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SUMMARY OF COMMENTS/RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
 
 PROPONENT: EOG Resources Canada Inc. 
 PROPOSAL NAME: EOG Pierson to MIPL Pipeline 
 CLASS OF DEVELOPMENT: 2 
 TYPE OF DEVELOPMENT: Pipeline  
 CLIENT FILE NO.: 5635.00 
 
 
OVERVIEW: 
 
An Environment Act Proposal for the project was dated February 22, 2013.  It was 
received on March 5, 2013.  The advertisement of the Proposal read as follows: 
 
“A Proposal has been filed by EOG Resources Canada Inc. to construct and operate a 
168.3 mm sweet natural gas pipeline in the R.M. of Edward from a proposed EOG oil 
battery in 4-1-02-28 W1M to a proposed Many Islands Pipe Lines (Canada) Limited 
(MIPL) facility in 5-6-3-29 W1M.  Construction of the project is anticipated to begin in 
spring of 2013.  Completion is targeted for the fourth quarter of 2013.” 
 
The proposal was distributed to the "Transmission" Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) 
for review and was advertised in the Melita New Era on Friday, March 29, 2013.  
Comments were requested by April 29, 2013. 
 
A request for additional information was sent to the Proponent on April 11, 2013.  The 
proponent provided a response in a letter dated July 19, 2013.  The request for additional 
information and the Proponent’s response were placed in the public registries. 
 
 
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC: 
 
No comments were received from the public regarding the proposal. 
 
 
COMMENTS FROM THE TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE: 
 
Following is a summary of TAC comments received pertaining to the Proposal.  Copies 
of the original comments from TAC are available in the Public Registries. 
 
Manitoba Conservation and Water Stewardship - Parks and Natural Areas Branch  
The Branch has no comments to offer as this does not impact any parks or ecological 
reserves 
 
Disposition:  

No action needed. 
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Manitoba Conservation and Water Stewardship - Sustainable Resource & Policy 
Management Branch and Lands Branch 
No concerns. 
 
Disposition:  

No action needed. 
 
 
Manitoba Conservation and Water Stewardship - Wildlife and Ecosystem Protection 
Branch 
1. Chapter 5.1.8.3 Rare Vascular Plants – “A summary of plants identified within 1 km 

of the proposed pipeline right-of-way (previously accessed for the Pipeline route for 
Waskada to Pierson and Pierson to MIPL) by the Manitoba Conservation Data Centre 
is provided in Table 5.5. A request to Manitoba CDC was made to update current 
information in January 2013 however the information was not provided prior to 
completing this report and will be forwarded upon receipt.”.  The Wildlife Branch – 
Manitoba Conservation Data Centre (CDC) did not receive a request for data for this 
project in January 2013.  Furthermore, the data accessed for the Waskada to Pierson 
pipeline project may no longer be up-to-date, or applicable for this project. The 
Wildlife Branch requests that the proponent contact the CDC as soon as possible to 
inquire about access to the latest data. 

2. Chapter 5.1.7 - Wetlands states that “Wetlands were avoided as a result of routing 
criteria (e.g., avoidance of wetlands, minimizing impact) for the proposed pipeline 
route”. The Wildlife Branch requires further information on the potential effects on 
wetlands.  Environmental assessments need to outline all the habitat types along the 
proposed route, including a detailed description of the class, size, and health of 
wetlands occurring along the route ROW, and site specific mitigation efforts including 
boring, trenching etc. More detailed information is required before the Wildlife Branch 
can properly review this project. 

3. Table 5.1.8.1 states “The entire proposed pipeline route is located on cultivated land.”. 
 Please confirm that there is no pasture, prairie, wetlands or other natural cover along 
the pipeline ROW. It would be preferable for the proponent to provide a table 
outlining the distribution of vegetation communities along the pipeline ROW 
(cultivated, shrub, wetland, riparian, grasslands etc.).  Where native prairie or pasture 
was not avoidable during the routing selection process, Wildlife Branch will require 
additional mitigation measures to prevent impacts to these important habitats. 

