY

P

C
O

N
C

R
ET

E
PI

LE
S

BE
LO

W



V
A

R
IE

S

900

V
AR

IE
S

900

F
.B

A
R

3x
75

B
/S

ID
ES

A
LL

A
R

O
U

N
D

F.
B

A
R

3x
75

B/
S

ID
E

S
A

LL
A

R
O

U
N

D

G
A

LV
A

N
IZ

E
D

S
TE

EL
P

A
N

E
L

-G
R

ID
S

PA
C

IN
G

A
T

10
0

V
E

R
T

x
20

H
O

R
IZ

M
A

X

G
A

LV
A

N
IZ

E
D

ST
EE

L
P

A
N

E
L

-
G

R
ID

S
P

A
C

IN
G

A
T

10
0

V
E

R
T

x
20

H
O

R
IZ

M
A

X

14
Ø

H
O

LE
S

FO
R

12
Ø

LA
G

S
C

R
E

W
S

A
T

30
0

M
AX

O
/C

TO
P

A
N

D
BT

M
TY

P

50 M
A

X
TY

P

·

\\s-edm-fs-01\projects\20143177\00_S_Whitemud_Ck_Brd\Working_Dwgs\300_Structural\02_detaildesign\3177-00-S-501.dwg
DATE:2017-03-20,AdamRees

PR
EL

IM
IN

AR
Y/

FO
R

D
IS

C
U

SS
IO

N
NO

T
FO

R
C

O
NS

TR
U

CT
IO

N

D
R

A
W

IN
G

R
E

V
IS

IO
N

D
E

S
C

R
IP

TI
O

N
D

R
A

W
N

D
ES

IG
N

D
A

TE
R

EV
S

H
E

ET

IF
N

O
T

50
m

m
A

DJ
U

ST
SC

AL
ES

50
m

m
SC

AL
E

(S
)S

H
O

W
N

AR
E

IN
TE

ND
ED

FO
R

AN
SI

D
(2

2X
34

)S
IZ

E
D

R
AW

IN
G

S,
TA

B
LO

ID
(1

1X
17

)S
IZ

E
DR

AW
IN

G
S

AR
E

1/
2

O
F

SC
AL

E(
S)

S
HO

W
N

U
NL

E
SS

NO
TE

D
O

TH
ER

W
IS

E

S
C

AL
E:

C
IT

Y
O

F
E

D
M

O
N

TO
N

C
O

M
M

U
N

IT
Y

S
ER

V
IC

E
S

W
H

IT
E

M
U

D
C

R
E

E
K

R
A

V
IN

E
S

O
U

TH
O

XB
O

W
SI

TE
B

O
AR

D
W

A
LK

R
E

P
LA

C
E

M
E

N
T

20
14

31
77

-0
0

9

S
TR

U
C

TU
R

ES
B

O
AR

D
W

A
LK

D
ET

A
IL

S

31
77

-0
0-

S-
50

1
B

8
AS

S
H

O
W

N

A
20

17
FE

B1
7

M
.P

AU
LS

EN
A.

R
EE

S
IS

S
UE

D
FO

R
60

%
R

EV
IE

W

D
ET

A
IL

1 -
H

A
N

D
R

AI
L

IN
SE

R
T

PA
N

EL
S1:
10

B
20

17
M

AR
17

M
.P

AU
LS

EN
A.

R
EE

S
IS

S
UE

D
FO

R
90

%
R

EV
IE

W

E
LE

V
A

TI
O

N
TY

PI
C

AL
PA

N
EL

AT
SL

O
PE

(A
S

N
O

TE
D

)

1:
10

E
LE

VA
TI

O
N

TY
P

IC
AL

PA
N

EL
AT

O
BS

E
R

V
AT

IO
N

PL
AT

FO
R

M
(A

S
N

O
TE

D
)

1:
10



E
X

IS
T

IN
G

TR
AI

L
TO

B
E

R
E

A
LI

G
N

E
D

N
E

W
B

O
A

R
D

W
A

LK
.

S
E

E
S

TR
U

C
TU

R
A

L

A
PP

R
O

X
IM

A
TE

A
LI

G
N

M
E

N
T

O
F

E
X

IS
TI

N
G

B
O

A
R

D
W

A
LK

/S
TA

IR
T

O
B

E
R

EM
O

VE
D

E
XI

S
TI

N
G

TR
A

IL
TO

B
E

R
E

A
LI

G
N

E
D

T
IE

IN
TO

E
X

IS
T

IN
G

TR
A

IL
A

LI
G

N
M

E
N

T

TI
E

IN
TO

E
X

IS
T

IN
G

TR
AI

L
A

LI
G

N
M

E
N

T
A

N
D

E
LE

V
A

TI
O

N

T
IE

IN
TO

E
X

IS
T

IN
G

E
LE

V
AT

IO
N

23
.5

93
3.

19
0

12
.50

0

0.000

23.593

26.783

72
.218

84
.71

8

\\s-edm-fs-01\projects\20143177\00_S_Whitemud_Ck_Brd\Working_Dwgs\175_Landscape\3177-00-L-101.dwg
DATE:2017-03-20,AdamRees

PR
EL

IM
IN

AR
Y/

FO
R

D
IS

C
U

SS
IO

N
NO

T
FO

R
C

O
NS

TR
U

CT
IO

N

D
R

A
W

IN
G

R
E

V
IS

IO
N

D
E

S
C

R
IP

TI
O

N
D

R
A

W
N

D
ES

IG
N

D
A

TE
R

EV
S

H
E

ET

IF
N

O
T

50
m

m
A

DJ
U

ST
SC

AL
ES

50
m

m
SC

AL
E

(S
)S

H
O

W
N

AR
E

IN
TE

ND
ED

FO
R

AN
SI

D
(2

2X
34

)S
IZ

E
D

R
AW

IN
G

S,
TA

B
LO

ID
(1

1X
17

)S
IZ

E
DR

AW
IN

G
S

AR
E

1/
2

O
F

SC
AL

E(
S)

S
HO

W
N

U
NL

E
SS

NO
TE

D
O

TH
ER

W
IS

E

S
C

AL
E:

C
IT

Y
O

F
E

D
M

O
N

TO
N

C
O

M
M

U
N

IT
Y

S
ER

V
IC

E
S

W
H

IT
E

M
U

D
C

R
E

E
K

R
A

V
IN

E
S

O
U

TH
O

XB
O

W
SI

TE
B

O
AR

D
W

A
LK

R
E

P
LA

C
E

M
E

N
T

20
14

31
77

-0
0

9

LA
N

D
S

C
AP

E
B

O
AR

D
W

A
LK

P
LA

N
AN

D
D

ET
A

IL
S

31
77

-0
0-

L-
10

1
A

9
AS

S
H

O
W

N

A
20

17
M

AR
20

B.
O

BR
AD

O
VI

C
T.

BU
CK

LE
Y

IS
S

UE
D

FO
R

90
%

R
EV

IE
W

PL
AN

1 -
TR

A
IL

R
EA

LI
G

N
M

E
N

T

1:
15

0

·
TH

E
C

O
N

TR
AC

TO
R

TO
C

AL
L

A
LB

ER
TA

O
N

E
-C

A
LL

AT
1-

80
0-

24
2-

34
47

TO
LO

C
A

TE
AN

D
ST

A
KE

E
XI

ST
IN

G
U

TI
LI

TI
E

S
P

R
IO

R
TO

ST
A

R
T

O
F

A
N

Y
C

O
N

S
TR

U
C

TI
O

N
.

·
TH

E
C

O
N

TR
AC

TO
R

IS
TO

VI
SI

T
TH

E
S

IT
E

TO
C

O
N

FI
R

M
AL

L
S

IT
E

C
O

N
D

IT
IO

N
S

PR
IO

R
TO

S
U

BM
IT

TI
N

G
B

ID
S

.
A

N
Y

D
IS

C
R

E
P

AN
C

IE
S

A
R

E
TO

B
E

R
E

P
O

R
TE

D
TO

TH
E

C
O

N
SU

LT
AN

T
FO

R
C

LA
R

IF
IC

AT
IO

N
.

·
TH

E
C

O
N

TR
AC

TO
R

IS
R

ES
P

O
N

S
IB

LE
FO

R
TH

E
H

O
A

R
D

IN
G

O
F

A
LL

TR
E

ES
W

IT
H

IN
O

R
A

D
JA

C
E

N
T

TO
C

O
N

S
TR

U
C

TI
O

N
AR

E
AS

A
S

P
E

R
C

IT
Y

O
F

ED
M

O
N

TO
N

S
TA

N
D

AR
D

D
E

TA
IL

S
.

·
TH

E
C

O
N

TR
AC

TO
R

IS
R

ES
P

O
N

S
IB

LE
FO

R
H

AU
LI

N
G

O
F

AL
L

E
X

C
ES

S
M

AT
E

R
IA

LS
O

FF
TH

E
S

IT
E

TO
A

LO
C

A
TI

O
N

D
ES

IG
N

AT
E

D
BY

TH
E

C
O

N
S

U
LT

AN
T.

·
TH

E
C

O
N

TR
A

C
TO

R
IS

R
E

SP
O

N
SI

B
LE

FO
R

G
EN

E
R

AL
SI

TE
C

LE
A

N
U

P
.

·
TH

E
C

O
N

TR
A

C
TO

R
IS

R
E

SP
O

N
SI

B
LE

FO
R

AN
Y

D
A

M
AG

E
TO

LA
N

D
SC

A
PE

D
AR

E
AS

A
N

D
M

U
ST

M
AK

E
A

LL
N

E
C

E
S

S
AR

Y
R

ES
TO

R
A

TI
O

N
S

AN
D

R
E

PA
IR

S.

·
A

LL
A

NC
IL

IA
R

Y
W

O
R

K
N

O
R

M
AL

LY
A

SS
O

C
IA

TE
D

W
IT

H
TH

IS
TY

PE
O

F
C

O
N

S
TR

U
C

TI
O

N
S

H
AL

L
BE

D
E

E
M

E
D

TO
B

E
P

AR
T

O
F

TH
E

C
O

N
TR

AC
T.

·
AL

L
W

O
R

K
IS

T
O

C
O

N
FO

R
M

TO
TH

E
C

IT
Y

O
F

E
D

M
O

N
TO

N
S

TA
N

D
AR

D
S

PE
C

IF
IC

AT
IO

N
S.

·
TH

E
C

O
N

TR
AC

TO
R

SH
AL

L
S

U
P

PL
Y

AL
L

M
AT

E
R

IA
LS

IN
Q

U
AN

TI
TI

ES
SU

FF
IC

IE
N

T
TO

C
O

M
P

LE
TE

TH
E

W
O

R
K

S
H

O
W

N
O

N
TH

E
D

R
AW

IN
G

S
.

AN
Y

D
IS

C
R

E
P

AN
C

IE
S

IN
Q

U
A

N
TI

TI
E

S
SH

A
LL

B
E

R
EP

O
R

TE
D

TO
TH

E
C

O
N

SU
LT

AN
T

FO
R

D
IR

E
C

TI
O

N
.

·
N

O
S

U
BS

IT
U

TI
O

N
S

O
F

M
AT

E
R

IA
LS

,P
R

O
D

U
C

TS
,O

R
Q

U
AN

TI
TI

ES
SH

AL
L

B
E

P
ER

M
IT

TE
D

W
IT

H
O

U
T

P
R

IO
R

C
O

N
S

E
N

T
O

F
TH

E
C

O
N

SU
LT

A
N

T.

·
TH

IS
D

R
A

W
IN

G
IS

TO
B

E
R

E
A

D
IN

C
O

N
JU

N
C

TI
O

N
W

IT
H

TH
E

C
IT

Y
O

F
ED

M
O

N
TO

N
S

TA
N

D
AR

D
S

PE
C

IF
IC

AT
IO

N
S,

D
R

A
W

IN
G

S,
AN

D
D

ET
A

IL
S

FO
R

TH
E

P
R

O
JE

C
T.

·
A

N
Y

A
M

B
IG

U
IT

Y
IN

TH
IS

D
R

A
W

IN
G

O
R

AC
C

O
M

P
AN

Y
IN

G
D

E
TA

IL
S

IS
TO

B
E

R
E

PO
R

TE
D

TO
TH

E
C

O
N

S
U

LT
A

N
T

FO
R

D
IR

E
C

TI
O

N
.

TH
E

C
O

N
TR

A
C

TO
R

IS
N

O
T

TO
P

R
O

C
EE

D
IN

U
N

C
ER

TA
IN

TY
.

·
LI

M
IT

S
O

F
T

H
E

W
O

R
K

AR
E

TO
BE

C
LE

AR
LY

U
N

D
ER

S
TO

O
D

B
Y

TH
E

C
O

N
TR

A
C

TO
R

P
R

IO
R

TO
AN

Y
W

O
R

K
TA

K
IN

G
P

LA
C

E
O

N
SI

TE
.

TH
E

C
O

N
TR

AC
TO

R
IS

TO
C

O
N

TA
C

T
TH

E
C

O
N

SU
LT

A
N

T
FO

R
C

LA
R

IF
IC

AT
IO

N
IF

R
E

Q
U

IR
ED

.
·

TH
E

C
O

N
TR

A
C

TO
R

IS
TO

VE
R

IF
Y

A
LL

D
IM

E
N

S
IO

N
S

A
N

D
R

E
PO

R
T

AN
Y

D
IS

C
R

E
PA

N
C

IE
S

TO
C

O
N

SU
LT

A
N

T.
·

O
N

-S
IT

E
LA

Y
O

U
T

IS
TO

BE
A

PP
R

O
VE

D
BY

C
O

N
SU

LT
A

N
T

PR
IO

R
TO

S
TA

R
T

O
F

C
O

N
ST

R
U

C
TI

O
N

.
·

A
LL

M
E

A
SU

R
E

M
E

N
TS

A
R

E
IN

M
IL

LI
M

E
TR

E
S

U
N

LE
S

S
O

TH
E

R
W

IS
E

SP
EC

IF
IE

D
.

G
R

AN
U

LA
R

TR
AI

L
AS

PE
R

SE
C

TI
O

N
2/

-

E
N

S
U

R
E

P
O

S
IT

IV
E

DR
AI

N
A

G
E

N
O

TE
S:

·
D

IM
E

N
S

IO
N

S
O

F
G

R
A

N
U

LA
R

W
A

LK
W

A
Y

O
R

P
LA

ZA
AS

P
ER

LA
YO

U
T

D
R

A
W

IN
G

.
·

E
N

S
U

R
E

G
R

A
N

U
LA

R
S

U
R

FA
C

E
IS

FL
U

SH
W

IT
H

FI
N

A
L

G
R

A
D

E.
·

E
N

S
U

R
E

PO
S

IT
IV

E
D

R
A

IN
AG

E
O

FF
G

R
A

N
U

LA
R

A
T

A
LL

LO
C

A
TI

O
N

S
.

·
20

m
m

M
IN

U
S

G
R

A
N

U
LA

R
-S

EC
TI

O
N

D
ES

IG
N

AT
IO

N
3,

C
LA

S
S

20
A

,C
O

M
PA

C
T

TO
97

%
S.

P.
D

.

SE
C

TI
O

N
2 -

TY
P

IC
AL

G
R

A
N

U
LA

R
W

AL
K

W
A

Y

N
.T

.S
.

