SUMMARY OF COMMENTS/RECOMMENDATIONS

PROPONENT: Lord Selkirk School Division
PROPOSAL NAME: Lockport School Wastewater Treatment Plant
Holding Pond
CLASS OF DEVELOPMENT: 2
TYPE OF DEVELOPMENT:  Sewage Treatment Plant
CLIENT FILE NO.:  1740.10

OVERVIEW:

On April 29, 2003 the Department received a Notice of Alteration (NoA) on
behalf of Lord Selkirk School Division No. 11 for the alteration and expansion of an
existing wastewater treatment facility. All components of the wastewater treatment
facility would be located within the property that is owned by Lord Selkirk School
Division in River Lots 104, 105 and 106, Plan 2565 in the Parish of St. Andrews in the
Rural Municipality of St. Andrews. The NoA described proposed upgrades to an existing
effluent holding pond and the addition of a supplementary effluent holding pond. The
supplementary effluent holding pond would be located to the east of and immediately
adjacent to the existing effluent holding pond. No changes to the sewage treatment plant,
the periods of each year when effluent discharge is permissible, or the effluent discharge
route were proposed. The existing Environment Act Licence No. 1150 restricts effluent
to between May 1¥ and June 15™ of any year and between October 1 and November 1%
of any year. Effluent discharge is to a drainage route that flows east to the railway line,
north along the west side of the railway line to a drain which flows east, crosses PTH 9
and passes through the Lower Fort Garry site to the Red River.

Upon preliminary review of the NoA it was determined that the potential
environmental effects of the proposed changes may be significant and an Environment
Act Proposal (EAP) report would be required. On May 30, 2003 the Department supplied
the proponent with a letter notifying them of this determination and requesting additional
information regarding the existing wastewater treatment facility.

On June 24, 2003 the Department received an Environment Act Proposal (EAP)
on behalf of Lord Selkirk School Division No. 11 for the upgrade and operation of its
existing wastewater treatment facility. In addition, a July 4, 2003 letter from the
proponent identified an adjustment to the original proposal. The adjustment included a
request that the original request to alter the discharge schedule of the holding ponds be
disregarded. The July 4, 2003 letter also confirmed that the proponent had no intention of
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altering the existing wastewater treatment plant as a component of activities relating to
this EAP.

The Department, on July 14, 2003, placed copies of the EAP report in the Public
Registries located at 123 Main St. (Union Station); the Centennial Public Library; the
Manitoba Eco-Network; and the Selkirk and St. Andrews Regional Library and provided
copies of the EAP report to the Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency, the
Interdepartmental Planning Board, and TAC members. As well, the Department placed
public notifications of the EAP in the Selkirk Journal on Monday, July 21, 2003. The
newspaper and TAC notifications invited responses until August 5, 2003.

There were no responses from the public during the response period. The Rural
Municipality of St. Andrews requested additional time to allow their Council to assess the
EAP. On September 8, 2003 the Council for the Rural Municipality of St. Andrews
confirmed that they had no concerns with respect to this EAP.

On October 20, 2003, Manitoba Conservation forwarded a letter to the
proponent’s consultant that summarized the comments that had been received from the
TAC. Additional information that would address the concerns presented in the comments
from the TAC was requested from the proponent.

On November 19, 2003, Manitoba Conservation received a response to the
requests for additional information. A representative of the Lord Selkirk School Division
authored the response.

On November 28, 2003, Manitoba Conservation distributed the responses to the
TAC representation for review and comments if any.

On December 29, 2003, Sustainable Resource Management Branch responded,

indicating that their review of the additional information supplied by the proponent had
not generated any further comments.

COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC:

There were no comments from the public.

COMMENTS FROM THE TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE:

Agriculture and Food

« MNo concerns.






