Dave Crabb

PO Box 95

Beaconia, MB

R0E 0B0


November 21, 2010

Environmental Assessment & Licensing Branch

Manitoba Conservation

123 Main Street, Suite 160

Winnipeg, MB R3C 1A5

Fax:
(204) 945-5229

Email:
Bruce.Webb@gov.mb.ca

Re: File 5486.00 - Rettie Boat Access

Dear Bruce Webb:

I am writing to voice my concerns regarding the above Environment Assessment Proposal

Report and to tell you I am against the proposal. Because marshes perform a vital role in the health of our environment and are to be a protected resource, the development of Beaconia Marsh affects me. I wish to see the marsh restored to its original state, or as close as possible. 

My specific concerns are as follows:

The project proceeded without due diligence, and that is inexcusable since Mr. Rettie is a professional land developer. He is from out of province, and that is no excuse. To think that a single letter from an Ottawa office is enough to destroy over 2200 feet of marsh, is incomprehensible.

The fact he told numerous neighbours that this was going to be a marina was a laugh. We never thought it would happen with permission from any of our Government departments, especially with Water Stewardship recently formed to prevent these kinds of things and protect our waterways. When we found out he started digging up the marsh, we were horrified, and soon found out that there is no proper means in place to report such a circumstance. There seems to be no policy to deal with someone not following the rules. 

It is a farce to see this project going for licensing, when it does not qualify, and has not met the bylaws at a Municipal level, and has not met any of the prerequisites at the Provincial level for any department. These kinds of prematurely executed projects are expected to be dealt with in a penal manner, and reverted to their original state in the mind of the average person. There is no excuse for the failure of policy and foresight to allow a project that would never have been approved in the first place. I certainly hope that this will mean some new policy and procedure that will specifically deal with projects that begin in advance of proper processes being followed. 

There are clearly a lot of risks caused by the canal in the Beaconia Marsh. There are concerns about the drinking water supply that have not been even mentioned in the submission or attended to by Conservation or Water Stewardship. This should have been enough to stop the project in its tracks. To think that it continued after complaints finally brought officers of Manitoba out and still nothing stopped Rettie is disturbing. The safety and health of residents, seasonal or full-time should be the number one concern. Clearly they are not the way this has been handled. This is another failure of a key issue to cause a halt to a project. When do people become less important than a developer and his desire to park a boat? That defies logic.

The only positive thing that comes from the submission by Rettie is the inventory of wildlife and vegetation. Clearly the Rettie submission shows the massive number of living things, besides humans, affected by the excavation. There are pictures that many of us have showing the equipment submerged in the canal while excavating. They dug up marsh to create the canal. There is no possible way to suggest that there has not been habitat destroyed. All the reptiles, amphibians and other species were buried in that shoreline that was bulldozed and excavated and buried. How many were impacted? I guess we accept that destruction as the result of the damage to date. There was no submission section dealing with how much damage was caused. There was no inventory and numbers of creatures prior to the excavation. What kind of a submission is this? All we get is bragging rights to the life in the marsh. Not before canal, and not after canal. Just some added habitat for fish that is tantamount to a lie when the canal is too deep to support habitat for fish. Ok, they have a new place to swim, but likely to a fishing line that never would have been there before the canal.

The rest of the submission is hypocritical and some of it completely untrue. The entire DFO letter of advice is now useless, as it was violated on almost every single point. When Rettie proceeded, knowing it exceeded the original limitations was the start of the offence. We know he surveyed, but he removed most of the pegs and marks. He left a few in Island Beach. He knew darn well that he was off base, and in fact, the stop work order by Conservation clearly stated their investigation showed the excavation was in the marsh. Rettie has no right to that marsh. Law prevents it. Any more than I have a right to beach in front of my home. Rettie knows it; we know it and Conservation know it. Lying about the OWHM is another offence, because that intentionally deceives anyone looking at the ridiculous diagram that a grade schooler could have done a neater job of.

The proposal did not provide any study, any database, any reference book or other source to back his claims this canal is OK. If he hired a professional to produce this submission, then either he chose poorly, or there was nothing available to the writer to actually back Rettie’s claims. I believe the latter. I do not believe there is any type of study to suggest that this kind of development does not cause major long-term damage, and negative effects on the environment. The additional risks posed by humans utilizing the canal are another matter once the infrastructure is allowed to remain. They will spill gas, oil, and cause additional pollution from waste and other debris that humans invariably leave behind. Is there a washroom for this area? It is about 900 feet from the nearest building, but that is private.