50
m

m
D

EP
TH

O
F

6m
m

M
IN

U
S

G
R

A
N

U
LA

R
TO

P
C

O
U

R
S

E.
C

O
M

P
AC

T
TO

97
%

S.
P.

D
.

10
0m

m
D

EP
TH

O
F

20
m

m
M

IN
U

S
R

O
A

D
C

R
U

SH
G

R
A

VE
L.

C
O

M
P

AC
T

TO
97

%
S.

P.
D

.

E
XI

S
TI

N
G

TU
R

F
T

O
B

E
M

A
IN

TA
IN

ED

C
LA

Y
SU

B
G

R
A

D
E

G
R

U
BB

ED
,F

R
EE

O
F

S
TU

M
P

S,
R

O
O

TS
,L

AR
G

E
R

O
C

K
S

A
N

D
D

EB
R

IS

N
O

N
-W

O
VE

N
G

E
O

TE
X

TI
LE

FA
BR

IC
.N

IL
EX

45
51

O
R

LA
Y

FI
E

LD
LP

6
O

R
E

Q
U

IV
A

LE
N

T
EX

TE
N

D
E

D
U

P
TO

E
D

G
E

S
O

F
G

R
AV

EL

TI
E

S
ID

E
SL

O
PE

IN
TO

E
X

IS
TI

N
G

G
R

AD
E

W
IT

H
TO

P
SO

IL
A

T
M

A
X

IM
U

M
2.

5:
1

SL
O

P
E

E
L

62
9.

16
EL

62
9.

49

EL
63

2.
73

E
L

63
2.

44

30
00







May 12, 2016

DRAFT GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION
REPORT

Oxbow Boardwalk
Whitemud Creek Walking Trail
Edmonton, Alberta

Report Number:  1404541
Distribution:

1 Electronic Copy - Associated Engineering
1 Copy - Golder Associates Ltd.

Submitted to:
Sandra Meidinger, P.Biol, R.P. Bio.
Associated Engineering
500, 9888 Jasper Avenue
Edmonton, AB  T5J 5C6



DRAFT GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION
OXBOW BOARDWALK

May 12, 2016
Report No. 1404541 i

Table of Contents

1.0 INTRODUCTION .................................................................................................................................................... 1

2.0 SITE LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION ................................................................................................................. 1

3.0 FIELD INVESTIGATION ........................................................................................................................................ 2

4.0 SITE GEOLOGY AND SUBSURFACE CONDITIONS .......................................................................................... 3

4.1 Regional Geology ..................................................................................................................................... 3

4.2 Subsurface Soil Conditions ....................................................................................................................... 3

4.2.1 Gravel and Topsoil .............................................................................................................................. 4

4.2.2 Silty Clay and Sand ............................................................................................................................. 4

4.2.3 Sandy Clayey Silt ................................................................................................................................ 4

4.2.4 Clayey Sand ........................................................................................................................................ 4

4.2.5 Bedrock ............................................................................................................................................... 5

4.3 Groundwater Conditions ........................................................................................................................... 5

5.0 GEOTECHNICAL COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS .............................................................................. 6

5.1 Frost Susceptibility and Penetration Depth ............................................................................................... 6

5.2 Foundations .............................................................................................................................................. 7

5.2.1 Shallow Foundations ........................................................................................................................... 7

5.2.2 Concrete Cast-in-Place Piles .............................................................................................................. 8

5.2.2.1 Design for Compressive and Uplift Loads ........................................................................................ 8

5.2.2.2 Lateral Load Resistance of Piles ..................................................................................................... 9

5.2.2.3 Recommendations on Pile Installation ........................................................................................... 10

5.2.3 Micropiles .......................................................................................................................................... 11

5.3 Slope Stability Recommendations .......................................................................................................... 12

5.4 Erosion Control ....................................................................................................................................... 14

5.5 Excavation and Groundwater Control ..................................................................................................... 15

5.6 Water Soluble Sulphate Content and Cement Type ............................................................................... 16

5.7 Seismic Site Classification ...................................................................................................................... 16

6.0 CLOSURE ............................................................................................................................................................ 17

IMPORTANT INFORMATION AND LIMITATIONS OF THIS REPORT



DRAFT GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION
OXBOW BOARDWALK

May 12, 2016
Report No. 1404541 ii

FIGURES
Figure 1 Site and Borehole Location Plan
Figure 2 Design Chart for Lateral Loaded Piles in Cohesive Soils
Figure 3 Static Global Stability Analysis, Circular Failure Undrained
Figure 4 Static Global Stability Analysis, Circular Failure Drained
Figure 5 Static Global Stability Analysis, Circular Failure Drained (Flood Conditions)

APPENDICES
APPENDIX A Record of Borehole Sheets from Current Investigation

Method of Soil Classification
Lists of Symbols
Symbols and Terms used on Records of Boreholes and Test Pits
Records of Borehole BH16-01 to 16-04

APPENDIX B Laboratory Test Results

APPENDIX A Record of Test Hole Sheets from Previous Investigation
Records of Borehole TH14-01 to 14-04



DRAFT GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION
OXBOW BOARDWALK

May 12, 2016
Report No. 1404541 1

1.0 INTRODUCTION
Golder Associates Ltd. (Golder) has been retained by Associated Engineering (AE) on behalf of the City of
Edmonton (the City) to provide geotechnical engineering services for the proposed replacement of the existing
staircase and boardwalk along the walking trail located in the Whitemud Creek ravine, approximately 700 m south
of Whitemud Drive in Edmonton, Alberta.  The trail will be shifted approximately 10 m to the west to cross an
oxbow lake and a new raised boardwalk will be constructed.

Golder previously carried out a preliminary geotechnical investigation for the boardwalk on September 2, 2014; a
draft preliminary geotechnical report was submitted to AE in October 2014.  After reviewing the preliminary
geotechnical report, the City requested a detailed geotechnical investigation be carried out at the Site.

The professional services for this report address only the geotechnical (physical) aspects of the subsurface
conditions at this Site.  The geo-environmental (chemical) aspects for the projects are outside the terms of
reference for this geotechnical study and have not been investigated or addressed herein.

The purpose of this investigation was to obtain information on the subsurface soil and groundwater conditions at
the site and, based on our interpretation of this information, provide geotechnical engineering recommendations
pertaining to foundations and slope stability issues for the design and construction of proposed realigned
boardwalk. l submitted to AE dated November
2, 2015.

The factual data, interpretations and recommendations provided in this report pertain to a specific project as
described in the report and are not applicable to any other project or site location.  If the project is modified in
concept, location or elevation, or if the project is not initiated within eighteen months of the date of the report,
Golder should be given an opportunity to confirm that the recommendations are still valid.

Use of this report is subject to the conditions outlined in the Important Information and Limitations of this Report

to this information, as it is essential for the proper use and interpretation of the report.

2.0 SITE LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION
It is understood that the City of Edmonton is planning to replace an existing staircase and boardwalk along the
walking trail within the Whitemud Creek ravine, approximately 700 m south of Whitemud Drive (see Figure 1).  The
trail will be shifted approximately 10 m to the west in order to cross an old oxbow of the creek, and a new raised
boardwalk will be constructed.

The existing boardwalk traverses a narrow stretch of land between the oxbow and the creek, which is prone to
flooding during high water events.  Based on the concept plan (Whitemud Creek Oxbow Site Stair and Boardwalk
Replacement Concept Plan, dated Dec. 2012) provided to Golder by AE, the north section of the realigned trail
will traverse a steep slope requiring a small amount of cut and fill along the 4.5 m high north slope, tying into the
existing trail at the top of the slope.  This portion of the trail will be graded at 8 per cent with a 3 per cent cross fall.
The boardwalk is to have a grade of 2.5 per cent and will tie in with the existing trail to the south.  Screw piles with
a 2.4 m centre-to-centre spacing were noted on the concept plan as the preferred foundation support for the
boardwalk.
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Based on the revised design drawings provided to Golder by AE on April 25, 2016, the preferred foundation support
for the boardwalk are concrete cast-in-place piles.

3.0 FIELD INVESTIGATION
The field geotechnical investigation for the boardwalk was carried out on April 8 and March 11, 2016.  Four
boreholes were advanced at the site at the locations shown on Figure 1.  Borehole BH16-01 was advanced to a
depth of 5.8 m, Borehole BH16-02 was advanced to 4.6 m and Boreholes BH16-03 and BH16-04 were advanced
to 4.9 m below existing ground surface.  All boreholes terminated due to auger refusal in the sandstone bedrock.

Borehole BH16-01 was advanced using a M2.5T track mounted drill rig at the crest of the slope and Boreholes
BH16-02 to BH16-04 were advanced using a M4T track mounted drill rig at the base of the slope; both drill rigs
were supplied and operated by Mobile Augers and Research Ltd. of Edmonton, Alberta.  The boreholes were
advanced using 152 mm diameter solid stem augers, with soil samples obtained at 1.5 m intervals of depth using
a 50 mm outside diameter split-spoon sampler driven by an automatic hammer in accordance with the Standard
Penetration Test (SPT) procedure (ASTM D1586-11 Standard Test Method for Standard Penetration Test).  Bulk
samples were also obtained from the auger flights.

Groundwater conditions were observed in the open boreholes during and immediately following the drilling
operations.  Standpipes were installed in Boreholes BH16-01 and BH16-03 to permit monitoring of the groundwater
levels.  The standpipes were constructed of 25 mm diameter PVC pipe, with a slotted screen, filter sand and
bentonite seals installed at selected depth intervals above the screen within the boreholes.  Standpipe installation
details and water level readings are indicated on the Record of Borehole Sheets in Appendix A.  Soil cuttings were
used to backfill the boreholes above the screened section with a near surface bentonite seal.  Excess soil cuttings
remaining after backfilling the boreholes were removed from Site following completion of drilling.  Boreholes BH16-
02 and BH16-04 were backfilled using soil cuttings with a near surface bentonite seal.

Field work was carried out under the full-time supervision of a member of Golder engineering staff who located
the boreholes in the field, directed the sampling and in situ testing operations, and logged the boreholes.  Samples

further examination and laboratory testing.  Index and classification tests consisting of water content
determinations, Atterberg limits, particle size analyses and soil corrosivity tests were carried out on selected soil
samples.

Approximate borehole locations were estimated using a consumer grade handheld global positioning system
(GPS) with an expected horizontal accuracy of +/- 5 m.  Ground surface elevations were estimated from the site
plan provided by AE. The borehole locations, including approximate UTM NAD83 northing and easting coordinates
and ground surface elevations referenced to geodetic datum, are presented on the Record of Borehole Sheets
and are summarized in the following table.
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Table 1:  Approximate Borehole Locations and Elevations
Borehole
Number

UTM NAD83
Northing (m)

UTM NAD83
Easting (m)

Ground Surface
Elevation (m)

Borehole Depth
(m)

BH16-01 5,928,311 330,415 633.0 5.8
BH16-02 5,928,297 330,413 631.0 4.6
BH16-03 5,928,294 330,409 631.0 4.9
BH16-04 5,928,284 330,401 632.0 4.9

4.0 SITE GEOLOGY AND SUBSURFACE CONDITIONS
4.1 Regional Geology

Surficial Geology of Edmonton
profile in the area of the Site generally consists of erosional features.  Erosional features are typically observed
near creek valleys like the Whitemud Creek ravine and consist of thin colluvial cover on the valley slopes, thin
alluvial materials along the streams, and mixed glacial and bedrock materials near slump areas.

Regionally, the uppermost bedrock unit in the area consists of the Horseshoe Canyon Formation.  According to
Bedrock Geology of Alberta

consists of grey, feldspathic, clayey sandstone; grey bentonitic mudstone and carbonaceous shale; concretionary
ironstone beds, scattered coal and bentonite beds of variable thickness; and minor limestone beds.

4.2 Subsurface Soil Conditions
Detailed subsurface soil and groundwater conditions encountered in the boreholes advanced as part of the current
investigation and the results of in situ and laboratory testing are presented on the Record of Borehole Sheets
contained in Appendix A.  Results of geotechnical and analytical laboratory testing are presented in Appendix B.
The Record of Test Hole Sheets from the previous (2014) investigation are contained in Appendix C.

Soil descriptions provided in this report are based on visual and textural evidence along with accepted standard
methods of classification and description routinely used in current geotechnical practice.  The stratigraphic
boundaries shown on the Record of Borehole Sheets are inferred from observations of drilling progress and from
non-continuous sampling and, therefore, represent transitions between soil types rather than exact planes of
geological change.  The subsurface conditions will vary between and beyond the borehole locations.

In general, the subsurface conditions below the embankment at the north end of the site consist of silty clay and
sand, overlaying highly to completely weathered clayshale bedrock, overlaying highly to completely weathered
sandstone bedrock.  Below the embankment (in the floodplain between the oxbow and Whitemud Creek) the
encountered subsurface conditions generally consist of silty clay and sand, overlaying clayey sand, overlying
completely weathered sandstone bedrock.

More detailed descriptions of the subsurface conditions encountered in the boreholes are provided in the following
sections.
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4.2.1 Gravel and Topsoil
A 50 mm thick layer of gravel was encountered in Borehole BH16-01 immediately below the existing ground
surface.

Approximately 180 mm to 200 mm of topsoil was encountered immediately below ground surface in Boreholes
BH16-02 to BH16-04.

4.2.2 Silty Clay and Sand
A silty clay and sand deposit was encountered underlying the gravel and topsoil in all boreholes.  The surface of
the deposit was encountered at depths ranging from 0.1 m to 0.2 m, corresponding to Elevations 632.9 m to
630.8 m.  The thickness of the deposit varied from 1.3 m to 2.7 m, with the base of the deposit extending to
between Elevation 630.2 m and 629.5 m.

The deposit consists of silty clay and sand containing trace organics and plant fibers.  Some gravel and inferred
cobbles due to grinding of the augers was noted at a depth of 2.3 m in Borehole BH16-01.  Results of grain size
distribution tests completed on two selected samples of the silty clay and sand deposit are contained in
Appendix B.

Atterberg limits testing was conducted on two selected samples of the silty clay and sand deposit and measured
plastic limits of 16 and 20 per cent, liquid limits of 31 and 34 per cent and corresponding plasticity indices of 14
and 15 per cent.  Plasticity results contained in Appendix B, indicate that the silty clay and sand deposit is of
intermediate plasticity.  Laboratory water contents measured on selected samples of the silty clay and sand deposit
range between about 11 and 47 per cent, with higher water contents observed in the floodplain area.

The Standard Penetration Test (SPT -values measured within the silty clay and sand were between 1 and 27
blows per 0.3 m of penetration, suggesting a very soft to soft consistency in the floodplain and stiff to very stiff
consistency below the embankment.  Sloughing was observed within the silty clay and sand deposit in BH16-04
during drilling operations.

4.2.3 Sandy Clayey Silt
A 0.3 m thick interlayer of sandy clayey silt was encountered underlying the silty clay and sand in Borehole BH16-
02.  The surface of the deposit was encountered at a depth of 1.5 m, corresponding to Elevation 629.5 m.

A laboratory water content measured on one sample of the sandy clayey silt was 44 per cent.

