
r
Wobb, Bruce (CWS)

Subject: AM of Alexander Wasteweater Treatment Lagoon (PR 313) File: 580000

The attached material can be placed in the public registries for the above project:

Additional information request — email from Environmental Approvals Branch to KGS Group: January 29, 2016

Public Comments on Environment Act Proposal — Stephan Bouderlique, November 19, 2015 (1 page)

Technical Advisory Committee Comments on Environment Act Proposal - (11 pages)

Manitoba Conservation and Water Stewardship, Environmental Compliance and Enforcement Branch — December 9,
2015
Manitoba Conservation and Water Stewardship, Climate Change and Air Quality Branch — December 11,2015
Manitoba Conservation and Water Stewardship, Lands Branch — December 11,20Th
Manitoba Conservation and Water Stewardship, Parks and Protected Spaces Branch — December 2, 2015
Manitoba Conservation and Water Stewardship, Wildlife and Fisheries BRnch — November 17, 2015
Manitoba Conservation and Water Stewardship, Water Science and Management Branch, Water Quality Management
Section — December 11,2015
Manitoba Conservation and Water Stewardship, Office of Drinking Water — December 10,20Th
Manitoba Conservation and Water Stewardship, Water Control Works and Drainage Ucensing Section — November 19,
2015
Manitoba Infrastructure and Transportation, Highway Planning and Design Branch, Environmental Services Section —

November 18, 2015
Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency— November 12, 2015
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Webb, Bruce (CWS)

From: Webb, Bruce (CWS)
Sent: January-29-16 9:30 PM
To: ‘Shaun Moffalt’; Gene Senic?
Subject: RM of Jexander Wastewaer Treatment Lagoon - PR 313

The public and Technical Advisory Committee review period for this proposal closed on December11, 2015. One
comment was received from a member of the public. Additional information was provided to address the questions
identified, and no follow-up questions or concerns were received, Several Technical Advisory Committee comments
were received. Some of these resulted in the additional information request provided below. Other comments are
provided for your information following the request for additional information.

Additional Information Request

please provide comments on the following items:

1. Section 2.5.2 includes references to the construction of a wetland and lagoon within the C1-3 site. Please
confirm that the wetland construction for site restoration purposes is unrelated to the wastewater treatment
lagoon. i.e. the constructed wetland is not a component of the wastewater treatment lagoon proposal.

2. SectIon 2.6.3 states that effluent will be discharged to a forested area that will provide nutrient uptake and
further polishing of the effluent. Commentary is requested on the sustainability of nutrient uptake/polishing in
the forested effluent dispersal area. (See also item 6 below.)

3. Section 2.6.3 states that “Since the intermittent discharge period is longer than 30 days, total phosphorus
standards will be calculated as a roiling average according to the MWQSOG.N Commentary is requested as to
why a rolling average would be used rather than the normal discharge requirement whereby the effluent was
tested before discharge to ensure that the discharge criterion was met.

4. Please confirm that the primary cell has sufficient capacity to receive incoming wastewater for the proposed
two month period while the secondary cell is isolated for discharge. Sufficient capacity is also needed for
effluent sampling and testing in the isolated secondary cell prior to discharge — perhaps another two weeks.

5. Section 4.3 discusses potential groundwater impacts within the footprint of the wastewater treatment lagoon.
Were groundwater impacts and mitigation measures also considered for the effluent dispersal area,.and if so,
what were the conclusions7

6. Based upon Manitoba Water Quality Standards, Objectives and Guidelines Requlation (196/2011), a < 1 mg/I TI’
limit prior to discharge or a demonstrated nutrient reduction strategy should be required. Land application is
proposed as a nutrient reduction strategy equivalent to a <1 mg/L total phosphorous limit, land application of
effluent would be subject to the Nutrient Management Regulation (62/2008). As such, the concentration of the
effluent, over the duration of the two month discharge period, would need to be known to calculate an
application rate. The nutrient profile of the receiving soils would also have to be known. The effluent application
rates would need to match the rate of uptake. This mass balance information has not been discussed in the
proposal. An unknown application of effluent cr1 land may lead to adverse effects on soil, groundwater or
vegetation.