4. The survey data for rare and endangered species, in relation to the ROW is not 
provided. Table 5.5 provides some information but does not provide adequate spatial 
specific details for the purposes of a regulatory review by the Wildlife Branch.  
Although it is important to remain cautious about sharing endangered species 
locations, the Wildlife Branch requests a map of this data for the purposes of 
conducting a proper regulatory review.  

5. p.5-11: “The proposed pipeline route is not proximal to any named lakes, Important 
Bird areas or NAWMP priority areas.” This is a error. This project is being carried out 
entirely in the Southwestern Manitoba Mixed Grass Prairie - Important Bird Area.  
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6. Given the known occurrences of nesting endangered bird species in the vicinity of the 
pipeline route, it may be required that the construction phase of this project be 
restricted between May 1st through August 15th. This is a critical time of year for 
many endangered bird species. These requirements are, in part, derived from the 
guidebook: Petroleum Industry Activity Guidelines for Wildlife Species at Risk in the 
Prairie and Northern Region (2009), as developed by Environment Canada. 

 
Recommendations: 
• Provide further review of the wildlife and vegetation resources within the study area. 

Provide at minimum: 
o A shapefile outlining the distribution of vegetation communities along the ROW. 
o A table outline the distribution of vegetation communities along the pipeline 

ROW (cultivated, native grassland, wetland, riparian, etc). 
o A table and map outlining the number, class, health, and size of wetlands along 

the pipeline ROW.  
o A map outlining the occurrences of rare and endangered species in the pipeline 

ROW. 
 

Proponent’s Response: 
1. EOG provided the Manitoba CDC search results June 18, 2013 as Attachment #1 to 

their July 19, 2013 letter. 
2. An update to Chapter 5.1.7 of the Environmental Assessment Report was provided as 

Table 3.1 in EOG’s July 19, 2013 response.  Information regarding environmental 
features including wetlands, drainages and low areas crossed by the proposed pipeline 
was included in the table. 

3. An update to Section 5.1.8.1 Ecosystem Classification of the Environmental 
Assessment Report is provided was provided in the July 19, 2013 response. 

4. Table 5.5 of the EA provides data for potential rare and endangered species that may 
occur in the area. The ROW was scouted this spring and there was no rare plant 
species observed at this time.  Table 5.6 of the EA provides data for potential wildlife 
species that may occur in the area. No nests or breeding areas were observed for any of 
the bird species mentioned in Attachment # 1.  Attachment #2 provides individual 
Environmental Alignment Sheets (sheets 2 through 5) for the Great Plains Toad, the 
only species named rare and endangered that was located within proximity to the 
ROW. As indicated in Attachment #2, the Great Plains Toad was observed in the 
vicinity of the proposed route near or in Sections 18-2-28-WPM (Sheets 2 and 3), 13-
2-29-WPM (Sheet 4) and 29-2-29WPM (Sheet 5). Wildlife survey results were limited 
to visual and/or auditory observations (i.e., for Great Plains Toad) along or in the 
vicinity of the ROW. 

5. The proposed EOG Pierson to MIPL Pipeline Project is located in the extreme 
southwestern corner of Manitoba within the Southwestern Manitoba Mixed-grass 
Prairie Important Bird Area (IBA). This area is characterized by sandy soils, extensive 
rangeland and remnants of mixed grass prairie. The majority of the area is or has been 
cultivated. This area includes Poverty Plains, Lyleton-Pierson Prairies and the Souris 
River Lowlands. Grassland complexes in these areas account for a large proportion of 
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Manitoba’s overall nesting populations of grassland birds including species at risk 
such as Ferruginous hawk, burrowing owl, loggerhead shrike, Baird’s sparrow and 
Sprague’s pipit.   
Routing of the proposed pipeline was selected to avoid native grassland and semi-
permanent wetlands. These areas are utilized as nesting areas for a wide variety of 
birds. The proposed route will cross 45.97 ha (83.05% of the total ROW) cultivated 
land, 7.53 ha (13.60% of the total ROW) improved pasture land and 1.85 ha (3.34% of 
the total ROW) of wetland/riparian areas. No Wildlife Management Areas (WMAs) or 
Conservation easements lands will be crossed by the proposed pipeline route. Wildlife 
and bird surveys conducted along the proposed pipeline route in the spring of 2011 and 
June 19, 20 and 26, 2013 indicated no conflicts with breeding or nesting of rare or 
endangered bird species. 
Potential effects to grassland birds and their habitat will be mitigated primarily by 
avoidance of grassland and wetland areas. Further, construction activities will occur 
outside the sensitive breeding window for most species (May 15 to July 15). 
Construction methods that minimize disturbance will be used; techniques where 
stripping will be limited to the ditchline and boring of wetland/riparian areas. Also, 
pipeline construction at road crossings will be bored so that disturbance to remnant 
roadside habitats will be avoided.   
Given the pipeline route does not cross native habitat important to the grassland birds 
in the Southwestern Manitoba Mixed-grass Prairie IBA, the proposed construction 
schedule outside of the breeding bird window, and proposed construction and 
reclamation measures to minimize surface disturbance, potential effects to the 
Southwestern Manitoba Mixed-grass Prairie IBA as a result of the project will be 
minimal, of short duration and mitigable. 

