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PARKER LANDS 

MAJOR REDEVELOPMENT SITE 

 

 

1.0 Stakeholders Meetings & Public Engagement Process 

 

The stakeholders meetings and public engagement process for the Parker Lands Major 

Redevelopment Site represents a collaborative and consultative planning process from a 

collective group of professionals, stakeholders, owner’s representatives, City Administration, 

elected officials, and community members who took part in various meetings, public open 

houses, design charrettes and interviews throughout the planning process. 

Additionally, the information found in this report as well as in the Secondary Plan has been 

prepared in consultation with various City of Winnipeg departments, the General Council of 

Winnipeg Community Centres, Manitoba Hydro, CN Rail, the Division Scolaire Franco-

Manitobaine, Winnipeg School Division along with other special interest groups. 

Work began on the development of the Secondary Plan in early 2014 and a series of drafts 

were prepared by GEM Equities on behalf of 6165347 Manitoba Inc.  The drafts were developed 

with input from a number of meetings with the City of Winnipeg’s Planning department, Parks 

department, Public Works as well as the local area Councillor. 

Informal input was also received from representatives of the Winnipeg Humane Society, the 

Brenda Leipsic Off-Leash Dog Park users, and people from the surrounding neighbourhood.  

GEM Equities and their engineering consultants, InfraCor and Morrison Hershfield, contributed 

ongoing schematic urban design, underground services and traffic impact analysis reports. 

Development of the draft Secondary Plan continued through into 2017. 
 

The following is a representation of the engagement process led by 6165347 Manitoba Inc. as 

part of the developer-led Secondary Plan. 
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2.0 Public Engagement Process 

The public consultation for the engagement process consisted of a series of open houses as 

well as the launch of a project website to introduce ideas and gain valuable insight, feedback and 

input from the community. 

As of early September 2017, all information has been posted on the website www.fultongrove.ca to 

share research, reports and the latest schematics for the ongoing design process. 

 

2.1 Public Open House #1 

A Public Open House was held on February 10, 2016 at the Holiday Inn South to present the 

initial design concepts and principles of the future Parker redeveloped site to the Beaumont 

neighbourhood and to get feedback from the local area residents.  It was hosted by GEM 

Equities Inc. on behalf of 6165347 Manitoba Inc., the principal landowner of the private 

developable land. 

Invitations were dropped off to every single resident in the Beaumont community 

(1277 home addresses) and advertisements were placed in both of the city’s major 

newspapers. 

A questionnaire was distributed to all who attended to give them an opportunity to express 

opinions and offer feedback of how a development of this type could most benefit the 

community (see Appendix A.1 for a sample of the questionnaire as well as the summary of 

recorded responses). 

Throughout the evening, the owner’s representatives and consultants were engaged by a wide 

variety of people from surrounding neighbourhoods who expressed their opinions, comments 

and concerns and asked questions.  Presentation boards (as found in Appendix A.2) were 

used to illustrate, explain and elaborate on the initial principles and concepts that would help to 

guide future development. 

 

Figure 1:   Public discussion with developer’s representatives.              Figure 2:   Public viewing of presentation boards 

http://www.fultongrove.ca/


Parker Lands MRS 

ENGAGEMENT Report 

3 

 

Summary 

During the evening most people from the Beaumont area and the surrounding community 

expressed concerns with the current shortcutting traffic through the neighbourhood and whether 

there was anything that could be done about it.  There was some opposition concerning the dog 

park, wetlands and existing forest by a special interest group (approximately 15 people). In 

addition, many people expressed their frustration for the lack of information on future city 

infrastructure projects to occur in the Parker Lands region and how these projects would affect the 

neighbourhood (like the final choice of 2nd leg of Southwest Rapid Transit Corridor, for 

instance).  It should be noted that no city representatives were present at this event to answer 

some of these specific concerns. People were also asking about what was the City’s 

involvement going forward? 

The representatives of the developer answered general questions about the future city 

infrastructure projects (though the open house was meant to be specifically about the 

future residential development) to dispel some of the misconceptions about the various 

projects in the area, offered concepts and principles about the proposed development and 

provided a platform to keep people informed as the project would continue to evolve and 

unfold. 