7. The consideration in the proposal with regards to potential nutrient management zones N4 restriction is noted.
The soil’s agricultural capability is 3TD (50) - 7R (30) - 5W (20). This soil type indicates nutrient management
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zone N2 as per the Nutrient Management Regulatfon 62/2COB). As such no N4 restrictions appLy. However, the
agricultural capability of the soil indicates a slope between 5 and 10%; rocky bedrock outcrops, heavy clays, and
wet low lying areas within the 13 ha land application area. This soil type suggests the proposed nutrient
reduction strategy of land application, to meet Manitoba Water Quality Standards, Objectives and Guidelines
Regulation (196/2011), may not be equivalent to a <1 mg/I Total Phosphorous effluent limit. Additionally, a
flutrient uptake rate has not been projected. By the soil type, there is concern that effluent may run-oft into
Rice Creek with little opportunity for nutrient uptake even during a 2 month discharge period. If the effluent
should simply run-off into Rice Creek, how could the effectiveness of the nutrient reduction strategy be
demonstrated?

8. The report talks about releasing effluent overland instead of through a constructed channel/outlet from the
lagoon, and that there would be some percolation/absorbing of effluent into the soils and bedrock. Considering
it’s granitic shIeld rock with minor soil above, this may not be adequate, especially when this isa Special Forest
area and the lands in question are coded for Fisheries values.

9. The location of the lagoon is another area of concern. It does not service any community directly, and over the
:ifespan of the project hauling costs may be prohibitive. This in conjunction with the point immediately above
suggests that an alternative location for the facility may be a viable long-term option.

It should be noted that the maximum depth of effluent in the secondary cell of a facultative lagoon is 1.5 m. This value
should be used In all storage calculations for the facility.

Items for Your Information

The following items are foryour informatIon only; responses are not requested for these items.

Manitoba Conservation and Water Stewardship - Lands Branch

• If/when the license is issued for the construction of the WWTL at this location the current operation land use
coding (SF/D/T) will need to be amended to include Operational Crown land coding that will accommodate the
new land use activity (e.g., XM). Once approved the CWS Regional Land Manager for the Eastern Region will
bring the Operational Coding issue to the attention of the BPC #6 Chair, for future BPC code change
recommendatIon.

• The proponent should be advised that any new clearing activity where timber resources will be impacted may
be subject to additional timber damage appraisals. It is recommended that the proponent (RM of Alexander)
contact the Eastern Regional Forester to arrange for timber accommodation planning for any impacted timber
resources that may result from any additional site preparation or expansion activity; where applicable.

• In addition, any negative impacts to the remaining timber resources, as a result of the effluent discharge directly
into standing timber located westerly of the cleared area, may be subject to additional timber damage
appraisals where it is determined that the effluent is negatively impacting the timber resource. A monitoring
program is required to evaluate forest health and reaction to the nutrient oading (effluent) into the forested
area. It is recommended that an additional Follow-up Activity be added to section 6, or 6.6 be expanded to
specifically monitor for effects on forest health as a result of the direct discharge of effluent [ito the forested
areas.

The Eastern Region would also like to highlight an existing agreement that currently directs Point du Bois
Cottagers to utilize the Rural Municipality of Lac du Bonnet lagoon which Manitoba Conseation & Water
Stewardship has contributed too not only ii regards to the initai construction costs of that lagoon, but also an
agreement :Sat provides aiD year commitment witn yearly furding. “ease note that this comment does not
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have bearing on the construction site of this lagoon by the RM of Alexander? it should be noted and clarified as
the usage of the Lac du Bonnet lagoon may be affected by a minimal amount with the establishment of the
closer Lagoon in theRM of Alexander.

If you need further clarification please directly contact Dale Sobkowich — A/Regional Lands Manager for the Eastern
Region at (204) 945 6660.

