SUMMARY OF COMMENTS/RECOMMENDATIONS

PROPONENT: Manitoba Aboriginal & Northern Affairs
PROPOSAL NAME: Granville Lake — Wastewater Treatment Lagoon
CLASS OF DEVELOPMENT: 2
TYPE OF DEVELOPMENT: Wastewater Treatment Lagoon
CLIENT FILE NO.: 5008.00

OVERVIEW:

On January 29, 2004, a proposal pursuant to The Environment Act was filed on
behalf of the Manitoba Aboriginal and Northern Affairs for the construction and
operation of a wastewater treatment lagoon that will serve the Community of Granville -
Lake and will be located in NE Section 28 - 83 - 20WPM. Treated wastewater from the
wastewater treatment lagoon will be discharged between June 15" and November 1% of
any year to a natural drainage channel that includes a marsh area and flows into Granville
Lake. Existing sludge disposal pits currently serving the Community of Granville Lake
will be decommissioned once the wastewater treatment lagoon is commissioned.

The Proposal and supporting documentation, prepared by Stantec Consulting Ltd.,
indicate that suitable soils are available at the site for the construction of a standard
lagoon. The proposed lagoon design indicates that a minimum clay type soil liner of 1.0
metre thickness will be provided for the entire lagoon and that the dykes and lagoon floor
will be constructed entirely of clay.

The Department, on February 2, 2004, placed copies of the EAP report in the
Public Registries located at 123 Main St. (Union Station); the Manitoba Eco-Network,
the Thompson Public Library and the Town of Leaf Rapids and provided copies of the
EAP report to the Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency (CEAA), the Clean
Environment Commission, and TAC members. As well, the Department placed public
notifications of the EAP in the Thompson Nickel Belt News on Monday, February 9,
2004. The newspaper and TAC notifications invited responses until February 20, 2004.

On March 2, 2004, Manitoba Conservation forwarded comments that had been
received from the TAC members to the proponent and to the appropriate Public
Registries. No comments were received from the public. Additional information that
would address the concerns presented in the comments was requested from the
proponent.

On March 25, 2004 and April 14, 2004, the consultant submitted a response to the
requests for additional information to Manitoba Conservation.