Approximately 80 to 100 people were in attendance throughout the evening with another 10 to 
15 present from various media outlets. 

A total of 69 people filled in questionnaires to voice their opinions. 

 
 

Figure 3:   Unveiling of initial concepts for a new Transit Oriented Development at the Parker Lands    

http://www.google.ca/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&ved=0ahUKEwjmh8XIrLbTAhXr1IMKHdxcByEQjRwIBw&url=http://store.winnipegfreepress.com/photostore/photo-details/146378/&psig=AFQjCNGviDDQiEKO-AEsaCaPt6IB2wtOJg&ust=1492891466946174
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2.2 Public Open House #2 

A second Open House was hosted on Monday, August 22, 2016 between 6pm and 8pm by 

GEM Equities Inc. on behalf of 6165347 Manitoba Inc. along with representatives of the City’s 

Planning, Property and Development Department. The purpose of the second Open House 

was to get feedback on the current state of the draft Secondary Plan (a planning document to 

guide future development within the Parker Lands neighbourhood) along with the proposed 

plans for the future residential development. 

Also present to answer questions about the proposed project were a traffic consultant from 

Morrison Hershfield and two environmental scientists/biologists from EcoLogic who were there 

specifically to provide information to those concerned about the wetlands and aspen forest. 

Invitations were again dropped off to every single resident in the Beaumont community and 

advertisements were placed in both of the city’s major newspapers. 

Overall the open house was well attended and people expressed their appreciation for the 

opportunity to ask questions of the various representatives and consultants in the room. A total 

of 53 people recorded their names on the sign-in sheet with about 15 to 20 others who did not 

register their names for a total attendance of around 70+ people through the evening. 

(As an observation after the event, it was noted that of the 53 people who signed the 

attendance sheet, only 1 person was in common with those who attended at the first open 

house from February 10, 2016 so it seemed there was almost an entirely new group of 

residents who showed up to this engagement). 

A series of 19 information boards were set up around the perimeter of the room and various 

consultants/representatives were present nearby to provide feedback and answer questions 

and concerns of the public. 

In addition, a new questionnaire was distributed with open ended questions to encourage 

feedback, comments, interactions and ideas that the public might want to share after taking in 

the information and talking to the consultants.  A copy of the questionnaire and summary 

results for Open House #2 can be found in Appendix B.1. 

A total of 29 people responded to the questionnaire. 
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PRESENTATION BOARD OVERVIEW 

 
In general, the presentation boards from the second Open House were broken up into 4 Sections 
as follows: 

1. Secondary Planning & Planning Process Boards 

2. Conceptual Design of the Proposed Development 

3. Environmental Survey Information 

4. Traffic Impact Analysis Information 

 

Section 1 – Secondary Planning & Planning Process Boards 

Two Senior City Planners were nearby to answer questions regarding the planning process. 

The Presentation Boards consisted of: 

1.1  Policy Frameworks – Design & Planning Principles 

1.2  What is a Major Redevelopment Site? 

1.3  Secondary Plan – Development & Adoption 

1.4  Draft Policy Map – Parker Lands Major Redevelopment Site 

Comments from the City Planners present regarding concerns form the public: 

• They received a few questions about the Southwest Bus Rapid Transit (Stage 2) project 

including questions about the closure of Parker and the new road connection from Parker 

to Hurst Way (likely to be at the historically named Georgina St.); 

• They had one person comment negatively about the future retention basin’s steepness. 

 

 
Section 2 - Conceptual Designs of the Proposed Development 

Designers/Planners/Architects and representatives from the developer were present to answer 

questions about the conceptual design and layout of the site. 