4.2.4 Clayey Sand
A clayey sand deposit was encountered in Boreholes BH16-02 to BH16-04 underlying the silty clay and sand and
sandy clayey silt deposits at depths ranging from 1.5 m to 2.4 m, corresponding to Elevations 629.9 m to 629.5 m.
The thickness of the deposit varied from 0.6 m to 0.9 m, with the base of the deposit extending to between
Elevation 629.0 m and 628.3 m.
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The deposit consists of clayey sand containing trace organic pockets and oxidation stains.  The sand was typically
fine to medium grained.  Results of grain size distribution tests completed on two selected samples of the clayey
sand deposit are contained in Appendix B.

Laboratory water contents measured on selected samples of the clayey sand deposit were between about 30 and
34 per cent.

-value measured within the clayey sand was 3 blows per 0.3 m of penetration, indicating a very loose
relative density.  Sloughing was observed within the clayey sand deposit during drilling operations in all boreholes
where it was encountered.

4.2.5 Bedrock
Highly to completely weathered clayshale of the Horseshoe Canyon Formation was encountered underlying the
silty clay and sand deposit in Borehole BH16-01 at a depth of 2.7 m, corresponding to Elevation 630.3 m.

The clayshale was highly to completely weathered, massive, grey, non-porous and extremely weak. Laboratory
water contents measured on selected samples of the clayshale were between about 18 and 21 per cent.  One

-value was measured within the clayshale, which showed 43 blows per 0.3 m of penetration suggesting a
hard consistency (in terms of a soil).

Highly to completely weathered sandstone bedrock of the Horseshoe Canyon Formation was encountered
underlying the clayshale in Borehole BH16-01 and underlying the clayey sand in the remaining boreholes at depths
ranging from 2.4 m to 5.2 m, corresponding to Elevations 628.9 m to 627.8 m.  All boreholes terminated due to
auger refusal within the sandstone, penetrating for thicknesses between 0.6 m and 2.4 m.

The sandstone was typically highly to completely weathered, massive, grey, faintly porous and extremely weak.
Oxidation stains were noted in the sandstone in Boreholes BH16-02 and BH16-03.  Laboratory water contents
measured on selected samples of the sandstone were between about 13 and 24 per cent. -values
measured within the sandstone ranged between 19 blows per 0.3 m of penetration and 50 blows per 0.1 m of
penetration, indicating a compact to very dense relative density (in terms of a soil).

4.3 Groundwater Conditions
The observed and recorded water levels in the open boreholes following completion of drilling and in the
standpipes are shown on the Record of Borehole sheets and are summarized as follows:

Table 2: Groundwater Conditions
Borehole

No.
Ground Surface

Elevation (m)
Depth to Water

Level (m)
Groundwater
Elevation (m) Date

BH16-01 633.0

Dry - March 11, 2016
(completion of drilling)

Dry -
April 8, 2016

(Drilling of remaining
boreholes)



DRAFT GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION
OXBOW BOARDWALK

May 12, 2016
Report No. 1404541 6

Borehole
No.

Ground Surface
Elevation (m)

Depth to Water
Level (m)

Groundwater
Elevation (m) Date

Dry - April 22, 2016
(Two week reading)

BH16-02 631.0 1.8 629.2 April 8, 2016
(completion of drilling)

BH16-03 631.0
3.5 627.5 April 8, 2016

(completion of drilling)

2.0 629.0 April 22, 2016
(Two week reading)

BH16-04 632.0 1.9 630.1 April 8, 2016
(completion of drilling)

Water levels observed in the open boreholes on completion of drilling may not represent long-term stabilized
groundwater levels. Subsurface water levels at the Site are expected to fluctuate seasonally in response to
changes in precipitation and snow melt, and should be expected to be higher during the spring and following
periods of heavy precipitation.

5.0 GEOTECHNICAL COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
This section of the report provides geotechnical engineering comments and recommendations for consideration
during design and construction of the boardwalk/staircase replacement.  The recommendations are based on

 interpretation of factual information obtained from the boreholes advanced as part of the current
subsurface investigation at the site and available project information.

Where comments are made on construction, they are provided to highlight those aspects that could affect the
design of the project, and for which special provisions may be required in the Contract Documents.  Those requiring
information on aspects of construction should make their own interpretation of the factual information provided as
such interpretation may affect equipment selection, proposed construction methods, scheduling and the like.

5.1 Frost Susceptibility and Penetration Depth
The anticipated depth of frost penetration was estimated for the average properties for the in-situ soils encountered
at the location of the advanced boreholes both based on mean annual Air Freezing Index (AFI) and the 50 year
return period Air Freezing Index of about 1450
surface soil comprises silty clay and sand with a dry density of 18 kN/m3 and a gravimetric water content of 27 per
cent.  The mean annual depth of frost penetration for the cohesive soils present on Site is estimated to be about
1.8 m, and the penetration for a 50-year return period is about 2.1 m.  A design frost penetration depth of 2.5 m is
recommended.  These estimates were determined using the method outlined in the Canadian Foundation
Engineering Manual (CFEM) (Canadian Geotechnical Society, 2006).
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The U.S. Corps of Engineers have classified the frost susceptibility of soils based on soil type into four groups F1
to F4 in approximate order of increasing frost susceptibility and loss of strength during thaw.  Frost effects should
be considered in the design of structural elements that are sensitive to post construction movement such as
foundations, or buried services that cannot be allowed to freeze.  Frost heave is a potentials concern at the bottom
of foundation elements (i.e. shallow foundations, slabs-on-grade, grade beams, pile caps and roadways).  Based
on Atterberg Limits test results, the soils at the Site generally fall into group F3 indicating the soils are highly
susceptible to the development of ice lenses and subsequent frost heaves.

5.2 Foundations
Based on the proposed geometry of the boardwalk and the subsurface conditions encountered at the site, both
shallow foundations and deep foundations have been considered.  The three types of recommended foundation
options are further discussed in the following sections. Screw piles are not recommended as they may encounter
shallow refusal in the clayshale or sandstone.

5.2.1 Shallow Foundations
Conventional spread and/or shallow foundations founded on the clayshale/sandstone bedrock encountered
beneath the soft silty clay and sand and clayey sand deposits may be considered for support of the proposed
boardwalk.  The surface of the bedrock varies with location, and the following founding elevations are
recommended for the boardwalk structure contingent on verification by a qualified geotechnical engineer during
construction:

Table 3: Founding Elevation for Shallow Foundations

Foundation
Location Relevant Borehole Ground Surface

Elevation (m)
Surface of

Bedrock Elevation
(m)

Founding
Elevation (m)

Crest of Slope BH16-01 633.0 630.3 630.0

Base of Slope
BH16-02 631.0 628.3 628.0
BH16-03 631.0 628.6 628.0
BH16-04 632.0 629.0 628.5

Shallow foundations should be placed below the frost depth, a minimum of 2.5 m below the final ground surface,
to provide protection from frost action.  Alternatively, suitably designed insulation may be used to provide protection
against frost action.

Strip or spread footings founded at the elevations specified above, the factored geotechnical axial resistance at
Ultimate Limit States (ULS) and geotechnical resistance at Serviceability Limit States (SLS), for 25 mm of
settlement are shown in Table 4.
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Table 4: Geotechnical Resistance/Reaction Values

Footing Foundation
Subgrade

Footing
Width (m)

Factored
Geotechnical
Resistance at

ULS (kPa)

Geotechnical
Resistance at

SLS (kPa)

Clayshale
0.3 350 225
0.5 375 250
1.0 400 250

Sandstone
0.3 875 575
0.5 900 600
1.0 950 625

The geotechnical resistances provided are dependent on the footing size, configuration and applied loads;
therefore, the geotechnical resistances should be reviewed if the selected footing width or founding elevation
differs from the values given above.  The values provided are given under the assumption that the loads will be
applied perpendicular to the surface of the footings.  Where the load is not applied perpendicular to the surface of
the footing, inclination of the load should be taken into account .

A factored coefficient of friction of 0.4 and 0.5 (concrete to soil) is recommended for conventional spread and/or
strip foundations founded on the clayshale and sandstone, respectively, which includes a geotechnical resistance
factor ( ) of 0.8.

The base of each footing excavation must comprise clean, undisturbed bedrock.  The founding level for the footings
must be inspected by a qualified geotechnical engineer following excavation to verify that all existing fill and other
unsuitable material have been removed, as the founding bedrock will be susceptible to disturbance.  If the concrete
for the footings cannot be poured immediately after excavation and inspection, it is recommended that a concrete
working slab be placed on the subgrade within four hours to protect the integrity of the bearing stratum.

5.2.2 Concrete Cast-in-Place Piles
Drilled cast-in-place straight-shaft concrete piles are considered a suitable pile type for the proposed boardwalk
replacement.  This type of pile was also been used for the two existing pedestrian bridges to the north.

5.2.2.1 Design for Compressive and Uplift Loads
It is expected that the finished grade will be close to the existing grade with no significant cut or fill required.  Drilled
cast-in-place straight shaft concrete piles subjected to compressive loads should be designed based on the
unfactored skin friction values given in Table 5.

Table 5:  Unfactored Skin Friction for Drilled Cast-In-Place Straight Shaft Concrete Piles
Depth Below Existing Grade Major Soil Type Unfactored Skin Friction (kPa)

0 to 3 m Clay, Sand 0
Below 3 m Clay Shale / Sandstone 60
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An unfactored unit end bearing resistance of 1000 kPa for piles founded within the sandstone can be included in
the design of conventional drilled cast-in-place straight shaft concrete piles if the soil debris at the bottom of the
drilled shaft is properly removed.

To determine the Ultimate Limit States (ULS) factored compressive resistance of a pile, a resistance factor ( ) of
0.4 should be applied to the unfactored resistance determined using the above recommended unfactored skin
friction and end bearing values.

The minimum diameter of conventional drilled cast-in-place piles should be 400 mm.  The minimum center-to-
center spacing between piles should be not less than 2.5 times the pile diameter.

An adfreeze stress of 65 kPa acting along the pile shafts is recommended within the zone that would be subject
to frost heave, which should be taken as 2.2 m below ground surface in unheated areas.  Where frost jacking and
transient uplift loads (such as wind loading) occur simultaneously, these two loads need not be considered
together; the larger of the two should be used.  A minimum 6 m length will be required to counteract the uplift
loads.  Straight shaft piles exposed to freezing conditions should have the reinforcing extended to a minimum of
6 m depth below finished grade.  Where piles are to be installed to shallower depths than recommended for frost
resistance, rigid insulation may be used to reduce the frost penetration depth.

5.2.2.2 Lateral Load Resistance of Piles
The resistance of piles against lateral loads and moments may be calculated using the Method of Broms.  Due to
the soft nature of the upper clay, it is expected that majority of the lateral resistance will be provided by the
underlying clayshale and sandstone for straight shaft vertical piles.  For design purpose, it can be conservatively
assumed that the pile is cantilevered above the clayshale or sandstone with no lateral resistance from the upper
clay.

The recommended values for the Modulus of Subgrade Reaction, k for such soils, are given in Table 6.

Table 6:  Modulus of Subgrade Reaction for Laterally Loaded Piles

Loading Condition Modulus of Subgrade Reaction, k (MN/m3)

For sustained lateral loads 10/D*

For repetitive lateral loads 8/D*

For transient lateral loads 12/D*

1. *D= Pile Diameter (m)

In design, the lateral resistance of concrete piles is typically limited by a deflection criterion of 6 mm or less.  To
determine the lateral load, the chart developed by Broms, as illustrated on the attached Figure 2 should be used.
The use of the chart requires the calculation of a dimensionless length L, where:

4
4 pilepileIE

kD
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k  = Modulus of Subgrade Reaction (MN/m3, see Table 6)

D  = Pile Diameter (m)

Epile  = Elastic Modulus of the pile (MPa)

Ipile  = Moment of Inertia of the pile section (m4)

L  = Pile Length (m)

The y axis of the chart is given in terms of a dimensionless lateral deflection value yokDL/P, where:

yo = Lateral Deflection (mm)

P  = Lateral Load (kN)

In the calculation for the maximum positive moment for a free-head pile, the point of fixity (f) below surface may
be determined by the following, where:

DC
Pf
u9

Cu = Undrained shear strength (use Cu = 120 kPa)

The above expression is valid for cohesive soils and is considered suitable for the extremely weak bedrock.  The
maximum positive moment acting on the free-head pile may be determined by:

Mmax  = P(e+ 1.5D + 0.5

Where:

e = height of load application above the top of clayshale or sandstone (m)

5.2.2.3 Recommendations on Pile Installation
Other than restricted access, the key challenge with drilled pile installation at this site is associated with
groundwater seepage and potential soil collapse during the pile shaft excavation.  Temporary casing should be
assumed to be required during construction.  Ideally, temporary casing penetrating into the clay shale is
recommended to form a temporary seal to control caving and seepage during pile installation.  Casing may not be
required if the caving condition or water seepage is relatively minor.  In this case, a portable submersible pump
may be used to remove the water from the bottom of the drilled hole prior to concrete placement, which will likely
require tremie methods.
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To reduce the degree of softening and disturbance to the pile wall, the concrete should be placed within two hours
after the completion of the drilled hole.  Concrete should be placed without segregation and carefully vibrated to a
minimum depth of 3 m.  The slump of the concrete should be between 100 mm and 150 mm.

Where casing has been used for a specific pile, the excavation (drilling) for adjacent piles within 9 shaft diameters
should be deferred until the concrete in the constructed pile has set.  The level of fresh concrete in the casing must
be maintained above the caving or seepage zone as the casing is withdrawn, and should be sufficiently high to
counteract groundwater pressures.

A qualified and experienced inspector should be on site during the entire period of pile installation.  The inspector
should keep complete and accurate records of the pile installations.

5.2.3 Micropiles
Consideration may be given to the use of micropiles for the support of the boardwalk structure.  Micropiles typically
have a diameter less than 300 mm and are typically designed to resist axial loading conditions.  Battered micropiles
would likely be required to resist lateral loads.  The installation method would likely require air circulation with a
temporary casing to remove the drill cuttings (auger methods may not achieve sufficient penetration depth due to
practical auger refusal, which was observed during for the geotechnical investigation auger drilling equipment).  A
micropile typically comprises a central steel reinforcing bar along the full length of the pile with a permanent outer
steel casing that extends some distance below the ground surface (but usually not to the pile tip).  Grout is injected
during casing withdrawal.  There are numerous variations the above design and installation method; the
geotechnical recommendations herein are preliminary and require verification once the preferred micropile design
and installation method are selected.

For design, the ultimate (unfactored) axial geotechnical resistance of a micropile, Qu, may be determined by the
following:

Where  is the grout to ground ultimate bond strength along the ith pile segment (kPa)

is the diameter of the drill hole (m)

is the bond length along the ith pile segment  (m)

To determine the factored resistance, a geotechnical resistance factor ( ) of 0.4 should be applied to the ultimate
resistance (Qu).  End bearing resistance is typically neglected for micropiles.

Based  section
2.3) are considered to be feasible.  A Type  micropile consists of a gravity grouted micropile with the bond zone
within the clayshale and bedrock at the crest of the slope and within the sandstone at the base of the slope.  A

-grouted micropile, typically grouted through the drilling casing as it is
withdrawn.