If this canal is allowed to remain, you just created a public boat launch and dock. Nobody is allowed to have a private boat launch and dock. If you build them, they become public. If not, then please show us the law that says so, because every other province this is the case. How can you have something private on public land? Is there a special agreement in place with the Province that we do not know about? That would really make things worse. Yes, another place for people to urinate and defecate and sit and fish all day with no facilities. Balsam Harbour already provides this kind of facility. We do not need another. You should see the vanloads of people that come and spend the whole day doing this. It is disgusting. None of the buildings on Rettie’s property are public. They are private. There is no public facility anywhere in the region. It is clear that the shoreline is public. You cannot obstruct someone from accessing it or passing through. That is the law. 

Tell me how this canal is private. It would have to be constructed about 600 feet back to exceed the OWHM and become a private canal. According to RM of St. Clements Bylaws, until you place it above the 722ft mark, it is in flood-prone and hazardous region if it is adjacent to Lake Winnipeg or the Red River. Then it would be on private land. It would not be on the shoreline. Then it would only flood his land, and bring storm debris into his land every time the lake levels rose and flooded. It would not be causing storm surges and flooding the marsh the way it does now that he has completely changed the landscape and the nature of water action in Beaconia Marsh.

Having no licenses, digging up marsh, using equipment in the marsh below water level, digging up Island Beach shoreline, ripping off an oil pan on a bulldozer, and continuing to work after stop work orders all constitute major violations of the environment. I am appalled that none of them have been acted upon. Many failures of the proponent, and many failures of our system to protect the marsh have occurred here. It is only right to reflect and see how badly we were failed by the very systems we expect to take care of our environment. It is time to determine how we go about restoring the marsh despite the size of the project. At no time does size matter anyway. It is about what is right. The size is not the problem of Conservation or any government department. The size is the problem of the proponent Mr. Rettie. Rettie made it and he fixes it.

There is certainly no need for anyone to bow down to Rettie. He needs to understand that the law is the law, and if we change it for him, then we change it for everyone. This is a precedent, and it is public. It is being documented in magazines all over Canada during the summer. If you want copies, then let me know and I will supply them. Conservation is not the only one watching, but they are being watched. This will receive much more coverage yet, as it is one of the most destructive and obvious projects. The aerial pictures including the one in the Winnipeg Free Press have made their way all over Canada. Comments are not nice. Nobody can believe that this was allowed. Maybe it has not, but it is there. Until Conservation does their due diligence, and has it mitigated to the original form that was once gracing our beautiful Beaconia Marsh. You only have to go there, and look at the South side of Road 98N at the tree line, to see the way the shoreline looked before Rettie destroyed it. A haven for nature and nature watchers.

Beaconia Marsh and beach are also in travel guides. This area is known for the ability to sit on the beach or walk the road and have wild birds and animals wander around you. It is a naïve area where the wildlife knows no threat. It is beauty at its finest. Until Rettie, nobody did a thing to hurt their environment. Now the tree with the Eagle nest is gone. The Eagles are gone. They only visit occasionally. They used to be on the beach regularly eating unwanted fish that recreational fishermen used to leave for them. The Osprey is rarely seen there now. It has moved up the shoreline, but will it stay? What about the other birds like the Great Blue Herons? Used to see small flocks going past my place every night. Now only see the odd one. Is this part of the Rettie problem? Where have they gone? Every year for as long as I remember, and the year he digs up the marsh so many changes? What else has changed? Will we ever know? 

We should all feel guilty for allowing it go this far. All the officials ignored the pleas for help. Somehow they did not believe themselves that such a large project was going on. Why was it not stopped dead in its tracks? I expect that the process will reveal the insufficient evidence to allow any part of this canal to remain. It must go. It is a scar that needs to be repaired. It looks ugly from the ground, it looks even worse in the aerial photos. If you need the photos, just ask. I have hundreds. 