Presentation Boards were as follows: 

2.1  Conceptual Master Plan – Site Development 

2.2  Residential Areas – Typologies and Densities 

2.3  Residential Areas -  Streetscape 

2.4  Residential Areas – Street Character (medium density) 

2.5  Residential Areas – Sun Shadow Studies 
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2.6  Public Spaces – in Hydro / Transit Corridor 

2.7  Transportation Networks – Pedestrian / Cycling Active Transportation 

2.8  Parkspace 

2.9  Sustainable Building Strategies 

2.10 Parking Integration – Strategies 

Some comments that were made to the Design consultants present: 

 

• There was a lot of interest in the project, in particular the potential for a district geothermal 

heating & cooling system to serve the site; 

• There were some strong questions about the impact of the development and BRT but 

expressed in a civil way; 
 

• A few people pointed out that Parker Avenue was the dividing line between school 

divisions and therefore were wondering if children from the new development 

 will be attending Harrow or Beaumont school (are they part of Winnipeg School Division? 

which is to the north of Parker or Pembina Trails which is to the south?); 

• Several residents talked about getting ticketed by CN (which resulted in a $204 fine) for 

crossing the rail tracks to get to the commercial district to the north and therefore were 

interested if there was an opportunity to build a pedestrian bridge across the tracks for 

access; 

• Some people were asking about the types and values of housing being proposed and 

whether they were going to be for low-income bracket (in general there seemed to be a 

strong opinion against low income housing and that it was not going to be welcomed in the 

community); 

• Some people were concerned about the choice of Georgina St. rather than Beaumont 

Street for the access to the drop-off and continuation through the neighbourhood (it would 

be an inconvenience for them to zig-zag in an indirect way to get home each day); 

• Many people present wanted the city to assure them that there would be a naturalized 

edge along the storm water retention pond and NO FENCE. 
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Section 3 – Environmental Survey Information 

Two representatives from EcoLogic, the authors of the various Environmental reports for the 

Parker Lands future development site, were present to answer questions. 

The Presentation Boards contained summary information from the Environmental Surveys 

conducted on the site. Presentation Board titles were: 
 

3.1  Environmental Information – Legislation Requirements 

3.2  Environmental Information – Updated Site Surveys 2016 

3.3  Environmental Information – Human Impact 

A brief summary of the evening, specifically with respect to the environment: 

 

• Outside of two attendees from the Parker Wetlands group, there were no concerns 

regarding the environment that were brought to the consultant’s attention; 

• A collection of local residents did express concerns regarding the lack of direct 

management on the property indicated that the standing water and abundance of out of 

control vegetation were breeding mosquitos and expressed their wishes for the property 

vegetation to be mowed and the standing water to be managed; 

• Outside of this concern, the remaining comments were positive regarding their pleasure  

seeing the due diligence of the developer regarding the environment by having the 

biological surveys completed; 

• Several residents indicated they were satisfied that the concerns expressed at the first 

open house about gaining a better understanding of the environment had been heard and 

surveys had been conducted; 

• Several expressed their relief to know that there were no species at risk; 

• Throughout the evening, local residents indicated their appreciation and understanding that 

the quality of the environment had changed over the years and acknowledged the present 

degradation of the site; 

• Some residents asked questions regarding the new location for dog walking, wanting to be 

assured there was a place for dog walking in the area; 

• A local resident, botanist, and birder commented that he felt grass species were missed. 

He also indicated that during his Christmas bird count in the area that additional bird 

species were identified during December that were not identified during the EcoLogic 

inventory of birds during their spring/summer surveys; 

• It probably helped the majority in attendance that information was shared from the updated 

ecological surveys which were conducted in response to questions posed at the first open 
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house. The public’s response to the previous questionnaire contained comments that 

suggested the public would like more information surrounding the ecological state of the 

lands to be developed which led to the developer hiring the environmental consultant to do 

an ecological assessment of the site and provide a report on its findings. The report was 

the result of extensive background work by Ecologic and a thorough site assessment. 
 
 
Section 4 – Traffic Impact Analysis Information 

A Traffic Engineering consultant from the office of Morrison Hershfield came to the open house 

presentation to answer questions as necessary on the traffic implications of the new 

development. 
 

