
Open House Questions:  
 
Only one member of the public attended the open house and asked the following question 
with regards to the EIA process. 
 

1. Can the provincially significant wetland delineation be made public? 
 

• The EIA process only required delineation from the GeoNB maps. The site 
could also not be delineated in the winter months. A previous site delineation 
was complete and the Project Manager of the EIA branch in attendance will 
look into this data and if it can be released to public. 
 

Invited St. John Street Resident Questions:  
 

Several residents attended the invited consultation attended however did not ask any 
questions related to the EIA only questions related to the construction process. 
 

1. How will we access our homes during construction? 
 

• Detours will be setup so that there is always access to the homes. In the case 
where the work is directly in front of the home the contractor will provide a 
temporary parking space until the work is complete. 

 
 
Submitted Questions Via Email: 
 

1. Page 2: Project Overview: reduce potential for downstream overflows has this 
happened?  What is the evidence please?  
 

• The statement is not directed to a specific event for downstream overflows 
that happened in the past. What the proponent is describing is that if you have 
less infiltration (extraneous flows that are not sanitary), you will have less 
flow going into the sanitary system and aid in the reduction of potential 
overflows thought the GSSC system.   

 
2. Page 2: Project Overview:  Concrete pipes are 40 years old.  When did GSSC start 

providing services to the PDC?  How many studies have been conducted of the status of 
the sewer lines since they were installed?  And what were the results?  20 years ago 
there were complaints of bacteria in the Tidal Creek were any investigations done 
then to determine if the GSSC lines were the possible cause?  
 

• The Proponent has been providing sanitary sewer services to the PDC since 
1972. We would not classify the assessments of the sanitary sewer system in 
PDC as studies, but more of a condition assessment done using sewer video. 
Crandall or the proponent are not aware of any complaints with regards to 
bacteria in the tidal creek 20 years ago and therefore, no investigation was 
done at that time to determine a cause. Crandall is not aware of a 
methodology that would be able to concussively link bacteria in the tidal creek 
to the sewer system on St. John Street.  

 



3. Page 3: Project Rationale:  Text mentions ground water contamination:  Could this be 
the source of the bacteria in the Tidal Creek?  Will the local wells be tested before 
and after?  Do you have any well test results now?  
 

• Crandall and the proponent are only stating that there is a potential for 
groundwater contamination due to the aging piping. It is impossible for 
Crandall to advance with certainty that there are sewer leaks. Multiple factors 
must be in place for sewer leaks to take place. With that said, it is impossible 
to the conclude at this point the correlation between the source of the 
bacteria in Tidal Creek and the ground water contamination by the sewer 
leaks. However, as a preventive measure, a survey of nearby wells within the 
project area will be carried out, to collect information on the physical 
properties of the wells and background water quality data for bacteria and 
specific parameters. Crandall has presently collected initial water samples of 
90% of the wells in the immediate area. Results received thus far do not show 
any contaminations or E. coli or significant coliform counts at this time. 
 
 

4. Page 3: Project Rationale: This area is expected to be a significant contributor to 
downstream overflow events. I am wondering if this refers to the problems with the 
Jarvis St lift station?  
 

• No, the Jarvis Lift Station is a separate basin and is upstream from St. john 
Street in terms of sewer flows. 

 
5. Page 4: Wetlands: The wetlands map is out of date.  The DELG has completed a new 

map delineating the wetlands in the area.  Why aren’t you using the new map? Also, 
sector specific guidelines appear to not apply to this project, so a wetland functional 
assessment is required. The requirement of such wetland functional assessment is 
clearly defined in the regulations. Has the proponent did a study of wetland functional 
assessment?  
 

• The proponent requested and has received the private delineation data that 
will be incorporated into the final report. Our understanding of the wetland 
functional assessment requirement is that this since there is no permanent 
wetland alteration in this project scope the impacts are only temporary and 
existing conditions will be restored once pipe work is complete.  
  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 

6. Page 5: Physical Components and Infrastructure:  Manhole covers and salt water 
intrusion.  This needs to be explained more fully particularly in light of the fact that 
frequent flooding occurs in this area.  
 