6. EOG recognizes the importance of the nesting for endangered bird species in this area 
and is committed to any restrictions put forth by Environment Canada. 
 

Disposition:  
The proponent’s response addresses Wildlife Branch’s concerns.  The Proposal and 
supporting information dated July 19, 2013 indicates all flowing waterways and 
wetlands encountered by the pipeline construction will be bored.  The licence 
conditions contain provisions for the rehabilitation of native prairie that may exist in 
the pasture lands along the pipeline route and for the rehabilitation and monitoring of 
open cut watercourse crossings.  The licence prohibits construction during the bird 
breeding window for most species. 

 
 
Manitoba Conservation and Water Stewardship - Air Quality Section 
Air Quality Section has no air quality related comment on the above proposed gas 
pipeline. It is expected that the proposal has no significant impact on air quality. It is also 
expected that the pumps that will be utilized in the project are electricity driven. 
However, when natural gas-fired engines are used, they may be subject to the 
requirements of the proposed Base Level Industrial requirements (BLIERs) for 
reciprocating engines under the federally led Air Quality Management System (AQMS).  
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Disposition:  
The comments were forwarded to the Proponent for their information. 

 
         
Manitoba Conservation and Water Stewardship - Fisheries Branch 
Fisheries Branch has reviewed this proposal to construct a 32 km long 6”pipeline to carry 
sweet natural gas between the EOG oil battery at LSD 04-01-02-28 W1M and the 
proposed MIPL facility at LSD 05-06-03-29 W1M. There will be a 20 m wide ROW + 5 
m width TWS along the length of the pipeline and the pipeline will be installed 
implementing conventional trenching methods. The proposed pipeline is located within 
an agricultural setting. Temporary facilities such as construction workspaces, shoo-
flies/temporary access roads, equipment storage sites, pipe stockpile sites, bone yards and 
construction office sites may be required prior to or during the construction program. 
They indicate that water courses will be bored or open cut and the implementation of 
surface erosion control measures and riparian vegetation restoration will likely 
substantially reduce the potential for adverse effects. The pipeline will be pressure tested 
using water. 
 
Fisheries Branch has the following concerns or recommendations: 
1. Temporary facility sites: Proponents have developed a list of criteria to help select 

areas. There is no criteria that addresses selecting site areas that avoid proximity to 
surface water. Would it be possible to have a clause in the licence that ensures these 
areas are placed 15 m from the high water mark of 1st and 2nd order creeks and 30 m 
from the high water mark of 3rd order and higher rivers and lakes.  

2. Watercourse crossings: They indicate the only watercourse with a defined bed and 
bank is Gainsborough Creek in SW ¼ of 3-2-29 W. They also indicate that for 
Gainsborough crossing and the crossing of two other water features in NW NW¼ 31-
2-29WPM and SW¼ 6-3-29WPM, which have the potential to convey water, they will 
bore the crossings and the boring activities will be conducted outside of the riparian 
zone of all watercourses.  They indicate in another section of the proposal that there 
are 8 natural drainages that will be open cut in the dry. It is not easy to identify if there 
is the need for any temporary vehicle crossings. 
• For ease of identifying the water crossing sites it would have been beneficial to 

have ALL surface water courses (pipeline and temporary) listed in a table along 
with locations.  