Manitoba Conservation — Office of DrInkIng Water

ODW reviewed the above noted EAr. The proposal notes treated wastewater will flow into a creek which flows into La
du Bonnet, but gives no information on downstream water users. There are several public and semi-public water
systems downstream of this location which use the lake and Winnipeg River as their drinking water sources. The lagoon
effluent, if treated to Manitoba Standards, should not pose any problem for these water systems, however, if a major
spill of untreated or partially treated wastewater from the lagoon were to occur, it could potentially cause problems for
downstream water systems. As such, ODW recommends the contact information for downstream water systems be
included In the Emergency Procedure5 plans for the lagoon system with instructions that, if a major spill of untreated
wastewater to occur, the downstream water systems be notified.

Beyond this point ODW has no other concerns with the EAP or proposed development.

Manitoba Infrastructure and Transportation — Highway Planning and Design Branch. Environmental Services Section

MIT has reviewed the proposal under the Environment Act noted above and we have the following comments:

• Under The Highways and Transportation Act permits are required from MIT for:
o any new, modified or relocated access to a Provincial Road;
o any structures (including advertising signs, wells, septic fields, etc.) on, under or

above the ground within the 38.1 meter (125 ft) Controlled Area adjacent to Provincial Roads;
o discharging of water or other liquid materials into a ditch of a Limited Access

Highway, Provincial Road or Access Road;
o Placing any trees or plantings within 15.2 metres (50 feet) of the edge of right-of-way of a Limited Access

Highway, Provincial Road or Access Road.
• Agreements are also required from MIT for any piping placed under PR 313 or within the MIT’s right-of-way or
Controlled Areas.
For more information, please contact Murray Chornoboy, Regional Planning Technologist, at (204) 346-6287 or
Murraychornoboy@gov.rnb.ca.

Bruce.
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Webb, Bruce (CWS)

Subject: FW: Treatment lagoon (pr 313) file 5800.00

From: Stephan Bouderlique
Sent: November-19-15 9:30 AM
To: Webb, Bruce (CWS)
Subject: Treatment lagoon (Pr 313 ) file 5800.00

Dear Sir,
In regards to the Notice of Environment act proposal that was posted in the Clipper.
My wife and I live in Rice Creek Bay, which is the Bay that Rice Creek flaws into. We are going to be one of the
many recipients of the eventual discharge of the effluent coming out of the lagoon. I do understand this is
water from the secondary cell which has been standing for 1 year and that it will be going on to a vegetation
area before entering the Rice Creek tributary. I have the following questions I hope you can answer to
alleviate my concerns of causing damage to the water body we live on.

- Is water tested for bacteria levels before discharge to forested area?
-How much water is to be discharged at once?
- How much area of forested area does this water travel over to et to Rice Creek?
- What is the Impact on wildlife on the discharge forest area?
- Is water tested at Rice Creek falls or the bay area on a consistent basis during discharge?
- Is base line testing to be done prior to discharge?
- Who’s on the hook to have this cleaned up if excessive E coli in water after discharge? (this is a high traffic
area for recreational persons ).
- If there is testing, where can the results be found?

I am looking forward to have the following questions answered

Stephan Bouderlique
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4omtobaMorndum
DATE: December 9, 2015

TO: Bruce Webb FROM: Diane Oertel
Environmental Approvals Environmental Compliance and
Conservation and Water Stewardship Enforcement
123 Main St Suite 160 (Box 80) Conservation and Water Stewardship
Winnipeg MB R3C 1A5 Box 4000

Lacdu Bonnet, Manitoba ROE lAO

SUBJECT: RM of Alexander Wastewater Lagoon Environment Act Proposal - File 5800.00
Comments from Environmental Compliance and Enforcement Branch (ECE)

1. SectIon 2.5.2 includes references to the construction of a wetland and lagoon within the CL-a site. Is the
purpose of the wetland construction for restoration purposes, or is the intent to incorporate the wetland into
the design of the wastewater treatment lagoon for additional treatment of nutrients?