Presentation Board titles were: 
 

4.1  Traffic Impact Analysis – Pre development 

4.2  Traffic Impact Analysis – Post development 

Comments from the Traffic Consultant regarding public feedback: 

 

• As expected there was a moderate sense of concern/skepticism regarding increasing traffic 

and parking issues in the neighborhood (i.e. “we will wait and see what happens”); 

• Residents seemed unfamiliar with the potential benefits of the larger infrastructure projects 

in the area including the Waverley Underpass, intersection capacity improvements, 

SWBRT, and the positive impact that those should bring to reduce congestion and 

minimize shortcutting through the neighborhood. It seems that positive outcomes of these 

larger projects in the area could have been communicated better to the public; 

• There were positive views on improving bicycle and pedestrian connections and 

infrastructure in and around the area; 

• Some residents understand that higher intensity around the BRT station is unavoidable but 

would like the city to mitigate potential impacts of traffic increase and on-street parking (i.e. 

traffic calming on local roads); 

• Further to the above, on-street parking around the station seems to be a concern. 
Residents believe outer transit users will park-and-ride for free around the station; 

• Although unrelated to the development, Bus Rapid Transitway noise attenuation is a 

concern for residents immediately adjacent to the Transitway (specifically on Parker Ave). 
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3.0 Stakeholder Consultation 

In addition to the open houses and website the developer also made contact with several 
stakeholders and representatives within the Parker Lands:  

3.1 Manitoba Hydro 

Manitoba Hydro was consulted regarding the Powerlines in the Hydro Corridors that are in the 

Planned Area. (Note: Manitoba Hydro’s Land and Property Secondary Use Application process 

should be undertaken in the future to determine the potential of landscaping and establishing an 

active transportation path in the corridor). 

Several meetings, email correspondences and conference calls were conducting by 6165347 

Manitoba Inc. and Manitoba Hydro between June 2012 and Dec 2014 to discuss existing 

circumstances and future works proposed by both sides within the Parker Lands.  Various 

iterations of preliminary designs of the development site were presented to representatives of 

Manitoba Hydro.  Their stance has always been that “Manitoba Hydro is strictly neutral about 

all development.” 

3.2 Brenda Leipsic Dog Parkers 

Brenda Leipsic Off-Leash Dog Park (BLDP) users were consulted regarding their current and 

future facilities and activities in and around the Planned Area. 

Several emails and phone conversations were had between representatives of the Brenda 

Leipsic Dog Park and 6165347 Manitoba Inc. to discuss among other things, the possible use of 

the private developable land by BLDP as a temporary dog park while their new park was being 

relocated and redeveloped to make way for the Second Leg of the Bus Rapid Transit. 

3.3 Winnipeg Humane Society 

Winnipeg Humane Society was consulted in the spring of 2014 and summer of 2015 regarding 

the current and future activities in and around the Planned Area.  Discussions were also had 

regarding the day-to-day outdoor activities of the animals on the property adjacent to the 

developable land and how any future development might need to consider the potential noise 

disturbances (i.e. sound fences, berms or distance separation, for instance).   

3.4 Environmental Overview 

In response to people’s concerns expressed in Open House #1 (described above) the developer 
retained an environmental consultant to look at all matters related to the existing forest, wetlands 
and green space within the private Parker Lands, as the remainder of the Major Redevelopment 
Site had been previously studied on behalf of Winnipeg Transit for the second leg of the Southwest 
Bus Rapid Transit project. 

In early 2016, 6165347 Manitoba Inc. engaged an independent environmental firm, EcoLogic, to 
look at the existing environmental aspects of the site and the consideration of future development. 
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Over a period of more than a year EcoLogic produced several reports:   

 An Environmental Background Report for the site in May 2016; 

 A Biophysical Technical Report in July 2016 - which presented scientific methods and 
results of the environmental surveys conducted within the Project Study Area; 

 A review of the Parker Lands in Relation to the Ecologically Significant Natural Lands 
Program Criteria I August 2016; 

 A memo in November, 2016 regarding a Summary of Environmental Work and Required 
Regulatory Compliance; 

 A Response to Parker Wetland Conservation Committee Comments on the Biophysical 
Technical Report, November 2016; 

 And a Parker Lands Major Redevelopment Site Environmental Overview in April, 2017 - 

which can be found in the Appendix of the final Secondary Plan. 

EcoLogic provided comments and supporting documentation for Open House #1 in February 2016 
and attended Open House #2 in August, 2016 to related some of their findings from their reports 
and to answer questions and concerns from the public. 

3.5 Parker Wetlands Conservation 

There were several emails and phone conversations between representatives of the Parker 
Wetlands Conservation group (PWC) and Gem Equities to discuss the wetlands and the aspen 
forest.   