• All trenching and boring should adhere to DFO’s operational statements (this was 
not noted in the EA proposal).  

• There is no indication of what width of riparian area will be retained for the 
trenching/boring.  We would request the same widths be adhered to as in 1 above. 

• Regarding the natural drainages to be open cut: while these natural drainages may 
only carry water intermittently it is not unusual for them to provide spawning, 
nursery and feeding areas in the spring and, if not used by fish directly, they 
contribute to the overall health of the downstream receiving waters.  We would 
like to note that regional fisheries staff have found watercourse crossings that are 
open cut often difficult to stabilize and result in ongoing erosion and 
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sedimentation.  We prefer any crossings that carry water throughout the year or 
intermittently that may provide spawning and nursery habitat, and contribute to 
downstream habitat to be directionally drilled. 

• If the proponents do continue with trenching then for those connected to 
downstream waters the work needs to be done outside of the spring spawning 
period (April 1-June 15) if water is present and, preferably in the dry.  

• The bed and bank must be contoured to resemble the pre-construction dimensions. 
 If there is the need to consult on a particular water course crossing, the methods 
change  or an incident occurs, Bruno Bruederlin is the regional fisheries biologist 
in Brandon.  He can be reached at 726-6452 or email: bbruederlin@gov.mb.ca.   

• We would recommend that mitigation measures identified in the proposal, such as 
erosion and sediment control measures and re-establishment of riparian areas 
(with native species), be included as conditions within the licence.  

• For open cut sites it is equally important to conduct post construction monitoring.  
This is necessary until the crossings are stabilized.  Monitoring should be done in 
the spring and after every major precipitation event.  We would like to see 
watercourse crossings included as part of the post-construction environmental 
report  - method implemented; success/failures; type of remediation if required 
and when.  

3. Pressure Testing: Proponent indicates water will be used to pressure test the line but 
they did not indicate the water source. If the intent is to withdraw from surface water 
there will be requirements for screening the intake. Depending on timing, we would 
not want the withdrawal to occur during the spring spawning season (April 1 – June 
15th) and outside of this window it is important that there is sufficient water to not 
cause pooling/ponding during the water withdrawal. The other concern is the discharge 
test water.  We would not want this water discharged directly to any surface water but 
released at a location and at a frequency that would provide for infiltration into the 
land and/or some filtration by vegetation prior to entering the surface water.   These 
concerns can be addressed through the review process when the applicant applies for a 
license from Surface Water Management.   

4. Minimizing transfer of foreign biota: For any piece of equipment or machinery that is 
used in or near the water at different locations (e.g. large machinery, temporary 
bridges, mats, pump intake and screen, diversion dams, etc.) to minimize the potential 
for introduction of foreign biota the equipment/machinery should be visually inspected 
(any plants, algae and animals removed) and disinfected.  We’ve been requesting 
equipment be cleaned off (not adjacent to the surface water) with a bleach solution and 
then rinsed with water prior to using.  Rinsing equipment with hot water (140F) is also 
effective and again would need to be done to ensure rinse water does not runoff into 
the adjacent surface water. This should become a standard protocol every time 
equipment is used at a new location. 

5. As a reminder, any handling and/or transportation of fish and mussels during salvage 
operations require a Live Fish Handling Permit from Fisheries Branch, Manitoba 
Conservation and Water Stewardship.  We would also expect that at open trench cuts 
mussels, if present, would be relocated to suitable habitat upstream of the crossing.  

mailto:bbruederlin@gov.mb.ca�
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6. The proponent indicates that fish populations and aquatic habitat protection in 
Manitoba fall under the jurisdiction of the federal government through DFO and the 
Fisheries Act. This is not entirely correct as presented. In Manitoba control over crown 
land and natural resources was transferred over in 1930 under the Manitoba Natural 
Resource Transfer Agreement and under the federal Manitoba Fishery Regulations, 87 
have the delegated authority for the day to day administration of the fishery.   