2. SectIon 2.6.3 states that effluent will be discharged to a forested area that will provide nutrient uptake and
further polishing of the effluent. ECE requests the proponent to comment on the sustainability of nutrient
uptake/polishing in the forested effluent dispersal area.

3. SectIon 2.6.3 states that “Since the intermittent discharge period is longer than 30 days, total phosphorus
standards will be calculated as a rolling average according to the MWQSQG. ECE requests ciarification
on whether effluent samples for total phosphorus analysis (iF) will only be collected during discharge to
obtain the rolling average, If this is the case, ECE is concerned that this method wTh not allow for the
detection of TP exceedences prior to release of the effluent into the environment, which may result in non
compliance with regulatory and licence standards.

What is the rationale for basing TP concentration on a rolling average, rather than on the analysis of grab
samples that are collected prior to efflueni discharge?

4. Section 4.3 discusses potential groundwater impacts within the footprint of the wastewater treatment
lagoon. Were groundwater impacts and mitigation measures also considered for the effluent dispersal
area, and if so, what were the conclusions?
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Muni4oba Memorandum

DATE: 11 December, 2015

TO: Bruce Webb FROM: Muntaseer Ibn Azkar
Environmental Approvals Climate Change and Air Quality
Conservation and Water Stewardship Conservation and Water Stewardship
160-123 Main Street, Winnipeg 160-123 Main Street, Winnipeg

SUBJECT: it M. of Alexander — Waste Water Treatment Lagoon (File 5800.00)

Air Quality Section has reviewed the above proposal and provides the following comments:

• The proposal is not expected to have a significant impact on air quality provided that the
measures cited are implemented.

• Air Quality Section suggests that the LA Clause regarding odour nuisance be included.



Webb, Bruce (CWS)

From: +WPG1212 - Conservation Circulars (CWS)
Sent: December-11-15 7:50 AM 17
To: Webb, Bruce (CWS)
Subject: Request far review/comment ‘RM Alexander WWTL - File: 580000

HePo 3r:ce,

Good ncrrg.

Lands 3rarc,- VICWS as &bwng cr1ns as egars the RMAexarer WWTL Ee S3D.CD)

• :Y/wen he :censa sss;e or he c srrft., of the W7rTh tths ocation he c’rent 02 cion and use
codhg S/Dr) w ee to e ar,ende to n&ce DDerzogal Crown land coding that w 2ccornrnodate the
EW ant se actvcy ag., XV). Dice aprovecte CWS eg!onai Land Manager for :he East2rr Region wiH
rrgt.e Operatonal Ccrg se to the a enton of the 3?C :45 Chair, for future 3PC ccde :.,arge
recommendation.

• The Droponentshmid ze vised tat any new cearirg ac:!v.ywere timber resources w9 be mpscted may
e subjectt additonc :mber damage aDra::sa;s. ItS ,ecctmended that tze propcnent 3M of Aexander)
contact the Eastern Regaia Forester to arrange fat tirber acconodatori arring for an impacted tir,er
rsources tia: ny resu.I from ay acc:tcnal ste Jreparat:on Dr exoars5or act,vty; where epica:e.

• n addftbn, any negative mp2cts to the remainiig trnher resojrces, as a restit Df the effuet dscharge drecty
into standing trnber orated westerly of the ceared area, may be subject to additional tnher damage
appra!s&s where t is deterTined tat the eFte:!t 5 negatively impacting the timber resource. A monitoring
program is requked to evauate Torest he&th ard reaction to the nutrient nading effent) into the forested
area, its recommended that an addion oow-up Activity be added to secton 6, or 6.6 e expanded to
sceciflca3y rnontor for effects on forest 1e&ti as a result of the direct discharge of effluent nto the forested
areas,