Based on the subsurface conditions encountered at the site, and the bond zone assumptions made above, the
following ultimate grout-to- bond) values are recommended for preliminary design:
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Table 7:  Recommended Ultimate Grout-to-Ground Bond Strengths for Micropile Design

Location Major Soil Type
Ultimate Grout-to-Ground Bond Strength

bond) (kPa)

Type A Micropile Type B Micropile

Crest of Slope
Silty Clay and Sand 40 60
Clayshale Bedrock 100 120
Sandstone Bedrock 150 200

Base of Slope
Silty Clay and Sand 15 20

Clayey Sand 15 20
Sandstone Bedrock 150 200

It should be noted that the grout-to-ground bond values should be confirmed by carrying out a pre-production
verification load test prior to the start of production piling.  If a sufficient number of verification load tests are
performed, the geotechnical resistance factor may be increased up to 0.6 (pending the results confirming design
assumptions).

The drill hole diameter and length of the micropile are dependent on the design loads.  For both options, it is
recommended that casing be installed to at least below the existing silty clay and sand and clayey sand deposits
and into the top of the bedrock.

The center to center spacing should be the greater of a minimum of 760 mm or 3 micropile diameters, whichever
is greater.  The structural resistance of the micropile will also need to be checked by a structural engineer to ensure
that the modified foundation system is capable of supporting the design loads.

The ease of equipment access, size of working area and headroom available at the micropile locations should be
considered when selecting the most appropriate size and type of micropile to be installed.  Where a small drill rig
will be required due to tight access and a small working area, micropiles may be more cost effective than shallow
foundations or reinforced concrete drilled shafts.

5.3 Slope Stability Recommendations
The natural slope at the north end of the boardwalk is about 4.7 m high and has an existing slope angle that varies
between about 26 and 38 degrees below the horizontal (2H:1V to 1.3H:1V), with the upper section being steeper
due to surficial slumping.  Based on the available subsurface data, the natural slope is expected to be comprised
of predominantly stiff to very stiff silty clay and sand underlain by clayshale and sandstone.  Near the toe of the
slope the material transitions into very soft to soft silty clay and sand, underlain by very loose clayey sand, further
underlain by sandstone.

Static slope stability analysis was conducted to assess the factor of safety of the slope.  The failure cases assessed
included:

Circular failure surfaces under undrained conditions;

Circular failure surfaces under drained conditions; and,
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Circular failure surfaces under high water conditions in the floodplain.

The modeled layers and their inferred geotechnical design parameters are summarized in Table 8.

Table 8: Material Properties

Material Bulk Unit
Weight (kN/m3)

Undrained condition Drained Condition

Cohesion
(kPa)

Angle of
Friction

(degrees)
Cohesion

(kPa)
Angle of
Friction

(degrees)
Topsoil 18 2 28 2 28

Silty Clay and
Sand (upper

slope)
18 60 -- 1 26

Silty Clay and
Sand (lower

slope)
18 10 -- 0 24

Clayey Sand 16 15 -- 0 26
Clayshale 20 10 26 10 26
Sandstone 20 Infinite Strength Infinite Strength

A minimum recommended factor of safety of 1.5 is normally used for the evaluation of slope stability adjacent to
public infrastructure.  The results of the stability analysis are shown on Figures 2 to 4 following the text of this
report.  The failure surfaces that are shown on Figures 2 to 4 are those surfaces with a calculated factor of safety
of less than 1.5.

The slope stability analyses of the three failure cases resulted in the factors of safety shown in Table 9 below.

Table 9: Factors of Safety

Case Factor of Safety

Circular failure under undrained conditions >1.5
Circular failure under drained conditions 1.0

Circular failure under flood conditions 1.0

Based on the calculated factors of safety and the observed conditions at the Site, the circular failure with a drained
condition is the most applicable model.  Based on the circular failure with drained condition model and site
observations, it is likely that the instability being observed at the Site is a result of surficial movements rather than
a deeper seated slope failure.

The slope is considered marginally stable; however, ongoing slumping and surficial movements are expected.  For
the new boardwalk and trail development, it is understood that the existing slope will be cut by approximately 1 m
at the trail location.  For long term stability considerations, it is recommended to develop side slopes not steeper
than 2.5H:1V along the trail and under the boardwalk.
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In addition, consideration should be taken to the set the set-back distance of the new trail and boardwalk to the
edge of the slope.  A basic set-back analysis was conducted for the slope for the drained condition at the Site.
The results of the set-back analysis are summarized in Table 10 below.

Table 10: Set-Back Distances for Drained Conditions
Factor of Safety Required Set-Back (m)

1.0 1.6
1.1 2.6
1.2 3.1
1.3 3.4
1.5 4.1

Additional slope stability analysis is recommended once the final design of the boardwalk structure and location of
the proposed foundations are known.  The proposed cuts into the slope have not been modelled at this time.

5.4 Erosion Control
Potential erosion processes at the toe of the North Slope include those related to ice formation, and scour and
bank erosion during filling of the oxbow lake during flooding events.

Thus, erosion protection measures for the toe of the North Slope should be designed in consideration of potential
ice formation, scour and bank erosion, and aesthetics, given its location in the City of Edmonton river valley.

Based on discussions with the City of Edmonton and Associated Engineering, a riprap alternative is preferred.
Thus, the recommended alternative is a vegetated riprap, a combination of the widely-accepted, traditional riprap
revetment with vegetative techniques that enhance geotechnical stability and improve aesthetics. Vegetated riprap
provides immediate and long-term erosion protection to the engineered slope with limited maintenance
requirements, and has been recommended for previous City of Edmonton projects, some of which include outfalls
along the banks of the North Saskatchewan River, and the Wolf Willow bank trail rehabilitation.

Advantages and disadvantages are summarized in Table 11. This alternative is illustrated in Graphic 1, adapted
from design guidelines for erosion and sediment controls along streambanks and riparian areas (AMEC 2012).

Additional hydraulic studies are required to determine design parameters of this recommended alternative, which
were not included in this scope of work and are not discussed herein. Water management measures (e.g.,
vegetated channel) should also be considered to convey runoff draining from the realigned trail. Water
management measures were not included in this scope of work and are not discussed further.
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Table 11: Summary of Advantages and Disadvantages for Recommended Alternative
Alternative Advantages Disadvantages

Vegetated riprap

Provides a more natural
appearance than traditional
riprap

Effective for high velocities
and potential ice impact

Limited maintenance
requirements

Limited biological advantages

Vegetated riprap does not
provide a fully natural
appearance

Labour intensive to install

Graphic 1: Toe Applications of Vegetated Riprap (AMEC 2012)

5.5 Excavation and Groundwater Control
Excavations will typically extend through the slope on the north of the site within the existing stiff to very stiff silty
clay and sand deposit.  All temporary and permanent excavations, including trenches should be carried out in
accordance with the guidelines outlined in the Alberta Occupational Health and Safety Regulation (OH&S),
specifically Part 32, which deals with excavation and tunnelling (2009).  Based on the OH&S, the clay and till are

It is recommended that temporary excavations (i.e. those that are open for a relatively short time period) be
developed with side slopes no steeper than 1 horizontal to 1 vertical (1H:1V) within the silty clay and sand layer.
Flatter side slopes will be required if seepage is encountered.  Excavations should be monitored frequently by
qualified geotechnical personnel; if signs of suspected instability are observed, shallower slope angles may be
required.

The stockpiling or storage of excavation spoils, construction materials or heavy equipment should not be permitted
within 3 m of the crest of excavation slopes to prevent overloading of the crest and reduce the potential for slope
movements.

During drilling operations no seepage was observed within the silty clay and sand deposit in BH16-01; however
there is still the possibility that water can be encountered within the slope during construction.  Water was



DRAFT GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION
OXBOW BOARDWALK

May 12, 2016
Report No. 1404541 16

encountered in boreholes BH15-02 to BH15-04 at the completion of drilling, typically between 1.8 m and 3.5 m
below ground surface.

Due to the high water levels, it is anticipated that if excavations on the south side of the site will likely be below the
groundwater table.  Dewatering of the excavations may be required depending on the depth of the proposed
excavations.  At this time, it is expected that the water could be adequately controlled by pumping from properly
filtered sumps within the excavations.

Should seepage or wet zones be encountered during excavation, flatter temporary and permanent slopes may be
required.  If the seepage or wet zones are encountered below the toe of the slope, the groundwater may be
managed using ditches and properly filtered sump and pump systems.  Water removed from excavations should
be directed toward a suitable discharge location.

Control of surface water should be maintained at all times and surface water should be directed away from all
excavations and exposed subgrade soils.

5.6 Water Soluble Sulphate Content and Cement Type
One water soluble sulphate content test was completed on a selected sample retrieved from the drilling
investigation.  The test result is contained in Appendix B and indicated that water soluble sulphate concentrations
were less than 0.05%, indicating a negligible presence of water soluble sulphates.  However, past experience in
the surrounding area indicates that the sulphate content within the observed materials can vary significantly with
depth.  As a result, greater sulphate contents than measured in the laboratory are considered possible.  A summary
of the results of the water soluble sulphate testing is provided in Table 12 and contained in Appendix B.

Table 12: Analytical Test Results

Borehole /
Sample No. Depth (m) pH

Soluble
Sulphates

(%)

Chloride
Concentration

(mg/L)

Electrical
Resistivity
(Ohm-cm)

BH16-04 1.8  2.1 8.41 <0.05 12.2 2170

Based on past experience and soil testing in this area, it is recommended that the Site be classified as an S-3
exposure class.  For design purposes, type MS or MSb cement is recommended for all concrete in contact with
soil.   To enhance durability, an appropriate quantity of entrained air, as per CSA A23.1-09, Clause 4.1.1.3, is
recommended for all concrete exposed to freezing and thawing.  Based on an S-3 exposure class, the maximum
water-to-cementing material ratio 0.5 is recommended, with a minimum specified compressive strength of 30 MPa
at 56 days.  If used, imported soils should be tested for compatibility with the recommended cement type.

5.7 Seismic Site Classification
The seismic response of the Site was classified according to the National Building Code of Canada 2005 (NBCC),
which categorizes the soil conditions into 6 types
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No boreholes were drilled to depths over 30 m at the proposed Site.  However, it is expected that consideration in
selecting the seismic site classification will be dominated by the silty clay and sand and clayey sand deposits in
the upper 3.0 m; however a weighted average was used to calculate the class type.  Based on the SPT profile in

15.

6.0 CLOSURE
The recommendations presented in this report are made based on our present understanding of the project.
Should any conditions at the site be encountered which differ from those addressed, we require that we be notified
immediately in order to permit re-assessment of our recommendations.

We trust that the information presented in this report meets your present requirements.  If you have any questions,
please contact the undersigned at your convenience.

GOLDER ASSOCIATES LTD.

DRAFT   DRAFT

Kevin Wallin, E.I.T. Nikol Kochmanová, Ph.D., P.Eng., PMP
Geotechnical Engineer-in-Training Geotechnical Engineer

Reviewed by:

DRAFT

Peter Thomson, Ph.D., P.Eng.
Principal, Senior Geotechnical Engineer

KW/NK/PT

Golder, Golder Associates and the GA globe design are trademarks of Golder Associates Corporation.
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Standard of Care:  Golder Associates Ltd. (Golder) has prepared this report in a manner consistent with that
level of care and skill ordinarily exercised by members of the engineering and science professions currently
practising under similar conditions in the jurisdiction in which the services are provided, subject to the time limits
and physical constraints applicable to this report.  No other warranty, expressed or implied is made.

Basis and Use of the Report:  This report has been prepared for the specific site, design objective,
development and purpose described to Golder by the Client.  The factual data, interpretations and
recommendations pertain to a specific project as described in this report and are not applicable to any other
project or site location.  Any change of site conditions, purpose, development plans or if the project is not
initiated within eighteen months of the date of the report may alter the validity of the report.  Golder cannot be
responsible for use of this report, or portions thereof, unless Golder is requested to review and, if necessary,
revise the report.

The information, recommendations and opinions expressed in this report are for the sole benefit of the Client.
 written consent.  If

the report was prepared to be included for a specific permit application process, then upon the reasonable
request of the client, Golder may authorize in writing the use of this report by the regulatory agency as an
Approved User for the specific and identified purpose of the applicable permit review process.  Any other use of
this report by others is prohibited and is without responsibility to Golder.  The report, all plans, data, drawings
and other documents as well as all electronic media prepared by Golder are considered its professional work
product and shall remain the copyright property of Golder, who authorizes only the Client and Approved Users to
make copies of the report, but only in such quantities as are reasonably necessary for the use of the report by
those parties.  The Client and Approved Users may not give, lend, sell, or otherwise make available the report or
any portion thereof to any other party without the express written permission of Golder.  The Client
acknowledges that electronic media is susceptible to unauthorized modification, deterioration and incompatibility

The report is of a summary nature and is not intended to stand alone without reference to the instructions given
to Golder by the Client, communications between Golder and the Client, and to any other reports prepared by
Golder for the Client relative to the specific site described in the report.  In order to properly understand the
suggestions, recommendations and opinions expressed in this report, reference must be made to the whole of
the report.  Golder cannot be responsible for use of portions of the report without reference to the entire report.

Unless otherwise stated, the suggestions, recommendations and opinions given in this report are intended only
for the guidance of the Client in the design of the specific project.  The extent and detail of investigations,
including the number of test holes, necessary to determine all of the relevant conditions which may affect
construction costs would normally be greater than has been carried out for design purposes.  Contractors
bidding on, or undertaking the work, should rely on their own investigations, as well as their own interpretations
of the factual data presented in the report, as to how subsurface conditions may affect their work, including but
not limited to proposed construction techniques, schedule, safety and equipment capabilities.

Soil, Rock and Groundwater Conditions:   Classification and identification of soils, rocks, and geologic units
have been based on commonly accepted methods employed in the practice of geotechnical engineering and
related disciplines. Classification and identification of the type and condition of these materials or units involves
judgment, and boundaries between different soil, rock or geologic types or units may be transitional rather than
abrupt.  Accordingly, Golder does not warrant or guarantee the exactness of the descriptions.

Special risks occur whenever engineering or related disciplines are applied to identify subsurface conditions and
even a comprehensive investigation, sampling and testing program may fail to detect all or certain subsurface
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conditions.  The environmental, geologic, geotechnical, geochemical and hydrogeologic conditions that Golder
interprets to exist between and beyond sampling points may differ from those that actually exist.  In addition to
soil variability, fill of variable physical and chemical composition can be present over portions of the site or on
adjacent properties.  The professional services retained for this project include only the geotechnical aspects of
the subsurface conditions at the site, unless otherwise specifically stated and identified in the report.  The
presence or implication(s) of possible surface and/or subsurface contamination resulting from previous activities
or uses of the site and/or resulting from the introduction onto the site of materials from off-site sources are
outside the terms of reference for this project and have not been investigated or addressed.

Soil and groundwater conditions shown in the factual data and described in the report are the observed
conditions at the time of their determination or measurement.  Unless otherwise noted, those conditions form the
basis of the recommendations in the report.  Groundwater conditions may vary between and beyond reported
locations and can be affected by annual, seasonal and meteorological conditions.  The condition of the soil, rock
and groundwater may be significantly altered by construction activities (traffic, excavation, groundwater level
lowering, pile driving, blasting, etc.) on the site or on adjacent sites.  Excavation may expose the soils to
changes due to wetting, drying or frost.  Unless otherwise indicated the soil must be protected from these
changes during construction.