Nature did not create this, and it will fight the existence of this canal. 4 storms crossed over the top of the man-made berm. All left their scars. They mowed over the trees. They left debris all over it. They blew water right out of the boat launch area and across the road to the South. This is a pressure point. It is the worst possible place for a project like this. Low and level land below the high water mark. Huge pressure along the shoreline from the NW winds that every storm carries. It is natural that the lake will be hitting the SE corner so hard. The marsh dampened the effects. The canal is a hole in the marsh. Nothing restricts the water. It goes like hell through there in a storm. No way that boats can be allowed to remain in there. They will get destroyed, as almost every boat that has been moored in this area has been in past. My own father tried boat hoists, boatlifts, boat ramps and docks. They were all destroyed including the boats in short order. He finally gave up. The ramps are even gone now, and the lake has taken so much land that you cannot find where it was. The bank is over 16 feet high at that property and you cannot find the cut? I live on the lakefront and used to be able to walk to the beach with minimal climbing in 1995 when we bought the land. It is a straight drop of

About 12 feet now. How do you expect a low-lying mud berm to stand up where thousand-year-old packed ground from a glacier will not stand up? That is loose muck from the bottom of the marsh. It would not really matter, because the wrath of Lake Winnipeg in a storm has wrecked anything that people thought would withstand it. None of the lakefront erosion protection structures survived the last storm untouched. All took minor to major damage, and they were all constructed in the last 3 years. Rettie’s berm will be gone in a few years. Anything built in it will get destroyed. What the wind and water do not wreck, the ice will. 

The water is not deep enough. I can walk all over the place in the marsh opening and way into the lake at less than waist deep. This is high water this year. During the summer and kayaks and canoes have ventured into the marsh, and they are bottoming all over, and hit their paddles on the bottom and on fish while trying to paddle. No way this works for power craft. When the lake goes down, as it always does at the end of the wet cycles, it will be impossible to navigate. Allowing this is a lie to anyone that buys a property from Rettie in his marina development. They cannot bring their boats in there. If they do, they will damage more than their boats. There will be damage to the marsh bottom, to habitat, to all sorts of wildlife.

Bottom line is this is a ridiculous and unsustainable development. You cannot keep it in one piece, it is too shallow, and it is not worth licensing this for two boats vs the pages of wildlife and species identified in Rettie’s submission. To use things like Siglavic as a reason to allow this is indignant. Siglavic should not have happened. Neither should have Hillside Marina. During the last two storms, these developments were completely flooded with thousands of dollars damage to the resident’s homes, never mind their destroyed docks etc. How do we account for this? Who cleans it up? What about the dredging they do regularly. Certainly in Hillside Marina. Locals inform me this is regular, and almost seasonal. That is wrong. Clearly it was not meant to be. Marinas in Lake of the Woods are not dredged. If you want that, go there. Do not try and make Lake Winnipeg a Marina development. If we can do it Beaconia Marsh, nowhere on Lake Winnipeg is sacred. To hell with the lake. Did anyone concern themselves with that? Allowing pollution to bypass the marsh is directly adding to the health woes of the lake. This summer was the worst yet for Blue-Green algae. How does it get better if we do not stop these kinds of projects?

All year we have been listening to ads, to funding, to fundraising, and are hearing from government and independent bodies how sick the lake is. Beaconia Marsh is a major output of drainage. We need that marsh functioning, and it is not with the canal. The canal is a shortcut for drainage every storm. I have gone to observe and taken pictures. Do you have any idea how ugly a collection of pictures from the project looks? Allow me to show you if you do not believe. I can do so on a moments notice.

Finally, the project is going under scrutiny. I still think it is not fair that Rettie had many months to assemble his disappointing lack of information. As defenders of our neighbourhood and its residents, we have only a short month to figure it out, contact all the people, and try to inform them they can do something now. After all these months it seemed nobody cared, we get a few days to respond. That seems very unfair. Even at that, Conservation is at least doing something about it. To me, it is like a funeral for a friend. We are hearing the Eulogy. I am hoping that the review will see through the “muck” of Rettie’s, and see fit to restore the marsh. Realize that Lake Winnipeg is bent on destroying this canal, and it will never be the idyllic functional place that Rettie dreams of. If it was worth it, then someone would done this many decades ago. It took an Alberta man to try and make something where it cannot exist. It is clear he has no knowledge of Lake Winnipeg. No knowledge of the history and the recreational value of the area to residents and to thousands of visitors. He has no appreciation of the importance of all the different species to the ecosystem.

I hope that Beaconia Marsh is completely restored so it can heal, and once again become a beautiful part of our community with no noise, except the wildlife. With no pollution, except the surprises those storms bring. With nobody violating the marsh, but instead enjoying it for its beauty as it is. Not some unnatural human mess.

Sincerely,

Dave Crabb