• The Eastern Region woud also Rke to hgbgh n ext’ ayeameit that orrenty directs ?ointdu 3ais
Cottagers to utHze the Rural Muicpaty& Lacdu 3onnet agoon wch Mantoba Conservaton & Water
Stewardship has contributed too not cniy in ‘egardsto the nii& constructon costs of that agoon, but also an
agreement t:nat provides a 10 year comm2ment with yeary funding. Please note that hs ccmrnent does not
have bearing on the construct!or ste of th:s :agcon by the 3M of Aexarder, it should te noted and cari5ied as
the usage of the Lac du Bonnet gcon may be afected bye rn,m2l amount wit)i the es:ebishment of the
cosar Lagoon in the 3M of Aiexner.

f yo need •?urther carcato, s:ease ectiy contact Zae Sobwwcn A/egJr& ii.r:s Vaneie: cr ha aaster
egon at 104) 94 SESO

X’ .d rgards

.3
Crown Lcc ?tgrs AdmrsatD,
Lane E€xti
Xartcba carsatvator arC Wasr &evardst.2
2CC Leex CrcerZ ?cx 25
Wirrrpeç, Yrtoa 3L 3N3 CJA
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Webb, Bruce (CWS)

Subject: FW: Request for review/comment - RM Alexander WWTL - File: 580000

From: -t-WPG1212 - Parks Circulars (CWS)
Sent December-02-15 8:27 AN i,
Ta: Webb, Bruce (CWS)
Subjea RE: Request far review/comment - RN Alexander WWTL - File: 5800.00

‘zr; ard ?ecte St3c2 3rarc, hs J:e.’1ec tNe :s2cs; sD- :tec cr5tan o Te Ew?ronmentActc, aequest
ror e’few/romet- 3V Aexre-WvJT_ - e: 58CD.DD. The 3,anch Las no crtarts or :crcens to c!r as it does
oaffec:av xovhc:a:• jark eseves, ecc;cgcz eser/e5, areas o ;tca rerestor ncsec cc:ace areas.
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Webb, Bruce (CWS)

Subject: FW: Request for review/comment - RM Alexander WWTL - File: 5800.00

From: Kiss, Brian (CWS)
Sent: November-17-15 3:09 PM
To: Webb, Bruce (CWS) e2LJ
Subject: RE: Request for review/comment - RM Alexander WWTL - File: 5800.00

No wfldflfe rekited concerns.

—3ran :css
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MB
R3C 1A3

SUBJECT:

DATE: December 11,2015 Memorandum
TO: Bruce Webb FROM: Joy Kennedy

Environmental Approvals Branch Water Quality Management Section
160-123 Main Street, Winnipeg, Water Science and Management Branch

160-123 MaIn Street, Winnipeg, MB
R30 lAS

TELEPHONE: 945-7908
FACS(MILE: 948-2357
EMAIL: joy.kennedygov.mb.ca

ENVIRONMENTACT PROPOSAL FILE: 5800.00 RM OFALEX.4NDER
WASTEWA TER TREATMENT LAGOON

The following effluent standards should be in place for the RM of Aiexandec
wastewater treatment lagoon upgrade as pec the Manitoba Water Qu&ily Standards,
OLØctives and Guidelines Regulation (19512011).

• cBOD25mg/L,
• T5525mg)L,
• Fecal Colifonns or Escherichia cell 200 MPN 1 IDOniL,
• c 1 mg/L total phosphorus or demonstrated a nutrient reduction strategy

Based upon Manitoba Water Qcialily Standards, Objectives and Guidelines
Regulation (196/2011), the proponent should be required to meet a < I mg/L TP limit
prior to discharge or a demonstrated nutrient reduction strategy. The proponent has
proposed land application as a nutrient reduction strategy equivalent to <1 mgIL
total phosphorous limit. The approach towards recycling and reusing nutrients to
minimize discharge of nutrients to water is appreciated, Land application of effluent
would be subject to the Nutrient Management Regulation (6212008). As such, the
proponent would need to know the concentration of the effluent, over the duration of
the two month discharge period, to calculate an application rate. The proponent
would also need to know the nutrient profile of the receiving soils. The effluent
application rates would need to match a rale of uptake. This mass balance
information has not been discussed in the proposal. An unknown application of
effluent on land may lead to adverse effects on s&, groundwater or vegetation. At
this point the Water Quality Management Section recommends the continued
cooperation with the RM of Lac do Bonnet, as regional facilities may be able to
provide more advanced wastewater treatment.