Two Environmental Reports of the site conducted by EcoLogic in the spring/summer of 2016 
were provided to the PWC by Gem to review and provide comments before they were to be 
shared with the public. Requests were made by Gem to meet with the PWC to discuss the 
reports before the information was presented at the second open house in August, 2016 but no 
response was given. After Open House #2 another offer by Gem was made to PWC to meet 
with the Environmental consultants to discuss the results and information presented at the open 
house and the concerns that PWC had with the reports. No meeting was accepted by PWC as 
they were working on a written response. 

 Nov. 7, 2016 – PWC send a response to Gem titled “Review of Oak Grove Development 
Project: Biophysical Technical Report” and cc’d the local area Councilor and Mayor.  
 

 Mid Nov. 2016 – PWC posts the two Environmental Reports without permission from the 
owner or author of the reports. 
 

 Nov. 30, 2016 – Gem provides written response to each of the concerns of the PWC in a 
report called “EcoLogic Environmental Inc. Response to Parker Wetland Conservation 
Committee Comments on the July 2016 Biophysical Technical Report.” A meeting 
request is again put forward by Gem with no response. 
 

 July 6, 2017 – Meeting between chairman of PWC group and owner of 6165347 
Manitoba Inc/Gem Equities. 
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 July 16 to 23 – several email correspondences between chairman of PWC group and 
owner of 6165347 Manitoba Inc/Gem Equities regarding discussions from the previous 
meeting. 

 

3.6 CN Rail 

CN Rail was consulted regarding their main line located north adjacent to the Planned Area.  
Processes to determine the setbacks of new residential land-uses were discussed to establish 
policies in the Plan. 

• Mar. 20, 2014 - Conference call with the Manager of Real Estate & Business Development 

at CNR. 6165347 Manitoba Inc. was provided with guidelines to address future 

development when building next to active rail lines. 6165347 Manitoba Inc. received a draft 

of the “Guidelines for New Development in Proximity to Railway Operations” dated May 

2013 and produced for FCM. 

• Apr. 25, 2014 - Conference call to discuss design guidelines when building next to main rail 

lines: specifically about berms, reinforcements and fencing. 6165347 Manitoba Inc. sent 
preliminary site plan to CN for comments shortly after the meeting. 

 Mar. 2, 2017 – Conference call with manager at CNR and Gem to confirm calculations for 
acceptance of Berm setbacks and standards as well as clarification on crash walls. 
Followed up by sending ‘Submissions Guidelines for Crash Walls” produced by AECOM. 
 

3.7 Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) 

The Technical Advisory Committee consists of representatives of the City’s Public Works, Winnipeg 

Transit, Water and Waste, Community Services, City Naturalist, Parks, Emergency Services, and 

Planning, Property and Development Departments as well as the utility providers. The TAC 

reviewed background reports, including engineering and environmental studies, and provided 

comments that informed the preparation of the Plan. The comments also informed the preparation 

of public open house presentation materials. Feedback from the TAC was solicited several times in 

on-going discussions dating back to 2014. 

3.8 City of Winnipeg Parks & City Naturalist 

In addition to being on the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) for review of the Plan, the City of 
Winnipeg Parks and City Naturalist were directly engaged for their feedback on matters relating to 
park dedication and the proposed location options for open green spaces. 

For over a two year period extensive meetings were held between the developer and the City of 
Winnipeg Parks and City Naturalist to explore various options for park locations and areas to be 
preserved within the existing forest. 
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• May 26, 2014 - Meeting with City Planning, Parks and representatives of 6165347 

Manitoba Inc. to discuss park dedication and proposed location options. The 

representatives of the developer sent the latest site plans to the City for feedback. City 
Planning stated that part of the Aspen Forest was to be retained as a part of the policy 
document (Secondary Plan) that was being worked on; 

 

• June 27, 2014 - Meeting between City Planning, Parks and representatives of 6165347 
Manitoba Inc. The representatives of the developer sent the latest site plan to City Planning 
for distribution illustrating concept of pocket parks in multiple locations throughout the 
development.  Parks opinion was that they were less supportive about pocket parks and 
that if they were to be accepted, they would have to be a minimum of 1 acre in area; 

• Oct. 17, 2014 - Meeting with City Planning, Parks and representatives of 6165347 