Sample Disposal:  Golder will dispose of all uncontaminated soil and/or rock samples 90 days following issue of
this report or, upon written re
expense.  In the event that actual contaminated soils, fills or groundwater are encountered or are inferred to be
present, all contaminated samples shall remain the property and responsibility of the Client for proper disposal.

Follow-Up and Construction Services:  All details of the design were not known at the time of submission of
 Golder should be retained to review the final design, project plans and documents prior to

During construction, Golder should be retained to perform sufficient and timely observations of encountered
conditions to confirm and document that the subsurface conditions do not materially differ from those interpreted

activities do not adversely affect the suggestions, recommendations and opinions co
Adequate field review, observation and testing during construction are necessary for Golder to be able to provide
letters of assurance, in accordance with the requirements of many regulatory authorities.  In cases where this
reco
encountered at the borehole locations, at the time of their initial determination or measurement during the
preparation of the Report.

Changed Conditions and Drainage:  Where conditions encountered at the site differ significantly from those
anticipated in this report, either due to natural variability of subsurface conditions or construction activities, it is a
condition of this report that Golder be notified of any changes and be provided with an opportunity to review or
revise the recommendations within this report.  Recognition of changed soil and rock conditions requires
experience and it is recommended that Golder be employed to visit the site with sufficient frequency to detect if
conditions have changed significantly.

Drainage of subsurface water is commonly required either for temporary or permanent installations for the
project. Improper design or construction of drainage or dewatering can have serious consequences.  Golder
takes no responsibility for the effects of drainage unless specifically involved in the detailed design and
construction monitoring of the system.
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APPENDIX A
Record of Borehole Sheets from Current Investigation



METHOD OF SOIL CLASSIFICATION

The Golder Associates Ltd. Soil Classification System is based on the Unified Soil Classification System (USCS)
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Note 1 – Fine grained materials with PI and LL that plot in this area are named (ML) SILT with
slight plasticity.  Fine-grained materials which are non-plastic (i.e. a PL cannot be measured) are
named SILT.
Note 2 – For soils with <5% organic content, include the descriptor “trace organics” for soils with
between 5% and 30% organic content include the prefix “organic” before the Primary name.
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by a hyphen, for example, GP-GM, SW-SC and CL-ML.
For non-cohesive soils, the dual symbols must be used
when the soil has between 5% and 12% fines (i.e. to
identify transitional material between “clean” and “dirty”
sand or gravel.
For cohesive soils, the dual symbol must be used when the
liquid limit and plasticity index values plot in the CL-ML area
of the plasticity chart (see Plasticity Chart at left).

Borderline Symbol — A borderline symbol is two symbols
separated by a slash, for example, CL/CI, GM/SM, CL/ML.
A borderline symbol should be used to indicate that the soil
has been identified as having properties that are on the
transition between similar materials.  In addition, a
borderline symbol may be used to or indicates a range of
similar soil types within a stratum.
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PARTICLE SIZES OF CONSTITUENTS
Soil

Constituent
Particle Size
Description Millimetres Inches

(US Std. Sieve Size)

BOULDERS Not
Applicable >300 >12

COBBLES Not
Applicable 75 to 300 3  to 12

GRAVEL Coarse
Fine

19 to 75
4.75 to 19

0.75 to 3
(4) to 0.75

SAND
Coarse
Medium

Fine

2.00 to 4.75
0.425 to 2.00
0.075 to 0.425

(10) to (4)
(40) to (10)
(200) to (40)

SILT/CLAY Classified by
plasticity <0.075 < (200)

 SAMPLES
AS Auger sample
BS Block sample
CS Chunk sample

DO or DP Seamless open ended, driven or pushed tube
sampler – note size

DS Denison type sample
FS Foil sample
RC Rock core
SC Soil core
SS Split spoon sampler – note size
ST Slotted tube
TO Thin-walled, open – note size
TP Thin-walled, piston – note size
WS Wash sample

MODIFIERS FOR SECONDARY AND MINOR CONSTITUENTS
Percentage

by Mass Modifier

>35 Use 'and' to combine major constituents
(i.e., SAND and GRAVEL, SAND and CLAY)

> 12 to 35 Primary soil name prefixed with "gravelly, sandy, SILTY,
CLAYEY" as applicable

> 5 to 12 some

trace

SOIL TESTS
w water content
PL , wp plastic limit
LL , wL liquid limit
C consolidation (oedometer) test
CHEM chemical analysis (refer to text)
CID consolidated isotropically drained triaxial test1

CIU consolidated isotropically undrained  triaxial  test with
porewater pressure measurement1

DR relative density (specific gravity, Gs)
DS direct shear test
GS specific gravity
M sieve analysis for particle size
MH combined sieve and hydrometer (H) analysis
MPC Modified Proctor compaction test
SPC Standard Proctor compaction test
OC organic content test
SO4 concentration of water-soluble sulphates
UC unconfined compression test
UU unconsolidated undrained triaxial test
V (FV) field vane (LV-laboratory vane test)

unit weight
1. Tests which are anisotropically consolidated prior to shear are

shown as CAD, CAU.

PENETRATION RESISTANCE
Standard Penetration Resistance (SPT), N:
The number of blows by a 63.5 kg (140 lb) hammer dropped 760 mm (30 in.)
required to drive a 50 mm (2 in.) split-spoon sampler for a distance of 300 mm
(12 in.).

Cone Penetration Test (CPT)
An electronic cone penetrometer with a 60° conical tip and a project end area of
10 cm2 pushed through ground at a penetration rate of 2 cm/s. Measurements of
tip resistance (qt), porewater pressure (u) and sleeve frictions are recorded
electronically at 25 mm penetration intervals.

Dynamic Cone Penetration Resistance (DCPT); Nd:
The number of blows by a 63.5 kg (140 lb) hammer dropped 760 mm (30 in.) to
drive uncased a 50 mm (2 in.) diameter, 60° cone attached to "A" size drill rods for
a distance of 300 mm (12 in.).
PH: Sampler advanced by hydraulic pressure
PM: Sampler advanced by manual pressure
WH: Sampler advanced by static weight of hammer
WR: Sampler advanced by weight of sampler and rod

NON-COHESIVE (COHESIONLESS) SOILS COHESIVE SOILS

Compactness2 Consistency
Term SPT ‘N’ (blows/0.3m)1

Very Loose 0 - 4
Loose 4 to 10

Compact 10 to 30
Dense 30 to 50

Very Dense >50
1. SPT ‘N’ in accordance with ASTM D1586, uncorrected for overburden

pressure effects.
2. Definition of compactness descriptions based on SPT ‘N’ ranges from

Terzaghi and Peck (1967) and correspond to typical average N60 values.

Term Undrained Shear
Strength (kPa)

SPT ‘N’1
(blows/0.3m)

Very Soft <12 0 to 2
Soft 12 to 25 2 to 4
Firm 25 to 50 4 to 8
Stiff 50 to 100 8 to 15

Very Stiff 100 to 200 15 to 30
Hard >200 >30

1. SPT ‘N’ in accordance with ASTM D1586, uncorrected for overburden pressure
effects; approximate only.

Field Moisture Condition Water Content
Term Description

Dry Soil flows freely through fingers.

Moist Soils are darker than in the dry condition and
may feel cool.

Wet As moist, but with free water forming on hands
when handled.

Term Description

w < PL Material is estimated to be drier than the Plastic
Limit.

w ~ PL Material is estimated to be close to the Plastic
Limit.

w > PL Material is estimated to be wetter than the Plastic
Limit.
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Unless otherwise stated, the symbols employed in the report are as follows:

I. GENERAL (a) Index Properties (continued)
w water content

3.1416  wl or LL  liquid limit
ln x natural logarithm of x wp or PL plastic limit
log10 x or log x, logarithm of x to base 10 lp or PI plasticity index = (wl – wp)
g acceleration due to gravity ws shrinkage limit
t time IL liquidity index = (w – wp) / Ip

IC consistency index = (wl – w) / Ip
emax void ratio in loosest state
emin void ratio in densest state
ID density index = (emax – e) / (emax - emin)

II. STRESS AND STRAIN (formerly relative density)

shear strain (b) Hydraulic Properties
change in, e.g. in stress:  h hydraulic head or potential
linear strain  q rate of flow

v volumetric strain  v velocity of flow
coefficient of viscosity  i hydraulic gradient
Poisson’s ratio  k hydraulic conductivity
total stress (coefficient of permeability)
effective stress ( = - u)  j seepage force per unit volume

vo initial effective overburden stress
1, 2,
3

principal stress (major, intermediate,
minor) (c) Consolidation (one-dimensional)

 Cc compression index
oct mean stress or octahedral stress (normally consolidated range)

= ( 1 + 2 + 3)/3  Cr recompression index
shear stress (over-consolidated range)

u porewater pressure Cs swelling index
E modulus of deformation C secondary compression index
G shear modulus of deformation mv coefficient of volume change
K bulk modulus of compressibility  cv coefficient of consolidation (vertical

direction)
 ch coefficient of consolidation (horizontal

direction)
Tv time factor (vertical direction)

III. SOIL PROPERTIES U degree of consolidation
p pre-consolidation stress

(a) Index Properties  OCR over-consolidation ratio = p / vo

( ) bulk density (bulk unit weight)*
d( d) dry density (dry unit weight) (d) Shear Strength
w( w) density (unit weight) of water p, r peak and residual shear strength
s( s) density (unit weight) of solid particles effective angle of internal friction

unit weight of submerged soil angle of interface friction
( = - w) coefficient of friction = tan

DR relative density (specific gravity) of solid c effective cohesion
particles (DR = s / w) (formerly Gs)  cu, su undrained shear strength ( = 0 analysis)

e void ratio  p mean total stress ( 1 + 3)/2
n porosity p mean effective stress ( 1 + 3)/2
S degree of saturation  q ( 1 - 3)/2 or ( 1 - 3)/2

 qu compressive strength ( 1 - 3)
St sensitivity

* Density symbol is . Unit weight symbol is
where  = g (i.e. mass density multiplied by
acceleration due to gravity)

Notes: 1
2

 = c  +  tan
shear strength = (compressive strength)/2
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1.0 INTRODUCTION
Golder Associates Ltd. (Golder) has been retained by Associated Engineering (AE) to provide geotechnical
engineering services for the proposed construction of a boardwalk along the walking trail located in the
Whitemud ravine adjacent to Whitemud Creek about 0.8 km south of Rainbow Valley Campground in
Edmonton, Alberta.

The professional services for this report address only the geotechnical (physical) aspects of the subsurface
conditions at this Site.  The geo-environmental (chemical) aspects for the projects are outside the terms of
reference for this geotechnical study and have not been investigated or addressed herein.  It is noted that
geotechnical engineering comments and recommendations presented in this report are based on a limited
number of boreholes with significant spacing, and additional borehole drilling will be required during detailed
design.

The purpose of this investigation was to obtain some information on the subsurface soil and groundwater
conditions at the site, and based on our interpretation of this information, provide geotechnical engineering
recommendations pertaining to foundations and slope stability issues for the design and construction of
proposed boardwalk.  The scope of work for this project was o AE dated
June 6, 2014.

The factual data, interpretations and recommendations provided in this report pertain to a specific project as
described in the report and are not applicable to any other project or site location.  If the project is modified in
concept, location or elevation, or if the project is not initiated within 12 months of the date of the report, Golder
should be given an opportunity to confirm that the recommendations are still valid.

Use of this report is subject to the conditions outlined in the Important Information and Limitations of this Report

drawn to this information, as it is essential for the proper use and interpretation of the report.

2.0 SITE LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION
It is understood that the City of Edmonton is planning to replace an existing staircase and boardwalk along the
walking trail within the Whitemud Creek ravine, approximately 700 m south of Whitemud Drive (see location map
on Figure 1).  The trail will be shifted approximately 10 m to the west in order to cross an old oxbow of the creek,
and a new raised boardwalk will be constructed.

The existing boardwalk traverses a narrow stretch of land between the oxbow and the creek which is prone to
flooding during high water events.  Based on the concept plan (Whitemud Creek Oxbow Site Stair and
Boardwalk Replacement Concept Plan, dated Dec. 2012) provided to Golder by AE, the north section of the
realigned trail will traverse a steep slope requiring a small amount of cut and fill along the 4.5 m high north slope,
tying into the existing trail at the top of the slope.  This portion of the trail will be graded at 8 percent with a
3 percent cross fall.  The boardwalk is to have a grade of 2.5 percent and will tie in with the existing trail to the
south.  Screw piles with a 2.4 m centre-to-centre spacing were noted on the concept plan as the preferred
foundation support for the boardwalk.
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3.0 FIELD INVESTIGATION
Prior to commencing field work, Alberta One-Call was contacted to provide clearances of underground utilities in
the project area.  In addition a private utility locating company was contracted to perform a sweep of the area per
Gol

The field geotechnical investigation for the boardwalk was carried out on September 2, 2014.  Four (4) test holes
were advanced at the site at the locations shown on Figure 1.  The test holes were advanced using a 50 mm
hand auger operated by two Golder employees.  The test holes were advanced to auger refusal at depths
ranging between about 1.5 and 3.4 m below the existing ground surface. Soil samples were obtained from the
hand auger at selected intervals.  In-situ field shear vane testing was performed in the softer cohesive soils.

The groundwater conditions were observed in the open test holes during and immediately following completion
of each test hole.  The test holes were then backfilled with soil cuttings.

The test holes were logged by a geotechnical field engineer from Golder.  Soil samples were identified in the

and laboratory testing.  Index and classification tests consisting of water content determinations and Atterberg
limits testing were carried out on selected soil samples.

The test hole locations were measured in the field relative to existing infrastructure, where possible, and using a
hand-held GPS unit which is generally accurate to +/- 5 m.  The elevations were approximated in the field using
a hand-held clinometer.

4.0 SUBSURFACE CONDITIONS
The detailed subsurface soil and groundwater conditions encountered in the boreholes advanced as part of the
current investigation and the results of in situ and laboratory testing are provided on the Record of Test Hole
sheets contained in Appendix A.

The soil descriptions provided in this report are based on accepted standard methods of classification and
description routinely used in current geotechnical practice.  The stratigraphic boundaries shown on the Record of
Test Hole sheets are inferred from observations made during drilling and from non-continuous sampling and,
therefore, represent transitions between soil types rather than exact planes of geological change.  The
subsurface conditions will vary between and beyond the test hole locations.

4.1 Subsurface Soil Conditions
In general, the subsurface conditions on the embankment at the north end of the site consist of uniformly graded
sand containing some fines overlaying highly weathered clayshale bedrock.  Below the embankment in the
floodplain between the oxbow and Whitemud Creek the subsurface conditions generally consist of silty clay
overlaying highly weathered bedrock of either clayshale or sandstone.  Topsoil was encountered in all of the test
holes from the existing ground surface to depths ranging between about 0.1 and 0.2 metres below the existing
ground surface (mbgs).