• The Water Quality Management Section appreciates the consideration the
proponent has made in their proposal with regards to potential nutrient management
zones N4 restriction. The soils agricultural capability, of the proposed development

Pagelofi

spkWedcnq

S



area. s 3T0 (50) - 7R (30) - SW (20). This soi tjpe indicates nutrient management
zone N2 as er the Nutrient Management Regulation (6212008). As such no N4
restrictions apply. However, the agricultural capability of the soil indicates a slope
between S and 10%; rocky bedrock outcrops, heavy clays, and wet low lying areas
within Ihe 13 ha and applicafion area. This sod type suggests the proposed nutrient
reduction strategy of land application to meet Manitoba Water Quality Standards,
Objectives and Guidelines Regulation (196/2011). may not be equivalent to a <1
mg/L Total Phosphorous. Additionally, the proponent has not indicated a nutrient
uptake rate. By the soil type, the Water Quaiily Management Section is concerned
that effluent may mn-off into Rice Creek th little opportunity for nutrient uptake
even during a 2 month discharge period. If the effluent should simply run-off into
Rice Creek, how could a prononent confidently demonstrate the effectiveness of the
nutrient reducbon strategy, trickle discharge, where effluent becomes run-off from 13
ha with 3TD (50) — 7R (30)— 5W (20) soils? At this paint, again, the Water Quality
Management Section recommends the continued cooperalian with the RM of Lac du
Bonnet, as regional facilities may be able to provide more advanced wastewaler
treatment.

The Water Quality Management Section is concerned with any discharges that have
the potential to impact the aquatic environment and/or restrict present and future
uses of the water. Therefore it is recommended that the license require the
proponent to actively participate in any future watershed based management study.
plan/or nutrient reduction program, approved by the Director.
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Webb, Bruce (CWS)

From: Subbard, James (CWS)
Sent: December-10-15 9:43 AM
To: Webb, Bruce (CWS)
Subject: Re: 5800.00 RM of Alexander, Lac du Bonnet New Wastewater Lagoon EAP

Mr. Webb,
00W reviewed the above noted EAP. The proposal notes treated wastewater will flow into a creek which flows into Lac
du Bonnet, but gives no information on downstream water users. There are several public and semi-public water
system downstream of this location which use the lake and Winnipeg River as their drinking water sources. The lagoon
effluent, if treated to Manitoba Standards, should not pose any problem for these water systems, however, if a major
spill of untreated or partially treated wastewater from the lagoon were to occur, it could potentially cause problems for
downstream water systems. As such, ODW recommends the contact information for downstream water systems be
included in the Emergency Procedures plans for the lagoon system with instructions that, if a major spill of untreated
wastewater to occur, the downstream water systems be notified.
Beyond this point ODW has no other concerns with the LAP or proposed development.
If you have any questions, please call.
Regards,

James Stibbard P. Eng.
Approvals Engineer
Office of Drinking Water
1007 Century Skeet
Winnipeg MB R3H 0W4
phone: (204) 945-5949
fax: (204)945-1365
email: Jarnes.Stibbard(qov.mb.ca
website: wwwrariitoba.calddnkingwater

Confidentiality Notice: This message, including any attachments, is confidential and may also be privileged

and all rights to privilege are expressly claimed and not waived. Any use, dissemination, distribution,

copying or disclosure of this message, or any attachments, in whole or in part, by anyone other than the
intended recipient, is strictly prohibited.
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Webb, Bruce (CWS)

From: Roberts, Dan (CWS)
Sent; November-19-15 10:26 AM
To: Webb, Bruce (CWS)
Subject: Request for reviewlcomment - RM Alexander WWTL - File: 5800.00

Hi Bruce?