Manitoba Inc. Parks informed the representatives that the City wanted 100% of land 

dedication rather than any proposed ‘cash in lieu’. Looked at preliminary grading 

studies to see how new development and potential fill on site will affect existing Aspen 

forest; 
 

• Nov. 13, 2014 - Meeting with City Planning, Parks and representatives of 6165347 
Manitoba Inc.  Further discussions on park requirements and park strategies; 

• Jan. 14, 2015 - Meeting with Parks, City Naturalist and representatives of 6165347 
Manitoba Inc. re: Park Dedication. It was identified that future grading of the developed 
site would affect the park area that was desired to be saved. It is the Naturalists and 
Parks’ position that there should only be one location for a park within the entire 
development to maximize preserving as much of the existing forest as possible. 6165347 
Manitoba Inc. expressed their concern as this would leave no dedicated park space for the 
multi-family area, where the majority of the population is likely to be within the new 
development; 

 

• Feb. 13, 2015 - Meeting with City Planning, Parks and representatives of 6165347 
Manitoba Inc. Further discussions of the Secondary Plan and potential park locations; 

 

• Mar. 2 and 19th, 2015 - Over several meetings a working group including representatives 

of 6165347 Manitoba Inc. and the City of Winnipeg’s Planning, Transit, Parks and 

Naturalist Departments developed ideas for the public reserve portion of a potential 

future development in the Parker Lands. Working group sessions were held over two half 

days working towards a solution for acceptable park dedication amount as well as best 

location for the proposed park area; 

• Apr. 20, 2015 – Parks review of site layout with proposed park location; 

• Dec. 1, 2015 - 6165347 Manitoba Inc. sent 4 park options to the City Planner, Parks and 

Naturalist for review and comment; 
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• Dec. 10, 2015 - Meeting with Parks, City Naturalist and representatives of 6165347 
Manitoba Inc. regarding the four potential options for preservation of the forest area. 
6165347 Manitoba Inc. is to look at a compromise of two of the schemes to create another 
option; 

 

• Sept. 9, 2016 - Meeting with City Naturalist and representatives of 6165347 Manitoba Inc. 

to review Environmental Reports produced by EcoLogic for the site; 

• Nov. 15, 2016 - Meeting with City Naturalist, Parks and representatives of Gem Equities to 

review preliminary grading analysis and its effect on proposed park locations. 

• Dec. 5, 2016 - Site Walk Through with City Naturalist, Park Planner, City Planner, 

Environmental Consultants and representatives of 6165347 Manitoba Inc. to compare the 
City’s preferred location vs 6165347 Manitoba Inc.’s preferred location and the habitat 
similarities and differences between each. 

• Jan. 13, 2017 – 5 new options were presented by 6165347 Manitoba Inc. to the City 
Planner with characteristics and pros and cons about the location of the park options and 
how it would potentially influence future development. 

 

3.9 Local Area Councillor 
 

 July 24, 2012 – Meeting between Councillor and Gem Equities regarding initial project 
startup for proposed residential development on the privately owned land in Parker MRS; 
discussions about the key issues and concerns from both sides. 

 

 Feb. 7, 2014 – Gem has a meeting with the Councillor to discuss concept of green space. 
Councillor states City would like to preserve as much forest as possible. 

 

 Oct. 29, 2015 – Gem and Councillor meet to clear up what the process should be 
(“developer led secondary plan”) – will need further input from City Planners. 

 

 Dec. 11, 2015 – Gem, Councillor and City Planning Head meet for an update on progress 
of the secondary plan, steps moving forward and discuss initial preparation for public 
engagement process (open houses). 

 

 Apr. 5, 2016 – Meeting between Gem and Councillor to give debriefing from Open House 
#1; discuss secondary plan and next steps as well as proposed locations for parks(s). 

 

 Sept.13, 2016 – Meeting between Councillor and Gem; Gem gives further debriefing of 
Open House #2; discussions on park locations: now rather than in one preserved area the 
councilor suggests to see preliminary sketch for a linear park through the site. 