More detailed descriptions of the subsurface conditions encountered in the test holes are provided in the
following sections.
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4.1.1 Sand
In test holes TH14-01 and TH14-02, sand was encountered underlying the topsoil to depths of 2.8 and
0.65 mbgs respectively.  The sand deposit was uniformly graded, dry at the time of the investigation, contained
trace to some fines and in a loose to compact state.  Laboratory testing indicates measured water contents on
the selected samples from the sand deposit encountered in TH14-01 range between about 9 and 13 percent.

Sand deposits were also encountered underlying the topsoil in test holes TH14-03 and TH13-04 to depths of
0.4 and 0.5 mbgs, respectively.

4.1.2 Silty Clay
Approximately 2.5 to 3.0 m thick layer of silty clay was encountered underlying the sand deposit in test holes
TH14-03 and TH14-04.  The silty clay deposit contained trace to some sand, signs of oxidation, coal flecks and
was wet of the plastic limit.  Laboratory testing indicates measured water contents on selected samples from the
silty clay deposit encountered in TH14-03 and TH14-04 range between about 30 and 38 percent.

In-situ field vane (FV) tests performed in the silty clay deposit in test hole TH14-04 (as shown on Record of Test
Holes in Appendix A) showed undrained shear strength values of 20 and 21 kPa indicating a soft consistency.

4.1.3 Clayshale/Sandstone
Highly weathered clayshale/sandstone bedrock was encountered underlying the silty clay deposit in test holes
TH14-03 and TH14-04 and under the sand deposit in TH14-02.  In test hole TH14-01 auger refusal was
encountered at 2.8 m depth, possibly due to encountering bedrock.

An Atterberg limit test was carried out on one of the clayshale samples which indicated a plastic limit of
24 percent, a liquid limit of 73 percent which indicates that the clayshale is of high plasticity.

The laboratory water content measured on selected clayshale samples ranged between about 19 percent and
28 percent.  Compared to the Atterberg Limit results for the clayshale, this material likely has a very stiff to hard
state consistency.

4.2 Groundwater Conditions
On higher ground, no seepage was observed in test holes TH14-01 or TH14-02. Localized seepage was
observed in test holes TH14-03 and TH14-04 at depths of 1.4 and 2.0 mbgs, respectively.

The water level at the site is expected to fluctuate seasonally in response to changes in the creek level and
precipitation.

5.0 GEOTECHNICAL COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
This section of the report provides geotechnical engineering comments and recommendations for consideration
during design and construction of the boardwalk.  The recommendations are based on our interpretation of
factual information obtained from the test holes put down as part of the current subsurface investigation at the
site and available project information.

Where comments are made on construction, they are provided to highlight those aspects that could affect the
design of the project, and for which special provisions may be required in the Contract Documents.  Those
requiring information on aspects of construction should make their own interpretation of the factual information
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provided as such interpretation may affect equipment selection, proposed construction methods, scheduling and
the like.

5.1 Pile Foundations
5.1.1 General
Drilled cast-in-place straight-shaft concrete piles are considered as a suitable pile type for the proposed
boardwalk. This type of pile was also been used for the two existing pedestrian bridges to the north. Screw piles
are not recommended as they may encounter shallow refusal in the clayshale or sandstone, especially near the
location of Test Hole TH14-02.

5.1.2 Design for Compressive and Uplift Loads
It is expected that the finished grade will be close to the existing grade with no significant cut or fill required.
Drilled cast-in-place straight shaft concrete piles subjected to compressive loads should be designed based on
the unfactored skin friction values given in Table 1.

Table 1 - Unfactored Skin Friction For Drilled Cast-In-Place Straight Shaft Concrete Piles
Depth Below Existing Grade Major Soil Type Unfactored Skin Friction (kPa)

0 to 3 m Clay 0
Below 3 m Clay Shale / Sandstone 60

No end bearing component should be included in the design of conventional drilled cast-in-place straight shaft
concrete piles since water, soil debris, and disturbed soils are likely to be present at the bottom of the drilled
shaft.

To determine the Ultimate Limit States (ULS) factored compressive resistance of a pile, a resistance factor ( ) of
0.4 should be applied to the unfactored resistance determined using the above recommended unfactored skin
friction values.

The minimum diameter of conventional drilled cast-in-place piles should be 400 mm.  The minimum center-to-
center spacing between piles should be not less than 2.5 times the pile diameter.  The piles should be
embedded and reinforced a minimum of 6 m below the finished grade to resist tensile stresses that may result
from frost jacking.

5.1.3 Lateral Load Resistance of Piles
The resistance of piles against lateral loads and moments may be calculated using the Method of Broms 1.  Due
to the soft nature of the upper clay, it is expected that majority of the lateral resistance will be provided by the
underlying clayshale and sandstone.  For design purpose, it can be conservatively assumed that the pile is
cantilevered above the clayshale or sandstone with no lateral resistance from the upper clay.

1 Broms, B., (1964).  The Lateral Resistance of Piles in Cohesive Soils.  Journal of the Soil Mechanics and Foundations Division,

American Society of Civil Engineering, Vol. 90, SM 2, March, pp. 27-63
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The recommended values for the Modulus of Subgrade Reaction, k for such soils, are given in Table 2.

Table 2 - Modulus of Subgrade Reaction for Laterally Loaded Piles

Loading Condition Modulus of Subgrade Reaction, k (MN/m3)

For sustained lateral loads 10/D*

For repetitive lateral loads 8/D*

For transient lateral loads 12/D*
1. *D= Pile Diameter (m)

The lateral capacity of piles should be limited by a deflection criterion of 6 mm or less.  To determine the lateral
load, the chart developed by Broms, as illustrated on the attached Figure 2 should be used.  The use of the chart
requires the calculation of a dimensionless length L, where:

k  = Modulus of Subgrade Reaction (MN/m3, see Table 2)

D  = Pile Diameter (m)

Epile  = Elastic Modulus of the pile (MPa)

Ipile  = Moment of Inertia of the pile section (m4)

L  = Pile Length (m)

The y axis of the chart is given in terms of a dimensionless lateral deflection value yokDL/P, where:

yo = Lateral Deflection (mm)

P  = Lateral Load (kN)

4
4 pilepileIE

kD
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In the calculation for the maximum positive moment for a free-head pile, the point of fixity (f) below surface may
be determined by the following, where:

DC
Pf
u9

Cu = Undrained shear strength (use Cu = 120 kPa)

The above expression is valid for cohesive soils only.  The maximum positive moment acting on the free-head
pile may be determined by:

Mmax  = P(e+ 1.5D + 0.5

Where:

e = height of load application above the top of clayshale or sandstone (m)

5.2 Recommendations on Pile Installation
Other than restricted access, the key challenge with drilled pile installation at this site is associated with
groundwater seepage and potential soil collapse during the pile hole formation.  Ideally, temporary casing
penetrating into the clay shale is recommended to form a temporary seal to control caving and seepage during
pile installation.  Casing may not be required if the caving condition or water seepage is relatively minor.  In this
case, a portable submersible pump may be used to remove the water from the bottom of the drilled hole prior to
concrete placement.

To minimize the degree of softening and disturbance to the pile wall, the concrete should be placed within two
hours after the completion of the drilled hole.  Concrete should be placed without segregation and carefully
vibrated to a minimum depth of 3 m.  The slump of the concrete should be between 100 and 150 mm.

Where casing has been used for a specific pile, the excavation (drilling) for adjacent piles within 9 shaft
diameters should be deferred until the concrete in the constructed pile has set.  The level of fresh concrete in the
casing must be maintained above the caving or seepage zone as the casing is withdrawn, and should be
sufficiently high to counteract groundwater pressures.

A qualified and experienced inspector should be on site during the entire period of pile installation.  The
inspector should keep complete and accurate records of the pile installations.

5.3 Slope Stability Recommendations
The natural slope at the north end of the boardwalk is about 4 m in height and has an existing slope geometry of
about 2H:1V with the upper section being steeper due to surficial slumping.  Based on the test hole data, the
natural slope is expected to be comprised of predominantly loose to compact uniform sand.  The slope is
considered marginally stable with an inclination of 2H:1V.  For the new boardwalk and trail development, it is
understood that the existing slope will be cut by approximately 1 m at the trail location.  For long term stability
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considerations, it is recommended to develop side slopes not steeper than 2.5H:1V along the trail and under the
boardwalk.  In addition the toe of the slope should be protected against erosion along the north bank.

6.0 CLOSURE
The recommendations presented in this report are made based on our present understanding of the project.
Should any conditions at the site be encountered which differ from those addressed, we require that we be
notified immediately in order to permit re-assessment of our recommendations.

We trust that the information presented in this report meets your present requirements.  If you have any
questions, please contact the undersigned at your convenience.

GOLDER ASSOCIATES LTD.

DRAFT   DRAFT

Jared Beloin, E.I.T. Xiteng Liu, M.Sc., P.Eng.
Geotechnical Engineer-in-Training Senior Geotechnical Engineer

Reviewed by:

DRAFT

Brian L.J. Myllevile, Ph.D., P.Eng.
Principal, Senior Geotechnical Engineer

XL/JB/BLJM/dlg

Golder, Golder Associates and the GA globe design are trademarks of Golder Associates Corporation.

\\golder.gds\gal\edmonton\active\2014\1376 geotechnical 2014\4-projects\14-04541 - associated engineering-ox bow boardwalk-edmonton\3. analysis and reporting\report\14-04541 rpt
02oct2014 whitemud walking trail - oxbow boardwalk.docx
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Standard of Care:  Golder Associates Ltd. (Golder) has prepared this report in a manner consistent with that
level of care and skill ordinarily exercised by members of the engineering and science professions currently
practising under similar conditions in the jurisdiction in which the services are provided, subject to the time limits
and physical constraints applicable to this report.  No other warranty, expressed or implied is made.

Basis and Use of the Report:  This report has been prepared for the specific site, design objective,
development and purpose described to Golder by the Client.  The factual data, interpretations and
recommendations pertain to a specific project as described in this report and are not applicable to any other
project or site location.  Any change of site conditions, purpose, development plans or if the project is not
initiated within eighteen months of the date of the report may alter the validity of the report.  Golder cannot be
responsible for use of this report, or portions thereof, unless Golder is requested to review and, if necessary,
revise the report.

The information, recommendations and opinions expressed in this report are for the sole benefit of the Client.
 written consent.  If

the report was prepared to be included for a specific permit application process, then upon the reasonable
request of the client, Golder may authorize in writing the use of this report by the regulatory agency as an
Approved User for the specific and identified purpose of the applicable permit review process.  Any other use of
this report by others is prohibited and is without responsibility to Golder.  The report, all plans, data, drawings
and other documents as well as all electronic media prepared by Golder are considered its professional work
product and shall remain the copyright property of Golder, who authorizes only the Client and Approved Users to
make copies of the report, but only in such quantities as are reasonably necessary for the use of the report by
those parties.  The Client and Approved Users may not give, lend, sell, or otherwise make available the report or
any portion thereof to any other party without the express written permission of Golder.  The Client
acknowledges that electronic media is susceptible to unauthorized modification, deterioration and incompatibility

The report is of a summary nature and is not intended to stand alone without reference to the instructions given
to Golder by the Client, communications between Golder and the Client, and to any other reports prepared by
Golder for the Client relative to the specific site described in the report.  In order to properly understand the
suggestions, recommendations and opinions expressed in this report, reference must be made to the whole of
the report.  Golder cannot be responsible for use of portions of the report without reference to the entire report.

Unless otherwise stated, the suggestions, recommendations and opinions given in this report are intended only
for the guidance of the Client in the design of the specific project.  The extent and detail of investigations,
including the number of test holes, necessary to determine all of the relevant conditions which may affect
construction costs would normally be greater than has been carried out for design purposes.  Contractors
bidding on, or undertaking the work, should rely on their own investigations, as well as their own interpretations
of the factual data presented in the report, as to how subsurface conditions may affect their work, including but
not limited to proposed construction techniques, schedule, safety and equipment capabilities.

Soil, Rock and Groundwater Conditions:   Classification and identification of soils, rocks, and geologic units
have been based on commonly accepted methods employed in the practice of geotechnical engineering and
related disciplines. Classification and identification of the type and condition of these materials or units involves
judgment, and boundaries between different soil, rock or geologic types or units may be transitional rather than
abrupt.  Accordingly, Golder does not warrant or guarantee the exactness of the descriptions.

Special risks occur whenever engineering or related disciplines are applied to identify subsurface conditions and
even a comprehensive investigation, sampling and testing program may fail to detect all or certain subsurface
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conditions.  The environmental, geologic, geotechnical, geochemical and hydrogeologic conditions that Golder
interprets to exist between and beyond sampling points may differ from those that actually exist.  In addition to
soil variability, fill of variable physical and chemical composition can be present over portions of the site or on
adjacent properties.  The professional services retained for this project include only the geotechnical aspects of
the subsurface conditions at the site, unless otherwise specifically stated and identified in the report.  The
presence or implication(s) of possible surface and/or subsurface contamination resulting from previous activities
or uses of the site and/or resulting from the introduction onto the site of materials from off-site sources are
outside the terms of reference for this project and have not been investigated or addressed.

Soil and groundwater conditions shown in the factual data and described in the report are the observed
conditions at the time of their determination or measurement.  Unless otherwise noted, those conditions form the
basis of the recommendations in the report.  Groundwater conditions may vary between and beyond reported
locations and can be affected by annual, seasonal and meteorological conditions.  The condition of the soil, rock
and groundwater may be significantly altered by construction activities (traffic, excavation, groundwater level
lowering, pile driving, blasting, etc.) on the site or on adjacent sites.  Excavation may expose the soils to
changes due to wetting, drying or frost.  Unless otherwise indicated the soil must be protected from these
changes during construction.

Sample Disposal:  Golder will dispose of all uncontaminated soil and/or rock samples 90 days following issue of
this report or, upon written re
expense.  In the event that actual contaminated soils, fills or groundwater are encountered or are inferred to be
present, all contaminated samples shall remain the property and responsibility of the Client for proper disposal.

Follow-Up and Construction Services:  All details of the design were not known at the time of submission of
 Golder should be retained to review the final design, project plans and documents prior to

During construction, Golder should be retained to perform sufficient and timely observations of encountered
conditions to confirm and document that the subsurface conditions do not materially differ from those interpreted

activities do not adversely affect the suggestions, recommendations and opinions co
Adequate field review, observation and testing during construction are necessary for Golder to be able to provide
letters of assurance, in accordance with the requirements of many regulatory authorities.  In cases where this
reco
encountered at the borehole locations, at the time of their initial determination or measurement during the
preparation of the Report.

Changed Conditions and Drainage:  Where conditions encountered at the site differ significantly from those
anticipated in this report, either due to natural variability of subsurface conditions or construction activities, it is a
condition of this report that Golder be notified of any changes and be provided with an opportunity to review or
revise the recommendations within this report.  Recognition of changed soil and rock conditions requires
experience and it is recommended that Golder be employed to visit the site with sufficient frequency to detect if
conditions have changed significantly.