While somewhat outside or the Water Control Works and Drainage Licensing Section’s mandate, we have concerns In
principle with the proposal as it stands now:

1) The report talks about releasing effluent overland instead of through a properly constructed channel/outlet
from the lagoons, and that there would be some percolation/absorbing of effluent into the soils and bedrock.
Considering it’s granitic shield rock with minor soil above, we do not believe this is adequate, especially when
this is a Special Forest area and the lands in question are coded for Fisheries values. As such, we stress that a
properly constructed outlet channel and containment of effluent within the treatment facility’s infrastructure
would be minimal requirements.

2) The location of the lagoons are another area of concern. They are not servicing any community directly, and
over the lifespan of the project hauling costs may be prohibitive. This in conjunction with Point #1 suggest that
an alternative location for the facility may be a viable long-term option.

Should you have questions or concern5 with the above, please give me a call.

Sincerely,

Dan Roberts
Water Resource Officer
Water Control Works and Drainage Licensing Section
Conservation and Water Stewardship
Box 6000, Building #1180,75- 7th Avenue,
Gmli, MB ROC 180
Cell: (204) 641-1331
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I4onitoba
l.J...n.ucti,. and W.n.po.adoa

Rglmway Plarutig nd Dflgn B,.ndi
E,wlmnni.nt.j SeMc E.dlon
1420 — Z16 UrTy a. m.’’.g, MB RX IFS
1 (204) 51W435 F (204) 9463

Novemba 18,2015

TracsyBtatsiM.Sa
Dkedni ErMronntal Apprnvals &aidi
Manitoba Consecvadon and Water Stewardship
123 MaIn St.. SuIte 160
Wkflpeg, MB R3C IA5

RE: RMofMexander-Th
CKit FBe No. 5600.00

Dear Ma &aun:

MIT bBs reviewed the proposal under the Envlmnment Ad noted above and w have the following
comments:

Under Th. Highways and flan&’oflsdon Act peimfts are required 1mm MIT for

o any new, mofied or re1oted access to a ProvincIal Road;

o any stnictwea (IncludIng advertising signs, wells, septic fields, eta) on, undat or
above the ground within the ss.1 meter (125 if) ConfroUed Ajea adjacent to
Pmvtnclal Road.;

o dischargIng of water or other liquid materials Into a ditch of a Umited Access
Highway, Provincial Road or Access Road;

a Placing any frees or plantings wIthin 15.2 metres (50 feet) of the edge of righi-otway
at a Umited Access Highway, Provincial Road or Access Road.

Agreements are also required from MIT for any plpkig placed under PR 313 or within the
M[fl right-of-way or Controlled Areas.

Par more Information, please contact Murray Chomoboy, RegIonal Planning Technologist, at (204)
346-8287 or MurraChorncbcc&go.nm a.

Thank you very much for providIng us the opportunity to review the proposal.

Slncem1y, / -

‘

/ .7

* C—.——

Rysi Coui, M. Sc., P. big.
Ma,ager of EnvlrunmenW Services
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Webb, Bruce (CWS)

Subject: FW: Request for reviewicornment - RM Aiexander WWTL - File: 5800.00

Frcm Sigurxlson,Shauna [CEAA] fniaUto:Sha’jnaSgurdscnceaa-acee,gc.ca1
Sent November-12-15 4:25 PM
To: Webb, Bruce (CWS)
Subject RE: Request for review cnmrnent - RM Alexander WWTt. - File: 5800.00

Hello Bruce

As the proposed project is not a desginated activity under CEAA 2012, the Agency will not be providing comments on
the proposal.

S,a’a Sg:scr -

egonai D:2ctor, ?r&r and \or2,., Regc
Caradan Envronmsrt& Assessrnert Agency / Government c
shauna.sigurdson@ceaa-aceegc.ca / Te: 7SO-€5-2236 I Gel :783-238-2732

Drectlce Région, Agb des r&res et du ora
Agence canadene dévaluaflon nvirtnr,ementaIe / GcLvernernent cu Crada
shauna.siurdsonceaa-acee.Rcca /Te: 780-495-2235/C& :780-288-2752
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