 

 Oct. 17, 2016 – Gem and Councillor meet for an update on the design development – 
Councillor no longer wants linear park but rather to save the ‘best’ forest. 
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 June 12, 2017 – Meeting with Councillor, City Planners, owner of Gem Equities and 
owners consultants regarding Hurst Way, Secondary Plan, forest preserve area and how 
grading will affect potential park locations. 

 

 July 6, 2017 – conference call between Councillor and owner of Gem Equities regarding 
PWC meeting regarding aspen forest. 

 

3.10 Winnipeg Transit and their Consultants for the SWRTC (Stage 2) 

Project 

 June 21 and July` 11, 2012 – Dillon meeting on behalf of Transit with Gem Equities to 
show conceptual line drawings and sketches for options of the Stage 2 SWRTC. 
 

 November 7, 2012 – Meeting between Dillon (on behalf of Transit) and Gem to discuss 
ideas for development on Parker as well as latest alignment ideas for phase 2. 

 

 February 16, 2013 – Meeting between Dillon (on behalf of Transit) and Gem to discuss 
preliminary design and possible coordination of Pembina Underpass; 

 

 October 18, 2013 – Meeting with Dillon & Landmark Planning (on behalf of Transit) and 
Gem to discuss the SWRTC as it relates to 6165347 Manitoba Inc. land along or near the 
proposed alignment.  The latest proposed station location was also revealed which would 
benefit both the existing community as well as any future development in the Parker Lands. 

 

 January 15, 2014 - Meeting with Dillon & Landmark Planning (on behalf of Transit) and 
Gem to provide an updated draft functional design of the SWRTC (stage 2) and to 
communicate project scope and timelines in preparation of next open house.  The final 
location of a single proposed station was communicated by Dillon as well as plans to widen 
Hurst Way and add new hydro lines across 6165347 Manitoba Inc. land.  A message was 
also forwarded that `there is a mandate of the city councillor to avoid traffic and keep the 
dog park. 

 

 Nov. 24, 2015 – Meeting with Transit, SWRTC design team and Gem to coordinate 
connection points and anticipated timelines between the proposed station and 6165347 
Manitoba Inc. land. Gem forwarded current schematic plans of the proposed residential 
development to Transit for discussion and coordination purposes. 

 

 Jan. 28. 2016 – Meeting between Transit, PP&D, Parks, and Gem Equities to discuss 
items for coordination between 6165347 Manitoba Inc. land, Transit, Hydro and Parks and 
to establish a preliminary timeline for continued coordination as development proceeds.  
Transit indicates that RFP for the SWRTC (stage 2) project will be awarded by June/16 
and at that time they will have a better indication of final schedule once the contractor is 
chosen. 
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 Mar. 30, 2016 – Parker Lands Coordination #1 between Transit, Dillon, PP&D, PW, W&W, 
Hydro, and Gem to identify projects planned for the Parker Area between 2015 and 2019 
(with a schedule and high level scope). 

 

 Sept. 27, 2016 - Parker Lands Coordination #2 between Transit, Dillon, PP&D, PW, W&W, 
Hydro, Plenary Roads and Gem to identify generic areas of concerns/conflict. 

 
 

3.11 Plenary Roads Group 

Plenary Roads Winnipeg is the group selected by the City of Winnipeg for the construction of the 

Southwest Bus Rapid-Transit Corridor (Stage 2), the Pembina Highway Underpass Project (the 

“Southwest Transitway Project”) as well as the relocated/renovated Brenda Leipsic Dog Park. 

Plenary Roads Winnipeg has been consulted regarding the scope of work and details of the 

Southwest Bus Rapid-Transit Corridor (Stage 2) and related works being constructed within and 

near the Planned Area. 

 Jan. 25, 2017 – Gem meets with the Plenary Group Project Manager for the SWRTC 

(stage 2) project to discuss the various aspects of the project, projected timelines as well 

as expressed concerns with the future Hurst Way road (a connector for both projects). 

 

 Mar. 2017 – email correspondences between Gem and Plenary Roads regarding questions 

on Hurst Way. 
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4.0 Other Public and Private Stakeholder Forums 

In addition to the Public Open Houses for the future residential development and Secondary 

Plan review with the area residents, many other communications were conducted by various 

stakeholders or persons with interest for ongoing and future projects in the Parker Lands 

Major Redevelopment Site properties 

The following is a representation of some of the Public Engagement conducted by other 

stakeholders within the Parker Lands Major Redevelopment Site and adjacent properties. 