 
Disposition:  

The proponent has indicated that the eight drainages that will be crossed by dry, open 
cut are drains in agricultural fields.   
 
The licence requires that waterway crossings are conducted according to the methods 
proposed in the supporting information dated July 19, 2013.  This document indicates 
that all watercourses with defined banks will be bored.   
 
Conditions have been included in the licence regarding: adherence to DFO’s 
operational statements; erosion control; and invasive species.   
 
The remaining comments were sent to the proponent for their information.   
 
 

Manitoba Conservation and Water Stewardship – Water Quality Management 
Section 
The proposed natural gas pipeline will traverse what appears to be a manly a relatively 
disturbed agricultural area. The pipeline will cross Gainsborough Creek and a number of 
un-named drainage channels.  With respect to water quality the most significant potential 
impact would be related to a spill or malfunction causing a release into a waterway during 
the construction phase of the project. It is noted the pipeline will be installed under 
Gainsborough Creek by directional drilling under the streambed in accordance with 
Department of Fisheries and Oceans Canada criteria.  
 
Implementation of an environmental protection plan combined with the mitigation 
measures outlined in the proposal should be sufficient to alleviate potential concerns with 
respect to water quality.  
 

• Any affected wetlands should be required to be restored to their previous structure 
and function.  

• Hydrostatic testing of pipeline integrity will require authorization from Manitoba 
Conservation and Water Stewardship.  

• It is recommended proponent implement the following:   
o a regular maintenance inspection schedule of the pipeline,  
o electronic leak detection equipment,  
o An emergency response plan, and having staff with training and equipment 

in the area for rapid response in the event of an accident or malfunction.  
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Concerning construction other recommendations include: 
• silt curtains be installed several meters past the riparian margin along the right of 

way 
• Biodegradable erosion control materials be used.  
• All re-vegetation should use a seed mix native to the area to prevent the spread of 

invasive plant species.  
• It is also recommended that construction that could lead to sediment transport into 

waterways be halted during periods of heavy rain fall.  
• If there are some undefined channels that carry water into a watercourse with a 

defined bed and banks and the crossing will be trenched, the work shall be 
conducted during dry conditions and temporary and permanent sediment and 
erosion control measures are implemented until the sites have stabilized. 
 

Further comments: 
• In order to protect riparian areas, including during trenchless drilling, the 

proponent is required to establish and maintain an undisturbed native vegetation 
area located upslope from the ordinary high water mark and adjacent to all water 
bodies and waterways connected to the provincial surface water network: 

• A 30-metre undisturbed native vegetation area is recommended for lands located 
adjacent to surface waters. 

 
Disposition:  

Regarding the recommendation for an emergency response plan and leak detection: A 
contingency plan was provided in the proposal.  The Licence requires that the 
Development is operated in accordance with appropriate CSA standards.  CSA 
standards include recommended practices for leak detection.   
 
The licence requires that waterway and wetland crossings are conducted according to 
the methods proposed in the supporting information dated July 19, 2013.  This 
document indicates that all watercourses with defined banks will be bored.  Wetlands 
classified as Class 3 and up will be bored.  The Class 1 wetlands (that do not exhibit 
any wetland vegetation or wildlife habitat) will be open cut in if dry, and bored if wet. 
 
The licence requirement for adherence to the “Manitoba Stream Crossing Guidelines 
for the Protection of Fish and Fish Habitat” addresses erosion control requirements. 
 
Conditions have been included in the licence regarding hydrostatic testing, spread of 
invasive species, and reclamation of disturbed areas.   
 
The remaining comments were sent to the proponent for their information.   
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Manitoba Conservation and Water Stewardship – Groundwater Management 

• The drilling database should be reviewed for the region along the pipeline route. The 
database shows wells completed in sand and gravel and in shale bedrock in the 
affected townships.  

• The pipeline route crosses the Pierson buried valley aquifer. The location where the 
pipeline crosses the aquifer needs to be identified by the consultant. The potential risk 
to the Pierson Aquifer needs to be discussed.  

• The location of water wells within 500 m of the proposed pipeline route should be 
field verified during consultation with affected landowners. Protection of groundwater 
resources should be included as part of the spill contingency plan (Section 8). 
Landowners who have a well within 500 m of the spill should be notified. 