Drainage of subsurface water is commonly required either for temporary or permanent installations for the
project. Improper design or construction of drainage or dewatering can have serious consequences.  Golder
takes no responsibility for the effects of drainage unless specifically involved in the detailed design and
construction monitoring of the system.
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The City of Edmonton is proposing the South Whitemud Creek Boardwalk Repair Trail
(the "Project”) (Fig 1) which will consist of:

 The removal of portions of the existing gravel trail,
 The removal of portions of the existing stairs and existing boardwalk and posts
 The construction of 30 meters of new boardwalk and with rails on screwpiles
 The construction of new gravel trails and the addition of rip rap along steep grade
 Other minor remedial measures

The total Project footprint is approximately .008 ha.  A study of the Project Design Plan
(Appendix A) indicates that there will be minimal excavation during construction.
Screwpiles will be utilized in boardwalk installation.  Gravel trail construction will involve
or no removal of surface deposits or vegetation.

In support of the Project, this palaeontological Historical Resource Impact Assessment
(“pHRIA”) has been prepared at the request of the Proponent through Summit
Environmental Consultants to ensure compliance with Alberta’s Historical Resources Act
requirements as per Schedule B, HRA Requirements Project File 4725-14-0018-001.
That requirement focuses the assessment on Quaternary palaeontological resources.
The pHRIA will combine baseline geology and palaeontology with field assessment to
determine if further mitigative action be required to protect significant fossil resources that
may be present and at risk during Project construction.

Figure 1.  Project location shown on 83 H Edmonton 1:250,000 NTS map.



Baseline Geology and Palaeontology

The bedrock underlying the Project area consists of, in descending order, the early
Postglacial North Saskatchewan River alluvium, the Empress Formation (including the
Saskatchewan Gravels and Sands), and the Late Cretaceous Horseshoe Canyon
Formation. This configuration is seen throughout the North Saskatchewan River system,
including its tributaries, in the Edmonton region (Fig 2.

Figure 2. Schematic cross-section of the North Saskatchewan River system.
Modified from Hills and Wilson (2003).

In the Beverly reach of the River Valley (Eastern Edmonton), the postglacial gravel fills
are inset into and superimposed upon preglacial deposits (Hills and Wilson 2003). The
early Postglacial North Saskatchewan River alluvium is poorly sorted, with abundant
Shield-derived clasts reworked from till. Vertebrate fossils are known from this deposit,
but are many times reworked from lower deposits (Hills and Wilson 2003).

The Empress Formation deposits, on the other hand, are dominated by clasts of
quartzite, or quartzose sandstone, and black chert, with lesser amounts of arkosic
sandstone, jasper, and locally derived coal fragments, wood, and clay ironstone. Their
relatively high compositional maturity likely reflects multiple cycling of resistant materials
from the Rocky Mountains through Tertiary upland conglomerates to the Quaternary fills
(Hills and Wilson 2003). A diverse Pleistocene fauna was reported from pits in the
Beverley (East Edmonton) area (Fuller and Bayrock 1965), as well as numerous gravel
quarries between Edmonton and Fort Saskatchewan (Burns and Young, 1994). There
are more than sixteen taxa represented in these localities, and these include large



herbivores, such as mammoths (Mammuthus sp.), bison, camel (Camelops hesternus),
ground sloths (Megalonyx jeffersoni), as well as carnivores such as wolves (Canis
lupus), the American Pleistocene Lion (Panthera leo atrox), and the giant short-faced
bear (Arctodus simus).

The Horseshoe Canyon Formation in South Edmonton consists of sandstone with minor
amounts of interbedded siltstone, iroe-0.013 Tc 0.013 T5nA T5n4 Tc 4 Tc d [(s)-2(ilt)-4(5(me)-7(ri)-1(c)-3(a)-7(n)]TJgiant



Figure 3.  Location of waypoints (yellow tacks) plotted Google earth air photo.

Observations
The area surrounding Waypoint 1 (Fig. 4) is the area of the proposed project. Figure 4
illustrates the general condition of the area and the original trail still being used. The
exposed banks surrounding the area were surveyed, however no fossils were recovered
in these small areas. The scant exposed banks represent rocks of Holocene and
Quaternary ages. It is evident from the pictures in Figure 3 that most of the area
relevant to the project is covered in thick vegetation and it is, at the moment, not
possible to properly assess its fossiliferous potential

In the interest of further assessing the fossiliferous potential of the area in question, a
quick surveillance was also done upstream of the Project area (Fig. 3, Waypoint 2). This
area (Fig. 5) has a glacial deposit with alternating beds of the Empress Formation
conglomerate, siltstone and sandstone, as well as the early Postglacial North
Saskatchewan River alluvium. Only a small fragment of petrified wood was found in this
area.



Figure 4 Areas surrounding the original trail system (A to C) and the area for the
proposed Project (D) (Waypoint 1).

Figure 5. Area upstream of the proposed Project (Waypoint 2). The Empress
Formation conglomerate is visible in A. A petrified wood fragment recovered from
the area is illustrated in B.



Conclusions and Recommendations
The only fossil observed during field assessment was a fragment of petrified wood found
upstream of the proposed Project area. This fossil is likely from the Empress Formation
of Quaternary age. The fossil material alone that was recovered during this surveillance
is not significant, however the area of the project itself could not be properly assessed
due to inaccessibility to the rocks that yield fossil resources. Although this area is part of
the Edmonton River Valley system and has a high potential for Quaternary and
Cretaceous fossil resources, there is minimal risk to fossil resources during Project
construction as there will be minor disturbance to surficial deposits and any possible
bedrock exposures that may be present within the Project footprint.  Therefore, Section
31 HRA clearance is recommended for the Project.  .  However, if during the conduct of
developments, fossiliferous material is encountered, the Proponent and/or their agents
should immediately contact Dan Spivak, Head, Resource Management, Royal Tyrrell
Museum of Palaeontology at 403-820-6210 (toll free 310-0000) or e-mail
dan.spivak@gov.ab.ca.
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August 26, 2014

OPaC: 005786259

HISTORICAL RESOURCES ACT APPROVAL

CITY OF EDMONTON
CITY OF EDMONTON - SOUTH WHITEMUD CREEK BOARDWALK REPAIR

TRAIL

HRA REQUIREMENTS PROJECT FILE: 4725-14-0018-001

For the purposes of this Schedule City of Edmonton shall be referred to as the
Proponent  and City of Edmonton - South Whitemud Creek Boardwalk repair shall be

referred to as the Project

A Historic Resources Impact Assessment is required for portions of the Project as
outlined below. Part I provides the Proponent with Historical Resources Act approval for
components of the Project while Part II outlines the conditions attached to this approval.

I. HISTORICAL RESOURCES ACT APPROVAL

Historical Resources Act approval is granted to the Proponent for the Project as illustrated
on the attached plan.

II. CONDITIONS ATTACHED TO APPROVAL

The Proponent is granted Historical Resources Act approval to proceed with the Project
on the understanding that a targeted Historical Resources Impact Assessment (HRIA)
for Quaternary (Ice Age) palaeontological resources will be conducted in the area where
the new trail is planned, particularly that portion of the project that impacts steep
sedimentary exposures, as outlined in the project plans.

1.0 QUATERNARY (ICE AGE) PALAEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES

The potential for this Project to affect Quaternary palaeontological resources is high.

1.1 Historic Resources Impact Assessment

Pursuant to Section 37(2) of the Historical Resources Act (HRA, or Act) a Historic
Resources Impact Assessment (HRIA) for palaeontological resources and any work
resulting from this assessment is to be conducted on behalf of the Proponent by a
palaeontologist qualified to hold a
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nce of Alberta. In order to conduct the HRIA, the
palaeontological consultant must submit "An Application for Permit to Excavate
Palaeontological Resources (Mitigative)" to the Royal Tyrrell Museum of Palaeontology.
Please allow ten working days for the permit to be processed. An approved permit must
be issued prior to the initiation of any palaeontological field investigations.

1.1.1 Alberta Regulation 254/2002

Palaeontological investigations conducted under permit in Alberta are subject to the
conditions stated within Alberta Regulation 254/2002, Archaeological and Palaeontological
Research Permit Regulation, conditions set forth in the approved permit, and any other
conditions that the Minister imposes under Section 30 of the Act.

1.1.2 Contacting the Royal Tyrrell Museum of Palaeontology

Permit to Excavate
the conduct of the required palaeontological resource

HRIA and/or palaeontological consultants obligations under Alberta Regulation
254/2002, please contact Dan Spivak, Head, Resource Management, Royal Tyrrell
Museum of Palaeontology at 403-823-7707 (toll-free 310-0000), e-mail
dan.spivak@gov.ab.ca

1.1.3  Coverage

The HRIA is required only for areas where new trail is planned, particularly the area of
steep sedimentary exposure outlined in the project plans

1.1.4 Timing

The HRIA is to be carried out prior to the initiation of any land surface disturbance
activities under snow free, unfrozen ground conditions.

1.2 Reporting the results of the palaeontological resources HRIA

1.2.1 Submission of specimen data sheets

 for each fossil collected during mitigative studies.

1.2.2 Submission of HRIA final report for palaeontological resources

A digital copy of the HRIA final report must be submitted within 180 days after the
expiration of the permit, or at least six weeks prior to the anticipated conduct of land
surface disturbance activities, whichever comes first. The final report and interim reports
are to be submitted to the Historic Resources Management Branch, Heritage Division,
Alberta Culture using the Online Permitting and Clearance (OPaC) system.
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1.2.3 Submission of interim report(s) for palaeontological resources

Should the Proponent find it necessary to obtain Historical Resources Act clearance for
portions or all of the lands affected by the Project prior to the submission of the final
report, Alberta Culture will consider accepting the submission of an interim report, or
reports.

2.0  STANDARD CONDITIONS UNDER THE HISTORICAL RESOURCES ACT

During the conduct of historic resources studies a consultant may encounter historic
resources that are not the subject of their field of expertise. Under this circumstance, the
consultant must follow instructions included in Attachment 1, Standard Requirements
under the Historical Resources Act, Reporting the Discovery of Historic Resources.

The Proponent must also comply with standard conditions under the Historical
Resources Act, which are applicable to all land surface disturbance activities in the
Province. Standard conditions require applicants to report the discovery of historic
resources. These requirements are stated in Attachment 1- Standard Requirements
under the Historical Resources Act, Reporting the Discovery of Historic Resources.

3.0 FURTHER SALVAGE, PRESERVATIVE OR PROTECTIVE MEASURES

Based upon the results of the HRIA(s) reporting the discovery of archaeological
resources, palaeontological resources, historic period sites and/or Aboriginal Traditional
Use Site(s), the Proponent may be ordered to undertake further salvage, preservative or
protective measures or take any other actions that the Minister responsible for the
Historical Resources Act considers necessary.

4.0 REQUESTS FOR HISTORICAL RESOURCES ACT CLEARANCE

Based upon the results of the HRIA studies, Alberta Culture may consider granting
Historical Resources Act clearance to all or portions of the Project area. In the final report,
and any interim report(s)  consultant(s) must clearly identify and
illustrate those portions of the Project area for which Historical Resources Act clearance
is requested.

5.0 PRE-EMINENCE OF CONDITIONS OF HRA REQUIREMENTS

Should the contents of conditions included within this Schedule be at variance with any
instructions associated with the Listing of Historic Resources and/or the permit application,
the conditions of the Schedule take precedence. Following instructions as outlined in this
Schedule should result in the granting of Historical Resources Act clearance and/or the
issuance of requirements regarding further historic resources studies in a timely manner.
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6.0 COMPLIANCE IS MANDATORY

These conditions shall be considered directions of the Minister of Alberta Culture under the
Act. The Proponent and agents acting on behalf of the Proponent are required to
become knowledgeable of the conditions. Failure to abide by the conditions will result in
Historical Resources Act approval not being granted, or delayed.



Royal Tyrrell Museum of Palaeontology
P.O. Box 7500
Drumheller, Alberta  T0J 0Y0
Telephone 403/823-7707       Fax 403/823-7131

PERMIT TO EXCAVATE PALAEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES 14-070

NAME: Wilson, Sam

ADDRESS: 47 Cortina Villas SW, Calgary, AB  T3H 0W8

AFFILIATION: Nautilus Paleontology Inc.

Is hereby authorized to conduct the palaeontological investigations described on the applicant's Application dated Sep 02, 2014
subject to the conditions of the Historical Resources Act and the Regulations passed pursuant to that Act, the Occupational Health
and Safety Act and Regulations passed pursuant to that Act and any other relevant Provincial legislation.  It is the permit holder's
responsibility to ensure that all necessary permits and permissions are in place prior to the commencement of fieldwork.

PERMIT SUMMARY AND SCHEDULE

Purpose of investigations:1. Mitigative, Historical Resources Impact Assessment

City of Edmonton
City of Edmonton South Whitemud Creek Borardwalk Repair Trail

Location of investigations:2. Edmonton
Edmonton
W4 R25 T52 S12 L11

Types of palaeontological resources sought:3. Fossil vertebrates, invertebrates and plants

Geological Ages:4. Cretaceous, Quaternary

Formations:5. Horseshoe Canyon, Empress, Undifferentiated Quaternary

Date two paper copies of final report and digital data are6.
due:

May 04, 2015

Institution in which palaeontological specimens and7.
records are to be deposited:

Royal Tyrrell Museum of Palaeontology - P.O. Box 7500, Drumheller,
Alberta, T0J 0Y0

Date palaeontological specimens and records are to be8.
deposited:

Nov 05, 2015

Permit is valid from date of issue to:9. Nov 05, 2014

APPROVED

PERMIT NO. 14-070 Page 1 of 1

Date
Sep 02, 2014

Andrew Neuman
Executive Director, RTMP
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October 14, 2014
File: 2014-3177

Anton Goulko, BSc., LEED AP.
Project Manager
City of Edmonton
4th Floor, Westwood Muni
12404 - 107 Street NW
Edmonton AB, T5G 0M7

Re: OXBOW BOARDWALK REPLACEMENT - OVERVIEW BIOPHYSICAL ASSESSMENT

Dear Mr. Goulko:

Associated Engineering Alberta Ltd. is pleased to provide this Biophysical Assessment for the proposed
replacement of the South Whitemud Creek boardwalk.  This letter describes the desktop research and field
verification methods and findings of the assessment, and provides environmental recommendations to
consider in the design of the boardwalk.  The findings of this letter will be expanded upon in the
Environmental Screening Report (ESR) that we are currently preparing for the City of Edmonton, following
detailed design.

The City of Edmonton is proposing to remove the existing stairs and boardwalk from the Whitemud Creek
ravine and build a new structure to provide better public access to the area.  North-south passage on the
existing trail system has been compromised due to ice damage that the crossing sustained during the
spring 2014 freshet.

The proposed new crossing location is approximately 700 m south of Whitemud Drive, at NW-12-52-25-4.
The new boardwalk over the oxbow will be approximately 15 m west of the damaged crossing (specific
location 53.476363, -113.555448; hereafter refered to as the project area.

The following databases were searched to gather existing information about the project area:
 Fish and Wildlife Management Information System (FWMIS);
 Alberta Conservation Information Management System (ACIMS);

Historical Resources Act Listings;
 Alberta Registries Spatial Information System (SpinII);
 Wetland mapping tools;
 Alberta Flood Hazard Map Application; and
 Public aerial imagery collections.