• The material chosen are to help with any salt water potentially entering the 
system from either the surface or other sources infiltration upstream. The 
proponent is part of any storm flooding mitigation as part of this EIA only the 
sanitary sewer system. 

 
7. Page 6: Description of the Existing Environment:  No flood mapping in the area.  There 

have been several significant floods in the area but the DELG flood maps have not 
been updated as planned in their Flood Risk Reduction Strategy 2014 document.  But 
local flooding has been mapped by climatologists (Daigle et al) who have studied 
flooding in the area.  A google search will identify those or a call to the DELG.  There 
is also an Atlantic Collaborative on Climate Change Adaptation that has published 
studies on climate change in NB and specifically the PDC area regarding the flooding 
implications of the rising sea level.  
 

• As previously mentioned, Flooding is not part of this EIA application. The GSSC 
only manages the sanitary sewer system and is not responsible for storm water 
management. 

 
8. Page 6: Where will the sedimentation pond be located? What are the implications of 

this pond environmentally?   
 

 

• The location of the sedimentation pond has not been located. It will be the 
Contractor responsibility to find the appropriate location knowing the Contract 
terms. This will be evaluated on a daily basis during construction. It is also 
important to note this is only to temporarily manage surface and trench 
ground water and insure no sediment from the construction enters a 
watercourse.  There is also the possibility of bringing a vacuum tank truck to 
the site allowing the sediments to settle in the tank and to release it with the 
TSS are under 20PPM or to bring it to a local lagoon, if required. 

 
9. Where will all the equipment and materials be placed during construction?  Will it be 

in or near the 30 m buffer?  Where exactly? 
 

• As shown on the attached drawings (August 4, 2017 – EIA Registration 
Document – Pointe du Chêne Sanitary Sewer System Improvements), there is a 
small portion located within 30 meters of a Provincially Significant Wetland. 
Such work will be subject to the conditions of both the EMP and a future 
WAWA permit to be obtained from the NBDELG and will be protected from silt 
run-off by installing silt fencing that will be maintained for the duration of the 
construction. However, it is noted that equipment will not be placed within 30 
meters of a mapped watercourse unless it is being used to place the required 
sewer pipe noted in the drawings within the buffer. 

  



10. Where will the water come from?  There are no fire hydrants in the area and all the 
homes/cottages are on private wells.  
 

• The water will most likely be brought the site of the project with a water 
tanker. 

 
11. This area has experienced flooding in the past and is low lying.  What protections are 

being put in place in anticipation of future flooding?  Coastline sinking? 
 

• The proponent is protecting their sanitary system from any surface water by 
using water tight manhole covers to prevent surface water from entering the 
sanitary sewer system. 

 
12. Page 7: What does it mean that some “stripping” will be required of organic materials. 

Page 7 
 

• Stripping means to remove the organic materials in off-road portions of the 
work. This organic material in the wetland buffer will be put back in place 
once the new sanitary pipe is installed so that the existing native organic 
material remains in place once the project is complete. 

 
13. Page 8: Evidence of assertion that wildlife habitats will not be disturbed.  Shouldn’t 

you be doing a survey to verify that?  
 

• The proponent understands that this work is replacing the existing sanitary 
sewer located in a residential area and will not disturb wildlife habitat. This 
will be monitored during construction 

 
14. Page 9: Historic Land Use:  Please refer to Dr. Kevin Leonard’s work on the 

Archaeological Study conducted for the Ocean Surf campgrounds where he mentions 
the high risk of Indigenous Peoples in the area and a specific location in the Tidal 
Creek.  The DELG should have a copy of this document.  
 

• The proponent and Crandall have evaluated the historical land use with a 
desktop evaluation and this includes a review of Dr. Kevin Leonard’s work 
included in the Stantec Report (appendix C). 

 
15. EIA mentions provincial and federal legal compliance but doesn’t mention how it 

intends to comply with the following:  Environmental Impact Assessment Regulation 
under the Clean Environmental Act, Migratory Birds Convention Act.  Details are 
required.  
 

• All these acts or regulations will be part of the Contract terms for the 
Contractor to follow and will comply with Migratory Bird Regulations (MBR).  
Also note, Construction work will not take place during regional nesting 
periods for Migrating Birds.  