 
Disposition:  

The comments were forwarded to the proponent for use in the development of the 
Emergency Response Plan for the project.  

 
 
Manitoba Conservation and Water Stewardship – Office of Drinking Water 
The EAP concludes that environmental effects from the project, both during construction 
and operation, are anticipated to be minimal.  I would note the following: 

• The area in which the pipeline is to be constructed has several existing rural domestic 
water distribution pipelines in it.  The proponent will have to ensure his gas pipeline 
alignment does not interfere with water pipelines. 

• The EAP notes that no effects are anticipated to groundwater in the area.  As noted in 
previous EAP reviews similar to this, it would be helpful if the proponents could 
identify existing public water systems in the area and assess possible impacts on their 
raw water supplies, almost all of which in that area are groundwater.  

• The EAP notes the pipeline will cross under Gainsborough Creek by directional 
boring.  This creek drains into the Souris River, which drains into the Assiniboine 
River.   The Assiniboine River is the water source for a number of public water 
systems downstream of where the Souris River enters it.   Thus, a major spill of a 
deleterious substance into Gainsborough Creek would have the potential to 
contaminate the drinking water source of public water systems on the Assiniboine 
River.  As such, ODW would recommend that the contact information for the 
downstream public water systems be included in the emergency procedures for the 
development with instructions that, in the event of a major spill of deleterious 
materials into Gainsborough Creek, the water system owners be contacted. 

Beyond the above noted points, ODW has no other concerns with the EAP or the 
proposed development. 
 
Disposition:  

The comments were forwarded to the proponent for their information.   
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Manitoba Conservation and Water Stewardship – Water Use Licensing Section 
The diversion of water for hydrostatic testing purposes may require an authorization 
under The Water Rights Act. The contact person for this issue is Rob Matthews who may 
be reached at 204-945-6118. 
 
Disposition:  

This comment was forwarded to the proponent for their information.  
 
 

Manitoba Conservation and Water Stewardship - Environmental Compliance and 
Enforcement 
Western Region: 
1. The proponent EOG wishes to construct a new 6-inch OD 32 km long steel pipeline to 

transport sweet natural gas. EOG operates a natural gas liquids (NGL) recovery plant 
at Waskada. EOG proposes to transport natural gas to proposed MIPL facility near 
Gainsborough, as there is no infrastructure in place in the Waskada area for natural gas 
conservation. Cumulative impact of the pipeline construction on physical environment, 
soil quality, water quality, fish habitat, wildlife, wetland, vegetation, SAR and human 
health are claimed to be minimal or insignificant. For the SAR, the applicant will 
implement contingency measures to reduce effect on the local population. For the 
route, wetlands have been avoided to minimize impacts on wetland habitats. There are 
no situations where there is a high probability of occurrence of a permanent or long-
term residual effect of high magnitude that cannot be technically or economically 
avoided. The EA report claims that the proposed pipeline route is environmentally 
satisfactory; most of the associated potential impacts arising from the construction can 
be readily mitigated through environmental protection measures.  

2. As claimed in the report, approx. 75 workers will be involved in the construction 
project. For construction site(s), the applicant needs to comply with Section 4(1) of the 
Onsite Wastewater Management Systems Regulation MR 83/2003, enforced by 
Manitoba Conservation and Water Stewardship, ‘No person shall discharge sewage, 
greywater or wastewater effluent into or onto the surface of the ground except in 
compliance with this regulation’. General information on the compliance of the 
regulation can be found at http://web2.gov.mb.ca/laws/regs/pdf/e125-083.03.pdf . 
Given the fact that the construction sites are usually intended for short time stay, 
consideration shall be given to the use of either holding tanks or portable units of 
secondary wastewater treatment system. Any system should be installed by a licensed 
installer pursuant to Section 9(1) of the regulation. However, final disposal of the 
wastewater has to be done by registered sewage haulers. A list of certified installers 
and haulers can be found at  
http://www.gov.mb.ca/conservation/envprograms/wastewater/industry-
group/index.html. In case of the use of a portable secondary sewage treatment system, 
the unit has to be pre-approved by and registered with Manitoba Conservation. Please 
note that Manitoba Conservation communicated with oil companies working in the 
western region of Manitoba regarding wastewater management in the drilling sites, 
through correspondence dated February 13, 2012.   