In no way is this meant to be an exhaustive list but rather a representation of some of the main 

sessions held by each stakeholder. 

 

4.1 Southwest Transitway (Stage 2) by City of Winnipeg (Transit) and their 

Consultants: 

Dillon Consulting Ltd. on behalf of Winnipeg Transit met with key stakeholders during the summer 
of 2012 to discuss conceptual line drawings and sketches for options of the SWRTC (stage 2) 
alignment study. 

• September 19th and 22nd, 2012 - A Public Open House was held by the City and Dillon 

Consulting to present the alignment options presented for the Stage 2 of the Southwest 

Transitway. Options were analyzed based on operational, construction, financial, 

environmental and community impact comparisons.  There was a request for public input 

on alignment preferences, current and future use of the land, knowledge of development 

opportunities and constraints beyond the project site.  Opinion and feedback surveys were 

distributed at the open house to identify the preferred option.  A total of 376 people 

attended with 331 surveys completed. 

Further stakeholder meetings were conducted by Dillon and Landmark Planning throughout the 

summer and fall of 2013 to communicate project scope and anticipated timelines as well as the 

latest proposed station locations. 

 November 18th and 19th, 2013 - A Public Open House and info session was held. While 

the general routing for the transitway had already been determined, the precise alignment 
was still being worked out. This open was held to provide updated project information and 

to ask for input concerning items such as station sites, bus routing, active transportation, 

property or other impacts and mitigation. It should be noted that leading up to this open 

house, the communications consultant and designers for Winnipeg Transit conducted 

several dozen private stakeholders meetings prior to this to get individual feedback from 

the specific groups. Approximately 300 people in attendance over both days. 

•  Feb. 24th and 25th, 2014 - A follow up Public Open House was held to present further 

detailed information of the SWRTC (Stage 2) project. 
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•  June 3, 2014 - a Public Hearing was held for the 2nd leg of the SWRTC and was 

recommended by Council to proceed. 

 May 28, 2015 – Southwest Rapid Transit Project Open House to review the latest 
proposed design and route. 
 

 July 19, 2016 – Public Information Session by City of Winnipeg to introduce the Plenary 
Group and PCL team who were awarded the contract through an RFP for the design, 
construction and ongoing maintenance of the SWRTC (stage 2), dog park and Pembina 
Underpass projects. 

 

 Feb. 28, 2017 – Two Public Information Sessions are held by the City of Winnipeg at 
Canad Inns on Pembina Hwy to share updates on both the SWRTC (stage 2) project and 
the Parker Storm Retention Basin project. 

 

4.2 Manitoba Hydro 

Manitoba Hydro conducted a Community Engagement Process from November 2014 to March 

2015 for their Harrow Station - Bishop Grandin Transmission Project which was to traverse the 

Parker Lands site. 

A Public Open House was held by Manitoba Hydro on December 2, 2014 for the project at the 

Holiday Inn South on Pembina Highway. MMM Group Limited (MMM) was retained by Manitoba 

Hydro to assist with the Public Engagement Program for the proposed project at the open house. 

Manitoba Hydro proposes transmission line upgrades and relocations to accommodate Phase 

2 of the Southwest Rapid Transit Corridor.  (Note: At this presentation it was discovered by the 

developer that more of their developable land to the west of the existing hydro lines at mid site 

would be required for this expansion project - no requests or previous information had been 

communicated to 6165347 Manitoba Inc. about this requirement. 
 

4.3 Waverley Underpass Project 

 October 6, 2016 – An Open House was held by Dillon Consulting and the City of Winnipeg 
to communicate the latest proposed underpass design and related information to the 
public. 
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APPENDIX A.1 Open House #1 - Questionnaire & Feedback 

Summary 
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Open House #1 Questionnaire 
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Feedback Summary from the Questionnaire 
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APPENDIX A.2 Open House #1 - Presentation Boards 
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OPEN HOUSE #1 – PRESENTATION BOARDS 
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APPENDIX B.1 Open House #2 - Questionnaire & Feedback 

Summary 
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RESULTS OF THE QUESTIONNAIRE 