 
16. Appendix B: Page 4: This is a problem: “All pumped water will be directed to a 

sediment control pond to remove silt from, and reduce turbidity of, water pumped 
from work areas before discharging to nearby ditches with erosion protection 



structures”.  Nearby ditches mean that the water will end up in the Tidal Creek.  Note 
there are no ditches in the area to discharge to.  
 

• The pumped water will not be released in the environment until it has reached 
an acceptable level of TSS. 

 
17. “All discharged water will be encouraged to follow natural surface drainage 

patterns” This means it will end up in the Tidal Creek which empties into Parlee 
Beach.  This is not an acceptable practice.  

• All surface water in this area drains to the tidal creak. 
 

18. Appendix B: Page 3&4, Section 2.3 Discharging into local ditches to avoid 
contaminating the creek…there are no local ditches and all discharged water will end 
up in the wetland/Tidal Creek. They are clearly not familiar with the area.  
 

• All discharge to the creek will be clear water from either ground water or 
surface water from dewatering the site. No sanitary water will be discharged 
to the creek for any reason. 

 
19. Appendix B: Page 6: Section 3.2.3:  Where will the refueling and maintenance of 

equipment take place?  This is a residential community with narrow unpaved 
roads.  Where will the equipment be placed?   
 

• Please refer to section 2.4 Pumps and Generators (Appendix B) in the EIA 
Registration Document – Pointe du Chêne Sanitary Sewer System Improvements 
(August 4, 2017). All machinery will have its hydraulic fluid replaced with 
biodegradable fluid as required by the EIA and WAWA permit. Fuel will be 
stored off site. 

 
20. Appendix B: Page 7: Section 4: Dust Management:  How will water containing calcium 

chloride affect the wetland/Tidal Creek?   As there are no ditches and everything 
drains into the wetland/Tidal Creek, what will happen as a result and how will this be 
mitigated? 
 

• The New Brunswick Department of Transportation – Environmental 
Management Manual (January 2010) says: 1) Chemical dust suppressant shall 
not be applied out within 30 meters of a watercourse, wetland or private 
water well. 2) Tankers used in the application of liquid calcium chloride shall 
not be washed out within 30 meters of a watercourse, wetland or other 
environmentally sensitive area.  

 
21. Appendix B: Page 7: Section 5:  Wetland and Watercourse General Measures: Where 

will the water for dewatering come from?  There are no fire hydrants in the area and 
residents are on wells. 
 

• Dewatering refers to surface water or ground water entering the excavations 
and to be pumped out so that the sanitary pipes can be installed.  See also 
response to question as no. 10;  

 



22. Appendix A (to Appendix B): Sewage Management Plan: Page 37:  Given that the entire 
area is likely wetland (the government study for the wetland delineation should be 
obtained), how does the wet and low-lying nature of the area affect the risks to the 
new sewer line? I would think that future flooding, sinking of the area, etc. would be 
significant risks. Were other options considered such as moving the line away from St. 
john Street to higher ground or back farther from the wetland?  Does the replacement 
line really have to follow this route?  I don’t think a thorough analysis of this option 
was seriously undertaken. 
 

• Please refer to section 2.0 Undertaking in the EIA Registration Document – 
Pointe du Chêne Sanitary Sewer System Improvements (PDC) (August 4, 2017). 
Also note, this sewer line is at the lowest point in the PDC sewer system. 
Relocating this is not possible for that reason as you cannot move a main line 
sewer to higher without replacing the entire sanitary sewer system of PDC. 
Also, this sewer line still needs to service the homes on St. John Street, 
meaning ultimately a sewer line still need to be placed on St. John Street. 

   
23. What impact will this construction have on the 2 stormwater outfalls that are located 

on St John St. I assume that these have been taken into consideration. 
  

• This work will not impact these culverts crossing the road other them being 
temporarily removed to install the new sewer pipe and then reinstalled once 
completed. 

  
24. Where is the bird study?  Fish study?  Plant study?  

 

• Since the work will take place in the winter months, it is the proponents 
understanding this is not required at this time to meet the EIA guidelines. 