October 14, 2014
Anton Goulko, BSc., LEED AP.
City of Edmonton
- 2 -
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 Beckie Rozander, P.Biol.,
and Jöel Gervais, B.Sc., conducted a field assessment on July 29, 2014 to validate desktop results.  The
existing damaged boardwalk was inspected, the proposed boardwalk location was inspected, and the
surrounding area was surveyed for wildlife and vegetation (see photographs at the end of the document).

The project area occurs on land owned by the City of Edmonton (Government of Alberta 2002).  The project
area has a historical resources designation of 5a and 5p (Government of Alberta 2013).  Whitemud Creek is
a Class B waterbody under the Alberta Water Act Code of Practice, with a restricted activity period (RAP)
from April 16 to June 30 (Government of Alberta 2012).  The oxbow is only hydrologically connected to the
creek during large flood events (approximately every 10 years1).

The steep slope on the north side of the proposed oxbow crossing poses significant erosion potential.  The
current design for rehabilitating the slope on which the stairs are currently situated can be improved upon.
If erosion protection measures for this slope fail, sedimentation to both the oxbow and Whitemud Creek is
likely, and this would violate requirements under the provincial Water Act and federal Fisheries Act.  The
current plans specify removal of one tree for the new boardwalk construction; however, there is a second
tree at the edge of this steep slope with roots significantly exposed.  Removal of this second tree should
also be considered given that the exposed roots enable erosion of the slope, and the weakened slope could
impact the proposed boardwalk in future.

Previous fish surveys in Whitemud Creek (accessed via FWMIS) identified the following species
(Government of Alberta 2014a):

 Burbot (Lota lota);
 Fathead minnow (Pimephales promelas);
 Lake chub (Couesius plumbeus);
 Longnose dace (Rhinichthys cataractae);
 Longnose sucker (Catostomus catostomus);
 Northern crayfish (Orconectes virilis);
 Pearl dace (Margariscus margarita);
 River shiner (Notropis blennius);
 Spottail shiner (Notropis hudsonius); and

1 Personal communication with City of Edmonton staff, 2014.
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 White sucker (Catostomus commersoni).

Whitemud Creek is documented to contain important walleye (Sander vitreus) spawning habitat
(Government of Alberta 2012).  None of the fish species identified in FWMIS are currently classified as at-
risk under either the provincial species-at-risk database or federal Species At Risk Act (Government of
Alberta 2010, Government of Canada 2014).  An aquatic habitat assessment of Whitemud Creek in 2010
specified fine material as the predominant substrate (<2 mm; 36%), followed by small gravel (2 - 16 mm;
28%), large gravel (20%), and cobble (4%).

According to local knowledge, the oxbow was last connected to Whitemud Creek 2 years ago2.  Several
small fish were visually identified in the oxbow during the field assessment.  These were most likely fry,
cyprinid (family Cyprinidae), stickleback (family Gasterosteidae), or northern pikeminnow (Ptychocheilus
oregonensis).  The disconnection from the creek and the presence of fish together suggest that the
oxbow does not freeze to the bottom during the winter months and that it supports fish reproduction.

Since the oxbow has been identified as containing fish, work in this waterbody (specifically, any work below
the high water mark) would require appropriate mitigation (e.g. isolation) with input from a Qualified Aquatic
Environment Specialist (QAES).  The Fisheries and Oceans Canada guidelines for measures to avoid harm
to fish/fish habitat must be followed (Government of Canada 2013) and riparian vegetation removal should
be kept to a minimum to protect existing fish species and fish habitat in the oxbow.  Additionally, silt fencing
along the shore of the oxbow may be needed during boardwalk construction to prevent sedimentation into
the oxbow.

The project area overlaps with two known habitat ranges for sensitive species (Government of Alberta
2014a).

1) Sensitive raptor range.
This range broadly includes the following raptor species: Bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus),
Ferruginous hawk (Buteo reglis), Golden eagle (Aquila chrysaetos), Peregrine falcon (Flaco
pergrinus), and Prairie falcon (Falco mexicanus)

2) Sharp-tailed grouse (Tympanuchus phasianellus) survey area.

2 J. Gervais personal communication with local residents, 2014.
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Additionally, previous wildlife inventories have detected the following species (Government of Alberta
2014a):

1) Barred owl (Strix varia);
2) Peregrine falcon (Falco peregrinus);
3) Canadian toad (Bufo hemiophrys); and
4) Northern leopard frog (Rana pipiens).

Restricted activity periods and disturbance setbacks apply to the project area.  These apply due to the
combination of (a) the two wildlife sensitivity areas aspen parkland
region of Alberta (Government of Alberta 2014a).  Table 1 below summarizes the associated restricted
activity periods and setback distances (Government of Alberta 2011).

Table 1. Restricted activity periods and associated setback distances by level of disturbance

Species Location Time of Year Level of Disturbance

Low Medium High

Peregrine falcon, Bald
eagle, Golden eagle, Prairie
falcon, Ferruginous hawk
(Sensitive Raptor Species)

Nesting
sites

March 15th

July 15th
1000m 1000m 1000m

July 16th

March 14th
50m 100m 1000m

Sharp-tailed grouse Leks March 15th

July 15th
500m 500m 500m

July 16th

March 14th
100m 100m 500m

The definitions for levels of disturbance are as follows (Government of Alberta 2011):
Low impact disturbances are often infrequent, low-impact (eg. Land survey), habitat is not being

modified by the activities, and the duration of the activity is relatively short (i.e., hours).
 Medium impact disturbances are usually high in frequency, may use vehicles and other equipment,

and may involve small habitat modifications (e.g., seismic drilling) and the duration is relatively long
(i.e., days).

 High impact activities generally involve disturbances that are high in frequency, involve vehivles
and machinery, permanently modify the habitat by altering vegetation, soils and perhaps hydrology
(e.g., buildings, roads) and the impact is long term (i.e., more than 10 years).
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Various wildlife and/or their sign were observed on site:
 Garter snake (genus Thamnophis);
 Chipmunk (genus Tamias) - three individuals;
 Squirrel (family Sciuridae) - two individuals;
 Gadwall duck (Anas strepera) - 12 individuals;
 Mallard duck (Anas platyrhynchos) - three individuals;
 Songbirds (various species);
 Western screech owl (Megascops kennicottii) - one individual;
 Black hornet (genus Vespa) nest;
 Coyote (Canis latrans) print;
 Weasel (genus Mustela) print; and
 Beaver (genus Castor) activity.

Several of the wildlife species identified through desktop review and the field visit (above), have provincial
and/or federal at-risk listings (Table 2; Government of Alberta 2010; Government of Canada 2014).  Three
species of chipmunks are known to occur in Alberta, but only one has a sensitive listing in Alberta

-tailed chipmunk (Neotamias ruflcaudus); Government of Alberta 2010), and it is not listed
federally (Government of Canada 2014); the chipmunks observed on site are suspected to belong to one of

has a -tailed weasel (Mustela frenata); Government of Alberta

observed in the project area cannot be identified down to species.
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Table 2. Wildlife species and their provincial and federal statuses.

Common
Name

Scientific Name Alberta
Status (2010)

Federal
Status

Observed in
project area

Sensitive
range

overlaps
with project

area

Bald Eagle Haliaeetus
leucocephalus

Sensitive Not at risk
(1984)

Not observed Y

Barred Owl Strix varia Sensitive Not listed FWMIS N

Canadian Toad Bufo
hemiophrys;
Anaxyrus
hemiphyrs

May be at Risk Not at risk
(2003)

FWMIS N

Ferruginous
Hawk

Buteo regalis At risk Threatened
(2008)

Not observed Y

Garter snake genus
Thamnophis

3 species
within this
genus, all
Sensitive

Not listed Field Survey N

Golden Eagle Aquila
chrysaetos

Sensitive Not at risk
(1996)

Not observed Y

Northern
Leopard Frog

Rana pipiens At Risk Special
Concern
(2009)

FWMIS N

Peregrine
Falcon

Flaco pergrinus At Risk Not listed FWMIS Y

Prairie Falcon Falco mexicanus Sensitive Not at risk
(1996)

Not observed Y

Western
screech owl

Megascops
kennicottii

Accidental in
Alberta

Not listed Field Survey N
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A search of ACIMS revealed five non-sensitive element occurrences, no occurrences of sensitive elements,
no protected areas, and no Crown reservations/notations in the legal section where the property is located
(Government of Alberta 2013).

The following non-sensitive elements were returned for section 12:
 Flat fruited pelt lichen (Peltigera horizontalis)
 Marsh muhly (Muhlenbergia racemosa)
 Smooth sweet cicely (Osmorhiza longistylis)
 Flat-topped white aster (Doellingeria umbellate var. pubens)
 Moss (Rhodobryum ontariense)

The following plant species were identified on site:
 White spruce (Picea gluaca);
 Prickly rose (Rosa acicularis);
 Green alder (Alnus crispa);
 Manitoba maple (Acer negundo);
 Cattail (Typha latifolia);
 Red-osier dogwood (Cornus stolonifera);
 Saskatoon (Amelanchier alnifolia);
 Reed canary grass (Phalaris arundinacea);
 Water hemlock (Cicuta maculata);
 Wild red raspberry (Rubus idaeus);
 Snowberry (Symphoricarpos albus);
 High bush cranberry (Viburnum opulus);
 Fireweed (Epilobium angustifolium);
 Stinging nettle (Urtica dioica);
 Mountain ash (Sorbus scopulina);
 Sandbar willow (Salix exigua);
 Wolf willow (Elaeagnus commutata);

 (Salix bebbiana);
 Coyote willow (Salix exigua);
 Box elder (Acer negundo);
 Marsh skullcap (Scutellaria galericulata); and
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 Lance-leaved primrose (Lysimachia lanceolata).

Lance-leaved primrose (Lysimachia lanceolata) was observed within 50 m of the project area.  This plant is
considered a rare species in Alberta, though it is not currently protected by species-at-risk legislation.  Care
should be taken to avoid disturbing areas where this species is growing, and a buffer area around the plant
should be established prior to construction.

None of the plant species listed above are classified as at-risk in federal or provincial listings (Government
of Alberta 2010, Government of Canada 2014).

Several Noxious weeds were observed at the project site:
 Field bindweed (Convolvulus arvensis);
 Canada thistle (Cirsium arvense);
 Common tansy (Tanacetum vulgare);
 White cockle (Lychnis alba);
 Perennial sow thistle (Sonchus arvensis);
 Dalmatian toadflax (Linaria dalmatica); and
 Tall buttercup (Ranunculus acris).

Other weed species observed on the site include:
 Sweet clover (genus Melilotus);
 Lambs quarters (Chenopodium album); and
 Flixweed (Sisymbrium sophia).

These plants have high potential to be transferred within the site and off site, specifically when soil in which
they are growing is disturbed.
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Environment-related legislation pertaining to the geotechnical investigations and construction of the
proposed new boardwalk is summarized in Table 3.

Table 3. Environmental legislation relevant to the project

Requirements Approval No./
Application Outcome

Fisheries Act
(Government of
Canada)

Regulatory Item Request for Review (Geotechnical
and Boardwalk)

DFO File No. 14-
HCAA-01127

Effective Date 22 August 2014

Expiry Date

Water Act
(ESRD)

Regulatory Item Water Act
Approval
(Geotechnical)

Code of Practice
Notification
(Boardwalk)

Water Act Approval
No. 001-00355132

Effective Date 14 August
2014

Expiry Date 21 December
2014

Public Lands
(ESRD)

Regulatory Item Temporary Field Authorization
(Geotechnical and Boardwalk)

Not required as long
as the geotechnical
work is not within the
oxbow waterbody.Effective Date N/A

Expiry Date N/A

Public Lands
(ESRD)

Regulatory Item Disposition
(Boardwalk)

First Nations
Consultation

FNC No. 201408240
No consultation
required.

Effective Date N/A

Expiry Date N/A

Historical Regulatory Item Online Historical The online clearance
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Requirements Approval No./
Application Outcome

Resources Act
(Alberta
Culture)

clearance Resources
Impact
Assessment

process came back
with the requirement
for a Historical
Resources Impact
AssessmentEffective Date 28 August

2014

Expiry Date N/A

North
Saskatchewan
River Valley
Area
Redevelopment
Plan; Bylaw
No. 7188
(City of
Edmonton)

Regulatory Item Initial Project
Review (IPR)

Environmental
Screening
Report (ESR)

Effective Date

Expiry Date

Tree Bylaw
(City of
Edmonton)

Regulatory Item Request for
tree
assessment
(urban forestry
department)

Application for
tree removal

Effective Date

Expiry Date
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We recommend the following protection measures to be carried forward in the Environmental Screening
Report for the project area:

1. Consider the movement of wildlife during construction planning to avoid harassing or disturbing
wildlife, or restrict their movement across the site, with special attention to the above noted species
at risk.  All waste should be removed at the end of each day to prevent attracting wildlife to the
construction site.

2. The oxbow is currently known to contain fish, and will subsequently be treated as a fish-bearing
waterbody.  Boardwalk construction should aim to minimize works within Whitemud Creek and the
oxbow.

3. Plan construction outside the Restricted Activity Period for Whitemud Creek and the oxbow (April
16 to June 30) as much as possible.

4. Include in construction planning a 30 m buffer around lance-leaved primrose (Lysimachia
lanceolata) that is flagged as a no-work zone.

5. Consider and minimize the potential for workers and equipment entering the site to introduce or
spread weeds.  Consider methods to carefully remove existing noxious weed species identified on
site.

6. erosion and sediment control and reclamation the following potential
strategies: soil stabilization through planting water-tolerant native seeds, live willow staking, and
use of wattle lines and native shrubs.  Consider also the impact of intense weather events on re-
seeding plans.

7. If any raptor nests are detected on site, specific disturbance buffers may need to be established.
These buffers depend on the timing of the work:

 from March 15th  July 15th setback distances are to be 1000m;
 from July 16th  March 14th setback distances range from 50  1000m depending on the

level of disturbance.
8. If any sharp-tailed grouse leks are detected on site, specific disturbance buffers may need to be

established.  These depend on the timing of the work:
 from March 15th  July 15th buffers are to be 500m;
 from July 16th  March 14th setback distances range from 100  500m and will depend on

level of disturbance.

The recommendations herein are intended to assist with detailed design of the boardwalk and determining
construction methods.  The information gathered in this assessment will also be used in the Environmental
Screening Report that will be prepared once the detailed design of the boardwalk is finalized.  We trust that
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Photograph 1. The northern point of the oxbow.

Photograph 2. Low area between the oxbow and Whitemud Creek. This may form the connection between the
two waterbodies during periods of high flow. The old boardwalk to be removed is visible.



October 14, 2014
Anton Goulko, BSc., LEED AP.
City of Edmonton
- 15 -

P:\20143177\00_S_Whitemud_Ck_Brd\Environmental_Sciences\04.00_Environmental_Assessments\Biophysical\Ltr_Edmboardwalk_Biophysicalassessment20141017.Docx

Photograph 3. Slope on the north side of the oxbow with exposed roots of a tree not currently planned to be
removed.

Photograph 4. Sign of beaver activity in the area.
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Photograph 5. A damselfly (suborder Zygoptera) observed during the field visit.

Photograph 6. Gadwall duck (Anas strepera) adults and juveniles observed in the project area.
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Photograph 7. A garter snake observed in the oxbow.

Photograph 8. Chipmunk observed during field visit.
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