http://web2.gov.mb.ca/laws/regs/pdf/e125-083.03.pdf�
http://www.gov.mb.ca/conservation/envprograms/wastewater/industry-group/index.html�
http://www.gov.mb.ca/conservation/envprograms/wastewater/industry-group/index.html�
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Conclusive remarks: Manitoba Conservation-Enforcement and Compliance Branch, 
Western region, has no concern about this proposed development at this point of time. 
However, please refer to our observation point 2 regarding compliance of wastewater 
management in the construction sites of the proposed development.  
 
Disposition:  

No action needed. 
 
 
Manitoba Local Government - Community Planning Services Branch 
 I have reviewed the above referenced proposal and note the following information for 
your review and consideration concerning that portion of the gas pipeline being proposed 
for development in the Province of Manitoba. The route identified for the proposed 6” 
gas pipeline involves lands in the Rural Municipality of Edward which is a member of the 
Southwest Planning District. All development is therefore subject to the policies of the 
district development plan in effect and as may be further regulated in the RM of Edward 
Zoning By-law.  
 
SOUTHWEST PLANNING DISTRICT DEVELOPMENT PLAN BY-LAW NO. 1-
2004:  
According to the Southwest Planning District Development Plan, the lands on which the 
proposed EOG gas pipeline is being proposed are designated as “RURAL POLICY 
AREA” and the installation of oil and gas infrastructure can occur in this designation. In 
particular, PART 2, Section 2.3.8.1 Mineral Resources of the plan states the following: 
“The exploration, development, production and termination of all aggregate, mineral, oil 
or gas resources located in the Planning District shall be undertaken in a manner that is 
environmentally safe, stable, and compatible with adjoining land uses and in keeping with 
applicable legislation and regulations as set from time to time by the Province of 
Manitoba.”  
 
RM OF EDWARD ZONING BY-LAW NO. 3-2005 : 
According to the RM of Edward Zoning By-law, lands on which the proposed EOG gas 
pipeline is being proposed are zoned “AG” – Agricultural General Zone. This zoning by-
law also contains general regulations governing uses, buildings and structures in all zones 
in the municipality. In particular, PART 2, Section 2.4.5 (a) of the by-law which deals 
with Public Utilities and Services states the following:  
“This By-law shall be interpreted so as not to interfere with the construction, erection and 
location of the distribution facilities of a public utility. Office buildings, warehouse, 
maintenance or storage compounds operated by a public utility shall be subject to the 
provisions of this By-law.  
Other utilities or services may or may not need local approval as follows:  
(a) Oil and gas pipelines, electric transmission lines and structures are deemed to be in 
compliance with this By-law if they are carried out, constructed and operated in 
accordance with federal and provincial law; and”  
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CONCLUDING REMARKS:  
Based on my review of the packages of information provided to this office by the 
Petroleum Branch and Manitoba Conservation and Water Stewardship – Conservation 
Division, in respect of the Manitoba-based portion of the proposed EOG - 6” gas pipeline, 
I have no concerns with the proposed development as it is generally consistent with the 
policies of the Southwest Planning District Development Plan and satisfies the 
requirements of the RM of Edward Zoning by-law. 
 
Disposition:  

No action needed. 
 
 
Manitoba Agriculture, Food and Rural Initiatives (MAFRI) 
MAFRI has reviewed the Pipeline Construction and Reclamation Plan, as well as the 
General Project Description. Plans to protect soil against erosion and loss are in place. A 
need to manage for invasive plant species is noted. It is very important that machinery 
and equipment be cleaned between sites, to prevent the spread of invasive plants, such as 
leafy spurge. 
 
Provided that all measures are taken to control erosion, replace topsoil upon completion 
of construction, and to prevent the spread of invasive plants, MAFRI has no significant 
concerns. Remediation concerning erosion protection must follow immediately or close to 
construction, as there is potential for erosion.  
 