 
25. A letter was sent by the Aboriginal Secretariat to the 9 Chiefs stating that there were 

no objections on the archaeological aspect to go ahead with the project. However, 
archaeological finds were discovered during the summer of 2017 by Mr. Brent Suttie of 
the Archaeological Services for the Government of New Brunswick. He is 
recommending the area where were the finds to be protected. These finds were 
within 30 meters of where the replacement of the sewer line is planned. Have the 9 
Chiefs been notified of these archaeological finds? Also, 2 letters (Doucet and Arnold) 
identify more concerns about the Archaeological site within 50 metres of the sewage 
replacement and about specific information missing or errors made in your document. 
What do you have to say on that?  
 

• As mentioned previously, a desktop evaluation was completed in addition that 
the new sewer is replacing an existing sewer system in the same location. As a 
result, the new sewer will be installed in the same location that was 
excavated in 1972 were the likelihood of any archeological finds would have 
already been removed. The proponent will monitor the new excavation and if 
required have an archeologist on site to inspect. 

 
26. Did the Mi’kmaq First Nations gave their approval for the Archaeological Site 

Alteration Permit to be issued? 
 



• The Archaeological Site Alteration Permit can be provided to the Mi’kmag First 
nations if required. 
 

27. Is there a confirmation that the area has been rezoned by the Southeast Regional 
Service Commission? 
 

• The Southeast Regional Service Commission has confirmed that no rezoning 
would be required for the proposed project. 

 
28. Are the necessary permits can be obtained to do the work in the provincially 

significant wetland (PSW) labelled as Environment Risk? 
 

• No work will begin without all permitting in place for the (PSW). 
 

29. Is the WAWA permit can be obtained from NBDELG? 
 

• The WAWA permit will be obtained Prior to Construction and after EIA 
determination is complete. 

 
30. What mitigation efforts will take place between the two projects so for the creek 

itself? 

• Should a risk be identified of storm water runoff to the creek by the work, silt 
fencing and environmental structures will be erected as described in the EIA 
document. 

 
31. Does your proponent recognize that directional drilling is to occur under the Tidal 

creek above the project? 

• Yes, however, this is a separate project and is not part of this EIA 
document/application.  

 
32. Over the last 3 years at least two or three wastewater drains have been placed 

underground St. John Street and leading across to empty into the Tidal creek. What is 
the plan for these two wastewater drains? 
 

• The Proponent is not aware of any wastewater drains containing sanitary 
sewer being discharged to the tidal creek on St. John Street. We believe this is 
referring to storm drains and not sanitary sewer. 

 
33. Does the proponent understand that this is the same creek which is part the 

replacement sewage line that is to go under the creek and attach to the MacKenzie lift 
station? That your project which requires an EIA and includes provincially significant 
wetland has entirely different regulations that do not apply to the other end of the 
creek. What is the nature of this relationship? 
 

• The project requires an EIA as a result of open cut excavation through the 30m 
buffer of the PSW. The other project is directionally drilling under the river 
and therefor does not trigger an EIA. 

 
34. The Tidal creek is a place where small infants and young children spend their beach 

time often in contaminated water. Does the proponent recognize that the Tidal creek 



water testing already revealed the highest levels of fecal contamination both by the 
tests completed by the Shediac Bay Watershed Association and the Red Dot Association 
and that any sediment from this project will only further contaminate it? 
 

• The proponent is not aware of tidal creek contamination. That being said, all 
measure will be in place as previously stated to ensure no sediment enters the 
creek.  
 

 
35. Has the proponent noticed that the Tidal creek no longer flushes and that several 

times last summer the creek disappeared altogether at low tide and that further 
sediment in the creek will only compound it?  
 

• Please refer to previous answers in regard to sediment control. 
 

36. The soil surrounding the existing sewer line is possibly contaminated because of 
defects in existing cement pipes. Has this soil been sampled and environmental impact 
considered? 

 

• The proponent is not aware of the soil being contaminated as there is no 
indication of exfiltration of the existing pipe. The soil has not been sampled 
near the existing pipe. This can be done if requested by Environment during 
constructions. 

 
37. Why a Federal EIA was not registered under the Canadian Environmental Assessment 

Act?  
 

• The proponent is not aware of this requirement.  
 
 