Input based on agricultural producers’ knowledge will be important in reducing the 
impact of the timing and long term effects of construction.  
 
Disposition:  

Conditions regarding invasive species, replacement of topsoil, and erosion control 
have been included in the licence.  

 
 
Manitoba Infrastructure and Transportation 
The proposal indicates the pipeline will be installed through Provincial Road (PR) 256, as 
well as Provincial Truck Highway (PTH) 3, these installations will require an 
underground utility agreement prior to commencing the work. 
 
Under the “Temporary Facilities – Proposed Pipeline”, the proposal indicated the need for 
temporary access roads, shooflies, stockpile sites and staging areas, contractor 
construction offices and yards.  As such the proponent should be informed that, under the 
Highways and Transportation Act (for PR’s) and the Highways Protection Act (for 
PTH’s), any new access, relocation or alteration of an existing connection onto a PR will 
require a permit from MIT and from Highway Traffic Board for PTH (including any 
change in use for an existing PTH access).  A permit is also required for any construction 
(above or below ground level) within 38.1 (125 ft) or for any plantings within 15.2 m (50 
ft) from the edge of the right of way along the PRs or PTHs identified above. 
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Disposition:  

These comments were forwarded to the proponent for their information.  
 
 
Manitoba Health    
1. Please ensure appropriate waste disposal as per existing environment regulations. 
2. Dust, noise, gaseous and particulate emissions during construction may be a concern 

as may be the handling of gasoline products. 
3. Please minimize the risk of surface or ground water contamination by fuel or chemical 

spills during construction. 
 
Disposition:  

These concerns have been addressed in the draft licence. 
 
 
Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency (CEAA) 
In consultation with the Manitoba Department of Energy has been was determined that 
this project is outside of the National Energy Board’s (NEB) jurisdiction as it would not 
cross provincial boundaries and would be solely regulated by Manitoba.  The linking of 
the project on the Saskatchewan side will be owned and operated by a different company 
(MIPL).  
 
 
PUBLIC HEARING: 
There were no comments received from the public.  A public hearing is not 
recommended. 
 
 
CROWN-ABORIGINAL CONSULTATION 
The Petroleum Branch concluded that there will be no potential adverse effects on 
aboriginal or treaty rights that would necessitate initiating any consultation with First 
Nations, Métis communities or other aboriginal communities before making a decision 
about the application of EOG Resources Canada Inc under subsection 149(2) of The Oil 
& Gas Act for a pipeline construction permit.  Following is the rational for this 
conclusion. 

• The proposed route is located on 100% privately owned land. Landowners were 
consulted and they stated that they were not aware of any past or current land use 
exercising First Nations traditional rights or activities.  

• Any ground disturbance including pipeline trenching and workspace for 
horizontal directional drilling (HDD) crossings and bores will be conducted on 
100% privately owned land.  Waterway crossings will be directionally bored. 

• The project proximity is 50 km to nearest Aboriginal, First Nation or Métis 
community. 
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• Proposed route will not change current land use- primarily agricultural or 
ranching. Construction is planned for fall months (3Q 2013) to minimize 
disturbance and they plan to build and cover quickly.  

• The project traverses lands covered by Treaty 2 and anticipates that project 
impacts on traditional land and resource use, if any, would be minimal due to 
current land tenure and land use.  

• The project has been reviewed by Culture, Heritage and Trade through the 
Petroleum Branch permitting process.  There were no comments or objections 
from this group on the pipeline construction application.  

 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The comments received on the Proposal can be addressed as conditions of licensing for the 
project, or have been forwarded to the Proponent for their information.  Therefore, it is 
recommended that the Development be licensed under The Environment Act subject to the 
limits, terms, and conditions as described in the attached Environment Act Licence. It is 
further recommended that enforcement of the Licence be assigned to the Western Regions 
prior to construction. 
 
 
PREPARED BY: 
 
Elise Dagdick 
Manitoba Conservation and Water Stewardship 
Environmental Approvals Branch 
Energy Land and Air Section 
Telephone: (204) 619-0709 
Fax: (204) 945-5229 
e-mail: elise.dagdick@gov.mb.ca   
 
October 11, 2013 


